arXiv:1612.00663v1 [math.FA] 2 Dec 2016

FRACTIONAL OPERATORS ON WEIGHTED MORREY SPACES

SHOHEI NAKAMURA, YOSHIHIRO SAWANO, AND HITOSHI TANAKA

Abstract. A necessary condition and a sufficient condition for one weight norm inequalities on Morrey spaces to hold are given for the fractional maximal operator and the fractional integral operator. We clarify the difference between the behavior of the fractional maximal operator and the one of the fractional integral operator which is originated from the structure of Morrey spaces. Both the necessary condition and the sufficient condition are also verified for the power weights.

1. Introduction

The purpose of this paper is to develop a theory of weights for fractional maximal and integral operators on Morrey spaces. There are several results concerning the weight theory on Morrey spaces by assuming the A_p conditions (for example, [9, 24]). However, it was pointed in [27, 32] that the A_p condition is not suitable for the Morrey setting. In fact, it is too strong. So, the problem we address in is to establish the weight theory on Morrey spaces without the A_p condition. After C. Morrey introduced Morrey spaces, many people realized that Morrey spaces are used for various purpose. One of the reasons is that Morrey spaces describe local regularity more precisely than Lebesgue spaces. As a result we can use Morrey spaces widely not only in harmonic analysis but also in partial differential equations (cf. [7]).

To define Morrey spaces, we shall consider all cubes in R^n which have their sides parallel to the coordinate axes. We denote by Q the family of all such cubes. For a cube Q ∈ Q we use ℓ(Q) to denote the sides length of Q, c(Q) to denote the center of Q, |Q| to denote the volume of Q and cQ to denote the cube with the same center as Q but with side-length cℓ(Q). Let 0 < p ≤ p_0 < ∞ be two real parameters. For f ∈ L^p_{loc}(R^n ) define

(1.1) ‖f‖_M^p0_p = sup_{Q∈Q} |Q|^{1/p0} (� Q |f|^p dx )_{1/p} ,

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 42B25, 42B35.

Key words and phrases. Adams inequality; fractional integral operator; fractional maximal operator; Morrey space; one weight norm inequality.

The second author is partially supported by Grand-in-Aid for Scientific Research (C), No. 16K05209, for Japan Society for the Promotion of Science. The third author is supported by Grant-in-Aid for Scientific Research (C) (15K04918), the Japan Society for the Promotion of Science. 1

where we have used a barred integral to denote the integral average � Q f dx = 1 |Q| � Q f dx. The Morrey space M^{p0}_p (R^n ) is defined to be the subset of all L^p locally integrable functions f on R^n for which ‖f‖_M^p0_p is finite. It is easy see that ‖ · ‖_M^p0_p is a norm if p ≥ 1 and is a quasi-norm if p ∈ (0, 1). The completeness of Morrey spaces follows easily by that of Lebesgue spaces. Applying Hölder’s inequality, we see also that ‖f‖_M^p0_{p1} ≥ ‖f‖_M^p0_{p2} for all p_0 ≥ p_1 ≥ p_2 > 0.

This tells us that (1.2)

L^{p0} (R^n ) = M^{p0}_{p0} (R^n ) ⊂ M^{p0}_{p1} (R^n ) ⊂ M^{p0}_{p2} (R^n ) for all p_0 ≥ p_1 ≥ p_2 > 0. Sometimes it is convenient to define Morrey spaces in an equivalent form. Let 1 < p < p_0 < ∞ and define λ by λ/n = 1 − p/p_0. We will use the notation ‖f‖_Lp,λ = sup_{Q∈Q} ( 1 |Q|^{λ/n} � Q |f|^p dx )_{1/p}

and L^{p,λ}(R^n ) to denote ‖f‖_M^p0_p and M^{p0}_p (R^n ), respectively.

As we mentioned above, Morrey spaces reflect local properties of the functions. Due to this property, we can describe the boundedness property of the linear (or sublinear) operators more precisely than Lebesgue spaces. We envisage the following operators in this paper.

• Given 0 < α < n and a measurable function f, we define the fractional integral operator I_α by I_αf(x) = � R^n f(y) |x − y|^{n−α} dy. • Given 0 ≤ α < n and a measurable function f, we define the fractional maximal operator M_α by M_αf(x) = sup_{Q∈Q} 1_Q(x)|Q|^{α/n} � Q |f| dy, where 1_Q denotes the characteristic function of the cube Q. If α = 0 we drop the subscript α. Thus, M = M_0 is the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator.

Based on the definition above, let us see two remarkable results asserting for what parameters p, p_0, q, q_0 the fractional integral operator I_α is bounded from M^{p0}_p to M^{q0}_q , where 1 < p ≤ p_0 < ∞ and 1 < q ≤ q_0 < ∞. The first one is due to Spanne (unpublished): the inequality (1.3) ‖I_αf‖_M^q0_q ≤ C‖f‖_M^p0_p holds if 1 q_0 = 1 p_0 − α n and 1 q = 1 p − α n .

The second one is due to Adams [1] (see also [4]): the inequality (1.3) holds if 1 q_0 = 1 p_0 − α n and q q_0 = p p_0 . A simple arithmetic shows that 1 p − α n = p_0 p ( 1 p_0 − p p_0 · α n ) ≥ p_0 p ( 1 p_0 − α n ) = p_0 pq_0 . This inequality together with (1.2) says that the Spanne target space is larger than the Adams target space. Thus, we can say that Adams improved the result of Spanne. Furthermore, Olsen [25] showed by an example that the result of Adams is optimal.

By weights we will always mean non-negative, locally integrable functions which are positive on a set of positive measure. Given a measurable set E and a weight w, w(E) = � E w. Given 1 < p < ∞, p^′ = p/(p − 1) will denote the conjugate exponent number of p.

Given p > 1, one says that a weight w on R^n belongs to the Muckenhoupt class A_p if

[w]_{Ap} = sup_{Q∈Q} w(Q)σ(Q)^{p−1} |Q|^p < ∞, σ = w^{1−p′} . For p = 1, one says that a weight w on R^n belongs to the Muckenhoupt class A_1 if [w]_{A1} = sup_{Q∈Q} w(Q)/|Q| ess inf_{x∈Q} w(x) < ∞. In [22], Muckenhoupt showed that, for p > 1, the weights satisfying the A_p condition are exactly the weights for which the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator M is bounded on L^p(w).

Let 0 < α < n, 1 < p < n/α and q be defined by 1/q = 1/p − α/n. In [23], Muckenhoupt and Wheeden characterized the weighted strong type inequality for fractional maximal and integral operators in terms of the so-called A_{p,q} condition. They showed that the inequality (1.4) ‖T_αf‖_Lq_{(w}q_) ≤ C‖f‖_Lp_{(w}p_), where T_α is the operator I_α or M_α, holds if and only if w ∈ A_{p,q}. That is, [w]_{Ap,q} = sup_{Q∈Q} (� Q w^q )_{1/q} (� Q w^{−p′} )_{1/p}′ < ∞. If p > 1, we have that w ∈ A_{p,q} if and only if w^q ∈ A_{1+q/p}′ ; this follows at once from the definition.

The following is the sharp weighted bound for the fractional integral operator I_α.

Theorem 1.1 ([18, Theorem 2.6]). Let w ∈ A_{p,q}. Let 0 < α < n, 1 < p < n/α and q be defined by 1/q = 1/p − α/n. Then ‖I_α‖_Lp_{(w}p_{)→L}q_{(w}q_) ≤ C[w]^{(1−α/n) max{q,p′}} A_{p,q} . Furthermore, the power (1 − α/n) max{q, p^′} is sharp.

For E ⊂ R^n and 0 < α ≤ n, the α-dimensional Hausdorff content of E is defined by

H^α(E) = inf { ∑ j l(Q_j )^α } , where the infimum is taken over all coverings of E by countable families of cubes {Q_j} ⊂ Q. The Choquet integral of ϕ ≥ 0 with respect to the Hausdorff content H^α is defined by � R^n ϕ dH^α = �_∞ 0 H^α({y ∈ R^n : ϕ(y) > t}) dt. Definition 1.2. Let 0 < λ < n. Define the basis B_λ to be the set of all weights b such that b ∈ A_1 and � R^n b dH λ ≤ 1. Let 1 < p < p_0 < ∞ and set λ/n = 1 − p/p_0. Then one has (see [3] and also [32]) (1.5) ‖f‖_M^p0_p = ‖f‖_Lp,λ ≈ sup_{b∈Bλ} (� R^n |f|^pb dx )_{1/p} . Definition 1.3. Let 1 < p < ∞ and 0 < λ < n. The space H^{p,λ}(R^n ) is defined by the set of all measurable functions f on R^n with the quasi norm ‖f‖_Hp,λ = inf_{b∈Bλ} (� R^n |f|^pb^{1−p} dx )_{1/p} < ∞. Let 1 < p < p_0 < ∞ and set λ/n = 1 − p/p_0. For any b ∈ B_λ and for all non-negative functions f ∈ L^{p,λ}(R^n ) and g ∈ H^{p′,λ}(R^n ), by Hölder’s inequality that � R^n fg dx = � R^n fb^{1/p}gb^{−1/p} dx ≤ (� R^n f^pb dx )_{1/p} (� R^n g^{p′} b^{1−p′} dx )_{1/p}′ , which implies by (1.5) Hölder’s inequality for Morrey spaces

(1.6) � R^n fg dx ≤ C‖f‖_Lp,λ ‖g‖_Hp′,λ . In this paper we shall establish the following theorems:

Theorem 1.4. Let 0 ≤ α < n, 1 < p < p_0 < ∞, 1 < q < q_0 < ∞ and w be a weight. Suppose that 1 q_0 = 1 p_0 − α n and q q_0 = p p_0 . Set λ/n = 1 − p/p_0 = 1 − q/q_0. Consider the following three statements:

(a) There exists a constant C_1 > 0 such that ‖(M_αf)w‖_Lq,λ ≤ C_1‖fw‖_Lp,λ holds for every measurable function f with fw ∈ L^{p,λ}(R^n );

(b) There exists a constant C_2 > 0 such that (1.7) sup_{Q∈Q} |Q|^{α/n−1}‖w1_Q‖_Lq,λ ‖w^{−1}1_Q‖_Hp′,λ ≤ C_2;

(c) For any Q_0 ∈ Q, there exists b_{Q0} ∈ B_λ satisfying the following:

(1.8) sup_{Q∈Q} Q⊂Q_0 (� Q w^q dx )_{1/q} (� Q [wb^{1/p}_{Q0} ]^{−p′} dx )_{1/p}′ ≤ C_3ℓ(Q_0)^{λ/p} and (1.9) [wb^{1/p}_{Q0} ]_{As} ≤ C_3 for some s ≥ 1,

where the constant C_3 is independent of the choices Q_0. Then,

(I) That (a) implies (b) with C_2 ≤ CC_1;

(II) Those (b) and (c) imply (a) with C_1 ≤ C(C^{(q−p)/q}_2 C^{(p+1)/q}_3 + C_2). Unfortunately, because of the additional condition (c), Theorem 1.4 does not completely characterize the boundedness of M_α on weighted Morrey spaces. However, by employing Theorem 1.4, we can still settle down the problem at least for power weights; see Proposition 4.1.

For the fractional integral operator I_α, we have the following. Theorem 1.5. Let 0 < α < n, 1 < p < p_0 < ∞, 1 < q < q_0 < ∞ and w be a weight. Suppose that 1 q_0 = 1 p_0 − α n and q q_0 = p p_0 . Set λ/n = 1 − p/p_0 = 1 − q/q_0. Consider the following three statements:

(a) There exists a constant C_1 > 0 such that ‖(I_αf)w‖_Lq,λ ≤ C_1‖fw‖_Lp,λ holds for every function f with fw ∈ L^{p,λ}(R^n );

(b) There exists a constant C_2 > 0 such that ‖(M_αf)w‖_Lq,λ ≤ C_2‖fw‖_Lp,λ holds for every function f with fw ∈ L^{p,λ}(R^n );

(c) There exists κ > 1 such that (1.10) 2‖w1_Q‖_Lq,λ ≤ ‖w1_{κQ}‖_Lq,λ holds for every Q ∈ Q.

Then,

(I) That (a) implies (b) and (c) with C_2 ≤ CC_1; (II) Those (b) and (c) imply (a) with C_1 ≤ CC^{q+1}_2 .

Theorem 1.5 implies that the boundedness of I_α is equivalent to the one of M_α and the additional condition (1.10). Note that the additional condition (1.10) was introduced in [24] as the weighted integral condition to ensure the boundedness of the singular integral operator on weighted Morrey spaces.

It is well known that Muckenhoupt introduced the class of weight A_p in his paper [22, 23]. In fact Muckenhoupt was successfull in characterizing the condition for M to be bounded on L^p(w). In establishing the theory of weights for Lebesgue spaces, it is difficult to obtain the strong A_p estimates. Muckenhoupt established the strong weight theory in [22, Section 4] for n = 1 and Coifman and Fefferman considered the higher dimensional case [5]. We can say that the key tool is the Calder´’on-Zygmund decomposition. The Calder´’on-Zygmund decomposition is skillfully used to solve the A_2 conjecture [15] and develop a modern weighted theory [17, 16]. However, it seems that the Calderón-Zygmund theory is not enough when we prove the boundedness of the operators on Morrey spaces. A standard technique to prove the boundedness of the operators on Morrey spaces is to fix a cube Q, as is seen from the definition (1.1). Accordingly, when we are given a function f, we decompose it according to 3Q. Let f_1 = fχ_{3Q} and f_2 = f −f_1. Then we can benefit a lot from the Calderón-Zygmund theory for the function f_1. However, it seems that some different approaches are necessary for f_2. In this paper, we applied this strategy in the proof of Lemmma 5.1. See (5.3) and (5.5) for the estimates for f_1 and f_2, respectively, where a special tool (5.4) is necessary for f_2 in order to do without the Calderón- Zygmund decomposition.

One of the striking achievement in the theory of weighted Lebesgue spaces is that the classes {A_p}_{p>1} enjoys the openness property. Originally, Muckenhoupt used to show that the strong boundedness on L^p(w) is equivalent to w ∈ A_p [22]. From the definition of A_p, we can show that M is weak bounded on L^p(w) using the covering lemma. It is not so hard to show that the strong boundedness on L^p(w) implies w ∈ A_p. We follow the same line in our proof of (1.7) based on the strong boundedness of Morrey spaces in Theorem 1.4. However, even in the case of Lebesgue spaces, it was hard to show that w ∈ A_p implies the strong boundedness on L^p(w). In fact, the proof hinged upon the openness property asserting that w ∈ A_q for some 1 < q < p. Since M is weak bounded on L^q(w) and bound on L^∞ trivially, we see that M is bounded on L^p(w). When we want to run this program, we are faced with the problem of showing the weak boundedness on weighted Morrey spaces although we still have some openness property, see [20]; once again, the Calderón-Zygmund decomposition is not enough. We remark that the results in [20] are available in weighted Morrey spaces by reexamining the proof.

Although the openness property seems to have been essential in early 80’s, it turned out that we can prove the L^p(w) boundedness of M without using the openness property [8, 12, 19]. Among others, Lerner used a universal estimate (5.1) for the weighted dyadic Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator. His main idea is to convert the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator adapted to the weighted Lebesgue space L^p(w) [19, p. 2831]. Although we still have a counterpart to weighted Morrey spaces of the universal estimate Lerner used, the gap exists between the condition (1.7) and the universal estimate we obtain, see Lemma 5.1.

Another barrier for us to study Morrey spaces is that Morrey spaces are not rearrangement invariant as is seen from the example in [29, Proposition 4.1]. In fact, another example shows that the Morrey space L^{p,λ}(R^n ) with

1 < λ < n is not embedded into L^1(R^n ) + L^∞(R^n ), see [11, Section 6]. This fact prevents us from using the theory developed in [21, Theorem 2.4]. Since Morrey spaces are not rearrangement invariant, it is convenient for us to use the decreasing rearrangement.

We can locate the function space H^{p,λ}(R^n ) as a new tool to overcome these problems.

Here and below, the letter C will be used for constants that may change from one occurrence to another. Constants with subscripts, such as C_1, C_2, do not change in different occurrences. By A ≈ B we mean that c^{−1}B ≤ A ≤ cB with some positive constant c independent of appropriate quantities.

2. Proof of Theorem 1.4

In what follows we shall prove Theorem 1.4. We need three lemmas (cf. [32] for the first lemma).

Lemma 2.1. Let 1 < p < p_0 < ∞ and set λ/n = 1 − p/p_0. Then, for any measurable function g on R^n , we have the estimate (allowing to be infinite) ‖g‖_Hp′,λ ≈ sup_f � R^n |fg| dx, where the supremum is taken over all functions f ∈ L^{p,λ}(R^n ) with unit norm.

Lemma 2.2. Let w ∈ A_p, p ≥ 1, and Q ∈ Q. Then, for any measurable set S ⊂ Q, ( |S| |Q| )_p w(Q) ≤ C[w]_{Ap} w(S). Proof. Using the well-known fact that sup_{t>0} t^pw({x : Mf(x) ≥ t}) ≤ C[w]_{Ap} ‖f‖^p_{Lp(w)}, we have that w(Q) ≤ w({x : M[1_S ](x) ≥ |S|/|Q|}) ≤ C[w]_{Ap} (|S|/|Q|)^{−p}w(S), which proves the lemma. □

To describe the third lemma, we need terminology. We say that a family S of cubes from R^n is η sparse, 0 < η < 1, if for every Q ∈ S, there exists a measurable set E_Q ⊂ Q such that |E_Q| ≥ η|Q|, and the sets {E_Q}_{Q∈S} are pairwise disjoint. Given a cube Q_0 ∈ Q, let D(Q_0) denote the set of all dyadic cubes with respect to Q_0, that is, the cubes obtained by repeated subdivision of Q_0 and each of its descendants into 2^n congruent subcubes. By convention Q_0 itself belongs to D(Q_0).

Lemma 2.3. Let 0 ≤ α < n. Suppose that the non-negative and bounded function f has compact support. Then, for any cube Q_0 ∈ Q, there exists a 1/2 sparse family S ⊂ D(Q_0) such that, for all x ∈ Q_0, M_αf(x) ≤ CL^S_αf(x) + c_∞, where L^S_αf(x) = ∑ Q∈S 1_{EQ} (x)|Q|^{α/n} � 3Q f dy and c_∞ = sup_{Q∈Q} Q⊃Q_0 |Q|^{α/n} � Q f dx.

Proof. Fix Q_0 ∈ Q. We write ~M_αf(x) = sup Q∈D(Q_0) 1_Q(x)|Q|^{α/n} � 3Q f dy. It is easy see that, for all x ∈ Q_0, M_αf(x) ≤ C ~M_αf(x) + c_∞. Let a_0 = |Q_0|^{α/n} � 3Q_0 f dx and a = 9

n2^{n+1−α}. For each k = 0, 1, 2, . . ., define D_k = ⋃ { Q ∈ D(Q_0) : |Q|^{α/n} � 3Q f dx ≥ a_0a^k } (⊂ Q_0).

Considering the maximal cubes with respect to inclusion, we can write D_k = ⋃ j Q^k_j , where the cubes {Q^k_j } are pairwise disjoint. By the maximality of Q^k_j , we see that (2.1) a_0a^k ≤ |Q^k_j |^{α/n} � 3Q^k_j f dx ≤ 2^{n−α}a_0a^k. We shall verify that the family S = {Q^k_j } is 1/2 sparse. To this end, we let E_Qk_j = Q^k_j \ D_{k+1}, then we see that the sets {E_Qk_j } are pairwise disjoint and decompose Q_0. So, we need only verify that (2.2) |E_Qk_j | ≥ 1 2 |Q^k_j |. Notice that, if Q^{k+1}_i ⊂ Q^k_j , then by (2.1) a_0a^{k+1} ≤ |Q^{k+1}_i |^{α/n} � 3Q^{k+1}_i f dx < |Q^k_j |^{α/n} � 3Q^{k+1}_i f dx ≤ |Q^k_j |^{α/n}M[f1_{3Q}k_j ](x) for all x ∈ Q^{k+1}_i .

This entails Q^k_j ∩ D_{k+1} ⊂ { x ∈ R^n : M[f1_{3Q}k_j ](x) ≥ a_0a^{k+1} |Q^k_j |^{α/n} } .

The weak-(1, 1) boundedness of M together with (2.1) yields |Q^k_j ∩ D_{k+1}| ≤ 3^n · |Q^k_j |^{α/n} a_0a^{k+1} · � 3Q^k_j f ≤ 3^n · 2^{n−α}a_0a^k · |Q^k_j |^{α/n} a_0a^{k+1} · 3^n|Q^k_j | |Q^k_j |^{α/n} = 9^n2^{n−α} a |Q^k_j | = 1 2 |Q^k_j |, which implies (2.2).

Finally, for each Q = Q^k_j ∈ S and any x ∈ E_Q, we have by (2.1) that ~M_αf(x) ≤ a_0a^{k+1} ≤ a|Q|^{α/n} � 3Q f dy. Since the sets {E_Q}_{Q∈S} are pairwise disjoint and decompose Q_0, we conclude that ~M_αf(x) ≤ CL^S_αf(x) for all x ∈ Q_0. This completes the proof. □ 2.1. Proof of Theorem 1.4 (I). Assume the statement (a). Then the inequality ‖(M_αf)w‖_Lq,λ ≤ C_1‖fw‖_Lp,λ holds for every function f with fw ∈ L^{p,λ}(R^n ). For any cube Q ∈ Q and any function f with fw ∈ L^{p,λ}(R^n ), |Q|^{α/n−1} � Q |f| dx × ‖w1_Q‖_Lq,λ ≤ ‖M_α[f1_Q]w‖_Lq,λ ≤ C_1‖fw1_Q‖_Lp,λ . Taking the supremum over all functions f with ‖fw1_Q‖_Lp,λ ≤ 1, we have by Lemma 2.1 |Q|^{α/n−1}‖w1_Q‖_Lq,λ ‖w^{−1}1_Q‖_Hp′,λ ≤ CC_1, which is the statement (b).

2.2. Proof of Theorem 1.4 (II). To prove sufficiency we may assume that the function f is non-negative and bounded and that f has compact support. Fix Q_0 ∈ Q. We have to evaluate the quantity ( 1 |Q_0|^{λ/n} � Q_0 [(M_αf)w]^q dx )_{1/q} . By Lemma 2.3 we can select a 1/2 sparse family S ⊂ D(Q_0) such that, for all x ∈ Q_0, M_αf(x) ≤ CL^S_αf(x) + c_∞, where L^S_αf(x) = ∑ Q∈S 1_{EQ} (x)|Q|^{α/n} � 3Q f dy and c_∞ = sup_{Q∈Q} Q⊃Q_0 |Q|^{α/n} � Q f dx.

We first estimate

(i) = c_∞ ( 1 |Q_0|^{λ/n} � Q_0 w^q dx )_{1/q} . For any cube Q ⊃ Q_0, |Q|^{α/n} � Q f dx ( 1 |Q_0|^{λ/n} � Q_0 w^q dx )_{1/q}

≤ |Q|^{α/n−1}‖w1_Q‖_Lq,λ � Q w^{−1} · fw dx ≤ C|Q|^{α/n−1}‖w1_Q‖_Lq,λ ‖w^{−1}1_Q‖_Hp′,λ ‖fw‖_Lp,λ ≤ CC_2‖fw‖_Lp,λ , where we have used Hölder’s inequality (1.6) and (1.7). This implies, since the cube Q ⊃ Q_0 is arbitrary, (i) ≤ CC_2‖fw‖_Lp,λ . We next estimate (ii) = � Q_0 [(L^S_αf)w]^q dx. Take b = b_{9Q0} ∈ B_λ satisfying (1.8) and (1.9) (replacing Q_0 with 9Q_0). Set u = w^q and σ = [wb^{1/p}]^{−p′} . Since the sets E_Q, Q ∈ S, are pairwise disjoint, we have that

(ii) = 3^{−nq} ∑ Q∈S ( |Q|^{α/n−1} � 3Q f dx )_q u(E_Q). We recall the following: Since � 3Q f dx σ(9Q) = � 3Q fσ^{−1} dσ σ(9Q) ≤ inf_{y∈Q} M^c_σ[fσ^{−1}](y),

where M^c_σ is the centered weighted Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator with respect to σ, we obtain ∑ Q∈S ( � 3Q f σ(9Q) )_p σ(E_Q) ≤ ∑ Q∈S � E_Q M^c_σ[fσ^{−1}]^p dσ

≤ ‖M^c_σ[fσ^{−1}]‖^p_{Lp(σ)} ≤ ( p p − 1 )_p ‖fσ^{−1}‖^p_{Lp(σ)} = ( p p − 1 )_p ‖fwb^{1/p}‖^p_Lp ≤ C‖fw‖^p_{Lp,λ} , where we have used (1.5) and the well-known fact that M^c_σ is bounded on L^p(σ).

With this in mind, we shall estimate the quantity

(iii) = ( |Q|^{α/n−1} � 3Q f dx )_q u(E_Q) σ(E_Q) .

To this end, we first define X = (iii) · σ(E_Q) and Y = (iii) · σ(E_Q)^{1−q/p}.

Then an arithmetic shows that (iii) = X^{1−p/q}Y^{p/q}. It follows that X = u(Q) ( |Q|^{α/n−1} � 3Q f dx )_q

= |Q|^{λ/n} ( |Q|^{α/n−1} ( u(Q) |Q|^{λ/n} )_{1/q} � 3Q f dx )_q

≤ C|Q|^{λ/n} ( |Q|^{α/n−1}‖w1_Q‖_Lq,λ ‖w^{−1}1_{3Q}‖_Hp′,λ · ‖fw1_{3Q}‖_Lp,λ )_q ≤ C|Q|^{λ/n} (C_2‖fw‖_Lp,λ )^q , where we have used Hölder’s inequality (1.6) and our assumption (1.7).

It follows also that Y = σ(E_Q)^{−q/p} ( |Q|^{α/n−1}u(Q)^{1/q} � 3Q f dx )_q

= σ(E_Q)^{−q/p} ( |Q|^{α/n−1}u(Q)^{1/q}σ(9Q) � 3Q f dx σ(9Q) )_q

≤ {( σ(9Q) σ(E_Q) )_{1/p} · |Q|^{α/n−1}u(9Q)^{1/q}σ(9Q)^{1/p′} · � 3Q f dx σ(9Q) }_q . By (1.9) together with |9Q| = 9^n|Q| ≤ 2 · 9^n|E_Q|, Lemma 2.2 gives ( σ(9Q) σ(E_Q) )_{1/p} ≤ CC^{1/p}_3 . Meanwhile, an arithmetic shows that (|Q|^{λ/n})^{1−p/q} · ( |Q|^{α/n−1}u(9Q)^{1/q}σ(9Q)^{1/p′} )_p

= ( |Q|^{(λ/n)(1/p−1/q)}|Q|^{α/n−1}u(9Q)^{1/q}σ(9Q)^{1/p′} )_p

by using λ n = 1 − p p_0

= 1 − q q_0 = ( |Q|^{(1/p−1/p0)+(1/q0 −1/q)}|Q|^{α/n−1}u(9Q)^{1/q}σ(9Q)^{1/p′} )_p

by using 1 q_0 − 1 p_0 + α n = 0 = ( |Q|^{−1/q−1/p′} u(9Q)^{1/q}σ(9Q)^{1/p′} )_p

= C {( u(9Q) |9Q| )_{1/q} ( σ(9Q) |9Q| )_{1/p}′ }p ≤ CC^p_3 ℓ(Q_0)^λ,

where we have used (1.8) for the last inequality.

Altogether, ℓ(Q_0)^{−λ} · (ii) ≤ CC^{q−p}_2 C^{p+1}_3 ‖fw‖^{q−p}_{Lp,λ} ∑ Q∈S ( � 3Q f σ(9Q) )_p σ(E_Q) ≤ CC^{q−p}_2 C^{p+1}_3 ‖fw‖^q_{Lp,λ} . This proves sufficiency.

3. Proof of Theorem 1.5 In what follows we shall prove Theorem 1.5. We need a lemma which is similar to Lemma 2.2.

Lemma 3.1. Let 0 < α < n and κ > 1. Suppose that the function f is non-negative and bounded and that f has compact support. Then, for any cube Q_0 ∈ Q, there exists a 1/2 sparse family S ⊂ D(Q_0) such that, for all x ∈ Q_0, I_αf(x) ≤ C ( I^S_α f(x) + C_∞ ) , where I^S_α f(x) = ∑ Q∈S 1_Q(x)|Q|^{α/n} � 3Q f dy and C_∞ = ∞∑ k=0 |κ^kQ_0|^{α/n} � κ^kQ_0 f dx. Proof. For all x ∈ Q_0 it follows that I_αf(x) ≤ C ( I^{D(Q0)} α f(x) + C_∞ ) , where I^{D(Q0)} α f(x) = ∑ Q∈D(Q_0) 1_Q(x)|Q|^{α/n} � 3Q f dy. Indeed, for x, y ∈ Q_0 with x ≠ y, we notice that ∑ Q∈D(Q_0) Q∋x,3Q∋y |Q|^{α/n−1} ≈ 1 |x − y|^{n−α} .

This implies together with Fubini’s theorem � 3Q_0 f(y) |x − y|^{n−α} dy ≈ I^{D(Q0)}_α f(x). We have also that � R^n\3Q_0 f(y) |x − y|^{n−α} dy ≤ CC_∞. We now construct the sparse set S. Let a_0 = � 3Q_0 f dx and fix a =

9^n2^{n+1}. For each k = 0, 1, 2, . . ., define

D_k = ⋃ { Q ∈ D(Q_0) : � 3Q f dx ≥ a_0a^k } .

Considering the maximal cubes with respect to inclusion, we can write D_k = ⋃ j Q^k_j , where the cubes {Q^k_j } are pairwise disjoint. By the maximality of Q^k_j , (3.1) a_0a^k ≤ � 3Q^k_j f dx ≤ 2^na_0a^k. By the same way as the proof of Lemma 2.3, letting E_Qk_j = Q^k_j \ D_{k+1}, we can verify that the family S = {Q^k_j } is 1/2 sparse.

Finally, if we let D^k_j = { Q ∈ D(Q_0) : Q ⊂ Q^k_j , a_0a^k ≤ � 3Q f dx < a_0a^{k+1} } , then we see that D(Q_0) = ⋃ k,j D^k_j . For all x ∈ Q^k_j ∑ Q∈D^k_j 1_Q(x)|Q|^{α/n} � 3Q f dy

≤ a_0a^{k+1} ∑ Q∈D^k_j 1_Q(x)|Q|^{α/n} ≤ Ca_0a^{k+1}|Q^k_j |^{α/n} ≤ a|Q^k_j |^{α/n} � 3Q^k_j f dy, where we have used (3.1). Thus, for all x ∈ Q_0, I^{D(Q0)} α f(x) ≤ a ∑ Q∈S 1_Q(x)|Q|^{α/n} � 3Q f dy. This complete the proof. □ 3.1. Proof of Theorem 1.5 (I). Assume that (a) holds. The assertion (b) follows from the pointwise inequality M_αf(x) ≤ C|I_αf(x)|. To prove (c), we shall obtain the contradiction. So, we assume that (1.10) fails. Then, for any m ∈ N, there exists Q_m ∈ Q such that (3.2) 2‖w1_{Qm} ‖_Lq,λ > ‖w1_{mQm} ‖_Lq,λ . Now we define for m > 2 f_m(y) = 1_{mQm\2Qm} (y) |y − c(Q_m)|^α . Then we notice that, for any x ∈ Q_m, I_αf_m(x) ≥ C � mQ_m\2Q_m dy |y − c(Q_m)|^n ≈ �_{mℓ(Qm)} ℓ(Q_m) dt t ≈ log m.

This implies by (a) (3.3) log m‖w1_{Qm} ‖_Lq,λ ≤ C‖(I_αf_m)w‖_Lq,λ ≤ C‖f_mw‖_Lp,λ . We recall that 1 q_0 = 1 p_0 − α n and q q_0 = p p_0 . If we define r by 1/p = 1/q + 1/r, then 1 r = 1 p − 1 q = p_0 p ( 1 p_0 − 1 q_0 ) > ( 1 p_0 − 1 q_0 ) = α n , which means 1 < r < n/α. By Hölder’s inequality for the Morrey norms with exponents 1/p = 1/q + 1/r and 1/p_0 = 1/q_0 + α/n, (3.4) ‖f_mw‖_Lp,λ = ‖f_mw‖_M^p0_p ≤ ‖w1_{mQm} ‖_M^q0_q ‖f_m‖_Mn/α_r . Since, ‖f_m‖_Mn/α_r ≤ ‖f_m‖_Ln/α ≈ (log m)^{α/n}, the inequalities (3.2)–(3.4) yield the contradiction (log m)^{1−α/n} ≤ C. Thus, the statement (c) holds.

3.2. Proof of Theorem 1.5 (II). Assume the statements (b) and (c). To prove sufficiency we may assume that the function f is non-negative and bounded and that f has compact support. Fix Q_0 ∈ Q. We shall evaluate the quantity ( 1 |Q_0|^{λ/n} � Q_0 [(I_αf)w]^q dx )_{1/q} . By Lemma 3.1 we can select a 1/2 sparse family S ⊂ D(Q_0) such that, for all x ∈ Q_0, I_αf(x) ≤ C ( I^S_α f(x) + C_∞ ) , where I^S_α f(x) = ∑ Q∈S 1_Q(x)|Q|^{α/n} � 3Q f dy and C_∞ = ∞∑ k=0 |κ^kQ_0|^{α/n} � κ^kQ_0 f dx. It follows from (1.10) that C_∞ ( 1 |Q_0|^{λ/n} � Q_0 w^q )_{1/q} ≤ C_∞‖w1_{Q0} ‖_Lq,λ ≤ ∞∑ k=0 2^{−k}|κ^kQ_0|^{α/n−1}‖w1_κk_{Q0} ‖_Lq,λ � κ^kQ_0 f dx, by Hölder’s inequality (1.5), that � κ^kQ_0 f dx ≤ C‖w^{−1}1_κk_{Q0} ‖_Hp′,λ ‖fw1_κk_{Q0} ‖_Lp,λ , by the use of Theorem 1.4 (I), and that C_∞ ( 1 |Q_0|^{λ/n} � Q_0 w^q )_{1/q} ≤ CC_2‖fw‖_Lp,λ ∞∑ k=0 2^{−k} = CC_2‖fw‖_Lp,λ . Let u = w^q. We wish to estimate ‖I^S_α f‖_Lq_{(u)} by way of a duality argument. To this end, we take a function g, which is non-negative, supported in Q_0 and satisfies ‖g‖_Lq′_{(u)} = 1, and evaluate the quantity

(i) = ∑ Q∈S |Q|^{α/n} � 3Q f dy � Q g du. By the statement (b), |Q|^{α/n} ( w^{−1}(Q) |Q| ) · |Q|^{1/q0} ( u(Q) |Q| )_{1/q} ≤ ‖(M_α[w^{−1}1_Q])w‖_Lq,λ ≤ C_2‖1_Q‖_Lp,λ = C_2|Q|^{1/p0} . Since 1/q_0 = 1/p_0 − α/n, ( u(Q) |Q| ) ( w(Q) |Q| )_q ≤ C^q_2 ,

which means that u belongs to A_{q+1} with the estimate [u]_{Aq+1} ≤ C^q_2 . This and Lemma 2.2 give us that (3.5) u(Q) ≤ CC^q_2 u(E_Q) for all Q ∈ S.

It follows from (3.5) that

(i) = ∑ Q∈S |Q|^{α/n} � 3Q f dy � Q g du u(Q) u(Q)

≤ CC^q_2 ∑ Q∈S |Q|^{α/n} � 3Q f dy � Q g du u(Q) u(E_Q)^{1/q+1/q′}

≤ CC^q_2 { ∑ Q∈S ( |Q|^{α/n} � 3Q f dy )_q u(E_Q) }_{1/q}

× ∑ Q∈S (� Q g du u(Q) )_q′ u(E_Q) 1/q^′

≤ CC^q_2 q (� Q_0 [(M_αf)w]^q dx )_{1/q} , where in the last inequality we have used the L^{q′} (u) boundedness of the dyadic weighted Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator with respect to u with the norm less than or equal to q; see (5.1).

This and the statement (b) yield ( 1 |Q_0|^{λ/n} � Q_0

[(I^S_α f)w]^q dx )_{1/q} ≤ CC^{q+1}‖fw‖_Lp,λ , which completes the proof.

4. The power weight cases and some equivalences In this section we investigate the case of the power weight cases and introduce some equivalence conditions for our theorems for the purpose.

We first give the certain range of the power for which the boundedness of M_α on power weighted Morrey spaces as follows.

Proposition 4.1. Suppose that the parameters satisfy the same conditions as in Theorem 1.4 and let w_ρ(x) = |x|^ρ with ρ > −n. Then the following are equivalent.

(a) There exists a constant C_1 > 0 such that ‖(M_αf)w_ρ‖_Lq,λ ≤ C_1‖fw_ρ‖_Lp,λ holds for every function f with fw_ρ ∈ L^{p,λ}(R^n ) (b) There exist a constant C_2 > 0 such that sup_{Q∈Q} |Q|^{α/n−1}‖w_ρ1_Q‖_Lq,λ ‖w^{−1}_ρ 1_Q‖_Hp′,λ ≤ C_2. (c) The parameter ρ satisfies −n + λ ≤ qρ, pρ < n(p − 1) + λ. Since the proof of Proposition 4.1 is almost the same as the one of [32, Proposition 4.2], we omit the proof. Meanwhile, as we observed in [24], the condition (1.10) with the power weight w = w_ρ is equivalent to qρ > −n+λ. Hence, we obtain the power weight result for I_α as follows. Proposition 4.2. Suppose the parameters satisfy the same conditions as in Theorem 1.5 and let w_ρ(x) = |x|^ρ with ρ > −n. Then the following are equivalent.

(a) There exists a constant C_1 > 0 such that ‖(I_αf)w_ρ‖_Lq,λ ≤ C_1‖fw_ρ‖_Lp,λ holds for every function f with fw_ρ ∈ L^{p,λ}(R^n ) (b) There exist constants C_2 > 0 such that |Q|^{α/n−1}‖w_ρ1_Q‖_Lq,λ ‖w^{−1}_ρ 1_Q‖_Hp′,λ ≤ C_2 and 2‖w_ρ1_Q‖_Lq,λ ≤ ‖w_ρ1_{κQ}‖_Lq,λ hold for some κ > 1 and all Q ∈ Q.

(c) The parameter ρ satisfies −n + λ < qρ, pρ < n(p − 1) + λ.

Finally, we note one observation. As we mentioned in Theorem 1.4, the weight problem for the maximal operator M is still open. One finds that the problem is difficult since it is difficult to calculate the quantities ‖w1_Q‖_Lq,λ , ‖w^{−1}1_Q‖_Hp′,λ appearing in (1.7). Indeed, in the Lebesgue setting p_0 = p and q_0 = q, it is easy to calculate these quantities. Thus, it is important to calculate these quantities when p_0 ≠ p and q_0 ≠ q. At least, we have the explicit formula for the quantity ‖w1_Q‖_Lq,λ as follows.

Proposition 4.3. Let 0 ≤ α < n, 1 < p < p_0 < ∞, 1 < q < q_0 < ∞ and w be a weight. Suppose that 1 q_0 = 1 p_0 − α n and q q_0 = p p_0 . Set λ/n = 1 − p/p_0 = 1 − q/q_0. If we assume Theorem 1.4 (b), then, for all Q ∈ Q, ‖w1_Q‖_Lq,λ ≈ |Q|^{1/q0} (� Q w^q dx )_{1/q} . That is, then the Morrey norm is attained on the full cube Q. Proof. The relation ‖w1_Q‖_Lq,λ ≥ |Q|^{1/q0} (� Q w^q dx )_{1/q}

follows automatically. We shall prove the converse.

Let u = w^q, β = nq/q_0 and γ = |Q|^{β/n} � Q u dx. Consider Ω = {x ∈ Q : M_β [u1_Q](x) > 2 · 3^nγ}.

Since, for all x ∈ Q, M_β[u1_Q](x) ≤ |Q|^{β/n}M[u1_Q](x), we have that Ω ⊂ { x ∈ Q : M[u1_Q](x) > 2 · 3^nγ |Q|^{β/n} } . The weak-(1, 1) boundedness of M gives us that |Ω| ≤ 3^n |Q|^{β/n} 2 · 3^nγ � Q u = 1 2 |Q|. Hence, if we let E = Q \ Ω, we have |E| ≥ |Q|/2. It follows from Hölder’s inequality (1.6) that 1 2 |Q| ≤ |E| ≤ C‖w1_E ‖_Lp,λ ‖w^{−1}1_E ‖_Hp′,λ . Because we always have ‖w^{−1}1_E‖_Hp′,λ ≤ ‖w^{−1}1_Q‖_Hp′,λ ≤ C_2 ( |Q|^{α/n−1}‖w1_Q‖_Lq,λ )_{−1} , we have that ‖w1_Q‖_Lq,λ ≤ C|Q|^{−α/n}‖w1_E ‖_Lp,λ .

By the definition of the Morrey norm, using 1/p_0 − 1/q_0 = α/n > 0 and q > p, we see that ‖w1_E‖_Lp,λ ≤ |Q|^{1/p0−1/q0} ‖w1_E‖_Lq,λ . Thus, noticing 1/p_0 − 1/q_0 − α/n = 0 and the fact that ‖w1_E‖_Lq,λ ≤ (2 · 3^nγ)^{1/q}, we conclude that ‖w1_Q‖_Lq,λ ≤ C|Q|^{1/q0} (� Q u dx )_{1/q} , which proves the proposition. □

5. Appendix–Universal estimates Let μ be a Radon measure on R^n . An example we envisage here is the weighted measure μ = w dx. We consider the following dyadic weighted Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator: M_{dyadic,w}f(x) = sup_Q χ_Q(x) w(Q) � |f|w dy, where Q moves over all dyadic cubes in R^n . Using a covering lemma, we can prove w{x ∈ R^n : M_{dyadic}f(x) > λ} ≤ 1 λ ‖fχ_{{x∈R}n_{: Mdyadicf(x)>λ}}‖_L1_{(w)}, which yields (5.1) ‖M_{dyadic,w}f‖_Lp_{(w)} ≤ p^′‖f‖_Lp_{(w)}. We consider the following weighted dyadic Morrey norm:

‖f‖_Lp,λ_{dyadic(w)} = sup_Q ( 1 w(Q)^{λ/n} � Q |f|^pw dx )_{1/p} , where Q moves over all dyadic cubes in R^n .

Lemma 5.1 (Universal estimate for Morrey spaces). Let 1 < p < ∞ and 0 < λ < n. Then ‖M_{dyadic,w}f‖_Lp,λ_{dyadic(w)} ≤ (p^′ + 1)‖f‖_Lp,λ_{dyadic(w)}.

Proof. Fix a dyadic cube Q. Then it suffices to show

(5.2) ( 1 |Q|^{λ/n} � Q (M_{dyadic,w}f)^p dx )_{1/p} ≤ (p^′ + 1)‖f‖_Lp,λ_{dyadic(w)}.

To this end, we decompose f according to Q. Let f_1 = fχ_Q and f_2 = f −f_1. Then from (5.1) we have

(5.3) ( 1 |Q|^{λ/n} � Q (M_{dyadic,w}f_1)^p dx )_{1/p} ≤ p^′‖f‖_Lp,λ_{dyadic(w)} and from the pointwise equality

(5.4) M_{dyadic,w}f_2(x) = inf_{y∈Q} M_{dyadic,w}(fχ_Rn_{\Q})(y)

we have

(5.5) ( 1 |Q|^{λ/n} � Q (M_{dyadic,w}f_2)^p dx )_{1/p} ≤ ‖f‖_Lp,λ_{dyadic(w)}. Combining (5.3) and (5.5), we conclude (5.2). □

References

[1] D. Adams, A note on Riesz potentials, Duke Math. J. 42 (1975), 765–778. [2] D. Adams and J. Xiao, Nonlinear potential analysis on Morrey spaces and their capacities, Indiana Univ. Math. J., 53 (2004), no. 6, 1629–1663.

[3] , Morrey spaces in harmonic analysis, Ark. Mat., 50 (2012), no. 2, 201–230. [4] F. Chiarenza and M. Frasca, Morrey spaces and Hardy-Littlewood maximal function, Rend. Math. Appl., 7 (1987), 273–279.

[5] R. R. Coifman and C. Fefferman, Weighted norm inequalities for maximal functions and singular integrals, Studia Math. 51 (1974), 241–250.

[6] J. Garcia-Cuerva and J. L. Rubio de Francia, Weighted Norm Inequalities and Related Topics, North-Holland, Math. Stud., 116 (1985).

[7] D. Gilbarg and N. S. Trudinger, Elliptic Partial Differential Equations of Second Order, 2nd ed., Springer-Verlag, Berlin, (1983).

[8] R. Hunt, D. Kurtz and C. Neugebauer, A note on the equivalence of Ap and Sawyers condition for equal weights, Proc. Conf. on Harmonic Analysis in honour of A. Zygmund, Wadsworth Math. Ser., vol. 1, pp. 156?158.

[9] T. Iida, E. Sato, Y. Sawano and H. Tanaka, Weighted norm inequalities for multilinear fractional operators on Morrey spaces, Studia Math., 205 (2011), no. 2, 139–170.

[10] T. Izumi, E. Sato and K. Yabuta, Remarks on a subspace of Morrey spaces, Tokyo J. Math. 37 (2014), no. 1, 185–197.

[11] D. I. Hakim and Y. Sawano, Calderón’s First and Second Complex Interpolations of Closed Subspaces of Morrey Spaces, to appear in J. Fourier Anal. Appl..

[12] B. Jawerth, Weighted inequalities for maximal operators: Linearization, localization and factorization, Amer. J. Math. 108 (1986), 361–414.

[13] T. Hytönen, Weighted norm inequalities, Lecture notes of a course at the University of Helsinki, Winter 2011.

[14] , The A_2 theorem: Remarks and complements, arXiv:1212.3840 (2012). [15] T. Hytönen, The sharp weighted bound for general Calderón-Zygmund operators, Ann. of Math. (2) 175 (2012), no. 3, 1473–1506.

[16] T. Hytönen, and C. Perez, Sharp weighted bounds involving A_∞, Anal. PDE 6 (2013), no. 4, 777–818.

[17] T. Hyt´’onen, C. Pérez and E. Rela, Sharp reverse Hölder property for A_∞ weights on spaces of homogeneous type, J. Funct. Anal. 263 (2012), no. 12, 3883–3899.

[18] M. Lacey, K. Moen, C. Pérez and R. Torres, Sharp weighted bounds for fractional integral operators, J. Funct. Anal., 259 (2010), 1073–1097.

[19] A.K. Lerner, An elementary approach to several results on the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 136 (2008) no. 8, 2829–2833.

[20] A. Lerner and S. Ombrosy, A boundedness criterion for general maximal operators, Publ. Mat. 54 (2010), no. 1, 53–71.

[21] A. Lerner and C. P´’erez, A new characterization of the Muckenhoupt A_p weights through an extension of the Lorentz-Shimogaki theorem, Indiana Univ. Math. J. 56 (2007), no. 6, 2697–2722.

[22] B. Muckenhoupt, Weighted norm inequalities for the Hardy maximal function, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 165 (1972), 207–226.

[23] B. Muckenhoupt and R. Wheeden, Weighted norm inequalities for fractional integrals, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 192 (1974), 261–274.

[24] S. Nakamura, Generalized weighted Morrey spaces and classical operators, Math.

Nachr., online.

[25] P. Olsen, Fractional integration, Morrey spaces and Schrödinger equation, Comm.

Partial Differential Equations, 20 (1995), 2005–2055.

[26] J. Orobitg and J. Verdera, Choquet integrals, Hausdorff content and the Hardy- Littlewood maximal operator, Bull. London Math. Soc., 30 (1998), no. 2, 145–150.

[27] N. Samko, Weighted Hardy and singular operators in Morrey spaces, J. Math. Anal.

Appl., 350 (2009), no. 1, 56–72.

[28] , On a Muckenhoupt-type condition for Morrey spaces, Mediterr. J. Math., 10 (2013), no. 2, 941–951.

[29] Y. Sawano, S. Sugano, and H. Tanaka, Generalized fractional integral operators and fractional maximal operators in the framework of Morrey spaces, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 363 (2011), no. 12, 6481–6503.

[30] Y. Sawano and H. Tanaka, The Fatou property of block spaces, J. Math. Sci. Univ.

Tokyo. 22 (2015), 663–683.

[31] E. Sawyer, A characterization of a two-weight norm inequality for maximal operators, Studia Math., 75 (1982), no. 1, 1–11.

[32] H. Tanaka, Two-weight norm inequalities on Morrey spaces, Ann. Acad. Sci. Fenn.

Math. 40 (2015), 773–791.

Department of Mathematics and Information Sciences, Tokyo Metropolitan University, 1-1 Minami Ohsawa, Hachioji, Tokyo 192-0397, Japan E-mail address: pokopoko9131@icloud.com

Department of Mathematics and Information Sciences, Tokyo Metropolitan University, 1-1 Minami Ohsawa, Hachioji, Tokyo 192-0397, Japan E-mail address: ysawano@tmu.ac.jp

Research and Support Center on Higher Education for the hearing and Visually Impaired, National University Corporation Tsukuba University of Technology, Kasuga 4-12-7, Tsukuba City, Ibaraki, 305-8521 Japan E-mail address: htanaka@k.tsukuba-tech.ac.jp