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RIESZ-JACOBI TRANSFORMS AS PRINCIPAL VALUE INTEGRALS

ALEJANDRO J. CASTRO, ADAM NOWAK, AND TOMASZ Z. SZAREK

ABSTRACT. We establish an integral representation for the Riesz transforms naturally associated with
classical Jacobi expansions. We prove that the Riesz-Jacobi transforms of odd orders express as principal
value integrals against kernels having non-integrable singularities on the diagonal. On the other hand,
we show that the Riesz-Jacobi transforms of even orders are not singular operators. In fact they are given
as usual integrals against integrable kernels plus or minus, depending on the order, the identity operator.
Our analysis indicates that similar results, existing in the literature and corresponding to several other
settings related to classical discrete and continuous orthogonal expansions, should be reinvestigated so
as to be refined and in some cases also corrected.

1. INTRODUCTION
The classical Riesz transforms in R™, n > 1, are formally given by
Rj:8j(—A)’1/2, j=1...,n.

These identities have a strict meaning when understood in the sense of the Fourier transform and thus
define the Fourier multipliers

R, f § f F —2mi(x
R;if(§) = me(& where  f(€) = i flz) e 258 dg,
It is well known that the R;, j =1,...,n, possess the singular integral representation
r(2£L) P
Rif(x) = —2-P.V. | ——L_f(y)dy
i1 (@) o g |y — 2P FT ()

in LP(R™), 1 < p < co. The last integral does not make the usual sense for x € supp f, because of the
non-integrable kernel singularity along the diagonal. But it exists in the principal value sense thanks to
subtle cancellations around y = . An important special case is n = 1 and the Hilbert transform

Hf(z) = %P.V./_ %dy.

Note that
(1) H* = (-Dk1d, H*™'=(-D)'H,  Ek>1

Another classical example of a singular integral operator is the conjugate function mapping on the torus,

C:fr Zngn(k)f(k) e2mike, where f(k) = /01 F(a)e 2 g

keZ

On the subspace of L?(0,1) of functions having vanishing mean value, this can be written in a compact
way as C = - (—A)~1/2 and it is easy to check that identities analogous to () hold. Moreover, in L'(0,1)
we have the integral representation (cf. [25, Chapter VII])

Cf(a:)—P.V./O cot (m(y — x)) f(y) dy.

All the above mentioned operators were intensively studied in the first half of the 20th century. Then
their analogues were defined and investigated in a great variety of contexts.

Riesz transforms related to classical discrete and continuous orthogonal expansions are defined accord-
ing to the following general scheme, cf. [I7]. For the sake of clarity we restrict here to one-dimensional
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discrete expansions. Let {¢,} be an orthogonal basis in L?((a,b),du), —co < a < b < 0o, consisting of
eigenfunctions of a ‘Laplacian’ L. Typically, and thus also here, L is a symmetric and non-negative in
L?(dy) second order differential operator. We assume that L can be decomposed as L = §*§ + ¢, where
¢ >0 is a constant, J is a first order differential operator, and 6* is its formal adjoint in L?(du). Then §
is a natural derivative associated with L. In these circumstances, the Riesz transform of arbitrary order
N > 1 is formally defined as
Ry = 5NL7N/2.

This identity can be understood strictly in the spectral sense, in some cases after restricting to a suitable
subspace of L?(du). Usually, it is not hard to associate with Ry an integral kernel Ry (z,y) so that

Ry f(z) = / Ry (e 0)f () duy), @ ¢ supp f,

for suitable f. However, the question of deriving an integral representation valid also on the support
of f is a subtle and complicated matter. Indeed, comparing to the classical case, here Ry (z,y) is in
general a non-convolution kernel expressed only implicitly, often via integrals involving transcendental
special functions or oscillating series. Furthermore, typically the ‘derivative’ J is not skew-adjoint and
does not commute with L, so no direct analogues of () can be hoped for. Consequently, higher order
Riesz transforms require a distinct analysis.

We now give a heuristic description of the approach proposed in this paper. We believe that it is
of independent interest since it applies to a quite general situation covering a number of settings where
similar questions were investigated earlier, as commented in more detail below. Taking into account the
decomposition L = §*§ + ¢ and the fact that §* = —§ + R(0), we infer that 62*, k > 1, can be written as

6% = (=1)*L* + R(2k - 1),
where R(m) stands for a generic differential operator of order m. Then, formally,
Rop = 6 L% = (=1)*1d +R(2k — 1)L 7%,
Ropy1 = 002FL=FL712 = (—1)*R, + R(2k)L~F1/2,

These counterparts of (Il can easily be given a strict meaning on span{¢,}. Now, since the order of
R(2k — 1) is smaller than that of L*  the operator R(2k — 1)L~ is not singular in the sense that it
corresponds to an integrable kernel and hence should admit a usual integral representation, and the same
for R(2k)L~*=1/2. Moreover, the main singularity of Ry, is carried by Ry, so the study of singular
integral representation for Ry is reduced to the analogous problem for R;. In view of the above, we
postulate the following representation for sufficiently regular f:

(2) Ryf(@) =PV, [ Ba(e)f ) duly). N odd

3) Ry f(x) = (—1)N/2f($)+/RN($7y)f(y) du(y), N even.

The main objective of this paper is to prove (@) and @) in the context of classical Jacobi expansions,
see Theorems and 23] in Section 2l It is remarkable that no P.V. is needed to represent the Riesz
transforms of even orders. On the other hand, P. V. is absolutely essential in case of odd orders.

We claim that (2]) and (3] are true in many other particular contexts, including expansions into Hermite
and Laguerre polynomials/functions, and continuous Fourier-Bessel expansions (contexts of modified and
non-modified Hankel transforms). Unfortunately, we are not able to prove this claim here, since this
would in fact require writing a separate paper(s). Integral representations of Riesz transforms in the just
mentioned settings can be found in the literature, though not in an optimal form and not always correct
form. To give some concrete examples, let us focus first on the context of Hermite polynomial expansions
(in this situation L is the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator). In [24] the Riesz operators are represented
for all x as Ry f(z) = [Rn(z,y)f(y)du(y), N > 1, with no P.V. involved. An improved expression
Ry f(z) =P.V. [ Ry(z,y)f(y)du(y), N > 1, can be found in [8, 19, 20]. But this is still inaccurate, and
the same problem recurs in the study of a variant of Ry [I], in a more general Hermite framework [0], as
well as in the setting related to Laguerre polynomial expansions [7]. The correct representation

(4) Ry f(x) = an f(z) + P.V. / Ry(e.y)f()duly), N >1,

for the Riesz-Hermite transforms appears first in [9], though with unspecified coefficients an; see also [21]
Section 6]. In the context of continuous Fourier-Bessel expansions, as well as in the contexts of Hermite
and Laguerre function expansions, the representation () was established in [2] and [3], respectively, but
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with miscalculated coefficients ay. Finally, {@l) with explicit and correct ay was derived recently in [4] in
the ultraspherical setting. The latter is a special case of the Jacobi framework investigated in this paper.
Apparently, the fact that the P. V. is superfluous in case of even orders was overlooked in the literature.

Our strategy of proving ([2) and @) in the Jacobi setting is simpler than that elaborated in [2] [3], [4].
Roughly, the main differences are that here we reduce the problem to showing ([2)) with N = 1 and then
we verify the principal value integral representation directly, not via comparing with some other, already
known situation. Noteworthy, our methods involve very recent techniques and results obtained in the
Jacobi setting, see [10, [13], 14} 15 [I6]. On the other hand, they require elaborating some new technical
tools that may be useful elsewhere. For instance, in Lemma [3.4] we obtain quite precise estimates of
derivatives of the Jacobi-Poisson kernel.

Recently, an alternative notion of higher order Riesz transform Ry associated with L was proposed

n [I§]. In some aspects, Ry seems more natural than Ry. Accordingly, in this paper we study also R,
in the Jacobi setting and establish its singular integral representation, which occurs to be analogous to
@) and @)); see Theorem [Z4l We take this opportunity to show that Ry has in general better mapping
properties than Ry, see Remark 3.8 and Proposition 2.5l The latter is a supplementary significant result
of this paper, which reveals a new and interesting phenomenon.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section [2] we introduce the Jacobi setting and state the main
results, that is Theorems 2.2 2.3] 2.4l and Proposition 25l SectionBlis devoted to the proofs of Theorems
22 23l and 24l Some technical results needed in this section are proved in the subsequent Sections [4H6l
Appendix contains the proof of Proposition

Notation. Throughout the paper we use a standard notation consistent with that used in [14, T6]; we
refer there for any unexplained notation or symbols. In what follows, all the principal value integrals over
(0,7) are understood according to the equivalence

P.V. / " K(0,0)f(¢) du(g) = lim K(6,0)1(2) diu().

=0t Jo<p<n, |[o—0|>¢

When writing estimates, we will frequently use the notation X < Y to indicate that X < CY with a
positive constant C' independent of significant quantities. We shall write X ~ Y when simultaneously
X<YandY < X.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND STATEMENT OF RESULTS

As in [14] 15| [16], we consider the setting related to expansions into Jacobi trigonometric polynomials.
Let o, 8 > —1. The normalized trigonometric Jacobi polynomials are given by

PYB(9) = P PYB(cos b), 6 € (0,7),

where cj‘{’ﬁ are normalizing constants, and P,fj"ﬁ ,n >0, are the classical Jacobi polynomials as defined in
Szegé’s monograph [23]. The system {P2? : n > 0} is an orthonormal basis in L?(dja,g), where pq g is
a measure on the interval (0, 7) defined by

9 20+1 9 28+1
dpie,(0) = (sin —) (cos —) de

’ 2 2
It comnsists of eigenfunctions of the Jacobi differential operator
> a—-B+(a+pB+1)cost d 9
7 : - T a8
de? sin 6 de ’
(notice that 7o g may be negative); more precisely,

at+pB+1
2

jaﬁ - _

where Ta,8 =

ja,ﬁps,ﬁ = (TL + Ta,ﬁ)2psﬁﬁ7 n > 0.

We shall denote by the same symbol J*# the natural self-adjoint extension in L?(d,,5) whose spectral
resolution is given by the P%#  see [I4, Section 2] for details. Further, by Hf"ﬁ(H, ¢) we will denote the
integral kernel of the Jacobi-Poisson semigroup {exp(—t(J7*?)/2)},

(5) HP(0,0) = > exp (= tn+ rasl)PEP(OPIF (@), >0, 0,0€(0,7).

n=0
The last series can be repeatedly differentiated term by term in ¢, # and ¢, and hence defines a smooth
function of (¢,0,¢) € (0,00) x (0,7) x (0, 7). There is no satisfactory explicit expression for H(6, ©).
Nonetheless, sharp estimates of this kernel were found recently in [16, Section 6], see also [15, Appendix].
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Note that for the special choice a = 8 = A — 1/2 the whole situation becomes the ultraspherical setting
with parameter A investigated in [4] and many other papers.

The Riesz-Jacobi transform R?‘V’ﬁ of order N > 1 is formally defined by (cf. [14} [16])
(6) Ry s 0N (77N

Here 0 is the usual derivative, and its relevance is motivated by the factorization
T — 52,

where § = 9 and 6* = —6 — (a+ 1/2) cot § + (8 + 1/2) tan § is the formal adjoint of ¢ in L*(dpa,s). It
is known that replacing @ = § by 6* in (@) is not appropriate since even for N = 1 this would lead to
operators mapping outside L?(dpuq ); see [14, Remark 2.6].

We now focus on understanding (@) in a strict way. For f € L?(djua.p) the negative power of J7 is
naturally given by the L?(dpuq,g)-convergent spectral series

(7) (T2 =5 |ntras] V(PO PEP

dpa,p
n=0

provided that 7, g # 0; otherwise the bottom eigenvalue of J @B is 0 and (@) does not make sense. For
f € span{P%# : n > 0} the series terminates and so the sum is in fact finite. In this way (6) defines
strictly R})‘v’ﬂ (R%’Bf is defined pointwise) on the dense subspace span{P># : n > 0} of L%(dua.p), if
only 74,8 # 0. Similarly, when 7o, 3 = 0, ([@) defines strictly Rf‘v’ﬂ on the subspace span{P># : n > 1} of
codimension 1, which is dense in {738"5}L C L*(dpa,p). To treat uniformly all o, 8 > —1, it is reasonable
to make the convention that, in case 0 € spec 77 (i.e. 7, 5 = 0), before applying (Jo‘*ﬁ)fN/2 in (@) fis
projected orthogonally onto {Pg' B 1 for further reference call this projection ITy. With this convention,

() defines pointwise R?\‘,’ﬁf for f € span{P># : n > 0} and all o, 3 > —1. Notice that since 738"5 is a
constant function, actually for all o, 8 > —1 we have

RGP F(0) = N (7% " Iof(0), 0 e (0,7), fespan{PZP:n >0},

As was shown in [I4] Section 3], R?‘V’ﬁ extends uniquely from span{P%# : n > 0} to a bounded linear
operator on L?(dp, g) given by

(8) Ry =" |n+7as| (1, P2,

n=1

Npa,p
#%58 Prv,

the series being convergent in L?(dp, 5). Moreover, according to [14, [16], R})‘v’ﬂ is a Calderén-Zygmund
operator in the sense of the space of homogeneous type ((0,7),dpa,g,| - |). In particular, it extends
uniquely from L?(dpa,5) NLP (wdpe,g) to a bounded operator on LP (wdpia g), w € Ag‘ﬁ, 1 < p < o0, and,
when p = 1, to a bounded operator from L'(wdpa g) to weak L'(wdpa.g), w € AP, Here AP stands
for the Muckenhoupt class of weights related to our space of homogeneous type (see [I4, Section 1] for
the definition). From the above cited papers we also know that R?‘v’ﬁ is associated with the kernel

1 oo
(9) RO = o [ O H 000 b0, 07
T(N) Jo
(the integral here converges absolutely when 6 # ) in the sense that for, say, f € L>°(0, )
(10) RS0 = [ R 0.0 (D) duas(e) a0 supp .
0

Recall that this kind of association identifies a Calderén-Zygmund operator up to a pointwise multipli-
cation operator. Notice that the integral in (I0) diverges for 6 € supp f when there is a non-integrable

singularity of the kernel R?‘V’ﬁ (0, ) along the diagonal.

Next, we focus on representing pointwise R?‘V’B f for sufficiently regular functions, say f € C2°(0,)
(smooth functions with supp f C (0,7)). Such functions belong to the domain of J*# and are dense in
LP(wdpe,p), w € Ag"ﬁ, 1 < p < oo. We will need the following.

Proposition 2.1. Let a, 8 > —1 and f € C°(0,7) be fized. Given any M € N, we have
[P Pt s| S (0 +1)72M m>0.
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Proof. Using the symmetry of J%# and the Schwarz inequality we can write

|+ Tas | (L PEEY | = (TP, | = (T £, PR

d#a B
< [Tl 2 g, -

The conclusion follows. O

dpa,p d#a,ﬁ‘

Further, for each N > 0 we note the estimate

(11) 0, PP (O)| S (n+1)°,  6e(0,m), n=>0,

where ¢ = ¢(a, 3, N) can be taken as a4+ 8+ 2 + 3N. This follows from the bound (see [14] Section 2])
(12) PRfO) S (n+ 14742, e (0,m), n=0,

and the differentiation rule

(13) Do PP (0) :——\/n n+a+p8+1) sm977a+1ﬁ+1(9), n>1.

Combining PropositionZIand () we see that for f € C2°(0, 7) the series defining (J*#)~N/2 f in ()
converges pointwise and uniformly in 6 € (0,7) (with suitable modification in case 7, = 0, according to
our convention). Moreover, term by term differentiation shows that (7*#)=N/2f € C*(0, 7). Similarly,
still for f € C°(0,7), the series defining R’ f in (8) converges pointwise and uniformly in 6 € (0, ),
and R})‘v’ﬂ f € C>=(0,7). Notice that one can exchange the order of summation and differentiation in (&])
if f € C(0,n). In particular,

(14) RYF(0) =0 (T>P)N2p0),  0e(0,m), feCX(0,m),

where f on the right-hand side must be replaced by Ilyf in case 7,3 = 0 (one can of course do the
replacement also in the opposite case).

In () one can write (J*#)~N/2 (or (F7#)~N/?11y) as an integral against the potential kernel (com-
pensated potential kernel). Indeed, let us first assume that 7,5 # 0. With the aid of Proposition 2]
(I2) and Fubini’s theorem we see that

o0

(T N200) =3 [t ras| L PEP e, , P (6)

n=0

Z[ e (=t )Y ] P, P00

:—N / Zexp —t|n—|—7'a5|)<f73 >d#a,57370;75(9)t]v71dt
1

(15) = / /Hfﬁ L) F(©) dpta.p (0) N dt

/[ / (6 t“dt}f«o)duaﬁ(m.

The application of Fubini’s theorem in the last identity is justified since H}" B (0,¢) >0 and

/ HP(0, 0) dpto,s () —exp(—t(Jo"ﬁ)lﬂ)l(H) =exp (— t|7agl), t>0, 6e(0,m);

here and elsewhere 1 is the constant function equal to 1 on (0, 7). Thus we get

a0 (@) 0 = KGO0 dunse) 0O, fECEOM, s £0,

where

1
I'(20)
Note that sharp estimates for the potential kernel Kg‘ﬁ(ﬁ,w), o > 0, were obtained recently in [I3]

Theorem 2.2]. Note also that the integral representation (7)) is valid for f € L?(dua,5) (and even more
general f), see [I3] Section 1].

K2P(0, ) =

/ HQB(H o)t dt, 0,p€(0,m), >0, 7TapF#0.
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To deal with the case 7, 3 = 0 we introduce the compensated Jacobi-Poisson kernel
(18)  HP(0,0) = HP(0,0) —exp (= tlra s ) PO OP (0), >0, b€ (0,m),
which is essentially given by the series in (@), but with summation starting from n = 1. Observe that

when 7,3 = 0 the second term on the right-hand side here is simply a constant equal to 1/uq (0, 7).

Also, fNIta B (0, v) has an exponential (and uniform in 6 and @) decay in t — oo, as easily seen by analyzing
the corresponding series. Repeating the previous arguments, for all o, 5 > —1 we get

(7PN, £(0) = /0 K350,0)f(9) dpasle),  0€(0,m), [feCx0,m),
where

e 1 > o o—
Kaﬂﬁ(05 90) = m/o Ht )6(97</)>t2 ! dta 97‘/7 € (Oaﬂ-)v o> Oa

is the compensated potential kernel.
Our main results are the following (notice that the case 74,3 = 0 is not distinguished in the statements).

Theorem 2.2. Let o, > —1 and N > 1. Then for each f € C°(0,7) and all 6 € (0, )

R F(6) = P.V. / R0, 0)£() dptas (@), N odd

R 1(0) = (~1)N/2f(0) + / TR 0,0)f(0) duas(e). N even.

Equipped with Theorem 2.2 we establish an analogous representation for the extensions of R})‘v’ﬂ that
are bounded on LP(wdjia,g), w € A%P, 1 < p < oo, or from L (wdpa,p) to weak L' (wdpia,z), w € AYP,

Theorem 2.3. Let a, > —1 and N > 1. Assume that 1 < p < oo, w € Ag‘”@ and f € LP(wdpiq,p).
(a) If N is odd, then

R £(6) = P.V. / RSP (6.0)/(0) djop(e).  aa. 6€ (0.m)

(b) If N is even, then
R £(8) = (—1)N/2£(6) + / R (0.0)/(0) djos(e).  aa. 6€ (0.m)

This extends and refines the ultraspherical result [4, Theorem 1.1], where « = § > —1/2 and P. V.
is always involved, independently of the order. For the first order ultraspherical Riesz transform the
principal value integral representation was obtained earlier in [5, Theorem 2.13], for polynomial functions
and under a restriction on the ultraspherical parameter of type. It is worth mentioning that, in the
Jacobi context of this paper and with a restriction on « and 8, [T1] provides a definition of the conjugate
function mapping and its singular integral representation. The latter is in a sense a kind of the first order
Riesz-Jacobi transform, but differs from R?’B . Actually, the two operators arise by completely different
motivations. The one in [IT] goes back to the fundamental work [12], it is related to the classical Fourier
analysis on the torus and refers to connections between Fourier series, analytic functions and harmonic
functions. On the other hand, R?’B emerges from the ‘spectral’ perspective suggested in [22], which offers
a more natural background for defining higher order Riesz transforms.

As explained in [I8], see also [10], in some aspects there is a more natural than §"V notion of higher
order derivative in the Jacobi setting given by interlacing § and %,

DN = _..66%06%0 .
—_—
N components

Accordingly, as in [I0] we also consider Riesz-Jacobi transforms defined formally by
(19) RG7: f s DN (7P) 2y,

Similarly as in case of (@), this can easily be understood strictly on span{P2? : n > 0}, with the
convention concerning the case 7,3 = 0 in force. Consequently, we are led to operators defined on

L? (dta,p) by

R F = |n+rap| " (£PE0Y,,  DNPIS.
n=1

dpia,g
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The last series indeed converges in L?(dpa,s), and R%ﬁ , N > 1, are bounded linear operators on
L?(dpe.p), see [10, Corollary 3.2] and the relevant arguments in the proof of [10, Proposition 2.4]. As

we shall see in Proposition 3.7 below, R%’ﬁ extends uniquely to a bounded operator on LP(wdpq g),

w € Ag‘”@, 1 < p < oo, and from L' (wdpa,g) to weak L' (wdpa g), w € A‘f"'g. For these extensions, we
prove a representation analogous to that from Theorem 2.3 Denote

RYP (0, ¢ / DY HM (6, o)tN 1 dt
(the last integral converges absolutely for 6 ;é v, see e.g. Lemma [3.4] in Section B]).

Theorem 2.4. Let o, 3> —1 and N > 1. Assume that 1 < p < 0o, w € Ag‘”@ and f € LP(wdpta,p).
(a) If N is odd, then

RO £(6) = P, v/ REP(0,0)f (@) dios(e),  a.a. 6 (0,m).
(b) If N is even, then
RS 16) = 56)+ [ R 0.9/ duas(e) as. 0€ (0.7),

It is remarkable that R%”Q possesses in general better mapping properties than Ro"ﬂ which apparently
has not been noticed earlier. This phenomenon is probably best seen from the L! behavior. In the next

section we will show that Rg‘,’f , k > 1, are bounded on L'(dpiq g), see Remark B8 On the other hand,
in Appendix we prove the following.

Proposition 2.5. Let a, 8 > —1, (o, B) # (—1/2,—1/2). Then R?’ﬁ is mot bounded on L'(dpa,g)-

In fact, a similar negative result holds also for any R2k , k > 2, but the proof is much more involved
and hence beyond the scope of this paper.
3. PROOFS OF THE MAIN RESULTS
We begin with some preparatory results.

Lemma 3.1. Leta,8>—1, N> 1 and j > 0. For 0,p € (0,7), 6 # v, we have

HE (0.0 /6JHt’ﬂ PtV at,

where one should replace KN/2(9 ©) by KN/2(9 @) and HP(0,0) by H*P(6, ) in case Ta,3 = 0 (actu-
ally, after this replacement the formula is valid for all o, f > —1).

Proof. We focus on the case 7,8 # 0; the opposite one is analogous. Assume that ¢ is fixed and K is
a closed interval contained in (0,7) such that ¢ ¢ K. Using [16, Lemma 3.8] and [16, Corollary 3.5]
together with the bound q 2> (# — ¢)? for q appearing there, see ([B5) below, we arrive at the estimate

OJHEP(0,0)| S e, >0, €K,

with ¢ = ¢4, > 0. This allows us to apply the dominated convergence theorem and the conclusion
follows. O

Taking j = N > 1 in Lemma[3d] we see that the order of integration and differentiation in the definition
of the Riesz-Jacobi kernel in (@) can be exchanged.

Corollary 3.2. Let o, > —1 and N > 1. For 0,9 € (0,7), 0 # ¢, we have

/ Ha 5 tN 1 dt‘|

where one should replace H? (6, ¢) by fNItO"B(H, ©) in case To.3 = 0 (actually, after this replacement the
formula is valid for oll o, 8 > —1).

RY(0,¢) =

The next lemma can be regarded as an extension of [4, Step 1 on p.516]. It will be crucial in reducing
the proof of Theorem 2.2 to the case N = 1.
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Lemma 3.3. Leta,3> -1, N>1and 0< j < N —1. Then for f € C>(0,7) and 6 € (0,7) we have
j o N/2
04(T%) 10 = [ 0.9 1) )

where one should replace Kgg(@ ©) by KN/2(6‘ v) and f on the left-hand side by o f in case To.8 =0
(actually, after this replacement the formula is valid for all a, 8 > —1).

The proof of Lemma will be given in Section @l The reasoning involves Lemma B.], as well as
suitable estimates of 9y Hta’B(H, ©), 7 > 0. The latter will also be used directly in the proof of Theorem [Z2]

and are provided by the next lemma. This result is of independent interest, and its proof is located also
in Section [l
Lemma 3.4. Let o, > —1 and j > 0. Then
4 —a—1/2 —B-1/2 t
RH 0,01 S (B+02+62) (B +(m—0)2+(m - 9)?) —
2t (092

uniformly in t < 1 and 8,9 € (0,7). Further, excluding the case when j = 7,3 = 0, there exists
¢ = cq,p > 0 such that

O30, 0) S e, t=1 0,0 € (0,m).
This estimate holds with no restrictions on «, 8 and j if Hta’ﬁ(ﬁ, ©) 1is replaced by ﬁf"ﬁ(G, ©).

The result below says that Theorem 2.2] holds in the special case when N =1 and f = 1. Its proof is
rather long and technical, hence is postponed to Section

Lemma 3.5. Let a, 8 > —1. Then
PV [ R0 dunsle) =0, € (0.7)
0

We are now in a position to prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem [222. Our reasoning has two steps: (1.) reduction to the case N =1 and (2.) the proof
for N =1. Let f € C°(0,7) be fixed.

Step 1. For the sake of clarity let us assume that 7, g # 0; the parallel case 7, g = 0 is commented at
the end of Step 1. Observe that, in view of the explicit formula for J @B we have the decompositions

(20) " =T+ Y fma0)8, mz1,
0<j<2m

o = (=1)"0(T)" + Y gmg(0)35,  m =0,
0<5<2m

where f,, ; and gp, ; are some smooth, possibly unbounded, functions of 6 € (0, 7) (of course, f., ; and
gm,j can be determined explicitly, but we shall not need this). Thus, in view of ([Id]), for all 8 € (0, )

(21) RSP F(0) = (—1 + 3 i@ (TP) O, m>1, Tap #0,
0<j<2m
(22) RS FO) = (D)"RIPEO)+ Y gmg(@0)5(T) TR0, m>0, 7map #0,
0<j<2m

where we used the identities

(23) (T TP)fO) = f(0),  m=1, Tap#0,

(24) (ToOTOP)y TR (0) = (TP T2 6), m=0, Tap #0.

The latter are valid for all § € (0,7) and can be verified by applying (J*#)™ under the series defining
(F>B)=m or (FP)=m=1/2 respectively, see ([T), Proposition Bl and (IT)).

Taking into account Lemma B3] we infer that the sum over 0 < j < 2m appearing in (21]) has a usual
integral representation and the corresponding kernel is

(25) > Fmi 0K 0, 0) = KR (0,0) — (1) (T*) K (6, 0).

0<j<2m
Therefore, in view of Corollary B.2] to finish proving Theorem for N even it suffices to check that
(26) (T*7)y Ko (0,0) =0, 0,0 (0m), O#¢p, m>1, Tap#0.
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Since Hto"ﬁ(t?, ) satisfies the Poisson equation based on J%#, we have
(T0)5 B (6, 0) = 07 H (6, 9);

this identity can also be seen directly, by differentiating the series in (B]). Thus an application of Lemma[31]
and then integration by parts give us

1
27 VKA, 0) = = | OPTHP(0, 0> dt =0, 0 > 1, Tap#0;
N (KO = s | (0,¢) Fo mE 1 s A0
here to ensure that 8/ H*? (0, o)t7, 0 < j < 2m, vanish as t — 0T and as t — oo, we use [16, Corollary 3.5,
Theorem 6.1 and Lemma 3.8].
Similarly, using again Lemma [3.3] we see that the sum over 0 < j < 2m appearing in (22)) has a usual
integral representation, the kernel being given by

(28) Y 9mgOGEY 5(0.0) = FTHENT, 5(0,0) — (1) (T0) g K 150, ).
0<j<2m
But here (ja’ﬁ)ngl’fl/z(G p) = Kla/g( ©), 8 # ¢, which can be checked similarly as (28]). This, by

means of Corollary B.2] proves the theorem for N odd, assuming that it holds for N = 1.
When 7, g = 0, one has to replace f by IIpf on the right-hand side of (2I) and also in the sum over
0 < j < 2m on the right-hand side of (22]). The same modification is needed on both sides of (23] and

@), and KA (0, ¢) should be replaced by KA (0, ¢) in @3). Further, instead of [28) we have
(ja’ﬁ);nl?giﬁ(97 SO) = _1//'LOZ,B(077T)7 97 pE (Oaﬂ-)u 0 7é Y, m > 17 Ta,p = 07

since the last integration by parts in an analogue of ([27) with K%#(6,¢) replaced by K%5(6, ) gives
—HP(8, ) = —1/pap(0,7), 8 # ¢. Taking into account that

o f(6) = £(6) - m / " F@duaple) 0 (0,m),

’t:oo

we conclude the theorem for N even also in case 74,3 = 0. Finally, replacing in @28) K, fl /2 (0, ) and

Kf‘/’g(ﬁ,cp) by Kﬁ’fl/z@ ¢) and Kla/g(H ), respectively, makes the reasoning of Step 1 for N odd go
through in case 74,3 = 0.
Step 2. Let N =1 and § € (0,7) be fixed. Proceeding as in the chain of identities (IH]), i.e. using

Proposition 2T (IIl) and Fubini’s theorem, we get

(29) RP £(0) / /aeH“B 0)1(9) it () dt;

here the case 7,3 = 0 is also included. The above double integral is not absolutely convergent, so one
cannot use Fubini’s theorem to change the order of integration. However, taking into account (L6, for
each t > 0, the dominated convergence theorem gives us

(30) /agﬂ &) diias(9) =0, 0.

This identity combined with ([29) leads to

ROP£(0) / / B HE"(0,0)[£(0) — F(0)] dpta p () dt.

We claim that this double integral is absolutely convergent. Indeed, using Lemma [B4] and the Mean
Value Theorem we get

T 1 [e%s)
@ |9 30|tdt
+/ )(%H 20,0)|1f (¢ dt dyug, <1+// = dpia,5(p) < 00,
L[+ ] )tz e.0lir) - r@)aduastc A o (o)

where the last inequality follows by the change of variable s = |§ — p|t. Hence an application of Fubini’s
theorem produces

R50) = [ RSP0 [0) — 10) dpe o)

0

This together with Lemma concludes Step 2.
The proof of Theorem is finished. a
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Next, we give the proof of Theorem 23l In order to show item (b), we will need the following technical
result whose proof is located in Section

Lemma 3.6. Assume that a, 8 > —1. Let N > 2 be even and let 6 € (0,7) be fized.
(1) If 1 <p < oo, then (0,7) > ¢ — R%’B(G, ) belongs to LP(wdpia,p), w € AZP.
(ii) Ifp=1 and w € AS?, then (0,7) 3 ¢ — RG?(0,¢)/w(p) belongs to L>=(0, ).

Proof of Theorem[Z.3. Since R})‘v’ﬂ is a Calderén-Zygmund operator, see [16, Theorem 5.1], item (a) is a
consequence of Theorem and standard arguments based on the Calderén-Zygmund theory. A crucial
point are weighted LP-boundedness properties of the truncated integrals maximal operator associated

with R})‘v’ﬂ . See [4, p.515] for the details given in the ultraspherical situation.

To prove item (b) we fix f € LP(wdpa,g), w € Ag‘>5, 1 < p < o0, and take a sequence { f,,} C C°(0,n)
approximating f in LP(wdua,g). We may assume that f,, converges to f also pointwise a.e. Noting
that w € A%? implies wP/P e AZ‘}B, 1<p<oo,1/p+1/p =1, and using Lemma B.6 (item (i) for
1 < p < oo, and item (ii) in case p = 1) we see that

/O R 0.0)10(6) o s(0) = [ RGP 0.01(0) dnasle) 0 € 0,

This, together with Theorem [2.2] and the boundedness properties of R?‘V’ﬁ , implies the desired conclusion.
|

Finally, we justify Theorem 2.4l For this purpose, we need the following result which for the restricted
range «, § > —1/2 was obtained in [10].

Proposition 3.7. Let o, 5 > —1 and let N > 1. Then Ra’ﬁ is a Calderon-Zygmund operator in the sense
of the space of homogeneous type ((0,7), dua,p, |- |), associated with the kernel RY; ﬁ(@, ©). In particular,
Rj'(,’ﬁ extends uniquely from L?(dpq,g) N LP(wdpe g) to a bounded operator on LP(wdpe g), w € Ag’ﬁ,
1 < p < oo, and, when p =1, to a bounded operator from L'(wdpa g) to weak L' (wdpa,g), w € A‘f"’g

Since Rj'(,’ﬁ coincides, up to a multiplicative constant, with (Rf\‘,”g )+ investigated in [10], for o, 8 > —1/2
PropositionBis covered by [10, Theorem 2.3]. To deal with all «, 8 > —1 we present a unified treatment
based on the technique developed recently in [I6] and on the already known case of the first order Riesz-

Jacobi transform R‘f”g = R‘f"ﬂ , see [16, Theorem 5.1]. From the present perspective this method seems
to be more natural than the one in [I0]. Nevertheless, proceeding in the spirit of [I0] allows to achieve
Proposition 3.7 as well.

Proof of Proposition [3.7. Observe that D? = §*§ = J*8 — Tiﬂ and so we have the decompositions

(31) D = i (m) (ol (7). m= 1,

Jj=0 J
pD2mtl (M 22 Vg, (BT >0
_Z ] ( Ta,ﬂ) g(j ) ) m -~ U.
§=0

Thus, for f € C°(0,7) and 0 € (0, ), we get

(32)  RELA( +Z(?) (T TLO), M2, Tas A0,

(33)  RGLLF(0) = REF(O) z( )— V(TN TG, om0, rap 0

here we used the identities (23) and (@24]). The case 74,3 = 0 is even easier and we simply get
Ry f=Mof, m>1, and Ry f=R}’f, m>o0.

By [16, Theorem 5.1] we know that R‘f"ﬂ is a Calderén-Zygmund operator, hence our task reduces to
showing that

()7 and o) G20 s 20
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are Calderén-Zygmund operators associated with the space ((0,7),dpa,g,| - |), with the corresponding

kernels K;"ﬁ (0, ) and 89K;‘£ /2(9, ©), respectively. In the first case the conclusion is a consequence

of a more general result. Namely, the potential operators (J O"B) 70 > 0, Ta,3 # 0, are special
instances of multipliers of Laplace-Stieltjes transform type investigated in [16], the related measure being
dv(t) = ﬁt"*l dt. Then the assumption [16] (18)] is trivially satisfied and so [16, Theorem 5.1] implies
the desired property.

In the second case we first observe that the operators in question are bounded on L?(du,,g). This
can be seen by means of (), Proposition I} (I3) and the fact that {2 sinPoF1A1 . n > 0} is an
orthonormal basis in L?(dua g). Further, applying Lemmas B3] and Bl we see that they are integral
operators in the usual sense with the kernels

1 e »
m /0 60H£1)B(97 Sp)tzj dta 97 4 € (07 7T)7 g 7é 2 j 2 1.
This gives, in particular, kernel associations in the Calderén-Zygmund theory sense. It remains to show
the standard estimates, i.e. [TI6] (15), (19)] with B = C, for these kernels. This, however, can be done in a
straightforward manner by employing the method established in [16], see the proof of [16l Theorem 4.1].
For reader’s convenience we now indicate the main steps.

We split the region of integration in (34]) onto (0, 1) and (1, 00), and treat the resulting parts separately.
The latter part can be analyzed by means of [16, Corollary 3.9]. On the other hand, the remaining part
can be handled by using [I6, Corollary 3.5 and Lemma 3.7] and the boundedness of q there, see (33)).

This finishes showing that R%’ﬁ , N > 1, are Calder6n-Zygmund operators. The fact that R%ﬁ 0, 9)

is the Calderén-Zygmund kernel of R?\‘,’ﬁ becomes clear after tracing in detail the proof of Theorem [2.4]
sketched below. |

Proof of Theorem[2.4] We first verify the result for f € C°(0,n) and thus proceed as in the proof of
Theorem[2.2] Then it is enough to reduce the problem to the case N = 1 since the integral representation
for R‘f”g = R?’B is already provided by Theorem To obtain the desired reduction one repeats the
arguments from Step 1 of the proof of Theorem 2.2] with the aid of Lemmas Bl and B3] and the
decompositions ([B32]) and (B3).

Having the representations of the theorem for all f € C2°(0, ), we pass to a general f as in the proof
of Theorem 23] by means of Proposition B.7 and an analogue of Lemma B.6l The latter easily follows by
@BI) and the arguments from the proof of Lemma O

(31)  GuKS,(0.0) =

Remark 3.8. The decomposition [B2) combined with [I3] Theorem 2.3] reveals that Rj'(,’ﬁ, for N even,
are bounded on L'(dua.p) and on L>(0, 7).

4. PrROOFS OF LEMMAS [3.4] AnD B3]

To prove Lemma [B.4] we will need some preparatory results that were obtained in the previous papers
[15, [16]. To state them we shall use the same notation as in [16]. For oo > —1/2 we denote by dII, the
probability measure on the interval [—1, 1] given by the density

M(a+1) oy a—1/2
dll,(u) = ———F—— (1 — du,
() ﬁr(a+1/2)( w) "

and in the limit case dIl_,/; is the sum of point masses at —1 and 1 divided by 2. Further, let

dH,l/Q, K =0
dll, g = dll, —(1— = , > —1,
K (a+ 1)K —(1-K)/2 {dﬂa+1, -1 a
and put
.0 6 ®
(35) qzq(@,go,u,v)=1—usm§sm§—vcos§cos§, 0,p€(0,m), u,vel[-1,1].
For further reference, we also introduce the function
I 1 “ a—
Ha(u)_%/o (1—w?)* Pdw, -1<u<l, —l<a<-1/2

which is odd in (—1,1) and negative for u € (0,1). Moreover, for each fixed —1 < o < —1/2, see [16,
Lemma 2.2], it satisfies

(36) |TTy (w)| du ~ |u|ddg41(u), ue (—1,1).
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In the sequel we will frequently use, sometimes without mentioning, the following elementary relations,
see [14] p. 738],

0 — 0
1—cos§cos§:sin2 4¢+Sin2¥292+<ﬂ25 0,0 € (0,7),
0 0— 0
(37) 1—SiH§Sin§:Sin2T¢+COSQ¥2(7‘(—9)24—(7'(—(/7)2, 0,0 € (0,m),
0 0 0 —
1 —sinising —cosicosg = 25sin? TSD ~ (0 — ¢)?, 0,¢ € (0,m).
Lemma 4.1 ([I5, Lemma A.2], [16, Lemma 3.2 (a)]). Let k > 0 and v, v be such that v > v +1/2 > 0.
Then
dIl,(s) 1
~ 0<B<AZLD.
/ (D _Bs)"(A_Bs) _ (D—ByrA12(A—By—v-1/2’ sPsaAs

The next result is a refined specification of [16, Corollary 3.5]. The absence of differentiations with
respect to t and ¢ allows for more precise estimates than those established in [16].

Lemma 4.2. Let j > 1 be fivred. Then the following estimates hold uniformly int <1 and 0, € (0, 7).
(i) If a, 8> —1/2, then

03 H2 6, H u) dlls (v)

t2 +q a+5+2+]/2
(i) If -1<a<—1/2<p, then

X dTy, ¢ (u) dllg(v)
|83H 5 <t Z Z (sm—+sm > jj (2 + q)otB T2t TER)/2
K—0,1k=1,2 0

(ili) If -1 < < —1/2 < a, then

| ) dllg r(v)
\83Ht B 0, <t Z Z (COS—+COS—> ff t2—|—q a+5+2+(Ij+Rr)/2

R=0,17=1,2

(iv) If -1 <, 8 < —1/2, then

Kk 0 Rr
‘(WHO‘B Z Z <sm—+s1n§) <cos§+cos§)

K,R=0,1k,r=1,2

H dlla k (u) dllg r(v)

(12 + q)otA+2+G+KR+Rr)/2°

Proof. The reasoning is almost a repetition of the proof of [16, Corollary 3.5]. The only difference is that
one should use an improvement of a special case of [I6 (11)] instead of [I6, Lemma 3.3]. For reader’s
convenience we give some details, however, for any unexplained symbols we refer to [16].

First, observe that for each 57 > 1 the quantity (?ng"ﬂ(G, ©) coincides with 8(3]1-}1?’6(9,@. Further,
U*B(t,0,p,u,v) appearing in [I6, Proposition 2.3] is equal to a constant times sinh(%)ﬁf‘“"@”(t, q).
Furthermore, assume for a moment that for L = 0 the estimate [16, (11)] can be improved by restricting
the summation on the right-hand side there to k,r = 1,2. Then combining these facts with [I6, Proposi-
tion 2.3 and Lemma 2.2] and the estimate sinh% ~t, t <1, we get the required bounds. Hence, in order
to finish the proof, it suffices to justify the above mentioned improvement of [16, (11)] for L = 0. The
details are as follows.

We proceed as in the proof of [16, (11)] and observe that the condition L = 0 forces ko = ro = ks =
r5 = 0 there. This leads to the last estimate in the proof of [16, Lemma 3.3] but with the summation
restricted to 71 + 13 +r4 = R, k1 + k3 + k4 = K. These constraints imply 2rq 4+ 2r3 +r4 € {R,2R} and
2ky + 2ks + ky € {K,2K}. Since q is bounded, the conclusion follows. O

Proof of Lemma[53) Since the estimate for large ¢ is a special case of [16, Lemma 3.8], we focus on proving
the bound for ¢ < 1. The reasoning is based on the technique used in the proofs of [15, Theorem A.1]
and [16], Theorem 6.1]. Since the case j = 0 is contained in the latter result, we assume that j > 1.
Further, we will show the desired estimate in the most involved case —1 < «, 8 < —1/2; the proofs of the
remaining cases are similar and hence are omitted.



RIESZ-JACOBI TRANSFORMS AS P.V. INTEGRALS 13
Notice that Lemma [£.2] reduces our task to showing that for K, R =0,1 and k,r = 1,2 we have

0 e\ dT, i () dTTg g (v)
<Sln B + sin 5) cos = + cos Py jf (t2+1— wsin & g sin £ L _ 9 cos % coS %)a+ﬁ+2+(j+Kk+Rr)/2

(38)

—a—1/2 —B—1/2 1

RN

S(E+e+e?) T (P -0+ (r-0)?)

uniformly int < 1and 6, ¢ € (0, 7). Applying Lemmal Tltwice, first to the integral against dllg r(v) with
the parameters v = (B+1)R— (1-R)/2,k =0,y = a+B+2+(j+ Kk+Rr)/2, A=t>+1—usin§sin £
B = cos § cos £, and then to the resulting integral against dIl, x (u) with v = (a + 1)K — (1 — K)/2,

2
k= (B+1)R+R/2,v= (B+1)(1-R)+a+1-R/2+(j+Kk+Rr)/2,D =t*+1, A= t*+1—cos § cos £,

B =sin g sin £, we arrive at the relation
ﬂ Ao,k (u) dllg, r(v)
t?+1—u sm 5 sin £ — v cos g cos %)a+ﬂ+2+(i+K’C+RT>/2

) (a+1)K—K/2( —(B4+1)R—R/2

0
241 —singsing)
1
)(B+1)(1—R)-‘r(a-‘rl)(1—K)—K/2—R/2+(j+Kk+Rr)/2 :

0
~ (t* 4+ 1 — cos = cos =
( + cos,2cos2

X

(t2—|—1—singsim£ —cos

P
3 B} 3 COSs

2
Using ([B7) we obtain that the left-hand side of (B8] is comparable with
O+t @02+ T
12 4 62 4 2 t2 4 (m = 0)? 4 (7 — p)?
24 (0 — )2 —(a+1/2)(1-K)+K(1-k/2) 2+ (0 — p)? —(B+1/2)(1—R)+R(1—r/2)
(Fr) (Frim o)

(Bre e ) (k-0 4 (- )

—B-1/2 1
TR

This leads directly to the desired bound. O

Proof of Lemma[3.3 We consider the case 7,5 # 0, leaving the opposite one to the reader. Proceeding
in a similar way as in the chain of identities ([3)), i.e. using Proposition 21 (IIl) and Fubini’s theorem,
we get

85’(;7“%”%(@:% / /O%H?’ﬁ(ev@f(@dua,ﬁ(%’)tN1dta 6 (0.7).

By Lemma B it suffices now to check that the order of integration on the right-hand side above can be
exchanged. This will follow from Fubini’s theorem once we ensure that

[ | 070001 disas(o) ¥t < .
0 0

Notice that since f € C(0,7), duq,p(p) is comparable with dy on supp f. Taking into account
Lemma [34 and applying the Fubini-Tonelli theorem we get

e’} T T 1 N e’}
) Ty _ t dt e _
| [ daeroon@lanseeas [ ] et [ a) a
o Jo 0 0 [t2+(9—<p)2] 1
I 1
tdt
< ——+1)d
N/o (/ 2+ (- ¢)? ) 7
4 1
_/0 10g(1+7(0_@)2>d<p<oo.

The conclusion follows. O
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5. PROOF OF LEMMA

In this section we gather various technical results needed to conclude finally Lemma We start
with a local refinement of Lemma [£.2]in case when j is odd.

Lemma 5.1. Let m > 1 be fized. Then the following estimates hold uniformly int <1 and 8, ¢ € (0, 7).
(i) If o, B > —1/2, then

m=1 g8 (g |0q] dl14 (u) dllg(v)
}52 VH{ Jj t2+q°‘+ﬁ+2+m .

(i) If -1<a<—1/2<p, then

—— 094 dT1y g (u) dIg(v Mg 11 (u) dg(v)
05" H, | St Z fj (t2 +q) a+6+2+m+K tfj (t2 J-:q atftztm

(ili) If -1 < < —1/2 < @, then

m— a |89q|dH dHﬁR dHﬁ 1( )
’82 1H ﬁ < t Z J:f t2 + q oz+,3+2+m+R + tff t2 -|— q Ol+,3:2+m ’

(iv) If -1 <, 8 < —1/2, then

m—1 e (g |94
‘82 1H < t Z Jj ( 2 4 q) a+5+2+m+K+R
K,R=0,1

1
+ X500 G e ) A1 () T (1)

Proof. Proceeding in a similar way as in the proof of Lemma we reduce our task to showing that

|04 1

K gR 52m—1 ;A
|00,/ 05 (¢, 0)] S (t2 + q)A+mtK+R T X{K+R>0} (12 + q) FmTE+R-1"

uniformly in ¢t < 1, 6,¢ € (0,7) and w,v € [-1,1], where A € R, m > 1, K, R € {0,1} are fixed. This
bound in turn follows by a careful analysis of the proof of [16, (11)].
Proceeding as in [I6] and using in addition the fact that q, 0,4, 9,4, 3,04, 0, 0pq are bounded we obtain

0K 00213 (1, ) < S .

> oda i Ji—ka—
(t2 + q)>‘+ziji+k1+’l‘1 |60q| daid 2 T27

where the main summation runs over j; > 0, j1 +...+(2m—1)jo—1 =2m—1, k1 + ko < K, 1+ < R
such that the exponent of |9pq| is non-negative. We distinguish two cases depending on whether this
exponent is strictly positive or 0.

Case 1: ) _,4:Ji > ka+ 72+ 1. Using the estimate |0gq| < /G < 1/t? + q, see (B9) below, and then the
bound 37, ji — 2 3 qay Ji < m —1/2, cf. [I6, (12)], we infer that
1
(t2 4 q))\-l-zi Jitki+r

1

Eo i ji—k
| 9q| ddiJ 2 < (t2+q))\+m+k1+T1+(k2+T2)/2| 9q|

Since 1 +1r2/2 < R and k; + k2 /2 < K, we get the claimed bound.
Case 2: ) .4,Ji = ko + r2. Notice that ) .., 7: is odd and consequently > .., 7i = k2 + 12 = 1.
Clearly, this forces
1 < 1 1
(t2 + q))\“l’ziji“”kl‘i"fl = X{kz=1,r,=0} (t2 4 q)A“rZijiJ”Tl T X{ka=0,r2=1} (t2 4 q)/\+2iji+k1
< 1 1
~ X{K=1} (2 + g)Mm+R T X{r=1} (12 + g A tmtE?

where the last estimate follows from the inequality ), j; < m. The relevant bound again follows.
The proof of Lemma [5.1] is finished. O

The following result is a local improvement of [I14] Lemma 4.5], which says that

(39) |89q| S \/aa 95 pE (Ovﬂ)a u,v € [_17 1]
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Lemma 5.2. Let K be a fized compact subset of (0, 7). Then

1 0—
395{:55111 2QP+Q7 9€K7 QPE(Ouﬂ—)v U,UE[_l,l],

with Q = Q(0, ¢, u,v) satisfying |Q| < q uniformly in 0, ,u,v as above.
Proof. Tt can easily be seen that (cf. [I4] (22)])

1= —9°+(1-uwbp+(1-v)(r—0)(r—p), bpe(m), uvel-11],
which gives
(40) A~ -9’ +1-uwe+(1-v)(r—¢), 0K, ¢ec(0m), uvel-11]
Since (see [14], (22)])

10— 1 0 . v . ©
(41) ng—2sm 5 +2[(1 u)cos2sm2 (1 v)sm20052}, 0,p€(0,m), wu,vel[-1,1],

we arrive at the desired result. O

Lemma 5.3. Let v > —1/2 and v € R be fized. Then, uniformly in a > 0 and B > 0,

1 g—1/2 g (a4 B)~v=1/2q=7tv+1/2, y>v+1/2
/ (a+Bs) (a+ B)™ 2 (1+1log"(B/a)), v=v+1/2.
0 (a+B)77, y<v+1/2

In the proof of this lemma we will use the following relation, which is an immediate consequence of
[13] Lemma 3.2]. Given £ € R, we have

Yy |y—x|x£+1/y, 5 < -1
(42) / 5 dt ~ { log(y/x), E=-1, y>x>0.
! |y—.’IJ|y£, 5 > -1

For further reference we state also the following estimates, which correspond to £ < —1 above. For a
fixed o > 0 we have

1 1

(43)

~ I €T — T .

@vy)angye = e Ty B
Proof of Lemma[5d. We may assume that a < B/2, since otherwise a + Bs ~ a, s € (0,1], and the
conclusion is straightforward. Further, we split the region of integration onto (0,a/B) and (a/B,1)
denoting the corresponding integrals by Iy and I;, respectively. We consider Iy and I; separately. The
treatment of Iy is trivial because a + Bs ~ a, s € (0,a/B), which forces Iy ~ a=7*+1/2B=¥=1/2_ Since
a+ Bs ~ Bs for s € (a/B,1), an application of {2) with £ = v —1/2 — ~ gives

(B/a)7V=Y2 4 >v+4+1/2

i

I .
~ v=1/2=y Jg ~v —
Il_B’Y /a/Bs dS_B’Y log(B/a), y=v+1/2.
1, y<v+1/2
Comparing Iy with I; we get the required relation. 0

We state an easy consequence of Lemma[5.3] which is a generalization of the case k = 0 in Lemma (4.1

Corollary 5.4. Let v > —1/2 and v > 0 be fized. Then, uniformly in A > B >0,

JI (S) A—u—l/Z(A _ B)—v-i—u-i—l/Q7 v> v+ 1/2
/;’—V A7v=Y2[1+1logt (B/(A-B))], v=v+1/2.
(A— Bs)Y _
A7, y<v+1/2
Proof. The case v = —1/2 is trivial, so we may assume that v > —1/2. Then

dil,(s) Y- M2ds 1 sv2ds
/(A—Bs)v_/o (A — Bs) _/0 (A— B+ Bs)"’

Now the conclusion is a direct consequence of Lemma [5.3] specified to a = A — B. O
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Lemma 5.5. Let o, 8 > —1 and € > 0 be fized. Assume that £,&1, &, K1, ke > 0 are fired and such that
a+ & + k1, B+ & + ko > —1/2. Further, let K be a fixzed compact subset of (0,7). Then

dHa-‘rﬁl +r1 (u) dHﬂ-ﬁ-ﬁz +r2 (U) 1 : 1 o1
(44) fj qO B FE e TET1/2 ST+ Xqe=1/2) 10— o2 * X{e>1/2) 10— ¢ ’

uniformly in 0 € K, p € (0,7), 0 # .

To show this we need the following elementary estimate. For each p > 0 fixed,

(45) logtx < a2, x> 0.
Proof of Lemma[23 By the boundedness of ¢ and the finiteness of dII,, v > —1/2, we obtain
fj Mot e+ (W) dlprés4m, (V) 4 + - fj Masr, (u) dll5, ., (V)
qorBEFEatEr1/2 ~ T X{a+B+e+1/2>0} qatArEr1/2 ’

where @ = a + & and B = B + &. Next, we assume that & + B +£&+1/2 > 0 and estimate the
second term above. Applying Corollary [.4] with the parameters v = &+ k1, vy = a+ 8+ &+ 1/2,

A= l—vcosgcos% ~1 andB:singsin% we get
[ R g S
qatA+etL/2 ~ (Bre>mt (g —sin & sin £ — vcos § cos £)5+—m
sin g sin £

@ > dHBJr@ (v)

+ X e o logT
X{B+e=ra1} 08 1 —sin g sin & — v cos g cos 5

El+[1+]2

We analyze I; and Iy separately. Another application of Corollary (.4 taken with v = B + ko,
y=p+E&—kK1, A= l—singsin% ~ 1 and B:cosgcos% leads to
1 1 571/27(“14”{2)
L S1+ logt ——— + —

15 X{€—1/2=kr1+K2} g |9 — s0|2 X{€-1/2>k1+k2} |9 — S0|2 )
because 1 — sin g sin £ — cos g cos & ~ |0 — ¢|?. To see that I is bounded by the right-hand side of (@4)
we take into account that k1 + k2 > 0 and make use of [{AH]) with p =, when £ =1/2, and p =& — 1/2,
when & > 1/2.

As for I, we write
1

B S
2 X{ﬁJrg_nl, Bt+ra>—1/2} X{ﬁJrf—KlyﬁJer—*l/Q} & gsin% — 2V COS g COS%

Since dII_;/, is a simple atomic measure, the estimate related to the second term is straightforward.
Using {5) with a certain 0 < p < 8+ k2 + 1/2 to the integrand connected with the first term above we

see that the desired bound follows from Corollary 5.4l specified to v = S+kq, v = p, A = 1—sin % sin & ~ 1

andB:cos%cos%. O

dll ; V).
1 — sin e (V)

The next lemma will play a crucial role in the proof of Lemma

Lemma 5.6. Let o, > —1, m>1 and 0 < j < 2m. Assume that K is a fized compact subset of (0, ).
Then

10§ 2P(0,0)| <1, 0eK, pe(0,m), 0F#p,

where one should replace K&P(0, ) by K22 (6, @) in case Ta,p = 0 (actually, after this replacement the
estimate is valid for all a, f > —1).

Proof. We consider the case 7, 8 # 0, leaving the opposite one to the reader. An application of Lem-
mas 3.1 and 3.4] yields

. 1 .
05 K" (0,0)] S 1+ / G HEP (0, 0)| > dt, 0,0 € (0,m), 0# ¢,
0
Then for 7 < 2m — 2, with the aid of Lemma [3.4] we obtain

1
DIKP (0, <1 / —_——
| - m ( SD)| ~ + 0 (t+|9—(p|)2+3

t2m
dt <2, e K, pe(0,m), 6%
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Thus it remains to consider j = 2m — 1.

We focus on the case —1 < «,8 < —1/2, which is the most involved one (see Lemma [BI]); the
remaining cases are similar and hence left to the reader. Using (iv) of Lemma 5] and then Lemma [B3]
to the integral against dt with the parameters v =2m +1/2, v =2(a+8+2+m+W),a= /4, B=1,
where W € {K + R, K + R — 1}, we infer that

1
2m—1 g-a,p 2m |064|
|80 K20, 9) S 1+ Z /0 t jj <(t2 + q)a+ﬂ+2+m+K+R

K,R=0,1

1

|89q| + 1 1
SR <c,a+@+3w+|3eq|log ¢+ g ETRTR
K,R=0,1

1
+ X{k+R>0} log" a) dlla, k (u) dllg g (v),

provided that 6 # . In view of ([89) and () the second term under the last double integral is bounded.
Therefore an application of Lemma to the first, and (@3] to the last term under the double integral
above (with p=(a+ 1)K - (1-K)/24+ (f+1)R— (1 - R)/2+1/2 and = = 1/q) implies

10— ¢l

1
2m—1 yra, 8
1% KpP (0, 0)l 51+ KRZ jj <qa+ﬁ+1/2+K+R T qotA+3/2+K+R
,R=0,1

1

+ qFDE-(1-K)/2+(B+1) R—(1-R)/2+1/2 > o, x (u) dllg, g (v),

for € K, o € (0,7), 0 # .

The expression emerging from integration of the first two terms under the last double integral can
be suitably bounded by means of Lemma specified to & = K, k1 = (—a—1/2)(1 — K), & = R,
ke =(—B—=1/2)(1 - R); and £ =0 or £ = 1, in the first or the second case, respectively. The remaining
term can also be treated by Lemma [B.5 this time applied with € = & = & = k1 = ko = 0 and o, 3
replaced by (¢ + 1)K — (1 — K)/2 and (8 +1)R — (1 — R)/2.

This finishes the proof of Lemma [5.6l O

We are now in a position to prove Lemma

Proof of Lemmal3.8. We write N = 2m, m > 1. From the definition of the Muckenhoupt class of Ag’ﬁ

weights we have that 1/w € L*°(0,7) for w € A?’ﬁ and w € L'(dpa.p) for w € Ag’ﬁ, 1 <p< oo
Therefore it is enough to show that for every fixed 6 € (0,7) we have

IRSP(0,0) <1, we(0,7), @#6.

We assume that 7, 3 # 0; the opposite case can be treated in an analogous way. Let 6 € (0,7) be fixed.
By Corollary B2 and the decomposition ([20) we get

Ry (0,0) = ()™(TP) K200+ Y0 FmgOKL (0.0), g€ (0.1), p#0.
0<5<2m
Thus, in view of (26) and Lemma [5.6] we get the desired conclusion. O
Remark 5.7. Item (i) in Lemma[38 can also be proved by using Lemma[{.9 and the fact that Ag‘”@ C

AP 1 < p < oo. On the other hand, Lemma[34 (ii) is more subtle and cannot be deduced directly by
an application of Lemma [{-2

6. PROOF OF LEMMA

We start with some preparatory results. To state them, and also for further use, we denote

.\ 20l 0\ 26+1
pas(p) = (sm2) " (cos2)" T, pe(0m),

d=d@) =0 (r—0), 6 € (0,m) (distance from  to the boundary of (0,)).
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Further, for 6 € (0,7) fixed and ¢ € (0 —d/2,0 + d/2) and u,v € [—1, 1], we introduce the abbreviations

q(29 - <P) = q(95 20 — ¥, U, ’U), 89q(29 - 90) = 89(](9, 20 — P, U, 1}),
9u9(20 — ) = 0uq(6,20 — ¢, u,v), 0va(20 —¢) = 0vq(6,20 — p,u,v).
Finally, we will use frequently, sometimes without mentioning, the estimates
t t
(46) cosh§—12t2, sinhizt, 0<t<,
Ha,g(9) = pha,5(20 — @) ~ 1, 0 e (0,7) fixed, @€ (0—d/2,0+d/2).
Lemma 6.1. Let o, > —1, 7> 0 and 0 € (0,7) be fized. Then the following estimates hold.
(@) |Has(®) —Haps0— )| S10—¢l.  we(O—d/2,0+d/2).
(b)  fa—a20-9)| S10-vla=]0-vla20—¢), ¢e(@-d/2,0+d/2), uwvel-11].
Mo, ((P) Ha, (29 — (P)
(C) B . B

(coshf —1+4q)7 (coshi —1+4q(20—¢))"

0—¢ 0—¢
5(12+q)|7+(t2+|q(29—|<p))7’ t<1, pe(@—-d/2,0+d/2), wuve]-11].

Proof. Ttem (a) is a straightforward consequence of the Mean Value Theorem and the inequalities

0—d/2 ¢ 20—¢ 0+d/2 =«
<=z < - 0—dj2,0+d/2).
<5 Sy S5 <3 ¢e0-d/2,0+d/2)
Next we deal with (b). The second relation there is an immediate consequence of [{@0). To prove the
first one we use the sum-to-product trigonometric formulas,

0

A-B A+ B A+B . A-B
sin A —sin B = 2sin cos + and cosA —cosB = —2sin + sin ,
2 2 2 2
to get
0 20— @ 6 20 — ¢ ©
‘q—q(26‘—<p)’— usm2(sm 5 51n2)+vcos2(cos 5 cos2)

b—¢
2
SO—ol[-u)+(1-v)] SI10-¢la, @e(@—d/2,0+d/2), uve[-1,1],

where the last inequality follows from (@0).
Finally, we justify item (c). Using the triangle inequality, already proved item (a), (3) and the
estimates (@@]), we see that

ta,5() ta,5(20 — )

(coshf —1+4q)7 (coshi —1+q(20—¢))7

— 94 0 9’. ’| |
= Sln2COS2 Sin u v

|Ha8(9) = fa,p (20 — ©)| 1 1
< : - + fhe 20 — -
- (coshf —1+q)7 Has( 2 (coshi —1+4q)7 (coshi —1+q(20—¢))"
10 = ¢l 1 1
< —q(26 — .
StEeay TN @ T E e g
Now the conclusion follows from just proved item (b). O

Corollary 6.2. Let o, > —1,~v >0 and 0 € (0,7) be fixred. Then

904 pra 5 () 99q(20 — ¢) pra,5(20 — ©)
(coshi —1+4q)7  (coshi —1+q(20—¢))"

q q(26 — o)
< < B i

Proof. Applying Lemma and then using (@) together with the relation ’sin ‘Q_T“” ~ |0 — |, we see
that the left-hand side in question is bounded by

MQ,B(SD) Na,,@(29 - 90)

(coshf —1+q)7 (coshi —1+q(20— )"

q q(20 — )

6=l Eray B a@ )
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fort <1,p € (0—d/2,0+d/2) and u,v € [-1,1]. Then the asserted estimate is a direct consequence of
Lemma [61] (¢) and the bound |6 — ¢|? < g. O

Now we are ready to prove Lemma
Proof of Lemmal33 Fix 0 € (0, 7). Using Lemma [3.4] we see that for every e > 0 we have

() [ ot 6. dtdi ) < .
0, |e—08|>e JO
Consequently, by Fubini’s theorem (see (@),
lim R?’ﬁ(ﬁ, ©) ditg,p(p) = lim / / Do H (8, ©) dpte, g (@) dt.
€20 Jo, |p—0]>¢ =0 0, [p—0]>e

Hence, in view of [B0), our task is reduced to showing that we can pass with the limit under the first
integral in the right-hand side above. To prove that this is indeed legitimate we will use the dominated
convergence theorem. Taking into account the identity

0+d/2 0—c
/0 89Hf‘”6(6‘,<p) dpia,s(p) = /0 y 89Ht°"6(6‘,26‘ — ©)a,p(20 — @) dp, t>0, 0<e<d/2,
+e —d/2

which is a consequence of a simple change of variable, it is sufficient to verify that

[e%s) i 1 T
[ [ o) dnastorae+ [ [ (00 H P (0, 0)] djia () dt < o0
1 Jo 0 Jo,|p—0>d/2

and

(48) / / 39H ) g () + 89Hta’ﬁ(9, 20 — ) pia,5(20 — ga)‘ dp dt < oo.
0—d/2

Finiteness of the first two double integrals follows from Lemma [34land {@T) (with e = d/2), respectively.
Showing (48) is much more involved since there are some important cancellations between the two
terms inside the absolute value. To verify (@8] it is convenient to distinguish 4 cases emerging from

different integral representations for the Jacobi-Poisson kernel H*? (6, ¢) derived in [16] Proposition 2.3,
see also [16, (1)].
Case 1: o, > —1/2. Differentiating [16] Proposition 2.3 (i)] with respect to 6, see [16, (1)], we obtain

s B ot Jpq
(49)  H;""(0, ) = Co,psinh 5 I (cosh § — 1+ q)atht3

here and later on in Cases 2-4 passing with the differentiation in # under the double integral is justified
by means of the dominated convergence theorem, see the comment in the proof of [I6, Corollary 3.5].
Taking into account Corollary (with v = a + [3 + 3) we see that the integral in ([@8) is controlled by

9+d/2 e
dIl,, (u) dII dodt.

By means of Lemma 53] (spemﬁed tov = 3/27 v=2(a+p+3),a=./qand B =1) and Lemma 5.5
(taken with & =& =K1 = ke =0, =1/2,e = 1/4) we get

0+d/2 1 ¢ dt
I~ dll,, (u) dII d
foe W] taapesess ot a0 ds

O+/2 AT () T ( o+d/2
/ jj a+6+1ﬁ 2 LS / - 2 <
9—d/2 o—as2 10—l

This finishes proving [@8)) for a, f > —1/2.
Case 2: —1 < a < —1/2 < g. This time [16], Proposition 2.3 (ii)] leads to

dIl, (u) dIlg(v), t>0, ¢e(0,7);

@, 969 Ouq
00 (0, 9) = C} ysinh ﬂ o E 1+ qye e 0, (w)du dT15(v)

(50) + C? 4sinh 3 fj (cosh L — 1+ q)o P73 T, (u)du dIg(v)

. t (?gq
3 —
+ Ca,ﬁ sinh ﬂ (C S ; 1 q) 543 dH,l/Q(u) dHﬂ(v), t>0, p e (0,7 )
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Using the bounds |0pd,q| < 1, B9) and the comparability ([B6]), the expression in (&) is controlled by
bl tﬂ 999 9u9 pia,5() 9p9(260 — ©) 0uq(20 — ) pa,p(20 — )
0o Jo—d/2

(coshi — 1+ g)oti+e (cosh§ — 1+ q(20 — p))a+h+t
0+d/2 .
/ /9 /2 jj (t2 + q)a+ﬁ+3 dlloq 1 (u) dlg(v) de dt
0+d/2
/ /0 a/ ﬂ (t* +q) “+ﬁ+3 dIl_y/o(u) dllg(v) dpdt = I + I> + I3.
2

Observe that

dllp41 (u) dg(v) dep dt

.0
auqlu’(lﬁﬁ(@) = _81n§ﬂa+1/2,ﬂ(@)7 RS (Oaﬂ-)v U,V € [_171]7
which, with the aid of Corollary (taken with « replaced by v+ 1/2 and v = a + 8 + 4), yields

0+d/2
/ /9 d/2 ff (t2+q) a+/3+4 Ao 1 (u) dlg(v) dedt < Is.

Therefore it is enough to estimate I+ I3. Combining Lemma [5.3] (applied to the integrals with respect to
t and specified to v = 3/2, v = 2(a+£+3), a = \/q, B = 1) with Lemmal[5.5] (taken with kK, = & = k2 =0
and§ =—a—-1/2,6=a+3/2>1/2if K=0and & =1, =1/2,e =a+1if K =1) we obtain

0+d/2 1 0+d/2 dip
Iy + I3 ~ / dHaK()dH()dgoN/ = < 00,
S Joap ff qotA+3/2+K/2 B o_aj2 10— o[2(e+D)

which gives @8)) in case —1 < a < =1/2 < S.
Case 3: —1 < 8 < —1/2 < . This case is parallel to Case 2, details are left to the reader.
Case 4: —1 < o, < —1/2. Differentiating H{*? (0, ¢), see [16, Proposition 2.3 (iv)], produces

a, .ot 0pq 0yq 0,9
00 (0, 9) = Ch ysinh 5 [ o E 1 1 qyerrs MalhduTls()do

598uq Dvq + 090,04 Oy
+C2 g sinh = 5 jj (cosh L — 15 q) P2 Ty (u)du g (v)dv

3 —
+ C, gsinh 5 jj (cosh L — 11 q)o B e (u)du dII_q /5(v)
4 . t 808uq
(51) +C4 psinh 2 {f ETE T, () du dIT_ 4 /3 (v)
Lot 099 0vq
5
+CZ psinh 3 H o T T4 e dIT_y /5 (u) g (v)dv

. t 090 q
6 v
+ Cy, g sinh 3 fj (cosh L — 1+ q)=+B73 dIl_y jo(u) Hg(v)dv

7 . t 50‘]
+C psinh fj (o T =1+ g dl_q 5 (u) dIT_q 5 (v),

for t > 0 and ¢ € (0, 7). Using now the estimates [9p0,4q|, |099uq|, |0uul, |0uq| S 1, B9) and [B4]), we see
that the left-hand side of (8] is bounded by

/1 /" tH 099 0uq 0uq pa,p(0)  09q(20 — ) 0,a(20 — ©) Duq(20 — ©) pia,3(20 — @)
o Jo—d/2

(cosh 5 — 1+ q)ati+s (cosh & — 1+ q(20 — ))ath+5
0+d/2 ;
! Z / /e /2 ff (t2 4 q)o+B+2+E+R dlly, x (u) dllg r(v) dp dt

X d 41 (w) dllgyq (v) dp dt
K,R=0,1

K+R>0

0+d/2
+ > //911/2 If t2+qa+ﬂ+3+K+RdH w(u) dlg g(v) dpdt = I + I + L.

K,R=0,1
K+R<1
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We first deal with I. It is easy to see that

) 0
auq a'Uq ,Ua75((/7) :SIH§ Cosglua-i-l/?,ﬁ-i-l/?(@)v Y E (va)a u,v € [_171]7

which together with Corollary [6.2] (with «, 8 replaced by a+1/2, 8+ 1/2, respectively, and vy = a+5+5)
leads to

0+d/2
I N/ /e a/2 H (2 +q a+,8+5 dllg 41 (uw) dlger (v) de dt < Is.

Therefore it suffices to show that Iy and I3 are finite.

Applying Lemma [53] (choosing v = 3/2, v = 2(a+ +2+ K+ R+ W), a = \/q, B = 1, where
W € {0,1}) and then Lemma B3] (with & = (—a—1/2)1 - K)+ K, & = (-8 —-1/2)(1 - R) + R,
ki=ky=0,e=1/4and 0<&=1/2—(—a—1/2)(1 - )— (=8 — 1/2)(1 — R) <1/2in case of Iy and
0<&=(a+1)1-K)+(B+1)(1—-R)+ (K + R)/2 <1 in case of I3) we arrive at the bound

I+ L < Z 9+d/2 dHa,K(u) dllg,r(v) d 0+d/2 dHa,K(u) dlg,r(v) d
2+ 1335 qoFBHIFEFR ¢+ qotAT3/2 KR v
K,R=0,1"0—d/2 K, R 0,17/0—d/2

K+R>O K+R<1

_ /0+d/2 dy . /9+d/2 dy e
0—d,2 |9 _ <p|1/2 P 0—d/2 |9 _ 90|2(a+1)(17K)+2(ﬁ+1)(17R)+K+R71
K+R<1

This finishes the reasoning for the case of —1 < 0, 8 < —1/2.
The proof of Lemma [B.5is completed. O

7. APPENDIX: PROOF OF PROPOSITION

To begin with, we reduce the task to proving boundedness properties for simpler operators. Observe
that for f € C°(0,7)

RYPf(0) = —f(0) — (o + 1/2) cot g 96 (TP) " F(0) + (B +1/2) tan g 05 (T°7) " £(0)

+725(T) 7 0),  6e(0,m),
where one should replace f on the right-hand side by IIp f when 7, 5 = 0. Since (J*#)~! is bounded on
LY(dpa ), it suffices to consider
0 - 0 -
T2 f(0) = cot 5 9p(T*F) " f(0) and T3Pf(0) = tan 5 0p(T°7) ' F(0), O € (0,m),

with appropriate modification when 7, 3 = 0. For symmetry reasons, we have Tlﬁ’o‘f(t?) = —T;"Bf(w— 0),
where f(6) = f(m — 0). Therefore proving Proposition reduces to showing the following.

Lemma 7.1. Let o, 3 > —1. Then T" is a bounded operator from L'(dpa. ) to L*((37/4,7), dpa.s)
and unbounded from L'(dpa.p) to L*((0,7/4), diia,g)-

The key tool which allows us to obtain this result is the well-known Schur criterion.

Lemma 7.2. Let (X, p), (Y,v) be o-finite measure spaces and let K (x,y) be a measurable complez-valued
kernel defined on X x Y. If there exists a constant C > 0 such that

(52) / K(z,9)|du(x) <C,  aa ye,
then the integral operator T f(x) = [,, K (y) dv(y) is bounded from L*(Y,v) to L*(X,u). Moreover,

when K is non-negative, the converse is true boundedness of T from LY(Y,v) to L*(X,u) implies (52).

In the proof of Lemma [T1] we will need also several technical results, which are gathered below. We
begin with the following modification of Lemmal[5.5 (corresponding to K = (0, 7/4), which is not admitted
there).

Lemma 7.3. Let a, 8 > —1 be fized. Assume that £,&1,&2,k1,k2 > 0 are fized and such that o + & +
K1, B+ & + Ky > —1/2. Then

Al ye,4ry (0) dllg e, 1, (V) L1 1\ 20e+a+s)
ff qothtéitéatitl/2 S 1+ X{a+e+e=0y log 7= +137 +90
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0+ ¢ 0+ et
X 1+X{5_1/2}10gm+X{§>1/2}<m ;

uniformly in 0 € (0,7/4), p € (0,7), 0 # .

Proof. Observe that without any loss of generality we may and do assume that & = & = 0. Further,
since ¢ is bounded and the measures dIl,, v > —1/2, are finite, we have

J:[ dHoH-fﬂ (U’) dH,@-l‘Nz (U) <14 fj dHOH‘Nl (u) dHB‘HiQ (U)

qotBrErL/2 ~ T X{atB+E+1/2>0) qoTBTETL/2 '
Assuming that o + 8 + £ +1/2 > 0 and applying Corollary 5.4 to the integral against dIlgy,,(v) with
the parameters v = S+ ko, y=a+ 8+ E+1/2, A=1 —usingsin% ~1,B ZCOS%COS£ we obtain

27
Aoy, (1) dllg g, (V) 1
jj qotB+E+1/2 S Macte>ra) (1 —cos?

(4 € _ usin & sin &)atE—r2
5cos £ —usin 5 sin £)

1

] P 0 - dHOt-‘rm(u)
1—COS§COS§—U81D§S1H§

+ X{a+e=ka} 10g+

El+[1—|—[2

We now analyze I} and I separately. To treat I; we apply again Corollary 5.4 specified to v = o+ k1,

v =a+E&— ke, A:l—cos%cos%:(@—!—g&)Q, B:sin%sin%,which leads to

1 2(a+€—kK2) 1 2(a+r1+1/2) N 9<P
I S Xqe—1/2<k14r2} < > + X{¢-1/2=r1+r2} ( > <1 + log = 90|2)

0+ 0+
1 2(a+r1+1/2) 1
T X{e—1/2>r1+r2} 0+ p 60— (p|2(£—1/2—}<,1—}<,2)

=Ji+ Jo + Js.

The required bound for J; is straightforward, so let us pass to Js. Since the constraint £ —1/2 = k1 + k2
implies £ > 1/2 and k1 +1/2 = € — Ko, one can easily check that the conclusion follows (when £ > 1/2 it
is convenient to use ([@H])). Considering J3, in this case £ > 1/2 and we get

2K 2(« 26—1
sy (U)o () (e Y
“\ O+ 0+ |60 — o ’

which leads to the desired estimate. This finishes the analysis related to I;.

Finally, we deal with I. The case a + £ = 0 is straightforward, so from now on we assume that
a+ & = kg > 0. To proceed it is convenient to distinguish two cases.
Case 1: a+r1 = —1/2. Then in I, we have £ = 1/2+ K1+ k2 > 1/2 and using [ H) with any p satisfying
0<p<(26—1)A (2 + 2¢) we infer that

1 1 1 2(at£) 0 26—-1
Iy $1+1ogh < 5( > < +@) .
0=l T 10 —plr " \0+¢ 10— ¢l
Case 2: o+ k1 > —1/2. Applying [ 5] with a certain p > 0 satisfying p < (o + k1 + 1/2) A (e + &) and

then Corollary B4l specified to v = a + k1, v = p, A =1— cos g cos & ~ (04 ¢)?, B =sin g sin £, we get
2p 2(a+8)
e () <)
(1—cosgcos§—usingsin%)f) 0+ ¢ 0+ ¢
This finishes the proof of Lemma [7.3] O

Lemma 7.4. Let v, \ € R, k < 1, v > —1 be fized and such that v+ >0 and y+1+v —k > 0. Then,
excluding the case when v+ A =~ +1+4+v —x =0, we have

/4 A g7 de

v @

gp/ < ) - <1 p € (0,m).
0 0+¢) 10—l (0m)

Proof. Changing the variable of integration § = s and keeping in mind that k < 1 and v > —1, we get

<p”/ﬂ4( ¥ >A 07 do —¢’Y+1+Um/ﬂ—/(4¢)( 1 ))\ sTds
0 9+S0 |9_s0|N 0 1+S |1_S|’Ii
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e “e)
~ SO’Y v K(l +X{Ap<7'r/8}/2 S'Y de)

v—K m — K—
Sttt (1 + X{y—r—nt1=0} l0g - M 1)-

Clearly, the last expression is bounded uniformly in ¢ € (0,7), in view of the assumptions imposed on
the parameters. g

The next result will be needed when dealing with the case oo > —1/2.

Lemma 7.5. Let o« > —1/2 and 8 > —1 be fized. Consider the kernel K(0,y) defined on (0,7/4) x (0, 7)
in the following way.

(a) For 8> —1/2,

a1 sm——|— (1 —u)cos g sing
K(0,0) =0 /Otsmh2ﬂ T T g d, (u) dT5(v) dt.

(b) For -1 < B < —1/2,

0 sin £
a4 sm— (1 —u)cos g sin
K(0,0)=0 /Otsmh2ﬂ ox —1—|—q)0‘+5+4 2 A, (u) Mg(v) do dt.

Then we have
(/4N (2¢)
/ K(0,9) diap(®) S1, € (0,m)
0

In the proofs of Lemmas and [Tl we will use the fact that for each fixed v > —1/2 we have
(53) (1 —u)dI, (u) =~ dIl, 41 (u), ue (0,1).

Proof of Lemma[7.5 In the reasoning below we assume that 8 < (w/4) A (2¢), if not stated otherwise.
Further, we define an auxiliary constant o = o(f) which isequal to 0if 8 > —1/2and 1if -1 < 8 < —1/2.
We deal with items (a) and (b) simultaneously, but we consider the cases of @ > —1/2 and o = —1/2
separately.

Case 1: a > —1/2. By (B6) we obtain

10—+ (1—u)p
IK(0,¢)] <6 / tQJf R Ay (u) dllg 4o (v) dt.

Now applying Lemma 5.3l specified to v = 5/2, v = 2(a++3+0), a = /4, B = 1, and then Corollary[(.4]
to the integral against dllgy,(v) with v = B+ 0, vy =a++3/2+0, A=1— usingsin% ~ 1,

B = cos g cos &, we see that

- 10—l + (1 —u)p
| | S0 J:f 04+5+3/2+a' dHﬁJFU( )dHa (u)
~ g1 |0 — 80| +(1-u)p
=0 / (1 —cosgcos£ — usin g sin £)o+1 dIlo (u).
2 2 2

To proceed, we split the region of integration in the last integral onto the intervals [—1, 0] and [0, 1], and
denote the corresponding expressions by I_; and I, respectively. In order to finish the proof of Case 1
it suffices to show that

I_1+Il<9 1 —2a 1

Since

1 —cosgcosg —usmgsm% >1 —cosgcos§ (0 + )2, ue[-1,0], 6,p¢€(0,m),
the conclusion for I_; is trivial. Using (53) and then Corollary EA4 twice (with v = a or v = o + 1 and
y=a+1, A=1-cos§cos£ ~ (0 + )%, B =sinsin £) we get the required estimate for I;.
Case 2: a = —1/2. Computing the integral against dII_;/(u), applying the triangle inequality and
then ([@3]), we see that

/sm——l— (1 —u)cos §sin g
cosh & — 1 +4 q)f+5/2+0

dIl_ 1/2( )
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- sin 9+T</7 n sin O_T“"
a (COSh% -1+ q(e, w,—1, U))ﬁ+5/2+0 (COSh % — 14+ q(e, o, 1, v))5+5/2+a'
S ‘ sin " SO} L : B+5/2+0 - t ! B+5/24+0
(COSh§ - 1+Q(9790717’U)) (COSh§ _1""1(97%_17”))
1 L O0—p 0+ cp‘
+ (coshf —1+q(0, ¢, —1,v))+5/2+0 ST tsin
|0 — ol 4

S+ 01, 0) 75 | (B (0, 9 —1, 0)) e

Combining this with ([B6]), Lemma B3] (applied with v = 5/2, v = 2(8+ 5/2 + 0), a = v/q(0, ¢, £1,0v),
B =1) and Corollary 5.4l (with v = 8+ 0, v =8+ 1+ 0, A—1:Fs1r12s1n4“Z ~1, B= osgcos%) we
obtain

Ko.ols [ (A=t . Ay v) =

PN [0, 01,0500 T (0,0, —1,0)FHEe ) T =S

which concludes Case 2, and thus the proof of Lemma a
Lemma 7.6. Let a > —1 and v > 0 be fized.

a) If a > —1/2, then
wdlly( O / dIl, (u)

) O<t<1, 9, 607 , 6_171

‘/ cosh % —1+q) ~O+9)2 ) (#2+q) = pe(0,m), vel ]

) If — 1<a<—1/2 then
‘/ Op /d]:[aJrl(u)
cosh - 1 + q) (9 +¢)2 ) E+aq)’

Proof. We will treat both cases simultaneously. Since the measures u dIl,(u), o > —1/2, and I, (u) du,
—1 < a< —1/2,are odd in [-1, 1], do not possess any atom at 0 and have finite total variation, we get

0<t<1l, 6,p€(0,7), wvel[-1,1].

/ wdll, (u) < / 1 B 1 I, ()

(coshi —1+q)7 |~ Jioa)|(coshE —1+q)7  (cosh i —1+q(6,p,—u,v)) e

/ HCZ(U) du 5/ z : - ¢ X d 1 (u);
(cosh 5 —14q)7 1] (coshg —1+4q)Y  (coshg —1+q(0,p, —u,v))"

to obtain the second estimate we used also ([B6). Now the conclusion is an immediate consequence of (@3]
and the relations

AS)

q(0, 0, —u,v) > 1 —cosgcosa ~ (0 + p)?, 0,p€(0,m), uwel0,1], vel-1,1].

Finally, in the proof of Lemma [[.T] we will frequently use the estimates, see (39) and (B3,
(54) Ooal S V@A, 10ua] S Op,  [0wal ST, 1000udl S, [060ua S0,
holding uniformly in 6, ¢ € (0,7) and u,v € [—1,1].

Proof of Lemma[7.]l By Lemmas and 301 we see that T} % is an integral operator with the kernel

9 oo
K (0, ) = cot 5/ Do H" (8, ) tat, 0,0 € (0,7), 0#¢;
0

note that 7, 3 = 0 is also included. We first focus on the positive part of the lemma. Using sequently
Lemma B4 Lemma B3] (applied with v =5/2, vy =3,a =10 — ¢| and B = 1) and {@&]) with p =1/2 we
obtain
1 2 1 2
tedt tedt
K(0, <14 —9/ S14 —9‘26—1/7
KON T=0 | Grm—avn—prar—ap ~ O Gr—ay
S1+(m—0)"# 19— |72, 0e (3n/4,7), ¢ (0,7).

Now the desired conclusion is a direct consequence of Lemma
We pass to proving the negative part. We split the region of integration in the definition of K (6, )
onto (0,1) and (1, 00) denoting the resulting expressions by Ko (6, ¢) and K (6, ¢), respectively. We first
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show that the operator T, associated with the kernel K (6, ) is L' (dua, g)-bounded. Using the series
definition of Hta’ﬁ(H, ©), see (@), and proceeding as in the proof of [16, Lemma 3.8], we obtain

00 H P (0,0)| Ssinfe=,  t>1, 6,0€(0,7),

for some ¢ = ¢4, > 0. This combined with Lemma gives us the desired property for T.

It remains to deal with the operator Tj associated to the kernel Ky(6,p). We will show that T} is not
bounded from L!(dpa,p) to L'((0,7/4),dpq,p). This will finish the proof. It is convenient to distinguish
four cases depending on whether each of the parameters of type a, 3 is less than —1/2 or not.

Case 1: o, > —1/2. Using {@9) and the decomposition @Il we arrive at

sm——|— (1 —u)cossin£] — (1 —v)singcos £
Ko(0,¢) = ccot = [ tsinh 2= 22 dll, (u) dlLg(v) dt
o(0,¢) = cco /0 sin jj (cosh L — 171 q)aths (u) dllg(v)

=cLi(0, ) — cLa(0, @), 0,0 € (0,m), 0#¢,

with some non-zero constant ¢ = c¢o,3. We claim that Ls(6, ) produces a bounded operator from
LY (dpe.g) to LY((0,7/4), d/l,a”@) Indeed, applying Lemma [5.3] (speciﬁed tov =5/2, 7 =2(a+ 0+ 3),
a = /4, B =1), splitting the integration in v into [—1,0] and [0,1], and then using the estimates

0
(55) 1—usin§sin§21, we[-1,1], 0€(0,7/4), ¢ € (0,7),

and (B3), we see that

|L2(6, )] </ t* ﬂ t2 +q) a+ﬁgﬁ dt = ﬂ a+6+332dnﬁ( d

Ty () dlTg1 (v)
<1+/0”/ Mmfgl L 0e(0n/0), pe(0m), 044

note that here § = —1/2 is also included. Now Lemma [[3] (specified to &1 = k1 = ke = =0, & = 1)
leads to

1La(0,0)| S (0+9) 2+ 10— 2 (0+9) 2o -7/, 0e(0,7/4), ¢ (0,71), 0#¢.

This, in view of Lemma [7.2] and Lemma [[.4] (applied with v = A = —v = 2a 4+ 1, kK = 1/2), gives the
asserted property for the operator connected with La(6, ¢).

We now focus on Li(6, ) and show that it produces an unbounded operator from L!(du,. ) to
L'((0,7/4),dpia,p). By combining Lemmal[ZFl (a) with Lemma[Z2we know that x {g<2,1 L1 (6, ¢) produces
a bounded operator from L'(dpia,g) to L'((0,7/4),dpa,s). Since x{ps2,1L1(6,9) > 0, in order to finish
Case 1 it suffices to show that, see Lemma

/4
(56) ess sup / / Li(0,¢) 0> df = o
©€(0,7/8)
Using Lemma (taken with v =5/2, v = 2(a+ f + 3), a = /4, B = 1) and Corollary 5.4 twice (first
to the integral against dIlz(v) with v = 8,y =a+5+3/2, A=1—usinfsin€ ~ 1, B =cos§cos £,
and then to the resulting integral against dIl, (u) with v =a, y =a+1, A=1—cos Q cos & ~ (0 + gp)
B = sin § sin £) we obtain

X{r /2205203 L1(0,0) 2 X{r/a>0>20} 0~ / ﬂ t2 +9q) a+ﬁ+3 dllo(u) dllg(v) dt

dIlg(v) dIl, ()
= X{n/4>0>20} jf W

dHOt (U’) a—2'

-2
&~ X{r/4>0>2 / g > X{r/1>6>24} 0
{m/426>20} (1 —cos § cos £ — usin § sin £)o+1 {m/426>20}

This confirms (B6) and finishes the reasoning justifying Lemma [Tl for «, 5 > —1/2.
Case 2: —1 < a < —1/2 < 3. Decompose K(8, ) = L1(0,¢) + La2(0, ¢) + L3(0, @), where L;(8, )
corresponds to the term with constant C?, 5 in @0), j = 1,2,3 (observe that C7, 5 # 0). We first ensure
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that L1(6,¢) and La(6, @) are associated with bounded operators from L' (dpa,5) to L ((0,7/4), dita,g).
Using Lemma [T06] (b) (to L2(60, ) with v = o + 8 + 3) and then (B4]) and B8], we get

2 1
IL1(8, )| + [ L2(6,9)] S / H[Ma+6+4+(gf@)z(mqwﬁ}dnw(u)dng(v)dt.

Then an application of Lemma .3 (specified to v = 5/2, a = \/q, B =1and v = 2(a+ f+4) or
v =2(a+ B+3)) and then Lemmal[T3] (choosing & = 1, k1 =& = k2 = 0 and £ = 1/2 or £ = 0) leads to

2
%) 1
L0 + 12200001 S [f | s + oy e Al (1) A1)
¢ 0+¢\'"* 0 ¢ 1
Srer\o—gl) T Orer S G e g

provided that 6 € (0,7/4), ¢ € (0,7), 6 # . This, with the aid of Lemma [[.2] and Lemma [T.4] (taken
with v =2a 4+ 1, A = 2 + 5/2, v = —2a — 3/2, k = 1/2), finishes the analysis concerning L1 (6, ¢) and
L2 (97 (P)

It remains to check that L3 (6, ¢) defines an unbounded operator from L*(dpa 5) to L*((0,7/4), dita,g).-
Since

1 0 1 0
(57) Opq = —§uc0s§sin§ + §vsin§cos§,

we consider the kernels Ji (0, @), k = —1,0, 1, given by

o 9 udll_y j(u) dlls(v)
JO(9,<p)—cot§cos§sm—/0 tsmh2jj (cosh L — 1 4 q)+B73 dt,

9 ’UdH 1/2 ng( ) -
6085608_/0 tsmh2jj (cosh L —1 4 q)o 1775 dt = J_1(0,¢) + J1(0, ),

where J_1(0, ¢) and J1 (6, @) correspond to the integration in v restricted to [—1, 0] and [0, 1], respectively.
We will show that the operators associated with Jo(6,¢) and J_1(6, ) are bounded from L*(dpq.g) to
LY((0,7/4), die g), whereas the one connected with J1 (6, ¢) is unbounded.

By (IE) the required property for J_1(0, ) is straightforward. Next we focus on Jy(6, ¢). Combining
Lemma [0l (a) (specified to v = a + 8 + 3) with Lemma 53 (applied with v = 5/2, v = 2(a + 8 + 3),
a = /4, B = 1) and Lemma [73 (with & = —a —1/2, k1 =& = ke =0, £ = a+ 3/2 > 1/2) we infer
that

dH 1/2 ng(’U) S02 1
<
|JO( |N 9"’(/7 H a+5+3/2 ~ (9+@)2 |9_90|20¢+2’ 96(077T/4), SDE(O,’]T), 9#%0

Now the conclusion for Jy(f,¢) is a direct consequence of Lemma and Lemma [ (specified to
y=2a+1,A=2v=0and k = 2a + 2).
Finally, we deal with J1(60, ¢). Since the integrand in the definition of J1 (6, ) is non-negative, in view
of Lemma [T2] it is sufficient to show that

/4
(58) ess sup / J1(0,¢) 0%t df = o
¢e(0,7/8) Jo

Restricting the integration in v to the interval [1/2 1], using Lemma B3 (specified to v = 5/2, v =
2(a+p+3),a=,/q, B=1) and then 1ntegrat1ng in u, we see that for 0, ¢ € (0,7/4), 6 # ¢, one has

(1/2,1] t2 + q O¢+B+3 (1/2,1] a+5+3/2

2/ dlg(v) _/ dllg(v) '
/2,1) (1 —sin & sin £ — v cos § cos £)ot6+3/2 (1 —sin&sin £ — vcos § cos £)oth+3/2

here we also used the fact that the essential contribution to the last integral comes from integration
over [1/2,1]. Applying now Corollary B4 (with v = 8, v = a+ 8+ 3/2, A =1 — sinﬁsing ~ 1,

2
— 0 P
B = cos 5 cos §) we get

/77/4 " )92 s /4 g2a+l gp - /4 4149 - ( / )
J 2 “Td N/ 7w/ d :log_7 Z8S 0,7/8),
0 ! o |0 —f?t? 20 8y

which confirms (58]) and completes the case —1 < o < —1/2 < 6.
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Case 3: —1 < 8 < —1/2 < a. From [I6] Proposition 2.3 (iii)] we get
a,f 1 . E 89q avq
o H{"(0,p) = Cy g sinh o {f T 11 e A, (w) g (v) dv

2 . t 3931;11
+C2 gsinh 3 If R T e A, (w) g (v) dv

— 969
3
+ C,, gsinh B ff (cosh L =1+ q)=+B73 dILo (u) dI1_y j2(v),

where C’J 5 70,7 =1,2,3. We denote by L;(0,¢), j =1,2,3, the corresponding components of K (6, ¢).

We first show that the operators emerging from L (6, ¢) and L3(6, ¢) are bounded from L!(dpq. ) to
L'((0,7/4),dpq.p). Indeed, applying Lemma (a) (to the component of L3(6, ) connected with the
first term in the decomposition ([B7) of 89q) and also (B4) together with (B6]), we obtain

dH () 90 dll,, 12()
2 B+1(V 2 /
|La(0, )| + | Ls (0 |</tﬂ t2+qa+5+3 dt—i—(e o7 +1>/tﬂ t2+qa+ﬁ+3 dt
u) dllg p(v)
E dt
2 a 3
ROl/ jj (t +q ot

Making use of Lemma [5.3] (specified to v =5/2, v = 2(a + 8+ 3), a = /4, B = 1) and then Lemma [Z.3]
(with§ =k1 =ke=0and & =-0-1/2,{=5+3/2>1/2if R=0,and & =1, {=0if R=1)
yields

dIl, () g g (v) 1 1
L200,0) + |Ls(0.0)| S ) S
qotA+3/2 ~ 2041 |g — p|2B+2°

Rmﬂ R (RN

for 6 € (0,7/4), ¢ € (0,7), 8 # ¢. This, in view of Lemma [[.2] and Lemma [74] (specified to v = X =
—v =2a+1 and kK = 28 + 2), gives the asserted property for La(8, p) and L3(6, ¢).

It remains to investigate L1 (6, ¢) and prove that it defines an unbounded operator from L!(du, 5) to
LY((0,7/4),dpq.g). Observe that, up to a non-zero multiplicative constant, L1 (6, o) is equal to, see (@),

6 0 sm— 1—u)cosgsmﬁ (1 —v)singcos £
cot 5 cos 5 cos /0 tsinh = jf Cosh L — T+ gy dllo (u) g (v) dv dt.
This expression splits into two terms according to the main difference in the numerator of the fraction
under the double integral. We denote by J_1(8, ) and J; (6, ¢) the first of these terms with the integration
in v restricted to [—1,0] and [0, 1], respectively. Further, let J2(0, ¢) stand for the second term. We will
prove that x(g<2,1(J-1(0, ) + J1(0,9)), X19>201J-1(0, ) and J2(0, ) define bounded operators from
LY (dpia,p) to L'((0,7/4), dpa,p), whereas X 1p>2,3J1(0, @) corresponds to an unbounded operator between
those spaces.
Using (b) of Lemma and (BI)), respectively, the asserted property for the first two kernels follows.
We now focus on J3(6, ¢). Splitting the integration in v into intervals [—1,0], [0, 1], and then using (B3]
to the first term and the estimates (B8], (B3] to the second one, we obtain

u) dlg 5 (v)
< 2 B+2V
12(8, )| S 1+/ t H t2+qa+ﬂ+4 dt.

This together with Lemma [5.3] (specified to v =5/2, v =2(a + 8+ 4), a = \/q, B = 1) and Lemma [.3]
(choosing & = k1 = k2 =0, & = 2 and £ = 0) leads to
[20,0)| SO+ +10-o 2SO+ 0) I -l T B (0,1/4), pe(Om), OF¢

Now the conclusion follows from Lemma [[2] and Lemma [T4] (with y = A= —v =2a+ 1 and k = 1/2).
Finally, we consider X{9>2¢} J1(0, ). Since the integrand in the definition of Xx{gs2,1J1(6,¢) is non-
positive, in view of Lemma [7.2] it is enough to ensure that

/4
(59) ess sup / |71(0, )| 0% dh = oo
e (0,7/8)

Restricting the integration in v to [1/2, 1] and taking into account (BEI) we obtain

Xn/420>2031J1(0, 0)| 2 X(r/420520) 0~ / t? /1/2 1]/ t2+q L T (w) T 41 (v) d.
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Since the last expression is comparable with a similar one with no restriction in v, an application of
Lemma [5.3] (specified to v =5/2, v = 2(a + 8+ 4), a = \/q, B = 1) and Corollary 5.4 twice (first to the
integral with respect to dIlgyi(v) with parameters v =+ 1,y =a+8+5/2, A=1—usin g sin € ~ 1,
B = cochosg and then to the resulting integral with respect to dIl,(u) with v = o, v = a + 1,
A=1-cosfcosZ ~ (0+¢)? B=singsin¥) gives

2
2
541 (v) dlLa (u)
X{r/120>20} 11 (0, ©)| 2 X(r/1>0>20) f f ﬂ+a+3+5/2

= X{r/4>0>2 / 1L, (u) ™ X402} 072077
{m/426>2¢} (1 —cos g cos£ —usin g sin £)o+1 {m/426>2¢} ’

which implies (B9). This completes the reasoning justifying Lemma [T I for —1 < 8 < —1/2 < a.

Case 4: —1 < o, B < —1/2. We decompose K¢ (6, ¢) into 7 parts according to the formula (5I)) (note that
the constants Oi,ﬁ’ j=1,...,7, appearing there are non-zero) and denote them by L;(0,¢), j=1,...,7,
respectively. We first deal with L;(0,¢), j # 5,7. We will show that these kernels produce bounded
operators from L'(dpua.p) to L*((0,7/4),dua,5). Using Lemma (b) (when it comes to L2(6, ) and
L4(0,¢)) and (B4) and (B6]), we see that they can be estimated simultaneously by

X{x=1}0p /4 (00)%  X(x=13¢ + X{r=1} 0" T K
6~ 1/ 2y ( + M,k (u) dlg g (v) dt.
34 q)otBTAtR 2K 2 atB+2+E+R o, ,
KROlff {2 4 q)otAtit 0+ ) (t2 + q)otA+2+K+
K+R>0
Since GK(X{Kzl}gp + X{R:1}91+K¢K) < 0¥, K = 0,1, an application of Lemma (with v = 5/2,
a=.q, B=1landy=2(a+5+4+ R)oryv=2(a+B+2+ K + R)) gives further bound by

X{K= 1}90 <P2K X{a+B+1/24+K+R>0} )

16— p|ott <p|a+1 + Z ff( atAI2iR T (0 + 9)2K  qatB+1/2+K+R g, ¢ (u) dllg, R (v);
K,R=0,1
K+R20

here we used also the relation q > (0 — )% and @) with p = a + 1. Next, using Lemma to the
first term under the sum above (specified to & =1, k1 = ko =0 and & =1, = 1/2if R =1, and
& =—-p—-1/2,6 =p+1< 1/2if R =0) and also to the second term (taken with & = & = 1,
Hl:KQZ§:OifK:R:1and§1:H1:1/2,€2:—ﬂ—1/2, K2:0,§:ﬂ+1<1/21fK:1,
R=0and finally & = —a—1/2, k1 =0,& =k =1/2,{ =a+1< 1/2if K =0, R=1), we infer that
the expression in question is controlled by

1, ¥ 0+¢\"* N ® L
10— o1 T 0+ p)2et3\ [0 — o (0 + p)20t28+4 T (f f p)2atd
1 %) 1
0e(0,m/4 0 0 ;
N|9—(p|o‘+1+(9+g0)20‘+5/2 |9_S0|1/2, 6( 57T/ )7 ‘Pe( 57)7 #@7
here we used also ([@B]). This, in view of Lemma and Lemma [74] (applied with v = 2a + 1 and
A=v=0,k=a+lor A\=2a+5/2, v =—-2a—3/2, k =1/2), gives the desired conclusion for L; (6, ¢),
j 45,7,
Next we show that L7(6, ) also produces a bounded operator from L'(duq.g) to L1((0,7/4), dpia.g)-
Taking into account (57 and applying Lemma[7.0] (a) (to the component of L7(6, ¢) connected with the
first term in (&1)) we obtain

dTT_y o (w) dTT_y o (v)
2 1/72(u 1/2(v
|L7(8, )|N<9+(p +1)/tfj t2+qa+6+3 dt.

Using now Lemma 5.3 (with v = 5/2, v = 2(a + 8+ 3), a = /4, B = 1) and then integrating in « and v
we get

1 1
[Lz(6, ) S [0 — g+t +X{a+ﬂ+3/2>0}|6‘—g@|2—0‘+2ﬂ”’ 0€(0,m/4), ¢e(0,m), 0#¢,

which with the aid of Lemma and Lemma [T (specified to y =2a+ 1, A\=v=0and k =a+ 1 or
Kk =2a+ 23 + 3) leads to the desired property of L7(8, ¢).

Finally, we consider L5(6,¢). We denote by J(8, ) the component of L5(f, ) corresponding to the
first term in (B7) and by J_1(6,¢) and J1(6,¢) the remaining parts of Ls(6, ) with integration in v
restricted to [—1,0] and [0, 1], respectively. We aim at showing that J_1(6,¢) and J(6, ), in contrast
with J1(6, ), stand behind bounded operators from L!(dua.g) to L'((0,7/4),dpa,5). The conclusion
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for J_1(0,¢) is a straightforward consequence of (B3). We pass to analyzing J(0,¢). Using sequently
Lemma 76l (a), [30), Lemma [5.3] (specified to v = 5/2, v = 2(a+ 3+4), a = \/q, B = 1) and Lemma [[.3]
(withé§ =—a—1/2,& =1,k =ke=0,{=a+3/2>1/2) weget

dIT_y jo(u) dg41(v) dIl_y9(u) dllg41(v)
6, >|N9+@/ H Aol o S [ TR

¢°
, 0 e (0,7/4 € (0,m), 6 .
(9+<P) |9_</7|2a+2 ( 7T/ ) 4 ( 7T) #(p
Now Lemma[7.2 and Lemma [[4] (with v = 2a+1, A = 2, v = 0 and k = 2a + 2) come into play, and the
conclusion follows.
It remains to check that Ji(6,¢) gives rise to an operator that is not bounded from L'(du, 5) to
LY((0,7/4),da g). Since the integrand related to Ji1(6,¢) is non-positive, it suffices to prove that

/4
(60) ess sup / |71(0, )| 0% dh = oo
e (0,7/8)

Restricting the integration in v to the interval [1/2,1] and applying (B8] we obtain

dIL_ 4 o () dl51 (v)
BAC |>/ t2/1/21]/ t2/+qa+ﬁ+4 dt,  0,0¢(0,7/4), 0# ¢

Observe that the last expression is comparable to a similar one with integration in v over the whole interval
[—1,1]. Using this, Lemma [5.3] (specified to v = 5/2, v = 2(a + 8+ 4), a = \/q, B = 1), Corollary [£.4]

(applied to the integral against dllg1(v) withv =+ 1, vy=a+8+5/2, A=1- usin%sin% ~ 1,

B = cos g cos %) and then integrating in u, we see that
dIl +1 dH 1 Q(U) dHfl 2(”) —2a—
/1.0 |>H - a+6+5/2/ ’—V/ [ ! 7 T A I
(1 —cos 5 cos & — usin 5 sin )+

for 6 € (0,7/4), ¢ € (0,7/8), 8 # . Consequently,

/4 /4
/ 171(6,0) 6%+ do > / 0-1d6—log 2, e (0,7/8),
0 2 8p

©
which implies ([G0). This completes showing the case of —1 < o, 8 < —1/2 in Lemma [T
The proof of Lemma [I.1]is at last finished. |
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