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L? estimates for the maximal singular
integral in terms of the singular integral
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Abstract

This paper continues the study, initiated in the works [MOV] and [MOPV],
of the problem of controlling the maximal singular integral 7™ f by the singu-
lar integral T'f. Here T is a smooth homogeneous Calderén-Zygmund singu-
lar integral operator of convolution type. We consider two forms of control,
namely, in the weighted LP(w) norm and via pointwise estimates of T f by
M(Tf) or M*(Tf), where M is the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator and
M? = M o M its iteration. The novelty with respect to the aforementioned
works, lies in the fact that here p is different from 2 and the LP space is
weighted.

1 Introduction

Let T be a smooth homogeneous Calderén-Zygmund singular integral operator on

R™ with kernel
Q(x)

|z["

K(x) = z € R"\ {0}, (1)

where (2 is a homogeneous function of degree 0 whose restriction to the unit sphere
571 is C* and satisfies the cancellation property

/||=1 Q(z)do(z) =0,

o being the normalized surface measure in S"~!. Thus, T'f is the principal value
convolution operator

Tf(a) = p. [ fo = 9)K()dy = i (), )

where T° f is the truncated operator at level ¢ defined by

= [ K
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For f € LP, 1 < p < oo, the limit in (2]) exits for almost all z. One says that the
operator 7' is even (or odd) if the kernel () is even (or odd), that is, if Q(—z) = Q(x),
x € R"\ {0} (or Q(—z) = —Q(z), x € R™\ {0}). Let T* be the maximal singular
integral
T f(x) = suIO) T f(x)], € R"
£>

In this paper we consider the problem of characterizing those smooth Calderon-
Zygmund operators for which one can control T*f by T'f in the weighted LP norm

1T fllew) < ClIT fllzewy, [ € LP(w), and w € A, (3)

where A, is the Muckenhoupt class of weights (see below for the definition). A
stronger way of saying that 7™ is controlled by T is the pointwise inequality

" f(z) < C(M*(Tf)(x)), © € R, s €{1,2}, (4)

where M denotes the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator and M? = M o M its
iteration. For the case p = 2 and w = 1, the relationship between (3] and (4)) has
been studied in [MOV] for even kernels and in [MOPV] for odd kernels (see also
IMV]). We will prove that, for any 1 < p < oo and w € A,, the class of operators
satisfying (3) coincides with the family of operators obtained for p = 2 and w = 1,
thus giving an affirmative answer to Question 1 of [MOV] p. 1480]. Our main
result states that for smooth Calderén-Zygmund operators, inequality (4)) (with s
depending on the parity of the kernel) is equivalent to (3]) and also is equivalent to
an algebraic condition involving the expansion of €) in spherical harmonics.

Now we need to introduce some notation. The homogeneous function €2, like any
square-integrable function in S™~! with zero integral, has an expansion in spherical
harmonics of the form

o) = Bla), wes, (5)

where P; is a homogeneous harmonic polynomial of degree j. For the case of even
operators in the above sum we only have the even terms P,; and for the odd case
we only have the polynomials of odd degree P;;1. In any case, when €2 is infinitely
differentiable on the unit sphere one has that, for each positive integer M,

> 3Bl < oo, (6)
j=1

where the supremum norm is taken on S®~!. When € is of the form

Q(x)zf;f;), r R\ {0},




with P a homogeneous harmonic polynomial of degree d > 1, one says that T is
a higher order Riesz transform. If the homogeneous polynomial P is not required
to be harmonic, but has still zero integral on the unit sphere, then we call T" a
polynomial operator.

Let’s recall the definition of Muckenhoupt weights. Let w be a non negative
locally integrable function, and 1 < p < co. Then w € A, if and only if there exits
a constant C' such that for all cubes @ C R”

(@ fe) (@il ) =e

The important fact worth noting is that Calderén-Zygmund operators and the
Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator are bounded on LP(w), when 1 < p < oo and
w belongs to A,. See [Dul, Chapter 7] or [Gr2, Chapter 9] to get more information
on weights.

Now we state our result. We start with the case of even operators.

Theorem 1. Let T be an even smooth homogeneous Calderén-Zygmund operator
with kernel (). Then the following are equivalent:

(@)
T f(x) <CM(Tf)(x), =xeR"

(b) If pe (1,00) and w € A, then
T* fll ey < ClT fllze@), for all f € LP(w).

(c) Assume that the expansion ([B) of Q in spherical harmonics is

Qz) = Py(z), Py, #0.

J=jo

Then, for each j there exists a homogeneous polynomial QQ2;_2j, of degree 25 —2j

such that Paj = PajyQaj—aj, and Y77 . 72jQ2j-2j,(§) # 0, & € Sn=1. Here for a
positive integer k we have set

k

['(5

L)

Ve =i nt

(7)

(d)
IT* flleo < CIT Iy, for all f € H'(R).

Recall that ||g||1..o denotes the weak L' norm of g and H'(R™) is the Hardy
space. Calderén-Zygmund operators act on H'. (For instance, see [Du, Chapter 6],
[Gr2, Chapter 7] for more information on the Hardy space).

To get the above result for odd kernels we will replace the Hardy-Littlewood
maximal operator in (a) by its iteration.



Theorem 2. Let T' be an odd smooth homogeneous Calderon-Zygmund operator
with kernel (). Then the following are equivalent:

(a)
T*f(z) < CM*(Tf)(x), «€R"

(b) If pe (1,00) and w € A, then

T fllerw) < ClITf ey, for all f € LP(w).

(c) Assume that the expansion ([Bl) of Q in spherical harmonics is

Qz) = Py(r),  Pajos1 0.

J=jo

Then, for each j there exists a homogeneous polynomial Q2j_2j, of degree 25—27

such that Pyji1 = Pajo11Qaj 25, and Y77 vaj11Qa;25,(§) # 0, § € S™1, with
Yoj+1 as in ().

Clearly, both in Theorem [1l as in Theorem [2, the condition (a) implies (b) is
a consequence of the boundedness of the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator on
weighted LP spaces. The proof of (¢) implies (a) in Theorem [ is proved in [MOV]
and the same implication in Theorem [ is proved in [MOPV]. So the only task
to be done is to show that (b) implies (¢) in both theorems (and (d) = (c¢) in
Theorem [I]). One of the crucial points in the proof of the implication (b) = (c¢) for
the case p = 2 and w = 1 in [MOV] and [MOPV] is to use Plancherel Theorem to
get a pointwise inequality to work with it. For p # 2 we will get the corresponding
pointwise inequality using properties of the Fourier transform of the kernels as L?
multipliers.

In Section 2l we introduce LP Fourier multipliers and some tools to control their
norm (see Lemma [Il). Section [Blis devoted to the proof of (b) = (¢), for polynomial
operators. The general case is discussed in Section 4l

As usual, the letter C' will denote a constant, which may be different at each
occurrence and which is independent of the relevant variables under consideration.

2 Multipliers

Recall that, given 1 < p < oo, one denotes by M, (R™) the space of all bounded
functions m on R"™ such that the operator

T.(f)=(fm)", feS,

is bounded on LP(R™) (or is initially defined in a dense subspace of LP(R"™) and has a
bounded extension on the whole space). As usual, S denotes the space of Schwartz
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functions, f is the Fourier transform of f and fV the inverse Fourier transform.
The norm of m in M,(R") is defined as the norm of the bounded linear operator
T : LP(R") — LP(R"™). Elements of the space M,(R"™) are called L” (Fourier)
multipliers. Similarly, we speak of LP(w) multipliers. It is well known that M, the
set of all L? multipliers, is L> and that M;(R") is the set of Fourier transforms
of finite Borel measures on R™. The basic theory on multipliers may be found for
example in the monographs [Dul,|Grl].

Let 0 < ¢ <1 be an smooth function such that ¢(¢) = 1if [¢| < 1, and ¢(£) =0
if |£] > 1. Given & € R", we define ¢5(&) = gb(%) Consider m € L such that m
is continuous in some neighbourhood of &, with m(&y) = 0. It is clear, by Plancherel
Theorem, that the norm of megs in My approaches zero when § — 0. We ask if the
same result holds when m is an LP multiplier. Adding some regularity to m we get
a positive answer.

Lemma 1. Let § € R", 0 < 0 < &y and m € M, NC"(B(&o, b)) with m(&y) =
Let § € C(R™), 0< 6 < 1 such that 6(€) = 1 if €] < &, and 6(¢) = 0 if |¢] >
Set ¢s(€) = gb(%) and let Ty, be the operator with multiplier mae;.

0.
1.

1. Ifwe A, 1<p<oo, then ||Tng|Lr@)—rrw) — 0, when 6 — 0.
2. | Tongs |1 s 1100 — 0, when 6 — 0.
3. || Tongs|| it — 0, when § — 0.

To prove Lemma [Il we use the next theorem due to Kurtz and Wheeden. Fol-
lowing [KW], we say that a function m belongs to the class M(s,1) if

1/s
M, = sup (Rsa|_"/ |Do‘m(:p)|sdx) < o0, forall o <, (8)
R>0 R<|z|<2R

where s is a real number greater or equal to 1, [ a positive integer and o =
(v, ..., ) a multiindex of nonnegative integers.

Theorem 3. [KW, p. 344] Let 1 < s <2 and m € M(s,n).

1. If 1 <p < oo andw € A,, then there exists a constant C, independent of f,
such that

HTmeLp(w) < CHfHLP(w)

2. There exists a constant C, independent of f and X, such that
n C
{o € R": [Tuf(2)] > A} < Sl A>0.

3. There exists a constant C, independent of f, such that

TSl < ClI S|



Analyzing the proof we check that, in all cases, the constant C', which appears in
the statements 1, 2 and 3 of the previous Theorem, depends linearly on the constant
ms, defined at (8). We also remark that when w = 1 the proof can be adapted to
the case H! — L', so we get statement 3 which is not explicitly written in [KW].

Proof of Lemmall. Using Theorem [B] we only need to prove that the multiplier maos
is in M(s,n) for some 1 < s < 2, and the constant ms,, tends to 0 if § tends to 0.

Assume that & # 0 and that § < g is small enough. For |a| < n, using Leibniz
rule one has

R>0

1/s
- (RS'“‘" / |Da<m¢5><5>|8ds)
R>0 {R<|£|<2R}NB(&,5)

. 1/s
< Cley|lo-2 ( / . |Da<m¢5><§>|8ds)

§C|50|'“—%< > (g) (g) (g) / wDaﬁ<m><§>Dﬁ<¢a><§>Sds>l/s.

Bi<a, 1<i<n

1/s
sup (Rsa'" / \Da(m%)(&)\sd&)
R<|¢|<2R

Now we will get a bound for each term in the above sum. In order to get it,
we consider different cases In all the cases we will use that for any multiindex
o we have |D%¢s(€)| < =& and that the modulus of continuity of m, denoted by
w(m, &, d), satisfies w(m §0, J) < C6.

Case 1. o] = n.

For 8 = a one has that

/ DB (m) (€) D () (€)|*de = / )| D% (69)(€) " de
B(&0,0) B(&0,6
1
<

C%Mm,&o,é)%"

S Cdernfns
and this term tends to 0 as  tends to 0 taking 1 < s < 5. For the remaining
terms, that is a # §, we have

/ | D (m) () D7 (5)(€)dé < Oawﬁ
B(&0,9)

— ognsl8l
S Cé‘ernfns’



where the derivatives of m are bounded by a constant, and the last inequality holds

when 4 is small enough. So, if 1 < s < —%5, this term goes to 0 as d goes to 0.
Case 2. |a] =k < n.
For 3| = |a|, using the boundedness of the modulus of continuity of m we have
[ D m DA @@ - / 11D (69)(6)"de
B(£0,9) B(&0,9)
1 S {n
514: |w(m 507 )| 0
— C(sern ks
S Cas—i—n—ns

and this term, again, goes to 0 as ¢ goes to 0, whenever 1 < s < 5.
Finally, if || < |a], one gets the same bound

/ \Do‘*ﬁ(m)(f)Dﬁ@é)(f)‘sdf <C \5|85
B(&o,9) 0
= Cg" Wl
S Céernfns.

When &, = 0 one has

1/s
sup (Rs'a" / |D“(m¢5)(§)\sdé)
R>0 R<|¢|<2R

1/s
= sup (RSO‘|”/ \Do‘(m%)(f)‘sdf)
§>R>0 R<|¢|<2R

Observe that for |a| > 0, D%®s lives on {§/2 < || < §}. Then, similar calculations
complete the proof. O

To prove the first case of Lemma 1 there is another argument due to J. Duoandikoetxea.
We thank him for providing us the following lemma. In fact, it is only necessary to
assume that the multiplier m is continuous.

Lemma 2. Let {§s € R", 0 < 0 < dp, 1 < ¢ <2 and m € M,NC(B(&,d)) with
m(&) = 0. Set ¢s(&) as above and let Ty, be the operator with multiplier me;.

(a) For any p € (¢,2) we have

Hde)éHLp*)Lp — 0, when 6 — 0.

(b) Let w € A, with p € (¢,2) and let s > 1 such that w* € A,. If m is an LP(w®)
multiplier, then

| Tgs || L2 (w)—Lr(w) — 0,  when & — 0.



Remark 1. Clearly, a similar result holds when 2 < p < ¢.

Proof. We first observe that || T,/ 12102 = ||m@s|lee = €(d) and £(6) - 0as § — 0
since m is continuous in &. On the other hand, |[mes||pm, < ||¢f]tlmlm, =
C|lm||a,, where C'is a constant independent of . That is, for all § > 0

[Tonos flla < M £l

Then, applying the Riesz-Thorin theorem (e.g. |Grll p. 34]), for any p € (q,2)
(i =104 g) we have

| Tonss fllp < M*="(8)° 1 fllp = e1(O) 1 f 1l 9)

where £1(0) — 0 as 6 — 0 and (a) is proved. For proving (b), since w® € A, and ¢
is a cutoff smooth function, note that

| Tongs [l r sy < Clfllrws), (10)

where one can check that C' is a constant independent of §. Finally, from (@) and
(I0)), applying the interpolation theorem with change of measure of Stein-Weiss (e.g.
[Bell, p. 115]), we get

| T [l Loy < CYo1(0) 2| fll o)

as desired. 0

3 The polynomial case

As we remarked in the Introduction, to have a complete proof of theorems [1] and
only remains to prove that (b) implies (¢) (and (d) implies (¢) in Theorem [). Our
procedure to get the above implications follows essentially the arguments used in
IMOV] and [MOPYV]. The main difficulty to overcome is that for p # 2, we cannot
apply Plancherel Theorem and we replace it by a Fourier multiplier argument.

We begin with the proof of (b) implies (¢) in Theorem [ for the case w = 1.
Then we show how to adapt this proof to the case with weights, to the case of odd
operators and to the case of weak L'. Thus, we assume that 7" is an even polynomial
operator with kernel

Q(:L’) PQ(ZL’) P4<SL’) P2N<SL’)
K(z) = = o 0
(ZL‘) ‘SL’|" |x‘2+n |x‘4+n |x‘2N+n’ X 7& ’

where P,; is a homogeneous harmonic polynomial of degree 2j. Each term has the
multiplier (see [Stl p. 73])

Pyj() \" Py;(8)
(v i) © =i
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Then,

PR (E) = %(53, €40,

where () is the homogeneous polynomial of degree 2N defined by

Q(.T) = ’}/2P2<.§U)|.T‘2N72 + ...+ ’ngPg](;L’)\:L’F"*Q] + ...+ ’)/QNPQN(.’L')

We want to obtain a convenient expression for the function K(z)xgn 5, the kernel
K off the unit ball B (see (IZ)). To find it, we need a simple technical lemma which
we state without proof.

Lemma 3. [MOV, p. 1/35] Assume that ¢ is a radial function of the form

p(x) = er(lz)xs(@) + e2(|2]) xpm 5 (2),

where @y is continuously differentiable on [0,1) and ps on (1,00). Let L be a second
order linear differential operator with constant coefficients. Then the distribution
L satisfies

Lo = Lo(z)xs(x) + Lo(x) xpm 5 (2),

provided p1, ¢}, @2 and @y extend continuously to the point 1 and the two conditions

p1(1) = @2(1),  @1(1) = ¢5(1)
are satisfied.

Consider the differential operator Q(9) defined by the polynomial Q(z) above
and let E be the standard fundamental solution of the N-th power AN of the
Laplacian. Then Q(0)F = p.v.K(z), which may be verified by taking the Fourier
transform of both sides. The concrete expression of E(x) = |z[*N""(a(n,N) +
b(n, N)log|z|?) (e.g. [MOV] p. 1464]) is not important now, just note that it is a
radial function. Consider the function

() = B(x)xgng(®) + (Ao + Atz + -+ Aoy |22 xp(2),

where B is the open ball of radius 1 centered at origin and the constants Ag, Ay, ...,
Ay are chosen as follows. Since p(x) is radial, the same is true for Adp if
j is a positive integer. Thus, in order to apply N times Lemma [ one needs

2N conditions, which (uniquely) determine Ay, Ay, ..., Asn_1. Therefore, for some
constants aq, o, ..., an_1,
ANp = (ap + aq|z]* + - - an_1]zPN ) xp(z) = b(z), (11)

where the last identity is the definition of b. Let’s remark that b is a bounded
function supported in the unit ball and it only depends on /N and not on the kernel
K. Since

p=ExAYp,

9



taking derivatives of both sides we obtain
QD) = QO)E x ANp = pv.K(z) xb=T(b).
On the other hand, applying Lemma [3]
Q)¢ = K () xpm5(1) + QO)(As + Al + -+ Agya |21 2) (@) s (2).
We write

S(z) = —Q(d)(Ao + Ar|z]? + ... + Aoy ]2|™N2)(2),

and we get
K(z)xpmp () = T(0)(z) + S(x)xs(x). (12)
Let’s remark that S will be null when @ is a harmonic polynomial (see [MOV] p.
1437]). Consequently
T f =T(b)* f +Sxp * f.

Our assumption is the LP estimate between 7™ and T'. Since the truncated operator
T at level 1 is obviously dominated by T*, we have

1SxB * fllp < IT*fllp + 1176 * £1I,
< NT*Fllp + 116+ T £l

(13)
< CITFllp + ol 1T £l
= CITfp,
that is, for any f € LP
15X * fllp < Cllp-v. K * fllp- (14)

If p = 2, we can use Plancherel and this L? inequality translates into a pointwise
inequality between the Fourier multipliers:

1SXR(O)] < Clpv R (E)] = @fﬁi, €40, (15)

If p # 2 we must resort to Fourier multipliers to get (I3). We observe that the
multipliers we are dealing with, Sxp and p.v.K, are in C* \ {0} and in M,. Let
& # 0, we write

—

Sxs(€) = Sxp(6)(&) + Ei(6) with  Ey(€) = Sxs(€) — Sxs(&)

o — —_—

pv.K(€) = pv.K (&) + Ea(€) with  Ey(€) = pv.K(€) — pv. K (&)

and so -
Ipv.K * fll, < [p-v-K (€)1 Fllp + | T, £l (16)
1Sx5 * fll, > 15x5(E) 1fllp — | Tey fllps (17)
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where T, denotes the operator with multiplier E; (i = 1,2). Using (7)), (I4]) and
(I6) consecutively, we get

1SxBE) 1fllo — I T fllo < 1Sx5 * fl»
< C|pv.K * fl,

< C(lpv-K (o) 1 fllp + 1Tm, f1Ip)
and therefore

Teflly | 1T £l
s 1A

Now, choosing appropriate functions in (I§) we obtain the pointwise inequality.
Let ¢s(&) = gb(%) as in Lemma [Il and define g5 € S(R") by ¢5(§) = ¢5(£). Then
Tr,95 = T, (925 * 95) = TE,;4,5(95), because g5 = 1 on the support of ¢s. Changing
f by gs in (I8) we have

|§\><B<so>|sc(nfv?<<§o>|+ ) &40, (18)

|SXB(€O)| <C (|va(§0)| + H E2¢2‘5g5”p + H E1¢2ag5”p)
g3l g1l

< € (DK (60) |+ | Tosons o2 + | T 020 -

Applying Lemma [l to the multipliers E; we prove that the two last terms tend
to zero as ¢ tends to zero. So, for w = 1, we get ([IH]) and from here we would follow
the arguments in [MOV] p. 1457].

For the weighted case we must be careful with the inequalities in (I3]). In general,
the inequality || f * F| rw) < C| fl1||F|lzr(w) is not satisfied. That is, we can not
control ||b* T f||1»() by a constant times ||b][1]|7"f||r(.). However, in the even case
b is a bounded function supported in the unit ball and so

[0+ Tf) ()] =

/|— | 1b(x—y)TJ‘?(Ll/)dy < CM(Tf)(z).

Moreover
16 Tfllerw) < CIT oo,

because w € A,. So, [|Sx * f|lrw) < Cllp.-v.K * f||r(w) and proceeding as above,
we would get (I5).

The proof of (b) implies (¢) in Theorem [ can be handled in much the same
way. The only significant difference, because now the polynomial is odd, lies on the
function b in ([I2]), which is not supported in the unit ball but it is a BMO function
satisfying the decay |b(z)| < Clx|™ 1 if 2] > 2 (see [MOPV] section 4]). In any
case, b € L' and the set of inequalities ([3)) remains valid for the case w = 1.
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On the other hand, for any w in the Muckenhoupt class we write, arguing as in

[MOPV, p. 3675],

PN =| [ (b=~ b)) |+
tsoal [ 1@y [ b=l 156 dy
— [+ 11+ ITI,

where bp2) = |B(0,2)]! fB(O,2) b . To estimate the local term I we use the gen-

eralized Holder’s inequality and the pointwise equivalence My oq 1) f(2) =~ M? f()
([P]) to get
1] < ClIblparo | T fllog 1), Bw2) < CMA(T ) ().

Notice that bp(g2) is a dimensional constant. Hence
11| < CM(Tf)(x).

Finally, from the decay of b we obtain

I11] < C AW 4 < om0,

|lx—y|>2 ‘.CL’ - y|n+1

by using a standard argument which consists in estimating the integral on the annuli
{2F < |z — y| < 21}, Therefore

|(b* Tf)(x)| < CM*(Tf)(x). (19)

So, we obtain
165 Tf| o) < CIT ]l o),

because w € A,. Then, [|Sxp * f|rrw) < C|lp.v.K * f|r() and we get (I3).

It remains to prove that (d) implies (¢) in Theorem [Il To get this implication
we need to precise some properties of the functions gs that we explain below. First
of all, note that gs(z) = e §"g(dx) where § = ¢. So it is clear that the norms
llgslls = llgllx and ||gs]l1.00 = ||g]/1.00 do nOt depend on the parameter § > 0. When
§ < [&l, since [ gs(x)dz = ¢5(0) = 0 and g5 € S(R"), we have that g5 € H'.
But, some computations are required to check that ||gs||z1 < C with constant C'
independent of §.

Lemma 4. When 0 < 0 < |&l, ||gs||z: < C with constant C independent of 6.

Proof. We have gs(z) = e*§"g(dx) with g € S(R") and [ gs = 0. Set F¢(z) =
XB(O,&*l)(l‘) and, for j > 1, Ff(x) = XB(0,2J'5*1)($) - XB(O,ZJ'*l(S*l)(x)' Note that
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> oo Fy F?(x) = 1. Consider the atomic decomposition of gs

gs5(x) = Z(gé(x) _C F(S +Z C; +d6 (z) — d§+1F36+1( )]

j=0 j=0
=_aj@) + > Aj@),
=0 =0
FS (F+---+F?
where ¢ = ffg;; , d) =0and d},, = J 95 T J ), so that [ af(z)dzx =
J Jj+1

i A?(a: x = 0. Note that a is supported in the ball B(0,27§~!) and A;S- is supported
in B(0,2/71571).
Since g € S(R™) we have (1 + |z|"*1)|g(z)] < C. Then

SN\ 277
(.; =" 5 < " < s =

and therefore
c2-7
~ [B(0,27907)|

5] =

JE

On the other hand, [ gs(F§ + -+ F}) = f|m|>2j5_1 gs(x)dz, because [ gs =0,
and so N

&= f\x\>2j5 1 g(;(x)dx f\z\zzj ‘g<z)‘d'z < 0277
[Fin S 1BO.275 1] = [BO,275 1]
Consequently
C
||a5||H1 <5 and ||A5||H1 <5

Therefore, for all § € (0, |&|), |lgs||lm < C as we claimed.

Finally, for functions f in H', and again using (IZ), we have

15X * fllioo < 2017 fllico + 1T % fll1,00)
< CUIT fllreo + Mo+ TfIl)
< CITFll + ol 1T f1]1)
= ClTfll = Cllp-v.K * [l

Taking &y # 0 and using the same notation as before, we have

Ipv. K flly < [pv- K E) 1£]11 + || T f s
1 —
15x5 % flloe = 515X8(E) 11100 = 1Tk flloo
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and consequently

11 . |Te, f1 . 1Tz, fl1,00
[flliee  [[fll1e0 £ 111,00

Replacing f by gs and using the properties of gs (that is, ||gs|ls = [|9]l1, ||gs]l1.00 =
lgll1.00 and Lemma [) we obtain

Sxa(e) < © (nfv?f(gon ) e 20

|SXB(§O)| §C<|pVK(€0)| ||g5||1 + || E2¢26g5”1 + || E1¢26g<5||1, )

1951]1,00 1951/1,00 1951[1,00
<C Oﬁ((&m lgllx N | T g5 | 51— 21 || 95| 10 HTE1¢26HL1~>L1’°°Hg5H1)
- 911,00 1951|100 1951|100

< C (VK€ + I el 1 + [T 101 )
and therefore, applying Lemma [Il on the right hand side of this inequality, we get

1Sx5(&0)] < Clpv.K (&) & #0

as desired.

4 The general case

In our procedure for the polynomial case, the function b has been crucial. It provides
a convenient way to express the function K (a:)XRn\E, where K is the kernel of
the operator T. As we mentioned before, b only depends on the degree of the
homogeneous polynomial and on the space R"™. In the even case 2N (see (1)),
b = boy is the restriction to the unit ball of some polynomial of degree 2N — 2. In
the odd case 2N + 1, byy.1 is a BMO function with certain decay at infinity. Until
now, we did not need to pay attention to the size of the parameters appearing in
the definition of b because the degree of the polynomial (either 2N or 2N + 1) was
fixed. In this section we require a control of the L!, L or BMO norms of b, as well
as its decay at infinity. We summarize all we need in next lemma.

Lemma 5. There exists a constant C' depending only on n such that
(i) on (I <€ and [Bayaa(§)| <€, EER™
(i) ||bon || 1oy < C(2N)?*"*2 and  ||[Vbon ||y < C(2N)* 4.
(iii) ||banvsilleymo < C(2N +1)2"  and  ||banyi|lre < C(2N + 1)%.

(w) If || >2  then |boyii(x)| < C(2N + 1)2"|x| L.

14



Proof. Parts (i), (i1) and (iii) are proved in [MOV] Lemma 8] and [MOPV] Lemma
5]. It only remains to prove (v).

Recall that o denotes the normalized surface measure in S"~!, and let hq, ..., hq
be an orthonormal basis of the subspace of L?*(do) consisting of all homogeneous
harmonic polynomials of degree 2N + 1. As it is well known, d ~ (2N + 1)"72. As
in the proof of Lemma 6 in [MOV] we have h? + ---+ h% =d, on S"~1. Set

_ b
72N+1\/3 ’

and let S; be the higher order Riesz transform with kernel K;(z) = H;(z)/|z[*V 1.
The Fourier multiplier of 5]2 is

i(@)

(x), zeR",

E|§‘|74N+27 0%£ER )
and thus
d
Z S7 = Identity . (20)
j=1

We use again (I2), but now the second term at the right hand side vanishes
because each h; is harmonic (see [MOV], p. 1437). We get

Kj(z) xgmp(z) = Sj(ban41)(z), z€R", 1<j<d,
and so by (20)

bant1 = Zd:sj (Kj(x) XRn\E(fE)) : (21)

Therefore we set

=5, (Kiw) xanp(@) = 3285 %55 = D78, (Ky(x) xa())
=00 — Z S; (Kj(x) xp(z))

where dy is the Dirac delta at the origin. If || > 2, then

Si(K;(y) xp(y))(x) = lim , e =y Ksly)dy
= lim y (K@ —y) = K@) K (y)dy.

15



In this situation,

Y
5 = 9) = Kifa)] < O (112N + 1)+ [V ),

hence

19K (y) xp () ()] < LHilleCN 1) + [V Hjo / 1|
g g B - |x‘n+1 |

yl<1 ‘y‘nil

where the supremum norms are taken on S"~!. Clearly

1

Ya2N+1

h;

Vd

For the estimate of the gradient of H; we use the inequality [Stl, p. 276]

[1H;lloo = <

~ (2N +1)"/2.
o V2N+1

IVHjlloe < C (2N + 1)1 || Hj L2,

where the L? norm is taken with respect to do. Since the h; are an orthonormal
system,
1 (2N + 1)"/2

Vo 2N+ 1)/

Gathering the above inequalities we get, when |z| > 2,

1H;ll2 =

2:2N+1.

2N + 1)7t2
19,5, (0) x5(0)) (@) < O%
and finally
(2N + 1)+ (2N + 1)
‘b2N+1<x)| S Cd |x‘n+1 S ‘x|n+1 )
as claimed.
]
_ (=)

Now, the kernel of the operator T'f = p.v.K x f is of the type K(x) = T
being 2 a C°(S™!) homogeneous function of degree 0, with vanishing integral on

the sphere. Then, Q(z) =373, P‘i]‘gf) with P»; homogeneous harmonic polynomials

of degree 2j when T is an even operator, and Q(z) = >°%, P‘ij‘;}ff) with Pajq
homogeneous harmonic polynomials of degree 27 + 1 when 7' is an odd operator.
The strategy consists in passing to the polynomial case by looking at a partial sum

of the series above. Set, for cach N > 1, Ky(z) = 28 where Qn(z) = S, 22 (=)

ER j=1 el
(or Qn(x) = Z;V:o ]Tij‘;rjﬁ) in the odd case), and let Ty be the operator with kernel
Ky.

16



We begin by considering (b) implies (¢) in Theorem [I] when w = 1, that is, T’
is even and our hypothesis is || 7% f||, < C||Tf|l,, f € LP(R™). In this setting, the
difficulty is that there is no obvious way of obtaining the inequality

ITxfllp < ClTN fllp,  f € LPRT). (22)

Instead, we try to get (22) with ||T f||, replaced by | Tf||, in the right hand side
plus an additional term which becomes small as N tends to co. We start by writing

T8 fll < T fllp + 1T f - T}fop

<CITflp+ Z ‘xPﬁnXB * fllp-

>N

(23)

By (I2)), and since every P,; is harmonic, there exists a bounded function by;
supported on B such that

Dsj(z) _ By
|x|2j+nX§c(x) =P o]

By Lemma [l (i) , we have that [[by;|| 1 < C|bas]|1oo(s) < C(27)***2, and thus

Pyj(x P2
HZH;W Sl =13 pv (w by * £y

% 2j -

J>N J>N
Pyj(x
<> |§J+n | oo |[b2j * [l[,
>N
Pyj(x
<>l |2]+nHLMLprzjthpr (24)
>N
<C P2J 97)2n+2
IIfIIpZ | 2ﬁnIIme( 7)
>N |
< ClIfllp D> 1Psjlloe + 1V Pojlle) (26)°"F2.
>N

The last inequality follows from a well-known estimate for Calderén-Zygmund op-
erators (e.g. [Grll, Theorem 4.3.3]). On the other hand,

Ky (@) xgmp(@) = T (ban)(z) + Sn(z)x5(7)

and then
Tyvf =pVv.Ky*boy * f + Snxp * f.
So, for each f € LP(R™), using (23) and (24)), we have the L? inequality

1Snxa * fllp < I Txfllp + v Ky # ban * £

¢ <||Tf||p 11l D 1 Pajlloo + 11V Pajlloc) (29)* 2 4 [|pov. Ky # b f||7’> '

>N
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We emphasize that the corresponding multipliers m, ﬁ( and p.V.?N\* bon =

pﬁNb/z; are in C* \ {0} and in M,,. Therefore, proceeding as in the polynomial
case, and applying Lemma [I] we obtain the pointwise estimate for & # 0

Sxxn(©)l <€ (\?v?«f)\ VK- ban) (@) + D (1 Pasllo + vazjuoo)(zj)?"“)

<C <|17v?<<5>| + v En(©l+ D (1Pl + ||Vp2j||oo><2j>2n+z) |
j>N

where in the last step we have used Lemma [{] (7), that is, |b/2;(§)| <, for £ e R™

The idea is now to take limits, as N goes to 0o, in the preceding inequality. By the
definition of Ky and (@), the term on the right-hand side converges to C' |1;77( ()]
The next task is to clarify how the left-hand side converges, but at this point we
proceed as in [MOV], p. 1463] and we get the desired result.

This argument, which has been explained for the even case and w = 1, is also
valid for the other cases, after taking into account the particular details listed below.

To get (b) implies (¢) in Theorem [l for any w € A,, we would use

b2 # fllzow) < Clibajllzem M fllze) < C(25)" 21 fll o)

to obtain the inequality analogous to (24))
In order to obtain (d) implies (¢) in Theorem[], note that if ¢; > 0 and 3377, ¢; =

L then || Y gjliee < 3¢5 91100 We have

Poj(x
” Z |.T‘]2]+nXB le,OO - H Z ‘ |2j+n b2j * le,OO

J>N >N
(z)
<Z] || | |2j+n b2j*f||100
>N
Pyj(x
<> 7 |x‘§]+n 21100 |2 % f1I1
>N
Pyj(x
<> 2” ]zﬁnHLHLWwaHleHl
>N |
P2J -\ 2n+2
<COlflI > 5 ||‘ e ILlﬁlew(%)
>N
< CNfI Y (U Pos e + 1V Pajlloo) (25) >,
j>N
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and therefore, for all functions f € H'(R"),

1SnxE * fllico < 201 Tx fll1oe + [[P-v- Ky # baw * fll1.00)

P
AT flloo + 1Y | szXB Fllioe) + 20pv. Ky # box # fll1.00)
>N
< CUT I+ 111 Y 1 Pajlloe + IV Paglloo) (25)H+
>N

+ ||pVKN*b2N*f||17oo)

Again, using Lemma [l Lemma [4] and Lemma 5] we obtain, for £ # 0,

[Snxs(§)] < C (\P-V-K(éﬂ + v En(€) 4+ D (I Pyllos + !\szj|loo)(2j)2"+4)
j>N
as desired.
The implication (b) = (c) in Theorem 2] can be adapted as follows. 7" is odd and

the functions by;41 are in BMO. By Lemmald], we have Hb/QJ:HOO < O, ||bgjs1llBmo <
C(25 +1)* and ||bgj11]]2 < C(25 4+ 1)**. Moreover, |byji1(z)] < C(25 + 1)2"|z| !
if |x| > 2. Then, proceeding in the same way as in the proof of ([I9]), we get

Hsz+1 * fHLP(w) < C<2j + 1)2an”LP(w)
and so, the inequality analogous to (24]) follows.
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