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THE MULTI-DIMENSIONAL PENCIL PHENOMENON FOR
LAGUERRE HEAT-DIFFUSION MAXIMAL OPERATORS *

ADAM NOWAK AND PETER SJOGREN

ABSTRACT. We investigate in detail the mapping properties of the maximal operator
associated with the heat-diffusion semigroup corresponding to expansions with respect
to multi-dimensional standard Laguerre functions £§. Our interest is focused on the
situation when at least one coordinate of the type multi-index « is smaller than 0.
For such parameters « the Laguerre semigroup does not satisfy the general theory of
semigroups, and the behavior of the associated maximal operator on LP spaces is found

to depend strongly on both « and the dimension.

1. INTRODUCTION

Maximal operators play an important role in the theory of semigroups of operators. In
particular, their mapping properties are directly connected with the boundary behavior
of the semigroups. In this article we perform an extensive study of the multi-dimensional
maximal operator associated with a semigroup existing in the literature, but not covered
by the general theory of Stein’s monograph [St]. The description we obtain is sharp and
a bit unexpected. Certain endpoint results depend on the dimension of the underlying
space; the situation changes drastically when one passes to dimension 4 and higher.

The purpose of the paper is twofold. It provides results in the particular setting of
standard Laguerre expansions. But it also suggests methods and tools, and intuition,
for similar questions in other classical settings where the general theory does not apply.
This concerns for instance expansions in Laguerre functions of Hermite type and in ul-
traspherical or Jacobi “orthonormalized” polynomials, as well as certain Fourier-Bessel
settings.

Let {T{}1=0 be the heat-diffusion semigroup related to expansions with respect to the
d-dimensional standard Laguerre functions £ of type o € (—1,00)¢ (see Section 2 for the
relevant definitions). The main object of our study is the family of maximal operators
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It is known that for o € [0,00)¢ the behavior of T is standard. In fact we have the

following result.

Theorem 1.1 ([Stem],[NoSj]). Let d > 1 and a € [0,00)¢. Then TS is bounded on
LP(RY) for 1 < p < oo and of weak type (1,1).

In dimension one this was proved by Stempak [Stem|, and the multi-dimensional gen-
eralisation for p > 1 is an easy consequence of Stempak’s result. The weak type (1,1)
in higher dimensions was obtained recently by the authors [NoSj]. Note that T is not
bounded on L'(R%).

However, when some o; < 0, the £§ are not in LP(R%) for all 1 < p < co. This suggests
that T, f is not defined on LP(R%) for all p. To explain this phenomenon in greater detail,
assume for clarity that d = 1. Let G¢(§,n) be the integral kernel of the semigroup T}
in dimension 1. This kernel can be expressed explicitly in terms of a modified Bessel
function; see Section 2. In particular, G®(&, ) behaves for each fixed t > 0 like £%/2/2
as &,n — 07. The requirement that

Wﬂ@z/@@Mﬂmw

exists and is in LP(R%) for f € LP(RZ) implies, roughly speaking, that G¢(&,n) is in
LP (dn) and in LP(d¢), where 1/p+1/p’ = 1. For —1 < a < 0 this happens precisely when
12/p — 1| < a+ 1 or, equivalently,

po(a) < p < pi(a) where  pi(a) = —% and  po(ar) = pi(a) =

Now two basic questions arise naturally:
1) Is T bounded on LP(R,) when py < p < p1?
2) Precisely what happens at the endpoints py and p;?

Both problems were studied recently by Macias, Segovia and Torrea [MST1], who proved
the following one-dimensional result (see also Figure [Il below).

Theorem 1.2 ([MSTI1]). Let d =1 and a € (—1,0). Then T is bounded on LP(R,) for
po < p < p1, of weak type (p1,p1) and of restricted weak type (po,po). Moreover, these
results are sharp in the sense that T is neither bounded on LP*(Ry) nor of weak type

(po; po) mor of restricted weak type (p,p) for p & [po, p1].

Recall that restricted weak type (po, po) means that the inequality
o 22
freRy Toxp@) > M <Ol A>0,
holds (with a fixed C) for all sets £ C R, of finite measure. It is well known that this is
equivalent to saying that T is bounded from LP*:! (R, ) to the weak-type space LPO®(R,).
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Here the Lorentz space LPo! is equipped with the norm

< ds
1 lpon = / F(s)stim &
0 S

and f* is the decreasing rearrangement of f on R,. The fact that this is indeed a norm
is verified in [BeSh, Theorem 4.3 p. 218].

Thus, in one dimension, the study of the L? mapping properties of T/ is complete for
the full range a € (—1,00). The results can be summarized graphically, see Figure [Il In
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F1GURE 1. The pencil phenomenon in one dimension.

particular, the shape of a pencil appears, and this justifies the phrase pencil phenomenon
sometimes used to describe the LP behavior of T

The purpose of our present research is to study the mapping properties of 7' in arbitrary
finite dimension d and for any o € (—1,00)¢. The methods used in [MSTT] are inadequate
in higher dimensions. The comprehensive, sharp result we establish, Theorem [L.3] below,
turns out to be rather intricate and unexpected.

Denote

&:l%lgdaj’ J(Oé):#{l SZSdazz&}v plzpl(&)7 p(]:pO(&)

Theorem 1.3. Let d > 1, a € (—1,00)% and assume that —1 < a < 0.

(a) If d(o) =1, then the results for d = 1 remain valid for any d:
(al) If po < p < p1, then T% is bounded on LP(R%).
(a2) Ty is of weak type (p1,p1)-
(a3) T is of restricted weak type (po, po)-
(b) Assume now that d(«) > 2.
(b1) If po < p < p1, then T is bounded on LP(R%).
(b2) Ford =2 and d =3, T" satisfies the logarithmic weak-type (p1,p1) inequality

11z A\
{Tef> X <C plpl{log(2—|— )] , A >0,
A 11l
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for f € LP*(R%). But for d > 4, there exists an f € LP*(R%) such that
(T2 f > )| = o0

for all X > 0. This f can actually be taken in the smaller space LP*'(RL).
(b3) Ford=2 and d = 3, T satisfies the logarithmic restricted weak-type (po, po)
estimate

|E| 1 5—3(5(00—1)
}{TfXE>)\}‘§C%{log (2+E)} , >0,

for all measurable sets E C R% of finite measure. But for d > 4 this estimate

does not hold, even if the exponent of the logarithmic factor is arbitrarily

increased.

The boundedness properties in (b2) and (b3) can be stated in a compact way in terms
of function spaces. More precisely, the estimate in (b2) is equivalent to the boundedness
of T from LP1(R%) to the weak-type Orlicz space LP1*log /"' [ with N = d(«a) — 1,
defined to consist of those measurable functions f for which the quasinorm

1901 v, = it {> 0 5up Aog ™/ 2+ ) [{a € RY : £ (a)| /n > N} < 1]
>

is finite. The estimate in (b3) is equivalent to the boundedness of T from LPo! log™/?* I,
to LPo>°(R%), where the Lorentz-Zygmund space LPo:! logV/P1 L is defined by means of
the quasinorm

- 1\ ds
Hf||Lp0,110gN/p1 L= / f*(s>sl/po logN/Pl <2 + _) &
0 s/ s
When élv(a) = 1, the logarithmic factors disappear and we are reduced to the classic

Lorentz spaces which appear implicitly in (a2) and (a3). Thus parts (a) and (b) are
consistent.

The sharpness of items (b2) and (b3) for d = 2,3 is discussed in Sections 4] and [5.4]
below. The Orlicz and Lorentz-Zygmund spaces just defined are found to be best possible
here, for large A and small s, respectively. Also (a2) and (a3) are sharp in a similar way.
No boundedness holds for p ¢ [pg, p1].

Summarizing the picture, we see that the behavior of T/* depends in an essential way on

a, via the quantities & and d(a)). When a > 0, the results are standard (Theorem [[1]). In
the opposite case, everything depends on c?(oz), the number of minimal values «; in the type
multi-index o = (o, ..., o). If there is only one minimal value (notice that this always
happens when d = 1), the results are analogous to those obtained earlier in dimension
one; see Theorem [[L.2. Otherwise, the dimension d of the underlying space comes into
play. For d = 2,3 there are sharp boundary results expressed by means of appropriate
function spaces. But for dimension 4 and higher, there are no similar endpoint results.

Roughly speaking, it turns out that for d > 4, but not for smaller d, there is enough room
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in the space for counterexamples. The joint effect of at least two minimal values «; is
then needed.

Finally, we point out that our proof of Theorem [L.3] contains an argument proving
Theorem [[.2], shorter than the original proof in [MST1]. On the other hand, we mention
that recently Macias, Segovia and Torrea [MST?2], still working in dimension one, obtained
sharp power-weighted results in the spirit of Theorem [[L2] by extending the methods used
in [MSTI].

This paper is organized as follows. Section 2] describes the setup and gathers basic
lemmas providing, in particular, fundamental kernel estimates. The remaining part of
the paper constitutes the proof of Theorem [L3l Thus Section Bl treats the strong-type
range po < p < pp (items (al) and (bl) of Theorem [[3]), Section M deals with the
endpoint p; (items (a2) and (b2)) and Section B with the endpoint py (items (a3) and
(b3)). Comments on the sharpness of items (a2), (a3), (b2), (b3) are located in the final
parts of Sections [ and [l

We shall use the following conventions. By ¢ > 0 and C' < oo we will always denote
constants whose values may change from one occurrence to another; these constants will
usually depend on the dimension d and the type multi-index «. Any other dependence
will usually be indicated. If ¢ < f/g < C for some ¢ and C, we will write shortly f ~ g.
Similarly, we abbreviate f < Cg to f < ¢ and write 2 analogously. Given a d-tuple
m = (my,...,mq) € R? its length m; + ...+ mg will be denoted by |m/| (notice that this
quantity may be negative). For p € [1, 00] the norm in the Lebesgue space LP = LP(R%)
is denoted by || - ||, We write p’ for the conjugate exponent of p.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Let L{ denote the one-dimensional Laguerre polynomials with parameter @ > —1,
defined on Ry = (0,00) for £k = 0,1,2,...; cf. [Le, Chapter 4]. We consider the system
{L$} of standard Laguerre functions, given in dimension one by

«a k! 12 « « —x
Ek(fﬁ) = (m) Lk(x)x /26 /2, T > 0, o > —1, k < N.

The corresponding multi-dimensional systems are formed by taking tensor products. It is
well known that {£{ : k € N} is an orthonormal basis in L*(R%), for any o € (—1, 00)%.

Each L§ is an eigenfunction of the differential operator

d
82 0 Z; Oé2
L= =Y (mimy+ o — 2= 21,

i=1

which is formally symmetric and positive, and the corresponding eigenvalue is |k| + (|a| +
d)/2. Moreover, L* has a self-adjoint extension in L?(R%) for which the spectral decom-
position is given by the £. Hence, the associated heat semigroup 7 = exp(—tL®) is
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defined for f € L*(R%) by
T8 f(x Zexp < W) Z (f, L)Ly () t>0, =R
5 P s Logg ) g (), , +

It follows from the Hille-Hardy formula [Lel (4.17.6)] that the integral representation is

d
0 T2 f(a) = exp (—12LF ) [ Hiaten) 1)y

where the kernel is given by H(z,y) = Hi:l Hi (x;, y;), with the component kernels

Hy(En) = Mexp (—COtht(£+ ))f ( \/ﬁ)

2sinht 2 “\sinht

for &,m > 0,¢t >0 and a > —1. Here [, is the modified Bessel function of the first kind
and order a. Note that H{(z,y) is strictly positive for z,y € ]Rd t>0.

We now deduce some useful upper and lower estimates for the one-dimensional kernel
He(€,n). By using the standard asymptotics (cf. [Le, (5.16.4), (5.16.5)])

(2) I(z) ~ 2% 2 — 0%, I(z) ~ 272", 2 — oo,

and the fact that [,(-) is continuous on (0, 00), we see that

a ) D& m) if V& <sinht B
/Ht(f’n)_{Ef(&n) if /&n > sinht ’ &n >0, 6>0, a>—1,
where
X h
Di(&n) = W(&n)m exp( ot t(& n))
1 h
Ef(§.m) = —eﬁifﬁhgﬂt) (€n) ™ exp (—Cog Lo+ + S;ﬁ_"t)

_ exp((1+a)t) —1/4 —1 (€ —n)? 1 —cosht
= W(@?) M exp (251nht VET \/ﬁ)2> exp (m(g +77)>-

Lemma 2.1. For all0 <t <1 and &, > 0 we have

—n)2 a/2
(3) HiE,n) < Ltgexp (—c (€ tfn) )exp ( —ct(§+n)) + (iZJ)rl exp(— 051'77)'
Stmilarly, fort >1 and £&,n > 0,
(4) Hi(En) S (En)Pexp (= (€ +n)).

Observe that the right-hand side in ({]) coincides with the last term in (3]) taken with
t = 1. So for the maximal operator defined in (Bl below by taking the supremum over
t > 0, it is enough to consider the right-hand side of (3] with 0 < ¢ < 1.
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Proof of Lemma[21. We consider the two cases obtained from the asymptotics of I,.
Case 1: \/&én < sinht. Then H¢(&,n) ~ D¢(&,n) and it is immediately seen that for ¢t < 1

Hi(E ) S (e exp (— 1),

On the other hand, when t > 1 we easily get

H{(En) S (En)Pexp (—c(& +1n)).

Case 2: /€n > sinht. Now H(&,n) ~ EA(E,n). Assume first that ¢ < 1. Then we have
for £ >~

Hi(En) S LtgeXp ( —c € ;gn) )exp (—ct(€+n)).

If £ ~ 1 does not hold, then (§ —n)?/(v€ + /7)? ~ £ + 1 and we can write

Hi(en) < e (— o S0)
< (sﬁi_nt)mtlﬂ(; )1/4 eXp( 5:77)
ta+1 ()" exp ( - 5?)( f)m
S G L (e exp ( - cgjn»

with a new value of ¢ in the last expression. Letting t > 1, we get

exp((1+ a)t)

6 S ey O (—cl&+m)
~ (&n)*?exp (= c(€ +n)) (Si;l;—nt)aﬂ (S;f?tyﬂ

S (EmPexp (= (€ +m),
since sinh t/v/&n < 1, v/€n < £ +n and sinht > 1. Altogether, this proves the lemma. [

The next result shows that Lemma 2.1]is sharp in certain cases.

Lemma 2.2. The following lower estimates hold.

(a) For0<t<1/4 and (2t)™' <& <2t7t and | —n| < 1,
Hi(Em) 21
(b) For0<t<1land0 <& <2t and0<n<2t,

a/2
Hien) 2 S0
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Proof. Under the assumptions of (a), we also have £ ~ 1 and /&n > t ~ sinh ¢, hence

a o ra N 1 —1 (€ —n)? 1 — cosht
Hy(&n) = E; (f’n)_WeXp(Qsinht(\/g+\/ﬁ)2)eXp (m(f+ﬁ)) Z 1

Considering (b), we have £ + 7 St ~ 1/ cotht and therefore

a/2 I
H;(€,m) ~ Dy (&) ~ (?21 exp (- CO; :

(€ +n)> R et
O

The following technical result provides estimates of certain level sets that will be crucial
in further developments.

Lemma 2.3. (a) Fort,v >0, one has
d C d—1
HxE(O,t)d: xj_1>1/}‘ g;[log@—i-tdy)] ,
j=1
where C" depends only on the dimension.
(b) Fortlv > 1, the estimate in (a) is sharp in the sense that the level set has measure
at least cv[log(2 + t%)]?=t, with ¢ = ¢(d) > 0.
(¢) Given vy >0, one has for o,v >0
d - 1 : 7 C —d. \1d-1
Hx € RY : H:cj exp <— (aij> ) > VH < ;[log (2+a V)} ,
j=1 Jj=1

with C' = C(v,d).

Proof. In (a) and (b) one may assume that ¢ = 1, since the general case then follows by
a simple scaling argument. To prove (a), we shall use induction in d, observing that the
case d = 1 is obvious. The induction assumption implies that the set

-1
{:c c (0,1)%: H:c;l > V}
=1

has measure at most Cv~[log(2+v)]?72, so that this set can be neglected. The remaining
set to be considered is then

d—1
{x € (0,1)4: 24 < 1/_1H:17j_1 < 1},
j=1

where v > 1; otherwise the set is empty. Clearly, its measure is

d—1
/"'/V_IHx;ld,Tl"'dxd_l,
=1

the integral taken over the set (0,1)¥1 N {H;l;i x;l < v}. This set is contained in the
d—1

square (v, 1)471 and so the integral is not larger than v~!(logv)¢~!. This proves (a).
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Moreover, the same set contains the square (v~'/(¢=1) 1)4=1 and thus the integral is not
less than cv~!(logv)?~t. Now (b) follows.

In (¢) we can assume that ¢ = 1, because of a scaling argument. Then for each
k€ {0,1,...}, the intersection of the level set in (c¢) with the band k < Z;l:l r; <k+1
is contained in the set

d
{x c(0,k+1): Hz;l > vexp (k”)}
j=1

In view of (a), the measure of this set is no larger than
Cv~'exp(—k")log (2+ (k+ 1)% exp(k'y))d_l.
Summing these quantities in k, we get at most Cv~[log(2 + v)]4"1, and (c) follows. [

From now on, we shall work with the maximal operator

o) He (o) = sup [ 17 ()| )] dy

rather than with T'®. Since H%f dominates T f, we shall obtain even slightly stronger
positive results than stated in Theorem [[L3l Also counterexamples will be constructed
for HY. In those only small values of ¢ will be used, and since the two maximal operators
are comparable if ¢ is restricted to, say, (0,1), the counterexamples will be valid for T
as well.

Let M; denote the standard centered one-dimensional maximal operator in Ri, taken
with respect to the jth variable.

3. THE RANGE py < p < p1

We first consider the one-dimensional case, assuming that « = a € (—1,0). The critical
exponents are p; = —2/a and pg = pj = 2/(a + 2).

Proposition 3.1. Let d =1 and —1 < a < 0. There exists a constant ¢ such that, for
0 <t <1 and any suitable function f defined in R,

(6) / HAE L F ()] dn < e~ M F() + e Se=Ym || 7],

[l dn S AT + e
Fort > 1, the same inequalities hold with t replaced by 1 in the right-hand sides.

Suppressing the exponentials, we immediately deduce from these estimates the weak
type (p1, p1) and the restricted weak type (po, po) of the one-dimensional maximal operator
HE. Then, by interpolation, it follows that H¢ is bounded on LP(R,) for py < p < p;.
This implies the known results for 77 stated in Theorem
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Proof of Proposition[31. We integrate (3] against |f(n)|. The first term of the right-hand
side in (3] leads to an integral which can be estimated by Ce=“¢ M, f(£). The second term
of ([B) gives an integral which can be dominated by

t ga/2 o ) ) té-_l/pl 00 ) . 1/po
S [Tl < ([T pmreitan) g,
0 0
= e ],

since a/2 4+ 1/py = a + 1. But the same integral is also dominated by
. §Q/2 ) . ., 5 atl o
s [P IE ) dy = e (3) e [ e )
0 0

et St °° dn
semtigim [ fytm <L
0

Since [ fg < [ f*g* (this is a well-known inequality due to Hardy and Littlewood, see
[BeSh| Theorem 2.2]), the last integral is controlled by || f||,,1. The conclusion follows in
the case t < 1, and for ¢t > 1 it is a consequence of (). O

Let now d > 1 and —1 < & < 0. The critical endpoints are p; = p;(@) and py = po(a@).
The next result justifies items (al) and (b1) in Theorem [I3]

Theorem 3.2. Let d > 1, a € (—1,00)¢ and assume that —1 < & < 0. Then H is
bounded on LF(RL) for py < p < p1.

Proof. We shall use the tensor product structure of H¥(z,y) and the one-dimensional
results. Observe that by Fubini’s theorem

Hf(2) < (M2 o o M) f(x), @€ RY,

where H is the one-dimensional maximal operator acting on the ith coordinate. More-
over, for each ¢ = 1,...,d, we have py(a;) < po < p1 < p1(e;), where for a; > 0 we let
po(e;) = 1 and p1(a;) = oco. Thus it suffices to show that each H is bounded on L?
provided that po(a;) < p < p1(ay).

In the case when —1 < «; < 0 this follows from Proposition B.1], as commented above.
When «a; > 0 it is enough to justify boundedness of H% on L> and from L' to LY, since
then the LP boundedness will follow by interpolation. The relevant L> result, however, is
readily derived from equation (3.7) in [Stem| (we remark that C' is missing there), which
implies

Ho (1) = sup / He (2 y) dy < O, i € Ry

t>0

On the other hand, the weak type (1,1) of H% was proved recently by the authors, see
[NoSj, Section 3.2]. O
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Note that if @ > 0 then H is bounded on LP(R%), 1 < p < oo, and from L'(R%) to
L'>°(R%), which is slightly stronger than the statement of Theorem [T} see (). This
follows from the above estimate of H{1, the weak type (1, 1) results in [NoSj, Section
3.2] and interpolation.

4. THE ENDPOINT py

We work in dimension d and assume that —1 < a < 0. The maximal operator under
consideration is HS. We first observe that the results already obtained in Section [3] can
be used, in a straightforward manner, to deal with the situation when there is only one
minimal value «;. Indeed, assume that «; is the only minimal «;. Due to the product
structure of H(z, y), it suffices to use first the strong type (p1, p1) estimate in the variables
Zo,...,xq, and then apply the one-dimensional weak-type result in z;. This gives item
(a2) of Theorem L3l

Proving the remaining positive results is more complicated. For the sake of clarity,
we consider two main cases: when all «; are equal (and so minimal) and when there are
precisely two minimal «; in dimension d = 3. This will be enough to prove the positive
part of Theorem (b2). Counterexamples in dimension d = 4 and higher will be given
at the end of this section.

4.1. The case when all «; are minimal.
We assume that d > 2 and let @ = a, with —1 < a < 0. The critical exponents are
p1=—2/a and py = p| = 2/(a + 2).

Theorem 4.1. Assume that o; = a € (—1,0) for alli. Then ford = 2,3, the operator HS
maps LP* boundedly into the space weak L' log="Y/P1 L in the sense that for f € LM
the distribution function of H® f satisfies

(7) [{HEf > A} <C||f||£i{log <2+L)]d 1 A > 0.
" T 1f1lps ’

To estimate [ H{(x,y)|f(y)| dy, we shall integrate one variable y; at a time, and apply
Proposition 311 in each variable. This will produce a sum of 2¢ terms, since for each
variable we consider separately the two terms in the right-hand side of ({@l).

To describe these 27 terms, it is convenient to introduce the following notation. Let D’
be a subset of {1,...,d}, and write D" for its complement. By d’ and d’ = d — d’' we
denote the number of elements of D" and D", respectively. Given z € R%, we let 2/ € R‘i’
consist of those coordinates z; with j € D’, and similarly for 2" € ]R‘i”. Thus we can

write x = (2/, 2”). We also denote

M= 1] M.

jen”
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and observe that this product of one-dimensional maximal operators is bounded on
LP(RY) for 1 < p < oo.

When integrating Hy'(z, y)| f(y)| with respect to y;, we consider the second term in the
right-hand side of (@) if 7 € D’, and the first term if ;7 € D”. Integrating in y” before v/,
we are led to expressions

/ c —1/p
(8) TP f(z) = exp <— 7 Z x; —ct Z xj) H z; 1/p ||M//-f("x//)||LP1(R‘jr')'

jeD’ jeD jeD’

Altogether we conclude
[l wldy £ 317 )
D/

here the sum is taken over all possible choices of D’. We shall find estimates for each

operator
T f(x) = sup T/ f(x);
0<t<1
clearly, HYf <S>0, TP "f. Observe first that in the simple case when D’ = (3, the operator
TP is bounded on LP'. At the opposite extreme when D’ = {1,...,d}, we can estimate

the exponential in () by exp(—¢>_ x;). Then from Lemma 23] (¢) with vy =1 and o ~ 1,
we see that TP satisfies an estimate similar to (7).

The next two results say, roughly speaking, that 7°" can be controlled also when we
are close to these two extreme cases.

Lemma 4.2. If d =1 then T? is of weak type (p1,p1).

Lemma 4.3. If d' > d’ then T maps LP* boundedly into weak LP log= @D/ [ j.e.,

(TP f >N} < C”fHZi {log (2 + L)]H, A>0.
AP1 1/ 1o

These observations and lemmas together cover all possible choices of D' for d < 3, so
Theorem (1] follows once we prove Lemmas and 3]

The possibilities for D’ not covered by the above are described by the inequalities
2 < d < d". From the proof of Theorem given later, it can be seen that 7'”" cannot
be controlled on LP' in these cases.

In the sequel, we assume, without loss of generality, that D’ = {1,...,d'}. Further,
we write S [T, 37, [T” for sums and products taken over 1 < j < d’ and d’ < j < d,
respectively.

Proof of Lemma .3, Splitting points in RY as 2 = (21, 2”) and suppressing the exponen-
tial factors in (8), we get

T*D,f(llf) < Zlfl_l/pl ||M”f("x/,)||LP1(R+)-
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For any fixed x”, it is clear that the set of points x; where this expression exceeds a level
A > 0 has one-dimensional measure at most

// P
M 2 s
Integrating in z”, we conclude that
, C
T2 > < 5 [ @) e < o [1r@p e
which finishes the proof. U

Proof of Lemma [{.3. Without loss of generality, we assume 0 < f € LP* with norm 1.
Since ¢ < 1, we can replace the sum over D" in (8) by 1+ Y "x;, to get

/ c ! " I
12 1(0) S (= § Sy = et (140 ay) ) TLy 7 1Ml

where || - ||, denotes the norm in LP*(R%). In order to eliminate ¢, we then use the
inequality between the geometric and arithmetic means to estimate the exponential. The

conclusion is

120 Sewp (= ey (14 ) X ) TTa 7 1M1

We now fix x” and apply Lemma 23] (¢) in the 2’ variables, with v = 1/2 and o ~
14 "x;. Thus for A > 0 the set of points ' where T f(2', #”) > X has d'-dimensional
measure at most

" d—1
g o (2 (14 ) o) |

In order to estimate the d-dimensional measure of the level set, we must integrate this

quantity in 2”. The integral over those z” for which

" /p1
(1+Z zj) )‘/HM”f(',lﬂ)le,d’ <14+A
is easy to handle. Indeed, here the logarithm is at most log(2 + (1 + A)?*) < log(2 + \),
and in view of Fubini’s theorem, this integral is dominated by

d -1

< %[log(2+)\)} -

'—1

C " 1
o 1M1 [log(2 + V)]

since ||f||,, = 1. This agrees with the right-hand side of the inequality in Lemma [£.3]
What remains is the integral where

'/pl 1
//
M7 f (s 2")py, d’(l +> %) <TIx

There we write the integrand as

C(]_‘I—Z//l’j)_dl(HM” (-, ||p1d,<1+z ZL']> d'/p1 )m
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[or (2 sz (10 ) )]

The function s”[log(2 + s771)]¢ ! is increasing for s > 0, up to a constant factor. Hence,
in the region considered, we can estimate the last expression by

(1—1—2%) (L4 N [log (24 (14 A7)

Since d’ > d”, this quantity is integrable with respect to z”, and the integral will be at
most C(1 + A)7Pt[log(2 + A)]*~!'. This completes the proof. O

d' -1

4.2. The case of two minimal «; in dimension 3.
Now d = 3. Without any loss of generality we may assume that o = (a,a,b) with
—1 <a < 0and a <b. The critical exponents are as in the preceding subsection.

Theorem 4.4. Let d = 3 and « be as above. Then for f € LP' the distribution function
of HS f satisfies

}{H“f>A}}<O”‘§|p11 <2+ A ) A > 0.
11l
To prove Theorem [£.4] we estimate the kernel ’H,Ea’a’b) by applying the inequality (B]) in
each variable. Then a sum of 8 terms emerges; as before, we index these terms by subsets
D’ C {1,2,3} and let primed variables correspond to the second term in ().
Next, we observe that only the term corresponding to D' = {1,2,3} requires further
analysis. Indeed, from the asymptotics (2)) it follows immediately that

(9) Hy(En) SH{Em),  &EneRy, 0<t<l,

and therefore the cases when d’ < 3 are covered by the results of Section 4.1}, see Lemmas
and 43

Assume then that d = 3. The kernel under consideration is

(z122y112)"? (w3y3)"> T +y
Hy(z,y) = $2(a+1) $h+1 exp( CZ ’ ]>

and we are interested in the maximal operator H,f(z) = supge,<; | Hi(x,y)|f(y)| dy.
Theorem [4.4] will be proved once we verify the following.

Lemma 4.5. For f € LP* the distribution function of H,.f satisfies

A
\{Hf>A}\<C”f””11 (2+ ) A > 0.
1f 1]y
Proof. Observe that

~wjmkwv|@<2/mmwvﬂw

k=20 E>0
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Splitting now the kernel in the third variable according to the dyadic intervals 27" <
r3 < 27F vl and 27K 0 < yy < 27KAHL B € Z (written shortly 3 ~ 277" and
ys ~ 2750 we get
Hf(@) S Y > Hypf(r), xeRY,
v,B€Z k>0

where

Hk,u,ﬁf(z) = /3 H2*k($a y)X{x3~2*k*”, y3~2*k*ﬁ}|f(y)| dy
R+
Since

Hypf () S2@0tR=0H0Y2 oxpy (— (27 + 277)) X fpymnh-vy (2172) "/

(10) x exp ((— 2" (1 + 22)) / (y1y2)*% exp (= 2(y1 + 2)) | F ()| dy,

ya~2~k=F

an application of Holder’s inequality leads to the estimate (recall that a = —2/p;)

Hk,y7ﬁf(x) 5 93ko—4k/p19—(v+P)b/2 exp ( _ 0(2—1/ + 2—5))2—(k+5)/p022k/p1—2k/po (x1x2)—1/p1

X exp ( — 2k (zy + IQ))X{Z.gNkafu} </
y

3~ k—f

1/p1
uwww@ .

A short computation shows that the constant factor in the last expression equals
9k/p19gr/p19—89—(v+B)e exp ( — (27" + 2—ﬁ))7
where = 1/pg— 1/p; > 0 and € = (b — a)/2 > 0. Therefore

Hk,uﬁf(l') 5 Qk/m21//1712—€(|V\+|5\)(I1x2)—1/p1 exp ( _ CQk(:L'l + $2))X{x3~2*kﬁ}

1/p1
([ )

Consequently, we see that the condition Hy,, 5f(z) > cA27¢IVHIBD/2 implies

-1
Xfzgma-hvy(@122) T exp (=2 (21 +22)) 2 Q_k_”Qa("HB')’“/z(/ If(y)|”1dy) APL.
Y

3~27k=5
Applying now Lemma 2.3] (¢) with d = 2 in the first two variables, we get

—e(|lv —el|V 1 1
[{z €R® : Hyypf(x) > cA2=sWHIBD2Y| < gmeliviiabe/z_— ()P dy

>\p1 y3~2*k*5

-1
x log |2 + 9—2kg—k—voe(|[v[+]B])p1/2 \p1 </ |f(y)|p1dy) } ;
Y

3~2—F—B

notice that the logarithm here is at most a constant times

1
Dy, 8(N) = |v| 4+ |B] + log [2 + 273k \P (/ |f(y)|p1dy) ]
y

3~2—h—B
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Since the above level sets are disjoint for different k, it follows that

Hx ERL Y Hyypf(a) > ex2 =MD /2}‘ S {Hiwsf(x) > exa==(418072y)
k>0

k>0

(11) < 2‘5“”'*‘6')”1/22 / . WP dy s ().
Y3~

k>0
To estimate the right-hand side here, we start by observing that
e (v Hf ||
el +sm/2 5 m/ F@)dy (9] +18]) § 2RI
k>0 ya~2"
The remaining part of the right-hand side in () is
-1
9—e(lv|+IB)p1/2 )P 3k
> p1/ _Ifw)l"dy log {2+2 Apl(/ o \f(y)lpldy) }
k>0 ys~2" ﬁ ys~2-k—B

To estimate the sum here, we consider two cases. If

(12) / )Py > 273 |
ya~v2—h=F

the argument of the last logarithm is at most 2 + (A/| f||,,)?*. So summing the terms
with this property in the above sum, we get at most

/ y)["*dy log (2 + ) < 715 L log <2 + Llpl)
k>0 ya~27 k- ‘3 [l A [Fal

For the terms not satisfying (I2)), we use the essential monotonicity of the function s log(2+
s71) to estimate that part of the sum by

C - ( \PL ) I f|]p1 ( AP )
— lo log [ 2 + .
o 22 I os (24 e ) = ) 7

k>0

Altogether, this gives

Hx ERY Y Hippf(z) > cA2—€<\vl+\ﬁ|>/2H < 9e(vl+ID/2 “ﬂ?l log (2 N IIfAII )
k>0 P1

Now the exponentially decreasing factor allows us to sum these estimates in v and /3, and
we finally conclude that

{z e RS :Hf(z) >\ < Y Hx eRY: Y Hypf(z) > cxz—eﬂvlﬂfﬂl)ﬂ}’

v,BEZ k>0

< IFII5: ( A )
< “log (2 + :
AP1 [1f1lps

This finishes the proof of Lemma 0J
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4.3. Counterexamples.

Assume now that d > 4 and « is such that @ < 0 and g(oz) > 2. We shall construct
functions proving the negative part of Theorem [[.3] (b2). Here we may replace T by HS,
since only ¢ < 1 will be considered. For the sake of clarity, we state the result separately.

Theorem 4.6. For d > 4 and o as above, there exists a function f € LPY! such that
[{HSf > A} = o, A > 0.

We will prove the theorem in the case when all a; are minimal. The same reasoning
works in the general case, as seen by including the variables corresponding to non-minimal
a; among the double-primed variables below.

Proof of Theorem [{.G. We continue to use the splitting R = R? x R?" and the related
notation. Assuming to begin with that d > 5, we can choose d’ so that 2 < d' < d".
We shall then construct an LP! function as in the statement of Theorem The same
function will actually show that the corresponding operator T”" cannot be controlled on
Lt

Let for small ¢ > 0 the set E; C RZ be defined by ¢ < y; < 2t for j < d' and
tl<y; <2t ford < j<d. Let f, = (" =d)/p1y . which has LP*! norm essentially 1.
Clearly,

HE filw) = 40w [ U1 () dy,
Ey

and here we take points z with z; < t for j < d and t7' < a; < 2t7! for &' < j < d.
With such an z, we further restrict the integration above by the condition |y; — z;| < 1
for d < j < d. For such z and y, Lemma 2.2] part (b) for the first d’ variables and part
(a) for the remaining ones, implies that the kernel H¢(x,y) is at least ctd//pl_d'H/xj_l/ P
We get

1 / —
H fi(x) 2t /mH z; L/p1

We now apply Lemma (b) in dimension d’, with v = ¢t~ \P* for some A > 0 and
t so small that ¥4\t > 1. For each fixed z”, we conclude that the d’-dimensional
measure of the level set {2/ : HEfi(x' ") > A} is at least ct? \Pi[log(t¥ 4" \p1)]¢—1,
Integrating with respect to 2 in the set where t ' < z; < 2t7! for j > d’, we see that the
d-dimensional measure of {HSf; > A} is at least cA7P [log(t? 4" \P1)]% 1.

But we can make the last quantity arbitrarily large by taking ¢ small, for any fixed
A > 0. This shows that the condition f € LP1! gives no control of the level set. By taking
linear combinations of such f;, it is easy to construct an LP*! function such that all the
level sets of HY f have infinite measure.

To cover also the case d = 4, we now consider d’ with 2 < d’ = d” = d/2. Here the

construction is a bit more subtle. We shall take essentially the characteristic function of a
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union of sets like F; with 1/R <t < 1/4, for large values of R. More precisely, for R > 6
we define the set

Ep={yeRi:1<y <R, y;'/A<y;<2y;' for 1<j<d
and yq/8 < y; < 8yq for d' < j <d}.
Then

R
| B = / Y dyy = log R,
1

and we define the function fp = |Eg|™'/P'xg,, whose norm in LP1! is essentially 1. We
shall estimate HS fz(z) at points # with 4 <1y < R—1land 0 < x; <z, for 1 <j < d’
and x4/2 < x; < 2z4 for d' < j < d. Then

HO fr(z) 2 (log R)™V/P [ HY (z,y) dy,

Er
where we choose t = :)3;1. Further, we restrict this integral to the set
Fo={yeRl:az)'/2<y;<a;' for 1<j<d and |y;—a;| <1 for d' <j<d};

some simple computations show that F, C Eg, if x is as described above. For y € F,
items (a) and (b) of Lemma 2.2 then imply

d,—d,/ !/ _1/
ngl(x,y)f%xd lexj P
Integrating in y over F,, we conclude that

(13) HS fr(z) 2 (log R)—l/m x;d’/pl H/xfl/pl.

J

Now fix a point 2" € Ri" with 4 <2y < R—1and 24/2 < z; < 2z4 for d' < j < d. Then
if 2/ € (0,277 satisfies H':Ej_l/pl > (log R)/Pz%/P' X for some A > 0, (I3) implies that
HE fr(x',2") 2 A In view of Lemma 3] (b), under the assumption A > (log R)~/P! the
set of such 2’ has d’-dimensional measure at least

c(log R) "t A\ [log (2 + ;" (log R)lel/)‘pl)} o

Now we integrate in z”, over the set specified above. We conclude that the d-dimensional
measure of the set where HS fr(x) > ¢ is at least

1

y R-1 '
c(log R)™" A" [log(2 + A log R)] " / 7y drg ~ AP [log(2 + A log R)] " .
4

Since fr is normalized in LP! and R can be chosen arbitrarily large, we get the same
conclusions as in the case 2 < d’ < d”. O
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4.4. Comment on sharpness. In Theorem [I.J (a2) and (b2) the weak-type space
Lr1° Jog=@U@)=1/P1 [, i sharp in the following sense. There exists a function f, not
only in LP' but bounded and of compact support, such that for large A,

{Tof > A} ~ A7 [log(2 + A)] "
This f can simply be chosen as the characteristic function of the cube (1/2,1)<.
Indeed, in the case d(«) = d, that is when all «; are minimal, Lemma 22 (b) implies

15@) = [ e dvz [[7, we0.0)"
j=1
Since T2 f > T f, we see from Lemma [2.3] (b) that the level sets of T f are as claimed.
In the general case we again use Lemma (b) to estimate 77 f(x) from below by a
suitable product. Then an application of Lemma (b) in the variables corresponding
to the minimal «a; and integration in the remaining variables lead to the conclusion.
This observation shows, in particular, that 7 is not of strong type (p1,p1), even if

there is only one minimal «;.

5. THE ENDPOINT pg

We keep the notation introduced in the previous sections. The operator under consid-
eration is still H¢ rather than 7. We first deal with the situation when there is only one
minimal value a;. In this case the restricted weak type (po, po) follows quickly from the
results of Section [Bl Indeed, assume that d > 2 and a4 is the only minimal «;. Then the

maximal operator

H oz —Sup/“rl('”’ (w2 wa) (Y2 YD) (@12, ya) dys - - dya

>0
is bounded on LP(R%) for p in an interval strictly containing the point py = po(&) = po(a1).
By interpolation, see for instance [BeShl, Theorem 4.13], it is then also bounded on the
Lorentz space LPO’I(Ri). Moreover, the one-dimensional maximal operator HS' satisfies
the restricted weak-type (po, po) estimate (this was already proved in Section [B]) and the
same is true for its d-dimensional extension

Half _Sup/H xlvyl)‘f(ylvx%'"7xd)‘dy17

as easily verified. Since restricted weak type (pg,po) means boundedness from LPo! to
weak LP° and

HEf(x) < H o Hlo20a) (), z € RY,
item (a3) in Theorem [[.3] follows.

Proving the remaining results is less straightforward. As in Section [l we consider two

main cases: when all a; are minimal and when there are precisely two minimal «; in
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dimension 3. These two cases will justify the estimate of Theorem (b3). Later we will
construct counterexamples disproving similar estimates in dimensions d > 4.

5.1. The case when all «; are minimal.
We work in dimension d > 2. All the «; are assumed to be a, with —1 < a < 0. The
critical exponents are p; = —2/a and py = pj = 2/(a + 2).

Theorem 5.1. Ford = 2,3 and o as above, the operator H® maps LPo! log=V/P1 [ into
Lro i the sense that for all E C RY of finite measure

\E\ L\
‘{%OCXE>)\}} {bg (24‘@)} ) A>0.

We shall prove this theorem by applying the bound (3)) to estimate [ H(z,y)|f(y)| dy.
As in the proof of Theorem FE.I] this will produce 27 terms, indexed again by subsets
D" of {1,...,d}. We use all the notation from that proof, letting now the x’ variables
correspond to the second term in (3]).

Thus the kernel is controlled by the sum in D’ of

" / _ / _ C / /
e L L e (= 5 (00 + 20n)
" " 7| Yi — X 2
xexp(—ct(Z :.17]-+Z yj>>H tx-eXp<_07(]tx-J) )
V J J

Observe that

c / 1 / (2/p1—1)d’
exp (72 m) £ (722 )

and

/H/,\/—e}‘p(_c(y = %) )\f(y Y| dy" < M"f(y, 2").

As in the proof of Lemma (4.3 we use the inequality between arithmetic and geometric
means to conclude that

[ He ) s Y5 1w
where ’
57 fay =TT (X)) "
x / [ exp ( - c\/ (1 + Zx]) Sy, )M” Fl, 2" dy

does not depend on ¢. So it suffices to obtain suitable estimates for each operator S”'.

The case when D' = () (i.e. d = 0) is simple, since then S”" is obviously bounded on
LP°. The remaining cases are treated in the lemmas below.
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Lemma 5.2. If d' = d then for all E C RY of finite measure
Bo(g'—1)
, E| 1y]n¢
sy > A < oL (2 —) A 0.
{57 > A} < O os (2 )|
Lemma 5.3. The estimate of Lemmal2.2 is true whenever d > d” > 1.

Lemma 5.4. If d' =1 then S”" is of restricted weak type (po, po)-

These results together cover all possible choices of D’ for d < 3, so Theorem [5.1] follows
once we prove Lemmas The remaining possibilities for D" are described by the
inequalities 2 < d’ < d”. In the proof of Theorem given later, we shall see that S*’
then cannot be controlled in a similar manner.

For the proofs of Lemmas [5.2H5.4] we need two more preparatory results. We introduce
a notation for the product of the first two factors in the expression for S’ f, defining

d (2/p1—1)d d
-1
= (X)) Il e
j=1 j=1

Lemma 5.5. The function ¢4 belongs to LPo>°(R%).

Proof. We may assume for symmetry reasons that x; = maxi<j<qx;. When x; ~ z; for

all j, one easily finds that 1hy(z) ~ ;7" ~ |z|=%/7 and the function z s |z|~%/? is in

LPo>*(RL). And when z is in the sector Sy, defined by 27%~! < z;/z; < 27k for k; > 0,
j=2,...,d,

d
wd(l') ~ (Hij/Pl)l,l—d/PO ~ Qij/p1|x|_d/pO'
j=2

The sector Sy has aperture comparable to 2~ 2% and it is easy to check that
)‘p0|{XSk¢d > )\}| < 9= 2 kj Qijpo/m’

uniformly in A > 0 and in the k;. Since py < pi, these estimates can be summed over
(kg, ..., kg) € N1 to give the desired conclusion. O

The lemma below provides an inequality for decreasing rearrangements related to
Lemma 223 (c).

Lemma 5.6. Let v,0 > 0. The function
F,(z) = (Hx]) exp(— (aij) ), xERi,
j=1

has a decreasing rearrangement which satisfies

1 (d=1)/p1
FX(s) SCVs_l/pl[log <2+—)] , s> 0,

for some C, < 0.
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Proof. Since
Fi(s)=inf{\>0:|{z: F,(x) > \}| < s},  s>0,
we need only verify that [{z : F,(z) > A\}| < s for

1 (d=1)/p1
A=CysTtm {log (2+ Tﬂ
g%s

with some suitably large C,. But Lemma 2.3] (c) implies that
~ APLy 19471
o Fy(z) > A} < G {mg (2 + F)}

for A > 0 and some év- For the value of A just indicated, we thus get

{z: F,(x) > A}

- 1 1-d 1 1 d—1\ 7d—1
SC,YC;pls{log (2—1-%)] {log (2+C’E’Y’1E[log <2+E>] )] .

Applying the elementary inequality
log(2 + zy) < log(2 + x) + logy, x>0, y>1,

to the second logarithm above, we conclude

ods
log (2 + i)

The right-hand side here will clearly be less than s if we choose C, large enough, uniformly

d—1
~ log (24 =) 4 log C?* + (d — 1) loglog (2 + -~
\{x:Fo(x)>)\}|gcﬁycpy—ms(og(+Uds)+ogC,y + ( ) loglog (2 + )) |

in s, which finishes the proof. O
Proof of Lemma[53. Now d’ = d and Sy has the form

5”xe(e) = va(o) [ [To7 " exp (= o> w ) xetw) v

With the aid of Lemma [5.0] taken with o = ¢ and v = 1/2, we get

|E|
5P xx(z) < (o) / Fi(s) ds

121 R
< wd(:c)/ s~/ {log (2 + —)} ds
0 s
1 (d=1)/p1
~ 1pq(x)| B[P {log <2 + —)}
|E]
Lemma then implies
Po
, E 1y\]mY
IS A L

as desired. n
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Proof of Lemma[5.3. Let for E C RY of finite measure

UP'xe(x) = [ (@) SP vp(x)

= / [T exp ( - C\/ (1 + ZN%’) >y )M "xe(y',2")dy'.

Here
M"xp <Y 27,

E>1
where

By ={M"xp >2"%} cRL,

Given any € > 0, the operator M” is of strong and hence weak type (1+¢,1+¢) in R%,
so that

1 € €
(14) |Ex| S W/X? = 2049k .
With 2" fixed we define the slice
EY ={a: («/,2") € By} C RY.
Observe that

(15) "xe S Zz U xe,

where

U / H —1/p1 exp ( — c\/<1 + Z//x]) Z/yj ) dy’

Applying Lemma [5.6] in dimension d’, with o ~ 1+ "z, we get

"
T

, B y o\ d (d'~1)/p1
UkD XE(x/,) 5 / 3_1/101 {bg (2 + <1 + Z ZL’j) s_l)} ds
0
" " —d’ " (d/_l)/pl
~ |EE| VP llog (2 + (1 +Y xj) | B2 \—1” .

. . . d/
Since by Lemma applied in R¢

{2’ € RY : ¢ (2) UL xp(2") > A} S (U s(")”,

this implies

{z: Yo (x NUP xp(x ") > A}
(d/ 1)

1 2! "
< L |[log (2+ (1+Z x]) 5ds 1)} dz".
+
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We claim that the right-hand side above is controlled, in the sense of <, by

20 (q'—1)
|Ex] INE
o (2 )"
wo | 8T g

Since [|EF"| da"” = |E}|, we see that this is true for that part of the integral taken over
those x” which satisfy

" —d’ 7
(1+Z xj) B2 |71 < | By,

For the remaining 2" we use the fact that the function s[log(2+s~1)]@ 1

Po/P1 ig essentially
increasing in s > 0. Taking s = (1 + >."2;)¥|EF"| < | Ey| we get an estimate by

Byl N N,
C’Wllg<2+®>} /(1+ij) G

and the integral here is finite since d’ > d”. The claim is justified, and it follows that

) x| L]
Hl’ 'l/Jd/ Uk XE( >)\}‘N o |:10 (2+m>:| .
Now, in view of (&), with £ > 0 fixed, one gets
‘{l’ : ’l/]d/(l’,)UD/XE(ZIZ') > )\}} Z ‘{l’ 2” k’l/fd/ Uk XE( ”) > c2” Ek)\}}

k>1

1
< 2 (1— €p0k| k| |: (2_'__>
2 | E|

PO (g
}pl(d 1)
k>1

Using (I4) and again the monotonicity of s[log(2 + s71)]@~1ro/P1 we see that the last
expression is controlled, in the sense of <, by

E| 2—k(1+a) %(l)(d’—l)
g-Ha-am-al EL o .
Z o | 08 (4T B

k>1

Here we estimate the numerator in the argument of the logarithm by 1 and sum the
geometric series. Choosing ¢ small enough, we conclude that

v, E| 1 \]m @Y
.S ) > A log (2+ ) . A>0,
{a s T 1os (24 13)
which is precisely the desired estimate. The proof of Lemma is complete. O

Proof of Lemma[5.]. The case d = 1 is essentially contained in the reasoning proving
Lemma Now, however, the situation is much simpler since no logarithmic factors
appear. [
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5.2. The case of two minimal «; in dimension 3.
Without any loss of generality, we may assume that « = (a,a,b) with —1 < a < 0 and
a <b.

Theorem 5.7. Ford = 3 and o as above, the operator H® maps Lro! logl/f"1 L into LPo>,
in the sense that for all E C RY of finite measure

Po

{HIxe > A} < |E|{log (%Lﬁ)rl, A>0.

The proof of Theorem [B.7] goes along similar lines to that of Theorem (4.4 When
one estimates ?—[(aab (x,y), a sum of 8 terms emerges; as before, we index these terms
by subsets D' C {1,2,3} and let primed variables correspond to the second term in (3)).
Then only the term corresponding to D’ = {1, 2, 3} requires further analysis since, in view
of (@), the cases when d’ < 3 are covered by Lemmas and 5.4l Thus the task reduces
to proving the following (we use H, and some other notations introduced in Section [A.2]).

Lemma 5.8. For all E C R3 of finite measure, the distribution function of H,x g satisfies

2o

\{H*XE>>\}\§C@{Iog <2+i)rl, A > 0.

A\Po ‘E‘
Proof. Recall from the proof of Lemma [L.5] that
H.xe(x Z ZHkVBXE z € RL.
v,B€Z k>0

As a slight modification of (I0), we now have
Hy,px(v) S0P exp (= ¢(27" +277)) (wyaps) /220000

—3(a+1 a
ot b)Y [ () e (- 2+ o) xely) do
yg~27k—

where we used an exponential to get the factor preceding the integral. Therefore, denoting
the last integral by I(k, 5, E) and invoking the function 14 from Lemma [55] we have

(16)  Hyupxp(z) S 27122702 exp (= c(277 4+ 277) )y (2) I (K, B, E).

Now we estimate I(k, /3, E). Given ys, we introduce the slice E¥ = {(y1,y2) € R% :
(y1,vy2,y3) € E}. An application of Lemma [5.6] in dimension d = 2 leads to

](kvﬁu E) = / dy3/ (ylyg)“/2 €xp ( - C2k(y1 + yz)) dy,dys
ys~2~k—h Ev3

|EY3| 1 2k1 1/p1
< d — I (2 92~ —) d
N/ygﬁkﬁ y3/0 SUp { og |2+ S ] S

1/p1
~ | 3|70 | log <2 192k 1 ) . dy
a yz~2-k=F 128 >
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Holder’s inequality then implies

1 Po/p1 1/po
I(k, B, B) < 270+ / 29| 1og (24272 ] )
yz~2-k=F | v

Combining the last estimate with (I6) and simplifying the constant factors, we see that

B 1 po/p1 1/po
Y

3~2— k=B
with ¢ = (b —a)/2 > 0 and some 6 > 0. The support of Hy,gxr is contained in
{x3 ~ 27F7"} and this now allows us to estimate the level sets of Y., Hy, sxg. Thus

Hx €RY Y Hiupxp(x) > 219D /2}‘ S { Hixn(a) > exa-<+180/2} | <

k>0 k>0

e(lv|+|B])/2+827F s o 1 po/p1 —1/po
P3(x) > A2 |E¥3 | log (2 +9 ) dys _
k>0 yg~2—k—B ‘E93|

Since 13 € Lo (Lemma [5.5]), this expression is controlled by

1 1 Po/p1
9—e(vl+181)po/2—8po2™ ﬁ)\pg Z/ | B [log (2 +27% )] dys.

k>0 7 ys~27h0 | B

In order to estimate the above sum, we split the integral according to the condition
22F|E¥3| > | E| and then use the essential monotonicity of the function s[log(2+ s~1)]Pe/P1,
as before. This gives

1 pO/Pl
Y 2k
/yngk 6|E3‘[10g <2+2 ‘Ey3|)} dys

1 Po/P1 1 Po/p1
5/ | B dys {log (2+—>} +/ dys 2—%\E\[1og (2+—)} .
y3~2*k*5 ‘E‘ y3~27k*5 ‘E‘

Summing the right-hand side here in k£ > 0 gives at most

Po/p1
c(1+27)E {log (2+ ﬁ)} .

Combining this with the previous considerations, we arrive at

1 po/p1
Hx €RY Y Hypxm(e) > A2 a(\u|+w|>/2}‘ < o—e(vl+18)po/2 |Ap| [1 og (2 n @ﬂ .
k>0

Finally, the exponentially decreasing factor allows us to sum in v and f:

{z e R} : Hoxp(z) > A} < ) Hz €RY ) Hiypxe(r) > cAg—auVHwn/QH

v,BEL k>0

‘E‘ 1 Po/p1
< 1=l L
~ o lg<2+|E|> '

The desired estimate follows, and the proof of Lemma [5.8 is complete. 0J
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5.3. Counterexamples.

Assume now that d > 4 and that there are at least two minimal values «;. We shall
construct sets E to prove the negative part of Theorem [[3] (b3). Here we may replace
T by HY, since only ¢ < 1 will be taken into account. For the sake of clarity, we state
the result separately.

Theorem 5.9. Let d > 4 and « as above. There are no C' > 0 and v € R such that

FE 1 7
‘{’HSXE>)\}‘§C|)\TO|{10g <2+E)] , >0,

holds for all E C Ri of finite measure.

We will prove the theorem in the case when all a; are minimal, a; = a € (—1,0). The
same reasoning works in the general case, if we include the variables corresponding to
non-minimal «; among the double-primed variables below.

Proof of Theorem[5.9. Assume first that d > 5 and choose d' so that 2 < d' < d”. We
shall find a family of sets E disproving the estimate stated in Theorem [5.9.
Given a parameter 5 > 0 (specified in a moment), consider the set

(17) E, = {y eRL: H,yj_l/pl >B, yy<tfor j<d, t' <y <2t7! for j> d’}.
By Lemma 23] (a) and (b), applied in R, we obtain
(18) B ~ 7 [log(2+ )] T, 4 > 1,

Next we estimate Hx g, (z). We consider x such that z; < tfor j < d’ and t7 < z; < 27!
for j > d’. Further, below we restrict the integration to the set of points y € E; with
ly; — x;] <1for j > d', so that in view of items (a) and (b) of Lemma 2.2 for t <1/4,

/ / ’ , "
[T 7o) 2 (TT ™) (TTw ™)@ and T Hionw) 2 1.

Thus
Hoxm(@) 2 ([T = 1/p1>t(2/p1_1)dl/ L
By {ly;—w;|<1 for j>d'}
> t—d’/mt(?/pl—l)d’ﬁ‘Et N {|y] — :L'j| < 1forj > d,}}
(19) SE o

Consequently, taking A ~ t?"~4/P 3| E,| below, we get
A{HEx g, > AP0 2 7400 g By |t rog= " ro — 4/ B .

Then, with the choice 8 = t~%"/P1, we have

A A (1B 1 DY 2 igpm) b
0 o 2 - 0/P1 2 .
{(Hexe > }|(| A[og( +|Et|)] ) < |E [Og( +|Et|>]
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But the last expression tends to co as t — 07 since, by (I8)), |E;| — oo as t — 0. This
finishes the case d’ > d' > 2.

When d" = d” > 2 and in particular when d = 4, the construction is a little more
complicated, as in Section B3l Let E,—; be the set given by (I7) with ¢ = 277 and
3 = N'/Pig=¢/p1 Then define

N
FN = U E27ja
j=2
which is a disjoint sum. From (@) it follows that

|Fy| = Z|E23|~ZN [log(2 + N)]* 7" ~ [log(2 + N)]“ .

Next, we use ([J) to estimate Hxr, (z) when x € (27971 274 x (27,201 and j =
2,..., N (notice that each of these sets has measure essentially 1), obtaining
Mo Xy (@) 2 HXE, () Z (27) /NP (277) =P By | & NTYP[log(2 + N
Thus, choosing A ~ N='/7[log(2 + N)]*~! below,

N {HEXry > A} 2 [log(2+ N)] 77

Since we also have

| Fi| {log (2 + ﬁ)]w < [log(2+ M) “ 7,

we conclude that

A HIX Py > A} <|FN| {bg (2 n ﬁ)r)—l . [1([)5);2(;;]\;)\1;(]1/—_1)1170

= [log(2 + )]Vl

and the last expression tends to oo as N — co. The proof is finished. O

5.4. Comment on sharpness. Recall that the space Lro:! log(g(o‘)_l)/ P1 [, is defined by

the inequality
(%) (d(a 1)/p1
1 d
/ f*(s)sl/po{log (2+—)} < .
0 S S

In Theorem [[.3] (a3) and (b3), this space is best possible in the sense of convergence at
0 of the above integral. Indeed, if a space X of measurable functions in R‘i is invariant
under rearrangement and contains a function g with

1 1 (d(a 1)/p1 dS
* 1/po - —
(20) /0 g (s)s [log (2 + s)] S =%

then X also contains a function f with

125 = T7f = [ M) f@) dy = o0
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on a set of positive measure. We shall verify this fact in the case when all «; are minimal,

so that d(«) = d. The general case requires only minor modifications; see Section [£.4l
First, from Lemma 2.2] (b) we see that it is enough to find an f € X such that

d
| s L dy=oe.
(0,1)¢ j=1

Let W(y) = []¢ yj_l/p1 for y € (0,1)% Lemma 23] (b) says that the level sets {y € (0,1)%:
U(y) > A} of U have measures at least cA7P'[log(2 + A1)]4! for large A. From this it is
elementary to see that the decreasing rearrangement W* satisfies

U*(s) > cs /P [log(2 4+ s71)] (@=0/m

for small s > 0. Our assumption (20) thus means that [ g*(s)¥*(s)ds = oo, and g € X.
But for a suitable rearrangement f of g, in the sense that f* = ¢*, one can achieve equality
in the classical inequality

/ f@WM@S/f%W%M&
(0,1)¢ 0

already mentioned in the proof of Proposition3.Il This implies that the left-hand integral
here diverges, as desired.
The above sharpness remark shows, in particular, that 7% is not of weak type (po, po),

even if there is only one minimal «;.
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