
CHARACTERIZATION OF THE CONTINUITY PROPERTIES OF MAXIMAL

OPERATORS ASSOCIATED TO CRITICAL RADIUS FUNCTIONS VIA DINI

TYPE CONDITIONS

FABIO BERRA, MARILINA CARENA, AND GLADIS PRADOLINI

Abstract. We give a characterization of the continuity properties of a Luxemburg maximal type

operator associated to a critical radius function ρ between Orlicz spaces. This goal is achieved by

means of a Dini type condition that includes certain Young functions related to the maximal operator

and the spaces involved. Our results provide not only weak Fefferman-Stein type inequalities but also

a weak weighted estimate of modular type for the considered operators, which is interesting in its

own right. On the other hand, we prove the boundedness of the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function

associated to ρ between Zygmund spaces of L log L type with Ap weights.

1. Introduction

It is well known that many continuity properties of certain operators in Harmonic Analysis can be

directly obtained by studying the corresponding problem for an adequate maximal operator. This

behavior is due to a certain control that the latter exerts over the former, that is usually given in the

norm of the spaces where the operators act. A typical inequality that illustrates this fact is given by

(1.1)

∫
Rn

|T f(x)|pw(x) dx ≤ C

∫
Rn

MT f(x)
pw(x) dx

where w is a weight, T is a certain integral operator and MT is a maximal operator associated to T .

This estimate shows that T inherits the continuity properties of MT in the weighted Lebesgue spaces

Lp(w). Several examples are in order for the pair (T ,MT ): in [7] and [8] the authors established (1.1)

for the unweighted case and A∞ weights for (T,M), respectively, where T is a Calderón-Zygmund

operator (CZO) and M the classical Hardy-Littlewood maximal function. For the pair (Tmb ,M
m+1)

this result was proved in [19], where Tmb is a commutator of order m of T with BMO symbol and

Mm+1 is the m + 1 - iteration of M . It is well known that these iterations of M are equivalent to

certain maximal operators associated to a Young function of L logL type (see, for example [1]).

Regarding operators of convolution type with kernel satisfying certain generalized Hörmander con-

ditions, the corresponding maximal operators are defined by means of more general Young functions

(see [14] and [15]).

Inequalities of Fefferman-Stein type for the operators mentioned above were also considered by

many authors ([10], [12], [14], [17], [20], [24]). It is appropriate to point out that no condition on the

weights is assumed in these estimates.

The previous discussion shows the relevance of studying continuity properties of maximal type

operators. In this direction, in [18] Pérez proved an important characterization of the boundedness
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between Lebesgue spaces of Luxemburg maximal operators associated to a Young function Φ belonging

to certain class related to the underlying spaces. This characterization also includes Fefferman-Stein

type inequalities. In a more general setting, in [21], the authors extend this characterization to spaces

of homogeneous type under the assumption that every annuli is nonempty, condition that was then

removed in [22]. Later on, in [12], an extension involving Orlicz spaces and Dini type conditions was

given.

In the Schrödinger setting, in [5] the authors study inequalities in the spirit of (1.1) for operators

associated to a critical radius function, that is, a function ρ : Rn → (0,∞) whose variation is controlled

by the existence of two constants C0, N0 ≥ 1 such that the inequality

(1.2) C−1
0 ρ(x)

(
1 +

|x− y|
ρ(x)

)−N0

≤ ρ(y) ≤ C0 ρ(x)

(
1 +

|x− y|
ρ(x)

) N0
N0+1

holds for every x, y ∈ Rn. We shall be dealing with the Euclidean space Rn equipped with this

function.

In this paper we shall be concerned with a problem of the type described above by considering

maximal operators of Luxemburg type, Mρ,σ
η , where ρ is a critical radius function satisfying (1.2).

We now introduce the definitions of the maximal operators that will be considered in this article.

For further details see also Section 2. Given a locally integrable function f and σ ≥ 0, the Hardy-

Littlewood maximal operator associated to ρ is defined by

(1.3) Mρ,σf(x) = sup
Q(x0,r0)∋x

(
1 +

r0
ρ(x0)

)−σ ( 1

|Q|

∫
Q
|f(y)| dy

)
,

where Q(x0, r0) stands for the cube with sides parallel to the coordinate axes centered at x0 and with

radius r0, that is, r0 =
√
n ℓ(Q)/2.

Let η be a Young function. For σ ≥ 0 we define

(1.4) Mρ,σ
η f(x) = sup

Q(x0,r0)∋x

(
1 +

r0
ρ(x0)

)−σ
∥f∥η,Q,

where ∥f∥η,Q denotes the Luxemburg average of f over the cube Q, given by

∥f∥η,Q = inf

{
λ > 0 :

1

|Q|

∫
Q
η

(
|f(x)|
λ

)
dx ≤ 1

}
.

When σ = 0 we have that Mρ,σ
η =Mη, the classical generalized maximal function associated to η.

Given a weight w and a Young function Φ, the Zygmund space LΦ(w) is defined by

LΦ(w) = {f measurable : ϱΦ,w(f/λ) <∞ for some λ > 0} ,

where

ϱΦ,w(f/λ) =

∫
Rn

Φ

(
|f(x)|
λ

)
w(x) dx.

For f ∈ LΦ(w), the functional

∥f∥Φ,w = inf {λ > 0 : ϱΦ,w(f/λ) ≤ 1}

is a norm on this space. Moreover, (LΦ(w), ∥ · ∥Φ,w) is a Banach space. When w = 1, we directly write

ϱΦ,w = ϱΦ and LΦ(w) = LΦ.
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Let a and b be positive continuous functions defined on [0,∞) such that a(0) = b(0) = 0, and

we shall also assume that b is non decreasing and satisfies lim
s→∞

b(s) = ∞. Let us also consider the

functions ϕ and ψ given by

(1.5) ϕ(t) =

∫ t

0
a(s) ds and ψ(t) =

∫ t

0
b(s) ds.

Under the assumptions on b, ψ is a Young function.

We are now in position to state the main results of this work. The first theorem contains an

important characterization of the continuity properties of Mρ,σ
η by means of a Dini type condition

that involves η and the corresponding functions associated to the underlying spaces. This condition

generalizes the well known Bp condition introduced by Pérez in [18]. This result requires a weighted

modular Fefferman-Stein type estimate, leading to a modular weak type inequality for Mρ,σ
η which is

interesting by itself.

Theorem 1.1. Let η be a normalized and differentiable Young function in ∆2. Let a, b, ϕ and ψ

functions defined as in (1.5). Then the following statements are equivalent:

(a) There exists a positive constant C such that the inequality∫ t

0

a(s)

s
η′(t/s) ds ≤ Cb(Ct)

holds for every t ≥ 0.

(b) Given any θ ≥ 0, there exist nonnegative constants C and σ such that the inequality∫
Rn

ϕ(Mρ,σ
η f(x))w(x) dx ≤ C

∫
Rn

ψ(C|f(x)|)Mρ,θw(x) dx

holds for every w ≥ 0 and every function f ∈ Lψ(Mρ,θw).

(c) For every θ ≥ 0, there exist nonnegative constants C and σ such that the estimate

∥Mρ,σ
η f∥ϕ,w ≤ C∥f∥ψ,Mρ,θw

holds for every w ≥ 0.

(d) There exist nonnegative constants C and σ such that the inequality∫
Rn

ϕ(Mρ,σ
η f(x)) dx ≤ C

∫
Rn

ψ(C|f(x)|) dx

holds for every f ∈ Lψ.

(e) For every θ ≥ 0 there exists C, σ ≥ 0 such that the inequality∫
Rn

ϕ

(
Mρ,γf(x)

Mρ,γ−σ
η̃ u(x)

)
w(x) dx ≤ C

∫
Rn

ψ

(
|f(x)|
u(x)

)
Mρ,θw(x) dx

holds for every γ ≥ σ and every nonnegative functions f , u and w.

We point out that if we further assume that ϕ is a Young function, we can add another condition

to the characterization given above.

Theorem 1.2. Let η, a, b, ϕ and ψ functions satisfying the same conditions as in Theorem 1.1. If ϕ

is a Young function, we have that items (a) through (e) are equivalent to the following condition.
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(f) There exist constants C > 0 and σ ≥ 0 such that

∥Mρ,σ
η f∥ϕ ≤ C∥f∥ψ

holds for every f ∈ Lψ.

For the classical versions of the maximal operators involved, the theorems above were obtained in

[18] when a(t) = b(t) = tp−1, p > 1, and in [12] for the Euclidean case.

The next result establishes a sufficient condition in order to guarantee the continuity ofMρ,θ between

weighted Zygmund spaces of L logL type (for the definition of the classes of weights see Section 2).

Theorem 1.3. Let p > 1, q ≥ 0 and Φp,q(t) = tp(1+ log+ t)q. If w ∈ Aρp, then there exists θ ≥ 0 such

that Mρ,θ is bounded on LΦp,q(w) .

The following theorem contains a Fefferman-Stein weak type inequality for the operator Mρ,σ
η .

Theorem 1.4. Let w be a weight and Φ a Young function in ∆2. For every θ ≥ 0, there exist σ ≥ 0

and C > 0 such that the inequality

w
({
x ∈ Rn :Mρ,σ

Φ f(x) > λ
})

≤ C

∫
Rn

Φ

(
|f(x)|
λ

)
Mρ,θw(x) dx

holds for every positive λ.

Although this estimate is interesting by itself, it will play an important role in the proof of Theo-

rem 1.1.

Corollary 1.5. If w ∈ Aρ1, there exist C > 0 and σ ≥ 0 such that

w
({
x ∈ Rn :Mρ,σ

Φ f(x) > λ
})

≤ C

∫
Rn

Φ

(
|f(x)|
λ

)
w(x) dx.

The article is organized as follows. In Section 2 we give the preliminaries and definitions. Section 3

and 4 will be devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.4, respectively. We postpone the

proof of the main results, Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2, to Section 5 because they require the estimate

given by Theorem 1.4.

2. Preliminaries and definitions

Throughout the article we shall assume that ρ : Rn → (0,∞) is a fixed critical radius function

satisfying (1.2).

Let us introduce the classes of weights involved in our estimates. These types of Muckenhoupt Ap

classes related to ρ were first defined in [6]. Let 1 < p <∞ and θ ≥ 0. We say that w ∈ Aρ,θp if there

exists a positive constant C such that the inequality

(2.1)

(
1

|Q|

∫
Q
w

)1/p( 1

|Q|

∫
Q
w1−p′

)1/p′

≤ C

(
1 +

r

ρ(x)

)θ
holds for every cube Q = Q(x, r). The notation Q(x, r) stands for a cube with sides parallel to the

coordinate axes, with center x and radius r. We shall denote ℓ(Q) the length of the edges of Q.

Observe that r =
√
n ℓ(Q)/2.
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Similarly, w ∈ Aρ,θ1 if there exists C > 0 such that

(2.2)
1

|Q|

∫
Q
w ≤ C

(
1 +

r

ρ(x)

)θ
inf
Q
w,

for every cube Q = Q(x, r). It is well known that Aρ,θ1 weights verify that Mρ,θw(x) ≤ Cw(x) for

almost every x (see, for example, [3]). We also define Aρ,θ∞ =
⋃
p≥1A

ρ,θ
p .

For 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, the Aρp class is defined as the collection of all the Aρ,θp classes for θ ≥ 0, that is

Aρp =
⋃
θ≥0

Aρ,θp .

We shall denote with Qρ the family of cubes Q = Q(x, r) such that r ≤ ρ(x). When r < ρ(x) or

r = ρ(x) we shall say that Q is a subcritical or a critical cube, respectively. Note that, if Q ∈ Qρ, the

expression
(
1 + r

ρ(x)

)θ
is equivalent to a constant.

We say that Φ: [0,∞) → [0,∞) is a Young function if it is increasing, convex, Φ(0) = 0 and

Φ(t) → ∞ when t→ ∞. We shall refer to Φ as a normalized Young function if Φ(1) = 1. It is easy to

check that any Young function can be normalized. We also say that Φ is doubling, and denote it by

Φ ∈ ∆2, if there exists a positive constant C such that

Φ(2t) ≤ CΦ(t),

for every t ≥ 0.

Given a Young function Φ, the complementary function of Φ is defined by

Φ̃(t) = sup{st− Φ(s) : s ≥ 0}.

Moreover, if Φ(t)/t is a quasi increasing function, then Φ̃ is also a Young function. The following

relation between Φ and Φ̃

(2.3)
t

2
≤ Φ−1(t)Φ̃−1(t) ≤ 2t

holds for every t > 0. The inequality above implies the generalized Hölder inequality∫
Rn

|fg| ≤ C∥f∥Φ∥g∥Φ̃.

Furthermore, for every cube Q we can derive the inequality

1

|Q|

∫
Q
|fg| ≤ C∥f∥Φ,Q∥g∥Φ̃,Q.

We shall be using the following equivalence in our estimations

(2.4) ∥f∥η,Q ≈ inf
t>0

{
t+

t

|Q|

∫
Q
η

(
|f |
t

)}
,

that relates the Luxemburg average of f with its modular version. For more information about Orlicz

spaces see, for example, [13] or [23].
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3. Proof of Theorem 1.3

We shall require the openness property for Aρp weights, given in the following lemma. A proof can

be found in [6].

Lemma 3.1. Let p > 1 and w ∈ Aρp. Then there exists 0 < ε < p− 1 such that w ∈ Aρp−ε.

The following result establishes the relation between the boundedness of Mρ,θ on Lp(w) and the Aρp

classes (see Proposition 3 in [4]).

Proposition 3.2. Let 1 < p < ∞. A weight w belongs to Aρp if and only if there exists θ ≥ 0 such

that Mρ,θ is bounded on Lp(w).

We shall now proceed to the proof of Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let w ∈ Aρp and f ∈ LΦp,q(w), where Φp,q(t) = tp(1+ log+ t)q. We can assume,

without loss of generality, that f is nonnegative and ∥f∥Φp,q ,w = 1. By Lemma 3.1, there exists

0 < ε < p− 1 such that w ∈ Aρp−ε and consequently, by Proposition 3.2, there exists σ ≥ 0 such that

Mρ,σ is bounded on Lp−ε(w). Let a = p− ε > 1. We shall first prove that

(3.1) Φp,q

(
Mρ,θf(x)

)
≤
[
Mρ,σ

(
Φp/a,q/a(f)

)
(x)
]a
,

where θ = σa,

Indeed, fix x and Q = Q(x0, r0) a cube containing x. Since both Φp,q and Φp/a,q/a are convex

functions, we have

Φp,q

((
1 +

r0
ρ(x0)

)−θ 1

|Q|

∫
Q
f

)
≤
(
1 +

r0
ρ(x0)

)−aσ
Φp,q

(
1

|Q|

∫
Q
f

)

=

(
1 +

r0
ρ(x0)

)−aσ [
Φp/a,q/a

(
1

|Q|

∫
Q
f

)]a
≤

[(
1 +

r0
ρ(x0)

)−σ 1

|Q|

∫
Q
Φp/a,q/a(f)

]a
≤
[
Mρ,σ

(
Φp/a,q/a(f)

)
(x)
]a
.

By taking supremum over the cubes Q, and using the fact that Φp,q is continuous and increasing, we

get the estimate (3.1).

We now proceed as follows∫
Rn

Φp,q

(
Mρ,θf(x)

)
w(x) dx ≤

∫
Rn

[
Mρ,σ

(
Φp/a,q/a(f)

)
(x)
]a
w(x) dx

≤ C

∫
Rn

(
Φp/a,q/a(f(x))

)a
w(x) dx

= C

∫
Rn

Φp,q(f(x))w(x) dx

= C,

where we have used that w ∈ Aρa. By a simple computation we have the result. □
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4. Proof of Theorem 1.4

We start by giving some previous results in order to prove Theorem 1.4. The following proposition

gives a partition of Rn in terms of critical cubes. A proof can be found in [9].

Proposition 4.1. There exists a sequence of points {xj}j∈N such that the family of critical cubes

given by Qj = Q(xj , ρ(xj)) satisfies

(a)
⋃
j∈N

Qj = Rn.

(b) There exist positive constants C and N1 such that for any σ ≥ 1,
∑
j∈N

XσQj ≤ CσN1. Here XA

denotes, as usual, the characteristic function of the set A.

We shall be dealing with two versions of the operator MΦ. Concretely, given a fixed cube R we

define

MΦ,Rf(x) = sup
Q∋x,Q⊆R

∥f∥Φ,Q,

and

MD
Φ,Rf(x) = sup

Q∋x,Q∈D(R)
∥f∥Φ,Q,

where D(R) denotes the family of cubes obtained from R by dividing it dyadically.

By means of Proposition 4.1, it will be enough to achieve the estimate claimed in Theorem 1.4 for

cubes that are a constant multiple of a critical cube. The following proposition contains this estimate

for the auxiliary operator MD
Φ,R.

Proposition 4.2. Let Φ be a Young function, w a weight and R = Q(xR, C ρ(xR)) be a cube, where

C > 0. Then, for every θ ≥ 0 there exists a positive constant Cn,ρ,θ such that the inequality

w({x ∈ R :MD
Φ,Rf(x) > λ}) ≤ Cn,ρ,θ

∫
R
Φ

(
|f(x)|
λ

)
Mρ,θw(x) dx

holds for every positive λ and every bounded function f with compact support.

Proof. We first consider the case ∥f∥Φ,R > λ. This is equivalent to

1 <
1

|R|

∫
R
Φ

(
|f |
λ

)
.

Then the estimate easily holds as follows

w({x ∈ R :MD
Φ,Rf(x) > λ}) ≤ w(R) ≤ w(R)

|R|

∫
R
Φ

(
|f |
λ

)
≤ (1 + C)θ

∫
R
Φ

(
|f |
λ

)
Mρ,θw.

Now assume that ∥f∥Φ,R ≤ λ. For k ∈ N, we define

Λk(R) = {Q ∈ D(R) : ℓ(Q) = 2−kℓ(R)}.

We pick those cubes Q in Λ1 such that

∥f∥Φ,Q > λ

and we bisect the others. Repeating this process indefinitely, we obtain a sequence of disjoint cubes

{Qj}j in D(R) verifying that ∥f∥Φ,Qj > λ and also

{x ∈ R :MD
Φ,Rf(x) > λ} =

⋃
j

Qj .
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If we write Qj = Q(xj , rj) for every j, by using (1.2) we have that(
1 +

rj
ρ(xj)

)θ
≤
(
1 + C

ρ(xR)

ρ(xj)

)θ
≤

(
1 + CC0

(
1 +

|xR − xj |
ρ(xR)

)N0
)θ

≤
(
1 + CC0 (1 + C)N0

)θ
.

If we take Cn,ρ,θ =
(
1 + CC0 (1 + C)N0

)θ
, we can proceed as follows

w
({
x ∈ R :MD

Φ,Rf(x) > λ
})

=
∑
j

w(Qj) ≤
∑
j

w(Qj)

|Qj |

∫
Qj

Φ

(
|f |
λ

)

≤ Cn,ρ,θ
∑
j

∫
Qj

Φ

(
|f |
λ

)
Mρ,θw

≤ Cn,ρ,θ

∫
R
Φ

(
|f |
λ

)
Mρ,θw.

Since (1 + C)θ ≤ Cn,ρ,θ, we can conclude the desired estimate. □

Before stating the next lemma, we recall a useful definition for the sequel. A dyadic grid D is

understood as a collection of cubes in Rn with the following properties:

(1) every cube Q in D verifies ℓ(Q) = 2k, for some k ∈ Z;
(2) if P and Q are in D and P ∩Q ̸= ∅, then either P ⊆ Q or Q ⊆ P ;

(3) Dk = {Q ∈ D : ℓ(Q) = 2k} is a partition of Rn, for every k ∈ Z.

The following lemma establishes an important geometric relation between cubes in Rn and dyadic

grids (see [16]).

Lemma 4.3. For each 1 ≤ i ≤ 3n, there exist dyadic grids D(i), such that for every cube Q in Rn

there exist an index 1 ≤ i0 ≤ 3n and a dyadic cube Q0 ∈ D(i0) with Q ⊆ Q0 and ℓ(Q0) ≤ 3ℓ(Q).

The next lemma provides a relation between the auxiliary operators MΦ,R and MD
Φ,R. Although a

version for the case Φ(t) = t was proved in [2], we include the details for the general case for the sake

of completeness.

Lemma 4.4. For each 1 ≤ i ≤ 3n there exist dyadic grids D(i) with the following property: for every

cube Q in Rn there exists 3n dyadic cubes Qi ∈ D(i) such that

MΦ,Qf(x) ≤ 3n
3n∑
i=1

MD
Φ,Qi

(fXQ)(x),

for every x ∈ Q. Furthermore, each Qi verifies Q ⊆ Qi ⊆ CQ, where C depends only on n.

Proof. Given a cube Q0 and a dyadic grid D, let us denote by MΦ,Q0,Df the version of MΦ,Q0 where

the supremum is taken only for cubes in D contained in Q0, that is

MΦ,Q0,Df(x) = sup
Q∈D,Q⊆Q0

∥f∥Φ,Q.



MAXIMAL OPERATORS ASSOCIATED TO CRITICAL RADIUS FUNCTIONS 9

Fix x ∈ Q and let P ⊆ Q be a subcube containing x. Fixed 1 ≤ i ≤ 3n, by Lemma 4.3 there exist

a dyadic grid D(i) and Pi ∈ D(i) such that P ⊆ Pi and ℓ(Pi) ≤ 3ℓ(P ). We claim that Pi ⊆ 8
√
nQ.

Indeed, if xQ denotes the center of Q, for y ∈ Pi we have that

|y − xQ| ≤ |y − x|+ |x− xQ| ≤
√
nℓ(Pi) +

√
n

2
ℓ(Q) < 4

√
nℓ(Q),

so Pi ⊆ B(xQ, 4
√
nℓ(Q)) ⊆ 8

√
nQ. Since

1

|P |

∫
P
Φ

(
|f |XQ
∥f∥Φ,Pi

)
≤ 3n

|Pi|

∫
Pi

Φ

(
|f |XQ
∥f∥Φ,Pi

)
≤ 3n,

we have that ∥fXQ∥Φ,P ≤ 3n∥fXQ∥Φ,Pi . This yields

∥fXQ∥Φ,P ≤ 3n∥fXQ∥Φ,Pi ≤ 3nMΦ,8
√
nQ,D(i)(fXQ)(x) ≤ 3n

3n∑
i=1

MΦ,8
√
nQ,D(i)(fXQ)(x).

By taking supremum over the cubes P ⊆ Q we arrive to

MΦ,Qf(x) ≤ 3n
3n∑
i=1

MΦ,8
√
nQ,D(i)(fXQ)(x),

for every x ∈ Q.

Fix the unique k ∈ Z such that

(4.1) 2k < 8
√
nℓ(Q) ≤ 2k+1.

There exist at most 2n cubes in D(i) with side length 2k and that intersect 8
√
nQ. Let Qi be the

smallest dyadic cube in D(i) that contains these cubes, which implies that ℓ(Qi) = 2k+1. We claim

that

8
√
nQ ⊆ Qi ⊆ 48nQ.

Indeed, the first inclusion is immediate. For the latter, if y ∈ Qi and x ∈ 8
√
nQ∩Qi, by (4.1) we have

|xQ − y| ≤ |xQ − x|+ |x− y|

≤ 8n ℓ(Q) +
√
nℓ(Qi)

< 8n ℓ(Q) + 16n ℓ(Q)

= 24n ℓ(Q),

so Qi ⊆ B(xQ, 24nℓ(Q)) ⊆ 48nQ.

By our choice of Qi we must have

MΦ,8
√
nQ,D(i)(fXQ) ≤MΦ,Qi,D(i)(fXQ) =MD

Φ,Qi
(fXQ).

Finally,

MΦ,Qf(x) ≤ 3n
3n∑
i=1

MD
Φ,Qi

(fXQ)(x). □

We now proceed with the proof of the main result of this section.
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Proof of Theorem 1.4. Fixed θ ≥ 0, let σ > 0 to be chosen later and observe that

Mρ,σ
Φ f(x) ≤ sup

Q∈Qρ

∥f∥Φ,Q + sup
Q̸∈Qρ

(
ρ(xQ)

rQ

)σ
∥f∥Φ,Q =Mρ

Φ,locf(x) +Mρ,σ
Φ,globf(x),

recalling that Qρ is the set of subcritical cubes. By Proposition 4.1, there exists a sequence of critical

cubes Qj = Q(xj , ρ(xj)) that form a partition of Rn with controlled overlapping. We can write

w
({
x ∈ Rn :Mρ,σ

Φ f(x) > λ
})

≤
∑
j

w
({
x ∈ Qj :M

ρ,σ
Φ f(x) > λ

})
≤
∑
j

w

({
x ∈ Qj :M

ρ
Φ,locf(x) >

λ

2

})

+
∑
j

w

({
x ∈ Qj :M

ρ,σ
Φ,globf(x) >

λ

2

})
= I + II.

Let us first estimate I. Fixed Qj , there exists a cube Rj = Q(xj , Cρ ρ(xj)) ⊇ Qj such that if Q ∈ Qρ

and Qj ∩Q ̸= ∅, then Q ⊆ Rj . Indeed, if x ∈ Qj ∩Q and y ∈ Q, by using (1.2) we have

|y − xj | ≤ |y − x|+ |x− xj | ≤ 2ρ(xQ) + ρ(xj) ≤ 2N0+1C0ρ(x) + ρ(xj)

≤ 2N0+2C2
0ρ(xj) + ρ(xj) ≤ (2N0+2C2

0 + 1)ρ(xj),

which implies that y ∈ B(xj , (2
N0+2C2

0 + 1)ρ(xj)) ⊆ Q(xj , Cρρ(xj)), with Cρ =
√
n(2N0+2C2

0 + 1).

Therefore, if x ∈ Qj by Lemma 4.4 we have

Mρ
Φ,locf(x) ≤ sup

Q⊆Rj

∥f∥Φ,Q =MΦ,Rjf(x) ≤ 3n
3n∑
i=1

MD
Φ,Ri,j

f(x),

where Rj ⊆ Ri,j ⊆ CnRj , for every i. By virtue of Proposition 4.2 we obtain

I ≤
∑
j

3n∑
i=1

w

({
x ∈ Ri,j :M

D
Φ,Ri,j

f(x) >
λ

2 · 9n

})

≤ Cn,ρ,θ
∑
j

∫
Ri,j

Φ

(
|f |
λ

)
Mρ,θw

≲
∑
j

∫
Cn,ρQj

Φ

(
|f |
λ

)
Mρ,θw

≲
∫
Rn

Φ

(
|f |
λ

)
Mρ,θw,

where we have also used that Φ ∈ ∆2 and item (b) of Proposition 4.1.

We now estimate II. Fix j and x ∈ Qj . For k ∈ N, we consider the sets

Sk = {Q = Q(xQ, rQ) ∋ x : bk−1ρ(xQ) < rQ ≤ bkρ(xQ)},

where b = 4N0 .

Claim 1. There exist constants C1 and C2 greater than one such that

C−1
1 b−N0kρ(xj) ≤ ρ(xQ) ≤ C1b

N0kρ(xj),

and Q ⊆ C2d
kQj , for every Q ∈ Sk and d = bN0+1.
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From this claim we get that ∥f∥Φ,Q ≤ Cb2N0kn∥f∥Φ,C2dkQj
. Indeed, observe that

1

|Q|

∫
Q
Φ

(
|f |

∥f∥Φ,C2dkQj

)
≤ |C2d

kQj |
|Q|

1

|C2dkQj |

∫
C2dkQj

Φ

(
|f |

∥f∥Φ,C2dkQj

)

≤ (C2d
k)n
(
rj
rQ

)n
≤ (C2d

k)n
(
ρ(xj)

ρ(xQ)
b1−k

)n
≤ (C2d

k)n
(
C1b

N0kb1−k
)n

= (C1C2b)
nb2N0kn.

Therefore, we can write

sup
Q̸∈Qρ

(
ρ(xQ)

rQ

)σ
∥f∥Φ,Q ≤ sup

k≥1
sup
Q∈Sk

b(1−k)σ∥f∥Φ,Q

≤ sup
k≥1

Cb2N0knb(1−k)σ∥f∥Φ,C2dkQj

≤ Cbσ
∞∑
k=1

b2N0knb−kσ∥f∥Φ,C2dkQj
.

Notice that if we take 0 < c < 1/(N0 + 1) and σ > 2N0/(1− (N0 + 1)c) we obtain that b2N0knb−kσ ≤
d−ckσ. This allows us to conclude that

(4.2) Mρ,σ
Φ,globf(x) ≤ C

∑
k≥1

d−kcσ∥f∥Φ,C2dkQj
= C

∑
k≥1

d−kcσ∥f∥Φ,Qk
j
= Aj .

Let J1 = {j ∈ N : Aj > λ/2} and J2 = N \ J1. Since

w

({
x ∈ Qj :M

ρ,σ
Φ,globf(x) >

λ

2

})
≤ w

({
x ∈ Qj : Aj >

λ

2

})
,

we have that II ≤
∑

j∈J1 w(Qj).

For every j ∈ J1 we have that
1

|Qkj |

∫
Qk

j

Φ

(
|f |
C0λ

)
> 1,

provided we pick

C0 =
dcσ − 1

2C
,

where C is the constant appearing in (4.2). Indeed, if this inequality does not hold, we would get

∥f∥Φ,Qk
j
≤ C0λ, which yields

Aj ≤ CC0λ
∑
k≥1

d−ckσ ≤ λ

2
,

which is a contradiction. Therefore, by virtue of (2.4) we can proceed as follows

II ≤
∑
j∈J1

w(Qj) ≤
2C

λ

∑
j∈J1

∑
k≥1

d−kcσw(Qj)∥f∥Φ,Qk
j

≲
2C

λ

∑
j∈J1

w(Qj)
∑
k≥1

d−kcσ

(
C0λ+

C0λ

|Qkj |

∫
Qk

j

Φ

(
|f |
C0λ

))
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≤ 4CC0

∑
j∈J1

∑
k≥1

d−kcσ
w(Qkj )

|Qkj |

∫
Qk

j

Φ

(
|f |
C0λ

)

≤ C
∑
j∈J1

∑
k≥1

d−kcσ
(
1 +

rQk
j

ρ(xj)

)θ ∫
Qk

j

Φ

(
|f |
λ

)
Mρ,θw

≤ C
∑
k≥1

d−kcσ(1 + C2d
k)θ
∫
Rn

Φ

(
|f |
λ

)∑
j

XQk
j

Mρ,θw.

By applying part (b) of Proposition 4.1, we have that

II ≲
∑
k≥1

d−kcσ+kθ+kN1

∫
Rn

Φ

(
|f |
λ

)
Mρ,θw.

Choosing σ > max

{
θ +N1

c
,

2N0

1− (N0 + 1)c

}
we conclude that

II ≤ C

∫
Rn

Φ

(
|f |
λ

)
Mρ,θw,

and the proof is complete. □

We finish the section with the proof of Claim 1.

Proof of Claim 1. By means of (1.2) we have that

ρ(xQ) ≥ C−1
0 ρ(xj)

(
1 +

|xQ − xj |
ρ(xj)

)−N0

.

On the other hand, since Q ∈ Sk we can estimate

|xQ − xj | ≤ |xQ − x|+ |x− xj | ≤ rQ + rj ≤ bkρ(xQ) + ρ(xj),

and replacing on the inequality above we get

(4.3) ρ(xQ) ≥ C−1
0 ρ(xj)

(
2 + bk

ρ(xQ)

ρ(xj)

)−N0

.

If 2 < bkρ(xQ)/ρ(xj), the estimate above leads us to

ρ(xj) ≤
(
2C

1/N0

0 bk
)N0/(N0+1)

ρ(xQ) ≤ 2C0b
kρ(xQ).

If we now assume that bkρ(xQ)/ρ(xj) ≤ 2, we straightforwardly get from (4.3) that

ρ(xj) ≤ 4N0C0ρ(xQ) ≤ 2C0b
kρ(xQ).

On the other hand, again by (1.2) and the fact that Q ∈ Sk we have that

ρ(xQ) ≤ C0ρ(xj)

(
1 +

rQ
ρ(xQ)

+
rj

ρ(xQ)

)N0

≤ C0ρ(xj)

(
2bk +

ρ(xj)

ρ(xQ)

)N0

.

If ρ(xj) ≤ 2bkρ(xQ), we obtain ρ(xQ) ≤ C0(4b
k)N0ρ(xj). If not, we arrive to

ρ(xQ) ≤ 2N0C0ρ(xj)

(
ρ(xj)

ρ(xQ)

)N0

,
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which after a rearrangement leads to ρ(xQ) ≤ (2N0C0)
1/(N0+1)ρ(xj). Therefore,

ρ(xQ) ≤ C0(4b
k)N0ρ(xj).

These estimates give us the first part of the claim by taking C1 = 4N0C0.

Now, for z ∈ Q we have

|z−xj | ≤ |z−x|+ |x−xj | ≤ 2rQ+rj ≤ 2bkρ(xQ)+ρ(xj) ≤ (2C1b
k(N0+1)+1)ρ(xj) ≤ 4C1b

k(N0+1)ρ(xj).

So, we obtain z ∈ B(xj , 4C1b
k(N0+1)ρ(xj)) ⊆ Q(xj , 4

√
nC1b

k(N0+1)ρ(xj)) = 4
√
nC1b

k(N0+1)Qj , so we

can take C2 = 4
√
nC1. □

5. Proof of Theorem 1.1

We start this section by stating and proving some results that will be required for the proof of the

main theorem. The first one is a consequence of Theorem 1.4.

Lemma 5.1. Let φ be a differentiable Young function in ∆2 and w be a weight. For every θ ≥ 0,

there exist positive constants C, σ and t0 > 1 such that the inequality

w({x ∈ Rn :Mρ,σ
φ f(x) > λ}) ≤ C

∫ ∞

t0

Mρ,θw ({x ∈ Rn : 4t0|f(x)| > λs})φ′(s) ds

holds for every λ > 0.

Proof. Since φ is a Young function, there exists t0 > 1 such that φ(t0) > 0. Fix λ > 0 and θ ≥ 0. We

write f = f1 + f2, where f1 = fX{|f |≤λ}. Then, by Theorem 1.4 there exist C, σ > 0 such that

w
({
x ∈ Rn :Mρ,σ

φ f(x) > 2λ
})

≤ w
({
x ∈ Rn :Mρ,σ

φ f2(x) > λ
})

≤ C

∫
{|f |>λ}

φ

(
|f |
λ

)
Mρ,θw.

Observe that ∫
{|f |>λ}

φ

(
|f |
λ

)
Mρ,θw ≤

∫ ∞

0
Mρ,θw({x : |f(x)|/λ > max{1, s}})φ′(s) ds

=

∫ 2t0

0
+

∫ ∞

2t0

= I1 + I2.

For I1 we have

I1 ≤Mρ,θw({x : |f(x)| > λ})
∫ 2t0

0
φ′(s) ds ≤ C

∫ 2t0

t0

Mρ,θw({x : 2t0|f(x)| > λs})φ′(s) ds

≤ C

∫ ∞

t0

Mρ,θw({x : 2t0|f(x)| > λs})φ′(s) ds.

On the other hand, since 2t0 > 1, it is clear that

I2 ≤
∫ ∞

2t0

Mρ,θw({x : |f(x)| > λs})φ′(s) ds ≤
∫ ∞

2t0

Mρ,θw({x : 2t0|f(x)| > λs})φ′(s) ds.

Therefore we conclude that

w
({
x ∈ Rn :Mρ,σ

φ f(x) > 2λ
})

≤ C

∫ ∞

2t0

Mρ,θw({x : 2t0|f(x)| > λs})φ′(s) ds,
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which yields the thesis by taking λ instead of 2λ. □

Let us introduce the centred version of (1.4) over balls. Given a Young function φ and f ∈ Lφloc we

define

Mρ,σ
φ,cf(x) = sup

r>0

(
1 +

r

ρ(x)

)−σ
∥f∥φ,B(x,r),

where B(x, r) stands for the ball centred at x with radius r. Particularly, when φ(t) = t we write

Mρ,σ
φ,c = Mρ,σ

c . It is easy to check that

(5.1) C1Mρ,σ
φ,cf(x) ≤ Mρ,σ

φ f(x) ≤ C2Mρ,σ/(N0+1))
φ,c f(x),

where N0 is the constant appearing in (1.2) and

Mρ,σ
φ f(x) = sup

B=B(xB ,rB)∋x

(
1 +

rB
ρ(xB)

)−σ
∥f∥φ,B

(see, for example, [4]).

The following estimate of maximal operators applied to characteristic functions will be useful in the

sequel.

Lemma 5.2. Let φ be a Young function, B0 = B(x0, ρ(x0)) be a critical ball and x ̸∈ 2B0. For every

σ > 0 we have that

(a) Mρ,σ
c (XB0)(x) ≳

(
ρ(x0)

|x− x0|

)n+σ(N0+1)

and

(b) Mρ,σ
φ,c(XB0)(x) ≲

(
ρ(x0)

|x− x0|

)σ/(N0+1) [
φ−1

((
|x− x0|
ρ(x0)

)n)]−1

,

being N0 the constant appearing in (1.2).

Proof. Let us start by proving (a). Fix any ball B = B(x, rB) and assume that r1 ≤ rB ≤ r2, where

r1 = |x− x0| − ρ(x0) and r2 = |x− x0|+ ρ(x0). Using equation (1.2) we get that

1 +
rB
ρ(x)

≤ 1 +
|x− x0|+ ρ(x0)

ρ(x)
≤ 1 +

3|x− x0|
2ρ(x)

≤ 1 +
3C0|x− x0|

2ρ(x0)

(
1 +

|x− x0|
ρ(x0)

)N0

≤ 3C02
N0

(
|x− x0|
ρ(x0)

)N0+1

.

Therefore

Mρ,σ
c (XB0)(x) ≥ sup

r1≤rB≤r2

(
1 +

rB
ρ(x)

)−σ |B ∩B0|
|B|

≥ C sup
r1≤rB≤r2

[
3C02

N0

(
|x− x0|
ρ(x0)

)N0+1
]−σ

|B ∩B0|
(|x− x0|+ ρ(x0))n

≥ C(3C02
N0)−σ

(
|x− x0|
ρ(x0)

)−σ(N0+1)( ρ(x0)

|x− x0|

)n
.

In order to prove (b), we fix again B = B(x, rB) and assume that rB ≥ |x − x0| − ρ(x0), since the

average ∥XB0∥φ,B is zero otherwise. Then, for λ > 0 we have that

1

|B|

∫
B
φ

(
XB0

λ

)
=

|B ∩B0|
|B|

φ

(
1

λ

)
≤ 2n

(
ρ(x0)

|x− x0|

)n
φ

(
1

λ

)
≤ 1,
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provided we choose

λ ≥
[
φ−1

((
|x− x0|
2ρ(x0)

)n)]−1

.

On the other hand, again by (1.2) we have

1 +
rB
ρ(x)

≥ |x− x0| − ρ(x0)

ρ(x)
≥ |x− x0|

2ρ(x)
≥ |x− x0|

2

[
C0ρ(x0)

(
1 +

|x0 − x|
ρ(x0)

)N0/(N0+1)
]−1

≥ C−1
0 2−N0/(N0+1)

(
|x0 − x|
ρ(x0)

)1−N0/(N0+1)

,

which implies that (
1 +

rB
ρ(x)

)−σ
≤ (2C0)

σ

(
|x0 − x|
ρ(x0)

)−σ/(N0+1)

.

Therefore

(5.2)

(
1 +

rB
ρ(x)

)−σ
∥XB0∥φ,B ≤ (2C0)

σ

(
|x− x0|
ρ(x0)

)−σ/(N0+1) [
φ−1

((
|x− x0|
ρ(x0)

)n)]−1

,

for every rB ≥ |x− x0|+ ρ(x0). By taking supremum in rB we obtain (b). □

We are now in a position to proceed with the main proof.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let us prove that (a) implies (b). Fixed θ ≥ 0, by Lemma 5.1, there exist

positive constants C, σ and t0 > 1 such that

w({x ∈ Rn :Mρ,σ
η f(x) > λ}) ≤ C

∫ ∞

t0

Mρ,θw ({x ∈ Rn : |f(x)| > λs}) η′(s) ds.

Therefore,∫
Rn

ϕ(Mρ,σ
η f(x))w(x) dx =

∫ ∞

0
a(λ)w({x ∈ Rn :Mρ,σ

η f(x) > λ}) dλ

≤ C

∫ ∞

0
a(λ)

∫ ∞

t0

Mρ,θw({x ∈ Rn : |f(x)| > λs})η′(s) ds dλ

≤ C

∫ ∞

0
a(λ)

∫ ∞

1
Mρ,θw({x ∈ Rn : |f(x)| > λs})η′(s) ds dλ

= C

∫ ∞

0
Mρ,θw({x : |f(x)| > s})

(∫ s

0

a(λ)

λ
η′(s/λ) dλ

)
ds

≤ C

∫ ∞

0
b(Cs)Mρ,θw({x : |f(x)| > s}) ds

≤ C

∫
Rn

ψ(C|f(x)|)Mρ,θw(x) dx,

from the definition of ψ on (1.5).

Observe that (c) follows from (b) by taking f/(C0∥f∥ψ,Mρ,θw) instead of f , where C0 > C2.

We now prove that (c) implies (d). Fix f and take α = (
∫
Rn ψ(C|f(x)|) dx)−1. Clearly,∫

Rn

ψ(C|f(x)|)Mρ,θα(x) dx =

∫
Rn

ψ(C|f(x)|)αdx = 1.

Therefore, ∥f∥ψ,Mρ,θα = 1/C. By hypothesis, we get that

∥Mρ,σ
η f∥ϕ,α ≤ C∥f∥ψ,Mρ,θα = 1,
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which leads to ∫
Rn

ϕ(Mρ,σ
η f(x))αdx ≤ 1 =

∫
Rn

ψ(C|f(x)|)αdx,

which yields (d).

Now we prove that (b) implies (e). Fix θ ≥ 0, let σ be the constant provided by (b) and let γ ≥ σ.

Fix x and a cube Q = Q(xQ, rQ) that contains x. From the generalized Hölder inequality we have

that (
1 +

rQ
ρ(xQ)

)−γ 1

|Q|

∫
Q
|f |u ≲

(
1 +

rQ
ρ(xQ)

)−σ
∥f∥η,Q

(
1 +

rQ
ρ(xQ)

)σ−γ
∥u∥η̃,Q

≲Mρ,σ
η f(x) Mρ,γ−σ

η̃ u(x).

By taking supremum over Q we get that Mρ,γ(fu)(x) ≲Mρ,σ
η f(x) Mρ,γ−σ

η̃ u(x). Then, by (b) we have

that∫
Rn

ϕ

(
Mρ,γ(fu)(x)

Mρ,γ−σ
η̃ u(x)

)
w(x) dx ≤

∫
Rn

ϕ
(
Mρ,σ
η f(x)

)
w(x) dx ≤ C

∫
Rn

ψ(C|f(x)|)Mρ,θw(x) dx.

Thus (e) can be obtained by replacing f by f/u.

We shall now prove that (e) implies (a). By applying our hypothesis with w and θ ≥ 0 to be chosen

and f replaced by fu we get that∫
Rn

ϕ

(
Mρ,σ(fu)(x)

Mη̃ u(x)

)
w(x) dx ≤ C

∫
Rn

ψ(|f(x)|)Mρ,θw(x) dx,

since we have chosen γ = σ. Fix t > 0, x0 ∈ Rn, consider the ball B0 = B(x0, ρ(x0)) and choose

f = tXB0 . By taking u = XB0 and combining Lemma 5.2 with (5.1) we have that

Mρ,σ(fu)(x) ≳ t

(
ρ(x0)

|x− x0|

)n+σ(N0+1)

and

Mη̃u(x) ≲

[
η̃−1

((
|x− x0|
ρ(x0)

)n)]−1

.

Therefore(∫
B0

Mρ,θw

)
ψ(t) =

∫
Rn

ψ(|f(x)|)Mρ,θw(x) dx

≥ C

∫
Rn\2B0

ϕ

(
Mρ,σ(fu)(x)

Mη̃u(x)

)
w(x) dx

≳
∫
Rn\2B0

ϕ

(
t

(
ρ(x0)

|x− x0|

)n+σ(N0+1)

η̃−1

(
|x− x0|
ρ(x0)

)n)
w(x) dx.

Now we choose

w(x) =
ϕ
(
t
(
ρ(x0)
|x−x0|

)n
η̃−1

(
|x−x0|
ρ(x0)

)n)
ϕ

(
t
(
ρ(x0)
|x−x0|

)n+σ(N0+1)
η̃−1

(
|x−x0|
ρ(x0)

)n)XRn\2B0
(x).

Claim 2. There exist θ ≥ 0 and a positive constant C that does not depend on w such that

sup
B0

Mρ,θw(x) ≤ C.
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We shall postpone the proof of this claim. If this estimate holds, then we can conclude that

C|B0|ψ(t) ≥
∫
Rn\2B0

ϕ

(
t

(
ρ(x0)

|x− x0|

)n
η̃−1

((
|x− x0|
ρ(x0)

)n))
dx.

By means of (2.3) we can continue the estimate as follows

C|B0|ψ(t) ≥
∫ ∞

0
a(λ)

∣∣∣∣{x ∈ Rn\2B0 : t

(
ρ(x0)

|x− x0|

)n
η̃−1

((
|x− x0|
ρ(x0)

)n)
> λ

}∣∣∣∣ dλ
≥
∫ ∞

0
a(λ)

∣∣∣∣{x ∈ Rn\2B0 :
t

2
> η−1

((
|x− x0|
ρ(x0)

)n)
λ

}∣∣∣∣ dλ
=

∫ ∞

0
a(λ)

∣∣∣∣∣
{
x ∈ Rn\2B0 :

[
η

(
t

2λ

)]1/n
ρ(x0) > |x− x0|

}∣∣∣∣∣ dλ.
Notice that 2n <

1

2
η

(
t

2λ

)
if 0 < λ < t/(2η−1(2n+1)). Therefore,

C|B0|ψ(t) ≥
∫ t/(2η−1(2n+1))

0
a(λ)

∣∣∣∣∣
{
x ∈ Rn\2B0 :

[
η

(
t

2λ

)]1/n
ρ(x0) > |x− x0|

}∣∣∣∣∣ dλ
= C|B0|

∫ t/(2η−1(2n+1))

0
a(λ)η

(
t

2λ

)
dλ

≥ Ct|B0|
∫ t/(2η−1(2n+1))

0

a(λ)

λ
η′
(
t

λ

)
dλ,

since η is doubling and also it is easy to see that η′(z) ≈ η(z)/z. Since b is non-decreasing, we arrive

to ∫ Ct

0

a(λ)

λ
η′
(
t

λ

)
dλ ≤ C

ψ(t)

t
≤ Cb(Ct),

which gives us (a)

We now prove that (d) implies (a). Fixed θ ≥ 0 and any 0 ≤ γ ≤ σ, where σ > 0 is provided by

hypothesis, we proceed similarly as in page 16 with w = 1 to obtain∫
Rn

ϕ

(
Mρ,γ(fu)(x)

Mρ,σ−γ
η̃ u(x)

)
dx ≤ C

∫
Rn

ψ(|f(x)|) dx.

Now we can repeat the argument that we have used to prove that (e) implies (a) to get the desired

result. □

Proof of Claim 2. Recall that

w(x) =
ϕ
(
t
(
ρ(x0)
|x−x0|

)n
η̃−1

(
|x−x0|
ρ(x0)

)n)
ϕ

(
t
(
ρ(x0)
|x−x0|

)n+σ(N0+1)
η̃−1

(
|x−x0|
ρ(x0)

)n)XRn\2B0
(x).

Fix x ∈ B0 = B(x0, ρ(x0)). By (5.1) we have that

Mρ,θw(x) ≤ CMρ,θ/(N0+1)
c w(x),
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so it will be enough to estimate the centered version of Mρ,θ. Let B = B(x, r) be any ball centered

in x. We shall prove that there exists C > 0 such that(
1 +

r

ρ(x)

)−θ/(N0+1) 1

|B|

∫
B
w(y) dy ≤ C

for every r > 0. Applying condition (1.2) we have that

1 +
r

ρ(x)
≥ 1 +

r

C0ρ(x0)

(
1 +

|x− x0|
ρ(x0)

)−N0/(N0+1)

≥ 1

C0

(
1 +

|x− x0|
ρ(x0)

)−N0/(N0+1)(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)
,

and consequently(
1 +

r

ρ(x)

)−θ/(N0+1)

≤ C
θ/(N0+1)
0

(
1 +

|x− x0|
ρ(x0)

)N0θ/(N0+1)2 (
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)−θ/(N0+1)

≤ 2N0θ/(N0+1)2C
θ/(N0+1)
0

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)−θ/(N0+1)

= C

(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)−θ/(N0+1)

.

On the other hand, using (2.3), for y ∈ B we can write

w(y) ≤
ϕ

(
2t
[
η−1

((
|y−x0|
ρ(x0)

)n)]−1
)

ϕ

(
t
(
ρ(x0)
|y−x0|

)σ(N0+1) [
2η−1

((
|y−x0|
ρ(x0)

)n)]−1
)XRn\2B0

(y)

≤
∞∑
k=1

ϕ

(
2t
[
η−1

((
|y−x0|
ρ(x0)

)n)]−1
)

ϕ

(
t
2

(
ρ(x0)
|y−x0|

)σ(N0+1) [
η−1

((
|y−x0|
ρ(x0)

)n)]−1
)X2k+1B0\2kB0

(y).

From the doubling condition on ϕ, there exists a positive constant Cd such that

ϕ(2z) ≤ Cdϕ(z),

for every z. If y ∈ 2k+1B0 \ 2kB0, then

2kρ(x0) < |y − x0| ≤ 2k+1ρ(x0).

Then we continue as follows

w(y) ≤
∞∑
k=1

ϕ

(
2t
[
η−1

((
|y−x0|
ρ(x0)

)n)]−1
)

ϕ

(
1
4 2

(−k−1)⌈σ⌉(N0+1)2t
[
η−1

((
|y−x0|
ρ(x0)

)n)]−1
)X2k+1B0\2kB0

(y)

≤
∞∑
k=1

C
(k+1)⌈σ⌉(N0+1)+2
d X2k+1B0\2kB0

(y)

= C

∞∑
k=1

C
k⌈σ⌉(N0+1)
d X2k+1B0\2kB0

(y).

For y ∈ 2k+1B0\2kB0 we have

2k <
|y − x0|
ρ(x0

or equivalently k < log2

(
|y − x0|
ρ(x0)

)
.
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Also observe that |y − x0| ≤ |y − x|+ |x− x0| < r + ρ(x0). Therefore(
1 +

r

ρ(x)

)−θ/(N0+1) 1

|B|

∫
B
w ≤ C

∞∑
k=1

2−k
(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)−θ/(N0+1)

2(log2 Cd)k⌈σ⌉(N0+1)+kX2k+1B0\2kB0

≤ C
∞∑
k=1

2−k
(
1 +

r

ρ(x0)

)−θ/(N0+1)+(log2 Cd)⌈σ⌉(N0+1)+1

≤ C,

provided we choose θ sufficiently large such that −θ/(N0 + 1) + (log2Cd)⌈σ⌉(N0 + 1) + 1 < 0, where

⌈σ⌉ is the greatest integer less or equal to σ. □

Before proceeding to the proof of Theorem 1.2, we state a useful lemma which establishes a relation

between ∥ · ∥φ and ϱφ(·). Although it holds true for a wider class of functions, we only need the case

of Young functions (see Corollary 3.2.5 in [11]).

Lemma 5.3. Let φ be a Young function and f ∈ Lφ.

(a) If ∥f∥φ ≤ 1, then ϱφ(f) ≤ ∥f∥φ.
(b) If ∥f∥φ > 1, we have that ∥f∥φ ≤ ϱφ(f).

Proof of Theorem 1.2. The equivalence between items (a) to (e) is obtained from Theorem 1.1. Notice

that (c) implies (f) by taking w = 1. We shall prove that (f) implies (d). Let us first assume that

∥f∥Ψ = 2. By hypothesis we get that ∥∥∥∥Mρ,σ
η

(
f

2C

)∥∥∥∥
ϕ

≤ 1.

Applying item (a) of Lemma 5.3 we obtain∫
Rn

ϕ

(
Mρ,σ
η

(
f

2C

))
≤
∥∥∥∥Mρ,σ

η

(
f

2C

)∥∥∥∥
ϕ

≤ 1 =

∥∥∥∥f2
∥∥∥∥
Ψ

≤
∫
Rn

Ψ

(
|f |
2

)
,

by means of item (b) in Lemma 5.3.

If ∥f∥Ψ > 0, we define f̃ = 2f/∥f∥Ψ. Then ∥f̃∥Ψ = 2 and using the case above we arrive to∫
Rn

ϕ

(
Mρ,σ
η

(
f̃

2C

))
≤
∫
Rn

Ψ

(
|f̃ |
2

)
.

If g = f̃/2C, the above inequality can be written as∫
Rn

ϕ
(
Mρ,σ
η g

)
≤
∫
Rn

Ψ(C|g|) ,

which gives (d) and the proof is complete. □
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