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ENDPOINT COMPACTNESS OF SINGULAR
INTEGRALS AND PERTURBATIONS OF THE
CAUCHY INTEGRAL

KARL-MIKAEL PERFEKT, SANDRA POTT, AND PACO VILLARROYA

ABSTRACT. We prove sufficient and necessary conditions for com-
pactness of Calderén-Zygmund operators on the endpoint from
L>(R) into CMO(R). We use this result to prove compactness on
LP(R) with 1 < p < oo of certain perturbations of the Cauchy inte-
gral on curves with normal derivatives satisfying a CMO-condition.

1. INTRODUCTION

In [I3], we started a general theory to characterize compactness of
singular integral operators. More precisely, we showed that a Calderdén-
Zygmund operator T is compact on LP(R) with 1 < p < oo if and only
three conditions hold: the operator kernel satisfies the definition of a
compact Calderén-Zygmund kernel, a strengthening of the smoothness
condition of a standard Calderén-Zygmund kernel; 7' satisfies a new
property of weak compactness, analogue to the classical weak bounded-
ness; and the functions 7'(1) and 7%(1) belong to the space CMO(R),
the appropriate substitute of BMO(R).

Now, the purpose of the current paper is to continue this study in
two different but related ways. First, we extend the results appearing
in [I3] to one of the endpoint cases, namely, from L>*°(R) into CMO(R)
(Theorem 2.18]). For this purpose, we follow a new approach, based on
the study of boundedness of a modified Martingale Transform, Propo-
sition [3.6] which substitutes the classical square function and, to the
authors knowledge, has not been studied before. Second, we use the
latter result to provide an application of the general theory by show-
ing how the methods devised in [I3] allow to prove compactness on
LP(R) of certain perturbation of the Cauchy integral operator defined
over Lipschitz curves with CMO-smooth normal derivatives, Proposi-
tion (L2
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The paper is structured as follows: in Section 2, we give the necessary
definitions, we state the main results of [I3] that there will be needed
and we also state our main result in this paper, Theorem .19 in Sec-
tion 3 we characterize compactness of Calderén-Zygmund operators on
the endpoint case L™ — CMO. Finally, in Section 4 we provide an ap-
plication of the theory by proving compactness of the before described
perturbation of the Cauchy integral.

2. DEFINITIONS AND STATEMENT OF THE MAIN RESULT

2.1. Definitions and notation.

Definition 2.1. We say that three bounded functions L, S, D : [0, 00) —
[0, 00) constitute a set of admissible functions if the following limits hold

(1) xh_)rgo L(z) = 9161_% S(x) = xh—>Holo D(z) = 0.

Remark 2.2. Since any fized dilation of an admissible function Ly(z) =
L(\7'x) is again admissible, we will often omit all universal constants
appearing in the argument of these functions.

Definition 2.3. Let A be the diagonal of R%. Let L, S, D be admissible
functions.

A function K : (R*\ A) — C is called a compact Calderdén-Zygmund
kernel if it is bounded on compact sets of R*\ A and for some 0 < § < 1
and C' > 0, we have

oy _ ]\0
Kt o) K (#,a)| < o U=t =)

< O =) S (e D[+,

whenever 2(|t —t'| + |z — 2'|) < |t — 2.

As shown in [13], it can be assumed without loss of generality that
in Definition the functions L and D are monotone non-increasing
while the function S is monotone non-decreasing.

We also remark that there is an equivalent definition of compact
Calderén-Zygmund kernels which is more convenient to use in applica-
tions of the theory (see Section 4). In [13], we show that Definition
is equivalent to the existence of a bounded function B : R* — [0, c0)
such that

lim B(t,z) = lim B(t,x)= lim B(t,z)=0

[t—z|—o00 [t—xz|—0 [t+a|—o00

and for some 0 < § <1 and C' > 0,

o ALY
\K(t,az)—K(t’,x’)|<C(|t )

< 7= 2] B(t, z),

whenever 2(|t — /| + |z — 2'|) < |t — z|.
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Definition 2.4. For every N € N, N > 1, we define Sy(R) to be the
set of all functions f € CN(R) such that

1l = sup |2[™] £ (2)] < o0
z€R

for all myn € N with m,n < N. Clearly, Sn(R) equipped with the
family of seminorms || - || is a Fréchet space. Then, we can also
define its dual space Sy (R) equipped with the dual topology which turns
out to be a subspace of the space of tempered distributions.

Definition 2.5. Let T': Sy(R) — Sy (R) be a linear operator which is
continuous with respect the topology of Sy(R) for a fized N > 1.

We say that T is associated with a compact Calderon-Zygmund kernel
K if the action of T(f) as a distribution satisfies the following integral
representation

(T(f),9) = / / F(H)g(x)K(t, z) dt dz
R JR
for all functions f, g € Sy(R) with disjoint compact supports.

Definition 2.6. For 0 < p < o0 and N € N, we say that a function
¢ € Sn(R) is an LP(R)-normalized bump function adapted to I with
constant C' > 0 and order N, if it satisfies

1 —c(D)|\—N
9(@) < C——(1+ m) , 0<n<N
Vi 1]
for every interval I C R, where we denote its centre by c(I) and its
length by |I|.

The order of the bump functions will always be denoted by N, even
though its value might change from line to line. We will often use the
greek letters ¢, ¢ for general bump functions while we reserve the use
of 1 to denote bump functions with mean zero. If not otherwise stated,
we will usually assume that bump functions are L?(R)-normalized.

A result we will use in forthcoming sections is the following property
of bump functions whose proof can be found in [12]:

Lemma 2.7. Let I, J be intervals and let ¢y, @5 be bump functions
L?-adapted to I and J respectively with order N and constant C' > 0.
Then,

min(|1],]J))\/* [ diam(1 U J)\ "
<(C|—————=% _— = :
(Or el < (max(m, an) a1 17)
Moreover, if |J| < |I| and vy has mean zero then

|J\)3/2 (diam([ U J))““’
I <C|—= _ )
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Notation 2.8. We now introduce some notation which will be fre-
quently used throughout the paper. We denote by B = [—1/2,1/2] and
By =AB=[-\/2,)\/2].

Given two intervals I, J C R, we define (I, J) as the smallest interval
containing I UJ and we denote its measure by diam(IU.J). Notice that
diam(IUJ) =~ |I|/2+ |c(I) — ()] +|J]]|/2.

We also define the relative distance between I and J by
diam(7 U J)
max(|1], [7])’
which is comparable to max(1,n) where n is the smallest number of

times the larger interval needs to be shifted a distance equal to its side
length so that it contains the smaller one. Notice that

(1) — ()]

max(|7], |J])

Finally, we define the eccentricity of I and J to be

min(7],]])

max(| ], |J])

Definition 2.9. A linear operator T : Sy(R) — Sy(R) with N >
1 satisfies the weak compactness condition, if there exist admissible
functions L, S, D such that: for every ¢ > 0 there exists M € N so
that for any interval I and every pair ¢, p; of L*-normalized bump
functions adapted to I with constant C' > 0 and order N, we have

(2) (T (¢1), o)) < CLEMINSEMI)D(M ™ rdist (I, Bow)) +¢),

where the implicit constant only depends on the operator T

rdist(7, J) =

rdist(/,J) ~ 1+

ec(l,J) =

Remark 2.10. We note that in the main results of the paper, namely
Theorem [2.18 or Theorem [3.8, when we say that T satisfies the weak
compactness condition, we mean that there is an integer N > 1 suffi-
ciently large depending on the operator or its kernel so that the operator
can be defined T : Sy(R) — Sy (R), it is continuous with respect the
topology in Sx(R) and it satisfies Definition 2.9 for that value of N.

In [13] we discuss other equivalent formulations of this Definition.
From now on, we will denote

Fie(I) = Lic(|1)Sk(|1]) D (rdist(I, B))
and
Fy (I; M) = Ly (27 M|1|) Sy (2M|1|) Dy (M~ rdist (1, Boar ),

where Ly, Sk and Dy are the functions appearing in the definition
of a compact Calderén-Zygmund kernel, while Ly, Sy, Dy and the
constant M are as in the definition of the weak compactness condition.
Note that the value M = My, depends not only on 7" but also on e.
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We will also denote F(I; M) = Fx(I) + Fw(I; M),

Fr(l, 1) = (Z L (L)) ( Z Sr(IL))( Z Dy (rdist(I;, B)))

n

Fy(Iy, - Iy M) = (ZLW(Q*M\IZ-D)(ZSW(2M|Ii\))

=1
(Z Dy (M~ xdist(I;, Boar )))
=1

and F<[17"' 7[117M> — FK<[17"' ’[n) +Fw<[1’~.~ ’[T“M)

2.2. Characterization of compactness. The Lagom Projection
operator. In order to prove our results about compact singular inte-
gral operators, we will use the following characterization of compact
operators in a Banach space with a Schauder basis (see [0]).

Theorem 2.11. Suppose that {e, }nen is a Schauder basis of a Banach
space E. For each positive integer k, let Py be the canonical projection,

Pk(z apey) = Z .-

neN n<k

Then, a bounded linear operator T : E — E is compact if and only if
Py o T converges to T' in operator norm.

Definition 2.12. For every M € N, let I, be the family of intervals
such that 2=M < |I| < 2M and rdist(I,Byn) < M. Let D be the family
of dyadic intervals of the real line and Dy be the intersection of Ly,
with D. We call the intervals in Ly and Dy as lagom intervals and
dyadic lagom intervals respectively.

Notice that I € Dy, implies that 2= (2™ + |c¢(I)|) < M and then
le(1)| < (M —1)2M. Therefore, I C Byom with 27 < |1].

On the other hand, I ¢ Dy, implies either |I| > 2M or |I| < 27 or
27M < |I) < 2™ with |e(I)] > (M — 1)2M.

Let E be one of the following Banach spaces: the Lebesgue space
LP(R), 1 < p < oo, the Hardy space H'(R), or the space CMO(R),
to be introduced later as the closure in BMO(R) of continuous func-
tions vanishing at infinity. In each case, E is equipped with smooth
wavelet bases which are also Schauder bases (see [6] and Lemma 2.16)).
Moreover, in all cases, we have at our disposal smooth and compactly
supported wavelet bases.

Definition 2.13. Let E be one of the previously mentioned Banach
spaces. Let (1;)rep be a wavelet basis of E. Then, for every M € N,
we define the lagom projection operator Py by

Pu(f) = Z (fsvn)dr,

I1eDyy
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where (f, 1) = [5 f(

We also define the orthogonal lagom projection operator as Pi;(f) =
f = Pu(f).
Remark 2.14. Without explicit mention, we will let the wavelet basis
defining Pyr vary from proof to proof to suit our technical needs.

We also note the use of the same notation for the action of T(f) as
a distribution and the inner product. We hope that this will not cause
confusion.

It is easy to see that both Py, and Pj; are self-adjoint operators.
We note the difference with the usual projection operator, Pg for
every interval () C R, defined by

(3) Polf) = Z (f, o)y,

I1eD
IcQ

which we will also use in forthcoming sections.
Let S denote the square function operator associated with a wavelet

basis (¢1)rep
|(f, 1) 1/2
(Z |1|I X1 x>) '

Since we trivially have the pointwise estimates S(Py(f))(x) < S(f)(x)
and S(Pi;(f))(x) < S(f)(x), by Littlewood-Paley theory, we deduce
that the lagom projection operator and its orthogonal projection are
both continuous on LP(R) for all 1 < p < oco. Moreover, the estimate

1/2
IP(llvior = sup (1 32 10£0n) " < [ lovors

I €Dy
Icq

shows that Py is bounded on BMO(R) and, by duality, on H'(R)
with ||PM||BMO(R)~>BMO(R) S 1 and ||PM||H1(]R)—>H1(]R) S 1. For similar
reasons, we have || Py;|lsmo®)—pmo®) < 1 and ||P]\J/_[||H1(R)—>H1(R) <1
We remark that in E, the equality
(4) Pi(f) = > (fron)n
1€D8,
is to be interpreted in its Schauder basis sense,
li i (f) — = 0.
Jdim (1P = Y (fnnlle =0
IED]M/\'DJVI

Note that according to Theorem 21T, an operator T' : E — E, is
compact if and only if

. i .
Jim [P o T =0,

where || - || is the operator norm.
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2.3. The space CMO(R). We provide now the definition and main
properties of the space to which the function 7'(1) must belong if T is
compact.

Definition 2.15. We define CMO(R) as the closure in BMO(R) of

the space of continuous functions vanishing at infinity.

We note that CMO(R) equipped with the norm || - ||gyo is a Banach
space. The next lemma gives two characterizations of CMO(R): the
first in terms of the average deviation from the mean, and the second
in terms of a wavelet decomposition. See [I1] for the first, and [§] for
the second characterization.

Lemma 2.16. i) f € CMO(R) if and only if f € BMO(R) and

(5) A}gnwlség 7] /}f m/}f(y)dy‘dx =0

it) f € CMO(R) if and only if f € BMO(R) and
1/2
(6) fim sup (15 - [Kfunl) =0,

M—>ochR [¢Du
I1CcQ

where the supremum is calculated over all intervals Q) C R.

As a consequence of previous Lemma, (1;);ep is a Schauder basis
for CMO(R). We will mainly be using the latter formulation.

Remark 2.17. Considering the comment after Definition[2.12, we see
that the preceding lemma is also true if we, in line with [11], replace
Iy by Ty, consisting of those intervals I such that 2=M < |I] < 2M
and |c(I)| < M/2, and Dy, by Dy, = Iy, N D.

We note that the remarks about equality (Hl) work well for the spaces
LP(R), H'(R), and also CMO(R), but not for BMO(R). The latter
space is not separable and so, it does not contain an unconditional
basis. However, the characterization of the norm in BMO(R) by a
wavelet basis implies that for every f € BMO(R) we have the equality

F=Y {0
1€D
with convergence in the weak* topology o(BMO(R), H*(R)). This, in
turn, implies the quality
(7) Pi(f) = > (frn)n
1€D8,
with convergence in the same topology, which is interpreted as
. 1 .
1€D\Dy

for all g € H'(R). See [9] and [I] for proofs and more details.
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2.4. Main results. We now give the statement of the main result in
the paper and also the results in [13] which we will need.

Theorem 2.18. Let T be a linear operator associated with a standard
Calderon-Zygmund kernel.

Then, T' extends to a compact operator from L>®(R) into CMO(R) if
and only if T is associated with a compact Calderon-Zygmund kernel, T
satisfies the weak compactness condition and T'(1),T*(1) € CMO(R).

Moreover, with the extra assumption T'(1) = T*(1) = 0, T' is compact
from BMO(R) into CMO(R).

The analog result appearing in [13] is the following Theorem.

Theorem 2.19. Let T be a linear operator associated with a standard
Calderon-Zygmund kernel.

Then, T' extends to a compact operator on LP(R) for 1 < p < oo if
and only if T is associated with a compact Calderon-Zygmund kernel, T
satisfies the weak compactness condition and T'(1),T*(1) € CMO(R).

We now state the key ingredient in the proof of Theorem 2.19 and
also Theorem .18 the so-called bump Lemma, which describes the
action of the operator over functions adapted to two different intervals.

Given two intervals I and J, we will denote K,,;, = J and K,,,, = 1
if |J| < |I|, while K,,;, = I and K4, = J otherwise.

Proposition 2.20. Let K be a compact Calderon-Zygmund kernel with
parameter 6. Let N sufficiently large depending on § and 0 < 6 < 1,
0 < < depending on N.

Let T : Sy — S}y be a linear operator associated with K satisfy-
ing the weak compactness condition with parameter N and the special
cancellation condition T(1) =0 and T*(1) = 0.

Then, there exists Cs > 0 such that for every e > 0, all intervals
I,J and all mean zero bump functions vy, 1, L*-adapted to I and J
respectively with order N and constant C > 0, we have

(), )| < CsCec(l, J)3H rdist (1, 7)1+ (F(Il, g MT75)+6>

where [, = I, Iy = J, Iy = (I,J), It = MKppaw, Is = NoKpaw, Is =
)\QKmNZ” with A\ = \Kmax\_ldiam([ U J), Ay = (\Kmm\_ldlam([ U J))G

and K.z is the translate of K. with the same centre as K, .

3. ENDPOINT ESTIMATES

In this section, we extend the study of compactness for singular in-
tegral operators to the endpoint case. Namely, we characterize those
Calderén-Zygmund operators that extend compactly as maps from
L*(R) to CMO(R).
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3.1. Necessity of the hypotheses. The necessity of the hypotheses
of Theorem .18 is a direct consequence of the following result.

Proposition 3.1. Let T be a linear operator associated with a standard
Calderon-Zygmund kernel. If T is compact from L*(R) into CMO(R)
then, T' is compact on LP(R) for 1 < p < oo.

Proof. Since T is bounded from L>*(R) into CMO(R) and it is associ-
ated with a standard Calder6n-Zygmund kernel, by [7] page 49, T is
bounded on LP(R) for all 1 < p < oco. Therefore, by interpolation, T
is compact on LP(R). O

Whence, since in particular 7' is compact on L*(R), by the results
in [I3] we have that the hypotheses of Theorem are satisfied, that
is, T is associated with a compact Calderén-Zygmund kernel, satisfies
the weak compactness condition and T'(1),7*(1) € CMO(R).

3.2. Wavelet basis. We devote the first part of this subsection to
describe the way to choose a wavelet basis of LP(R) and H*(R) and
how we use this basis to decompose the operators under study. In order
to do this, we will use the results contained in the books [3] and [6].

For every function ¢ and every dyadic interval I = 279k, k + 1],
7,k € Z, we denote

Ui(x) = Tyun Dy (x) = 272920z — k),
where (/) = min{x : x € I}.

Theorem 3.2. Let i) € L*(R) with |[1||2@) = 1. Then, {¢r}rep is
an orthonormal wavelet basis of L*(R) if and only if

~

YERP=1 Y D@EH+R)PE+E) =0

k€EZ kEZ

forall £ € R and all 3 > 1.

Definition 3.3. For any function f : R — C, we say that a bounded
function W : [0,00) — RT is a radial decreasing L*-majorant of f if
|f(x)] < W(|z]) and W satisfies the following three conditions: W &
LY([0,00)), W is decreasing and W (0) < oo.

Theorem 3.4. Let o € L*(R) differentiable and such that {11} ep is
an orthonormal basis of L*(R). We further assume that ¢ and its de-
rivative ¢ have a common radial decreasing L*-majorant W satisfying

/ W (x)dr < oo.
0

Then, the system (1) 1ep is an unconditional basis for LP(R) with 1 <
p < oo and for H'(R).
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Now, for our particular purposes, we will take ¢ satisfying the hy-
potheses of previous theorems with the additional condition that v €
CY(R) and it is adapted to [—1/2,1/2] with constant C' > 0 and order
N. Then, we remark the crucial fact that for every interval I € D, ev-
ery wavelet function 1; is a bump function adapted to I with the same
constant C' > 0 and the same order N. Several examples of construc-
tions of systems of wavelets with any required order of differentiability
can also be found in [6].

In the described setting, the continuity of T with respect the topology
of Sy(R), allows to write

(T(f),9) = D (fson) g, o) (T (1), )

I,JeD

for every f,g € S(R), where the sums run over the whole family of
dyadic intervals in R and convergence is understood in the topology of
Sn(R). Furthermore, since

(Pu(T(f)),9) = (T(f), Paug) =D > (£ (g, ) (T(r), 1),
we have that

(8) (Pii(T(f)).g) =D > A )9 ) (T(Whr), )

I€D JEDS,

where the summation is performed as in equation ().

3.3. Boundedness of a Martingale transform. We now study a
new Martingale transform. Its definition and the proof of its bounded-
ness on LP(R) for 1 < p < oo appear in the preprint [10]. We include
here the endpoint result.

Definition 3.5. Let (¢1)rep be a wavelet basis of L*(R). Given k € Z
andn € N, n > 1, let Ty, be the operator defined by

Tion(f)(z) = Z Z (foa)br(),
1€D Jel, ,
where for each fixed dyadic interval I, Iy, is the family of all dyadic
intervals J such that |I| = 2*|J| and n < tdist(I,J) < n + 1.

We remind that for every dyadic interval I and each n € N there are
2max(e.0)+1 dyadic intervals J such that |I| = 2¢|J| and n < rdist(/, J) <
n+1. This implies that the cardinality of I, is comparable to 2max(e.0),

In the proposition below, we prove boundedness of this modified
Martingale operator.

Proposition 3.6. Let k € Z andn € N, n > 1. Then, T}, is bounded
on BMO(R). Moreover,

I f
| Tk fllBMO®R) S 272 (log(n + 1) + max(—k, 0) + 1)z f |l Bmor)
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with tmplicit constant independent of f, k and n.

Remark 3.7. By duality and the fact that Ty, = Ty ,, we have that
T is also bounded on H'(R) with
L] 1
[T @ < 272 (log(n + 1) + max(k, 0) + 1)2 [ fll a1 w)
Proof. Since for any given f € S(R),

T oo = sup (1217 S| 3 ()’

1cQ  Jely,

where the supremum is calculated over all intervals () C R, we will
show that

ORI SRR

IcQ Jel,

2

< 2 (log(n + 1) + max(~£,0) + 1)/ arioe QI

In order to compute the double sum, we use an argument that dis-
tinguishes between large and small scales (kK > 0 and k£ < 0), with a
slightly different argument in each case.

We first assume & > 0. In this case, the cardinality of I}, is compa-
rable to 2¥ and so, every interval I € D is associated with 2% different
intervals J € I ,,. Therefore, by Cauchy’s inequality, the contribution
of those intervals collected in the sum in (@) can be bounded by

(10) DY KLenP=2") ) > el

IcQ  Jelin JEN 1€Qi JEL

where Q ={I € D: I C Q,270UV|Q| < |I| <277|Q|}.

Now, we separate again into two different cases: when J C 3@ and
when J ¢ 3Q.

1) In the first case, we start by showing that the intervals J in the
inner sum of (I0) only appear at most four times. This will be clear
once we prove that given I € D and J € [, there exist at most four
different intervals I € D, I' # I, such that J € I ..

If J € Iyn N1, then |I| = 2*[J] = |I'|. Now, we denote I, =
(I4+n|I|)U(I—n|I|). Since k > 0, we have that J C I,NI] # (. Then, if
n > 1, this implies rdist(/, I’) = 2n and so, I’ = I+n|I|or I' = I—n|I|.
On the other hand, if n = 1, this implies rdist(/, ") € {1,2} and so,
I'=I1+|I|,I'=1—|I|,)/'=1+2|I|orI'=1-2|I|.

Therefore, the terms in the inner sum of (I corresponding to this
case can be bounded by a constant times

2> 1L S 28 o @),
JC3Q

which is compatible with the stated bound.
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2) In the second case, for those intervals I, J such that I C @ and
J € 3Q, we have diam(/ U J) > |Q|. Then, for every I € Q7 we get

diam(/ U J) Q]

> 27,
1] “

n+ 1> rdist(1,J) =
where we have used that |J| < |1].

We now show that, for every j, the union of the disjoint intervals
J € Iy, when varying I € 7 has measure at most 2|Q|. For fixed I,
the union of the disjoint intervals J € I, measures 2|I|. Moreover, the
union of the disjoint intervals I € 7 measures at most |Q|. Therefore,

U U <> D <2y <2el
IeQi JEI IeQi Jely IeqQi

This way, the relevant contribution of this case to the sum in (I0)
can be bounded by

log(n+1) log(n+1)
2 Y WP 2 o 3 N
Teqd J=0  Teq
JEIkn Jelkn
log(n+1)
S 20 Bom Y 1Q1=28(1 +log(n + 1) fEmom Q.
=0

which is the desired bound when k£ > 0.

For k < 0 we reason as follows. The cardinality of I ,, is now essen-
tially one and there are at most 27 intervals I € (7. But now, up to
27 different intervals I of fixed size in the sum () are associated with
the same interval J and so, with the same coefficient (f,v;). Then, if
we denote Qi,n ={J € I}, : I € Q}, we have that the terms in the
sum (@) corresponding to this case can be bounded by

(11) Yo > min(2 27 |(f, v

JEN JEQ] .

where now the intervals J € Qfm appearing in the sum are pairwise
different. Moreover, since |I| = 2¥|J| and 2=0*D|Q| < |I| < 277|Q]| we
get 20tk <|Q|/|J| < 29HFHL,

We separate the study into the same two cases as before: J C 3Q)
and J ¢ 3Q.

1) When I C @ and J C 3Q) we have

diam(/ U J) < 3|Q| itk

n < rdist(/, J) = ] ]




ENDPOINT COMPACTNESS OF SINGULAR INTEGRALS 13

Therefore, j > logn — k —4 > —k — 4 and so, the contribution of the
intervals in this case to the sum ([II]) can be bounded by

SO X PRRealPE Y] X 2L

—k—4<j<-k jeql —k<i JeqQl,
Jc3Q Jc3Q
S27F D (LU S 271 o Q-
JC3Q

2) On the other hand, for those J such that J & 3Q) we have that
diam(7 U J) - Q]
] 7]~

and so j < log(n + 1) — k. Then, the contribution to sum (Il can be
estimated by

n+1> rdist(I,J) = 21tk

log(n+1)+|k|
S min(,27%) Y ()
=0 JEQ]
log(n+1)+|k|
2) < Y @2 o U ]
ey JEQ

We now calculate the measure of the union of those intervals J €
Q{m If j > —k then, from the different 27 possible intervals I € @7,
up to 27 of them are associated with the same interval J. Then, the
union of those intervals J has measure 2—k\J | < |Q]. On the other
hand, when 7 < —k, there is only a single interval J associated with
all intervals I € @7, which measures |.J| < |Q[2~**7). Then, the union

has measure at most max (27577, 1)|@Q| and thus, we bound (I2)) by
log(n-+1)+|k|
IflEsom D 2min(L,27%7) max(27*7, 1)|Q)|
=0
log(n-+1)+|k|
= ||f||2BMO(]R) Z 2_k|Q|
=0
= 27" (log(n + 1) + [k| + D)l flBrom) Q!
This finishes the proof.

3.4. Sufficiency of the hypotheses: proof of endpoint compact-
ness. In this subsection, we prove compactness of singular integral
operators 7" as maps from L>*(R) to CMO(R).

To prove this result, we follow the scheme of the original proof of the
T'(1) Theorem. Namely, we first assume that the special cancellation
property T(1) = T*(1) = 0 holds, and then we tackle the general
case with the use of paraproducts. Actually, we prove that under the
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special cancellation conditions the operator T extends compactly from

BMO(R) into CMO(R).

3.4.1. The special case: T(1) = T*(1) = 0. We start by proving the
main result under the special cancellation conditions.

Theorem 3.8. Let T' be a linear operator associated with a compact
Calderon-Zygmund kernel satisfying the weak compactness condition
and the special cancellation conditions T'(1) =0 and T*(1) = 0.

Then, T' can be extended to a compact operator from BMO(R) into
CMO(R).

Proof. Let (11)rep be a wavelet basis of L*(R) and H'(R) with L*-
normalized elements. Let Py; be the lagom projection operator defined
by this basis. By the remarks at the end of Subsection 2.3 we have that
all functions in BMO(R) and H'(R) can be approximated by functions
in Sy(R) with convergence in the weak* topology c(BMO(R), H!(R))
and in the H'(R)-norm respectively.

Then, by Theorem 2.1 with £ = CMO(R) equipped with the norm
of BMO(R), in order to show compactness of 7', we need to check that
Pi;(Ty) converges to zero in the operator norm ||- | BMO(R)—BMO(R) When
M tends to infinity. For this, it is enough to prove that (Pi;(T(f)), g)
tends to zero uniformly for all f, g € Sy(R) in the unit ball of BMO(R)
and H'(R) respectively.

For f,g € Sy(R), we recall

(13) (PRI ) = 3 S0 (hn) (g, o) (), ).

I€D JEDS,

Since this inequality is understood as a limit, we can assume that the
sums run over finite but arbitrary in size families of dyadic intervals
and we will work to obtain bounds that are are independent of the
cardinality of the families.

We start by proving that for every ¢ > 0 there is My € N such
that for any M > M, we have F(Iy,...,Is; Mp,.) S € for I, € DS,.
This will follow as a consequence of the inequality F(I; Mr.) < € for
every I € Dj,. We note that the implicit constants only depend on the
admissible functions.

We first remind that by the definition of the weak compactness con-
dition, for € > 0 there is M7, > 0 a constant such that for any interval
I and any ¢;, p; bump functions adapted to I with constant C' > 0
and order N, we have

(T(¢1), 1) < C(Fw (I3 M) + €).
We now show that there is M{j € N depending on e such that for
any M > M/, we have F(I;; Mr.) = F(Ly,...,Is; Mr.) < € when all
I; € D]c\/[
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By the limit properties of the admissible functions in Definition 2.1]
we have that for fixed My, > 0, there is M € N, depending on €, Mr,
with M) > M., such that for any M > M, we get

and
Ly (2M~Mrey 4 Gy (27 M =M1y 4 Dy (M /Myp,) < e.
Let I € D§,;. The claim is proven by considering the following cases:
(1) If || > 2M then, since L and Ly are non-increasing, we have
F(I; Mr.) S L () + Lw (| 1]/277)
< Lg(@M) 4+ Ly (2M M) S
(2) If |I] < 27 then, since Sk and Sy are non-decreasing, we have
F(I; Mr.e) < Sk (|1]) + Sw(2"7<1])
< Sw(27M) + Sw (2~ M M) e
(3) If 27M < |I| < 2M with rdist(/,Bym) > M then, as we saw in
the remark after Definition 212 |c(I)| > (M —1)2™. Therefore,
()]

ma([1], 277)

S 14 (M —1)2M
- max(2M 2Mr.)

We can apply a similar reasoning to show that we also have
rdist(Z,B) > M. Then, since Dy, is non-increasing, we have

F(I; M) S Dg(rdist(I,B)) + Dy (My; rdist(I, By, ))
< Dg(M) + Dw(M/Mr,) < €.

I‘diSt([, EZIVITye) >1+

> M.

Therefore, there is finally My € N depending on € such that for any
M > M,, we have

(1) F(I;; Mr,) = F(Ly,...,Is; Mr.) < € when all I; € DS,
(2) M5 + M39-M3 + ZezM 2-€0e1/2 < ¢

Now, for every € > 0 and chosen M, € N, we are going to prove that
for all M > M, we have

[(Pass(T()), )| S e.

with the implicit constant depending on 6 > 0 and the constant given
by the wavelet basis.

We first parametrize the terms in (I3]) according to eccentricity and
relative distance to obtain
(14)

Poar(TUNa) =2 D D g ) (T(n), ),

e€Z neN je s, I€Jen
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where for fixed eccentricity e € Z, relative distance n € N and every
given interval J,

Jem ={1 :|I| =2°J|,n < rdist(,J) < n+ 1}.
By Proposition 2.20] we have

(T (W), )| £ 2790 O (R (1 M) + ),
where Iy = I, I, = J, Is = (I,J) , Iy = MKpaw, Iy = XoKpaa
and Ig = A K,;,. with parameters A, A\ > 1 explicitly stated in
the mentioned Proposition. To simplify notation, we will simply write
F(1;). We also note that the implicit constant might depend on § and
the wavelet basis, but it is universal otherwise. Therefore,

(15)  (P(T (). gl £ Y 27 e (e

e€Z neN

ST N (P + L g, ).

Je DS, I€Jen

Now, in order to estimate ([IH]), we divide the study into six cases:

(1) ; ¢ Dy foralli=1,...,6 (4) I & Das but A Kppay € Dt
(2) I e DM (5) I ¢ DM but )\QKmax c DM

1) In the first case we have F(I;) < ¢, and thus, we can bound the
contribution of the corresponding terms to (I4) by

(16) €Yy o= NN ) [(g, v

e€Z neN Je Ds,, Icen

Since as said, we consider that I and J run over finite families of

intervals, we can define f = Y [(f, )l and § = 3, (g, )|t
so that (f,v;) = |{f,v¢r)| and similarly for g. Then, for any interval
@ C R we have

1PN Zem < D K0P = [Po(f)lIze):

IcQ

where Pq(f) = > ;o(f,¥r)vr is the classical projection operator de-

fined in (). Therefore ||f lemo®) < || fllBMoer) and, by a duality argu-
ment, we also have ||g| g1 ®) < |9l a ®)-



ENDPOINT COMPACTNESS OF SINGULAR INTEGRALS 17

With this, we get for the inner sums in (16):

Yo D K edllg vl < D D e g vl

Je D5y, Ieden JeD I€Jen
= > S GG =(aY X ()
JeD I€den JED JI€Jen

= (3, Ten( ) <7l @I Ten(P)llBMo)

Lel 1.z ~
< 277 (log(n +1) + le[ + 1)2[| fllBmom) |91l a1 m)
where the last inequality is due to Proposition B.6l Notice also that
log(n +1) < 2logn < 25~ 1n?.
This way, (I6) can be bounded by a constant times

lel(t
eSS g, ~(0)9 5 (4 |e] + 1)2 £ lIBvo) |91l (r)

e€Z neN

—le|s) (2 —(146—4
S 27 Wel> 3 n™0 2| fllmnio gl e

e€Z n>1
< ell fllsmom gl m w)-

In the remaining cases, we will not use the smallness of F'. Instead,
we will use the particular geometrical disposition of the intervals I and
J, which make either their eccentricity or their relative distance very
extreme. We recall that the intervals I and J in the sum (&) satisfy
|I| =2°¢|J| and n < rdist(/,J) <n+ 1.

2) We deal first with the case when I € Dy, that is, when 27 <
|I| < 2M and rdist(I,Bym) < M. Notice that, since F is bounded, we
can estimate F'([;) + ¢ < 1.

Since J € D§,,, we separate the study into three cases: |J| > 22,
|J| < 272M and 272M < |J] < 22M with rdist(J, Byar ) > 2M.

2.1) In the case |J| > 2*M since 2¢|J| = |I| < 2™, we have 2¢ <
2M|J|71 < 27M  that is, e < —M. Therefore, the calculations devel-
oped in case 1) allow to bound the corresponding terms in (I5]) by

ST ST o el NN ) [(g, )|

e<—M n>1 JEDS,, [€Jen

<Y S oG n 0925 (00 4 Je| + 1)3]|f | smom gl

e<—-M n>l

—lels| 12 —(1+%
5( S o ke Y n (1+2)>Hf”BMO(R)”gHHl(R)

e< —-M n>1

S ell fllsmom) 9l )

by the choice of M. This finishes this case.
2.2) The case |J| < 272M is symmetrical and amounts to changing
e < —M by e > M in the previous case.
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2.3) In the case when 272M < |J| < 22M and rdist(J, Byan) > 2M,
we have that |J| = 2% with —2M < k < 2M and |c(J)| > (2M —1)2?M.
Since I € D), we also have

M > rdist(I, By ) = 27 M diam(I U Bow)
> 27 MY 1] /2 + o)) = 27 (@28 4+ Je(D))
and then, |c(I)| < (M — 1/2)2M. This implies
le(1) — e(J)] = |e(T)] = le()]
> (2M — 1)22M — (M —1/2)2M > M22M.
This way, since max(|I[, |J|) < 22" we get
diam(7 U J) S le(1) — c(J)]
max (|1, |J]) — max(|1],]J])
> 2722 = M.

Therefore, as in previous case, we bound the relevant terms in ([I3])
by a constant times

o> 2GRN g, )

n+1> rdist(1,J) =

ccz n>M-1 JEDGp 1€ em
_ 1 -
5( 3 2l 3T 0 )HfHBMO gl ey
ec? n>M-—1

S M2 fllmo lgllm e < el fllpvoe gl

again by the choice of M.

3) Now, we deal with the case when (I,J) € Dy, that is, when
2~ M < |(I J)| < 2™ and rdist((I, J),Bon) < M. Both mequahtles
imply that 2= < diam(I U J) < 2M and |c (< >)| < M2M.

Moreover, we have that ¢( = 1/2(c(I) + c(J) + a(|I| = |J]))
with a € [—1, 1]. Then,
(17) (1) + e(I)| < 2le({1, )| + ] = ]|

<2M2M 4+ |(I,0)] < (2M + 1)2M

3.1) When |J| > 22" we have that |(I,J)| > |J| > 2*M implies
(I,J) ¢ Dy and so, we do not need to consider this case.

3.2) When 2727 < |J| < 22M with rdist(J,Byem) > 2M, we have
that |c(J)| > (2M — 1)2*M > M2M

If sign ¢(I) = —sign c¢(J) we have

(L, J)| = diam(I U J) > |e(]) = e(J)|
— el +[e()] > [el)] > D2,

which is contradictory with (I, J) € Dy,.

Otherwise, if sign ¢(I) = sign ¢(J) we have

le(1) + e(J)| = le(D)] + [e(])] > M2",
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which is now contradictory with (I7).
So, we do not need to consider this case either.
3.3) The remaining case is when |J| < 272 If ¢ > 0 then,

n+1> ||  diam(1 U J) = 27¢|J| {1, J)| > 272*Mo~M = gM~¢,
Meanwhile, if e < 0 we have
n+1> rdist(,J) = |J| 'diam (I U J) > 22M2~M = oM

Therefore, we bound the relevant part of (I5]) by a constant times

> oo 2GR0 NN )9, 1)

e>0 n>max(2M—e—1,1) JEDS,, I€Jen
1
Y Y 2GRN TN g, )]
e<0 n>2M-—-1 JeDS,, I€Jen
(X w3t S
0<e<M-1 n>2M—e_1 M<e n>1
Clels) L (148
+ Z 27 leld|¢|2 Z n (1+2)>||f||BMO(R)||g||H1(R)
GSO anJVIfl
1 ) 1 )
< ( 2_65|e|52_(M_e)5 + Z 27%e|2 +2_M5>||f||BMO(R)||g||H1(R)
0<es<M-1 M<e
6.3 e8| (L Ml
S (278E 4+ 3 2 el 278 | fllmvio gl e
M<e

S el fllemom)ll gl )

by the choice of M.
6) We deal now with the case Ao K,nin € Day, that is, 277 < | MoK pin| <
M and rdist (Ao K pin, Bon ) < M.

6.1) When |J| > 2* we have two cases. Whenever e > 0 then,
Kmin = J and so, |AoJ| > |J| > 22M which is contradictory with
AoJ € Iy

On the other hand, when e < 0 we have K,,;, = I and |I| < |\]| <
2M_ Then, 2¢ = |I|/|J| < 27 and so, e < —M. Therefore, the
arguments of the case 2.1) show that the corresponding part of (I5)
can be bounded by || f|lBmom) [|9]| #1(r)

6.2) When 272M < |J| < 22M Wlth rdiSt(J,B22]M) > 2M, we have
le(J)| > (2M — 1)2*M . Now, we divide into the same two cases.

When e > 0, we know K,.; = J and so, 27M < |\, J| < 2M with
rdist(AgJ, Boar ) < M. This leads to the following contradiction:

M > rdist( Mo J, Bonr) > 27 Me(J)| > (2M — 1)2M
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On the other hand, when e < 0 we have K,,;, = I and then, |c¢(])| =

lcMoI)| < (M — 1)2M. This implies |c(I) — ¢(J)| > M2*M and

(1) — e(J))]
]

Then, the same arguments developed in the case 2.3) provide the bound

e[l fllBvom) |9l r)-
6.3) When |J| < 272 we proceed as follows. If e > 0, we have
Kmin = J and so, |AJ| > 27M. This implies Ay > 27M|J|7! > 2™ and

diam (I U J)\? 1I1\? . 0 0 0
——— ) = (—) rdist({,J)”" < 2° 1
g ) = () wdisn ) <27+ 1)

Meanwhile, if e < 0, we have Ky, = I and then, [M\oJ| > 27, We
also have |I| < |J| < 272M_ All this implies Ay > 27 M|I|71 > 2M and
diam (7 0 0
—E%#iﬁ>:(%blm%@Jy<2w@+Ue

Then, since 6 < 1, we get n+1 > 9-lela % > 2-lelaM and S0, previous
arguments show that the relevant part of (I3 can be bounded by

lelsy L —(1+3
( Z 9-1eld ||} Z n (1+2)>||f||BM0(R)||g||H1(R)

ecZ n>2-lel2M _1

—le 1 g8 -2
5( Z 2 ‘|6|6|22‘ |22 MQ)HfHBMO(R)HgHHl(R)

ecZ

n+1> rdist({,J) > > M.

2M<)\2:(

2M<)\2:<

Y
S 27M2 | Fllemom) gl ey < ell Fllmvom gl -
Finally, we note that similar type of calculations are enough to deal

with the two remaining cases 4) and 5). This completely finishes the
proof of Theorem

3.5. The general case. For the proof of compactness in the general
case, that is, without the special cancellation conditions, we follow
the same scheme as in the proof of the classical T'(1) theorem. When
by = T(1) and by = T*(1) are arbitrary functions in CMO(R), we
construct compact paraproducts 7; associated with compact Calderén-
Zymund kernels such that Ty, (1) = by, Tj (1) = 0. Then, the operator

T=T-T, T

satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem B8 and so, T is compact from
BMO(R) to CMO(R). Finally, since the operators T, and T; are
compact from L>(R) to CMO(R) by construction, we deduce that the
initial operator 7T is also compact from L>*(R) to CMO(R).

We remark that, as we will later see in full detail, the appropriate
paraproducts are exactly the same ones as in the classical setting, with

the only difference that the parameter functions b; belong to the space
CMO(R) instead of BMO(R).
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As in Proposition B.9, we use a wavelet basis (¢7)rep of L?(R) and
H'(R) such that each 1 is an L*-normalized bump function supported
and adapted to I with constant C' and order N.

We now denote by ¢ a positive bump function supported and adapted
to [—1/2,1/2] with order N and integral one. Then, we have that
0 < ¢(x) < C(L+ Jz|)™ and |¢(2)] < C(1+[z])7". Let (¢r)rep be
the family of bump functions defined by ¢; = 7;(1)D|1]|¢. Therefore,
each ¢; is an L'-normalized bump function adapted to I, that is, it
satisfies ¢;(x) < C|I|7Y 1+ |I| Yo —c(I)|)™N and |¢) ()| < C|I|72(1+
1|7 e — (D)),

Proposition 3.9. Given b € CMO(R), we define the operator
Tb(f) = Z<b’ ¢I><fa ¢I>77Z)Ia

1eD

where Yy and ¢; are as described above.
Then, Ty, and T} are associated with a compact Calderon-Zygmund
kernel, and they are both compact from L*®(R) to CMO(R). Further-

more, (Ty(1),g) = (b, g) and {(T,(f),1) =0, for all f,g € S(R).

Proof. In [13] we showed that T}, and T;* belong to the class of operators
for which the theory applies, that is, the integral representation of
Definition holds with operator kernel satisfying the Definition
of a compact Calderén-Zygmund kernel.

For the proof of compactness of T, it is sufficient to verify that
(P4 (Ty)(f), g) tends to zero for all f € L°(R) and g € S(R) uniformly
in the unit ball of L>(R) and H'(R) respectively. Since g € H'(R),
we have Pj;(g) = Z[epgw (9, V1)1

We note that, by the classical T'(1) theory, we already now that the
operator is bounded from L>*(R) to CMO(R) and so, the expression
Ty(f) is completely meaningful.

Moreover, since (¢7);ep can be chosen so that it is also a wavelet
basis on CMO(R) (see the comment in Lemma [Z.16]), we have Pj;(b) €
BMO(R) and P (b) = EIGD;,U)’ ). With this,

(Pi(To(1)) 9) = (To(f), Piz(9)) = D (b ¥n)(f, o) {Piz(9), ¥r)

1eD

= 3 o g ) = S (P (b),vn)fy 61 (g, )

1€D5, IeD

that is,

(18) (P (Ty(f)), 9) = (Tpiwy(f), 9)-
Then, boundedness of Tp_ ) from L*(R) to BMO(R) implies

[{Par(Ty)(f), )| < I1Pas (0) lsmo 1 [l 2 gl 11y
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Since limy/_ye0 || P37 (0) |l BMo®) = 0, the inequality above finally proves
that T;(f) is compact from L*(R) into CMO(R).

The proof that 7, is compact from L*(R) to CMO(R) is slightly
different since T},* does not satisfy the analogue to (I8]). Thus, we prove
instead the dual compactness for 7. By (I8) and boundedness of T,
from H'(R) to L*(R), we have

[{Par(To)(f), )| = (T, (), | S I Paz (O) lemoe) 1 11111 ) 19| oo ey

This proves that T is compact from H!(R) to L'(R) and so, by duality
T} is compact from L>(R) to BMO(R). But this obviously implies that
limps—oo || Paz (1) (f)lBMo®) = 0 uniformly in the unit ball of H'(R)
and thus, the range of T} is actually in CMO(R).

4. COMPACTNESS OF A PERTURBATION OF THE CAUCHY
TRANSFORM

In this section we apply our main theorem to demonstrate the com-
pactness of a certain perturbation of the Cauchy transform, for Lips-
chitz paths in the complex plane satisfying a CMO-condition. The ex-
ample illustrates with special clarity the scope and methodology of the
new theory since the computations involved are essentially variations
of the well known calculations pertaining to the study of the Cauchy
transform in the classical T'(1)-theory. We note that a 7'(b)-theorem for
compactness in several dimensions is already under development, and
it could be of further use in the compactness theory of Cauchy-type
operators.

We start by giving the following definition.

Definition 4.1. We denote by L o(R) the closed subspace L™= (R) N
CMO(R) of L>*(R).

Let A : R — R be an absolutely continuous function such that
A" € L o(R), and let I' C C be the curve given by the parametrization
z(t) = t +iA(t), t € R. Given points z(z),z2(t) € I', we denote by
O2(2),2(t)) Ta(z),2(t) € I" the points

1 3
Uz(a:),z(t) =z | T — Z(:U — t) s Tz(x),z(t) =zl — Z(SL’ — t) s

lying in between z(z) and z(¢) with respect to the parametrization of
I

The application we present concerns a perturbation of the Cauchy
transform associated with I". Namely, define Tt : LP(I") — LP(T") by

Trf(2) = 2/ fw)

rz—w+2(0.m— Tow)

ds(w), felLPI), z€eT,
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where ds denotes the arc length measure on I'. Note that if z = z(x)
and w = z(t), then

Re(z —w+2(0,4p — Tow)) = 2Re (z — w),

and
(19) Im(z —w+2(0,0 — Tow)) =
A) — A(t) — 2A(z — i(:c — ) 4 24(z — %(:c — )

In analogy with the Hilbert transform, we also introduce the operator
Hyp : LP(T") — LP(]),

(w)
H = | ——————d LT Ir.
Ff(z) FRe(z—w) S(w)7 fe ( )7 S
One might surmise that there is a sufficient amount of cancellation in
(I9) to cause Tr — Hr to be compact on LP(I'). We will apply the
results of this paper to prove exactly this when ||A’|| is sufficiently
small.

Proposition 4.2. Suppose that A : R — R is absolutely continuous,
and that A" € LEo(R). Then, there exists an n > 0 such that Tr — Hp
is compact on LP(T"), 1 < p < oo, whenever ||A’||« < 7.

Moving over to the real line, we have formally that

20 @f - HenC) =Y (3) 7 (1 VIFAT) 0

where T, : LP(R) — LP(R) is the operator associated to the kernel
(A(z) — A(t) = 2A(z — 1(z — 1)) + 2A(x — 3(z — t)))"
(.T _ t)nJrl )

The expression for K is reminiscent of a double difference of A. Op-
erators associated to such kernels have received attention by Coifman
and Meyer [4]. Note that K, is anti-symmetric for each n. In what
follows, we will prove that each K, is a compact Calderén-Zygmund
kernel and that T,, satisfies the weak compactness condition with ap-
propriate bounds. Moreover, through an inductive procedure, we shall
compute 7, (1) and check its membership to CMO. This way, we will
deduce that T, is compact and obtain the existence of a constant C' > 0
such that ||T),||zr—r» < C™||A’||%. Then, by setting n = 2/C, we will
have finally proven Proposition [4.2
Note that we may write

K,(x,t) =

x i(mft "

. - )
1 Ji Az)de fx,g(x,t) A'(z) dz

x—t x—t s(z—1)

K,(x,t) =
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The inner expression can be interpeted as the difference of two averages
of A’. From the estimate

1 2
\ff—fJ|gm/]|f—fz|dtsm/1|f—ff|dt,

where J C I are two intervals such that |I| = 2|J| and f; denotes the
average of f on I, we deduce

n n 1
(21) | Ky (2, 1)] < 2 ||A,||BMOm'

Demonstrating the smoothness condition of Definition is more
involved. Let z,t,¢ € R with 0 < 2|t — | < |r —t|. We denote
Gp(z,t) = (x — t)"" K, (z,t) for notational convenience and note that

K, (z,t) — K, (z,t") =
G, 1) (x — )" — (x — t)"*? Gu(z,t) — Gy, t')
AT (z — t)n+i(x — t/)nt! (v —t)nt!
Regarding the first term of this decomposition, there exists, by the

mean value theorem, a A between t and ', and therefore satisfying
|t — A| < |t —t'|, such that

GML£)<%;fz;iQ;i;;tf)::

Gz, t') (x — A" t—t

1 .
) o o e =)
For M > 0, let
Gz, t
Fy,(M)= sup L,) ,
Lere, |(x—1)"
olt—t'|<[a—

where I, is the interval with endpoints  and ¢, and Z) is the set of
intervals I with center ¢(I) such that 2= < |I| < 2M and |c(])| <
%. Clearly Fi, is decreasing, and from the assumption that A" €
CMO in conjunction with the estimate (2I)) it follows that ||F} /e S
2| A Bvo and limps—yoo F1 (M) = 0. This gives us control of the first

term,

N (& =t) T — (- )"
Gz, t) ( (x — t)n+l(z — )+ ) ’
S0 1) () Fuo (nax(logso )] o+ €D) {7

jz —t*

To deal with the second term we will consider the cases n = 1 and
n > 2 separately. Suppose first that n > 2. Applying the mean value
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theorem, there exists a A with
A1)+ 2A( — (— 1) ~24(z — (2 — 1)) = N| < |Gr(, 1) ~ a7
and such that
Gu(z,t) — Gp(z,t) Gi(z,t) — Gy(z,t) (A(x) = N ¢ =t

(z — t)n+l N t—t (x —t)-1 (z—1)%

At this point the condition A" € L comes into play, since it is neces-
sary for estimating the first factor;

Gl(xv t) — Gl(l‘a t/)
) =D <A
On the other hand, introducing
Az) = A"
Fy,(M)=  sup ‘L ,
I 1+€T5, r—t
2[t—t'|<[z—1

we have that A" € CMO again implies that [|Fb |l S 4™ |4 ||Emo and
lim Fy,(M) = 0. Therefore,

M—oo

‘Gn(:c,t) — Gu(z,t)
(x —t)ntl

|t = 1]

LA o P (mse (ol — 1) o+ 1)) -

When n = 1, the previous argument fails. Instead, we pick a 6,
0 <0 <1, and write

’GNLO—GNLW =)0 e

_ ’Gl(x, t) — Gy(z,t)

(x —t)? t—t |z —t[=9 |x — t|1 0
Define
Gi(z,t) — Gy(x, )] |t = /|10
Fo1(M) = sup ' 1(2,1) /1(:1:, )| | ‘175.
I €15, t—1t |z — t|
2t—t'|<|z—t|

It is clear that || Fy1]jec S [|A']|oo- We prove now that lim s, F5 1 (M)
0. For suppose that limp;_ 0 Fy1(M) = > 0. Then there exists a se-
quence (My) with M, — oo and corresponding sequences (zy), (t),
and (t}) such that I, ;, € Iy, , 2|ty — t;| < |vp —t;], and

Ktk
G ty) — G | |t — i |10
f}k — t;c |.T}k — tk‘175
There could not exist a constant C' > 0 such that
_ /

|z —te| —
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for all k, for then

Gi(x, tr) = Grlaw, ty) | [t ="
f}k — t;c |.T}k — tk|1_6 -
2179 | @ ty) — G t)
1(.77k, k) 1(']7]?7 k) N 0’ E— 00,
C T — tk

by the fact that A’ € CMO. Hence it must be that

t, — ¢

0.

This also contradicts (22]), however, since the first factor of the left
hand side is bounded, seeing as A’ € L*°. By this contradiction we
conclude that limps_,o F12(M) = 0.

Appealing to these estimates and the anti-symmetry of K, we may
easily construct a set of admissible functions L,,, S,, and D,, so that the
conditions of Definition are fulfilled with 6 = 1 for n > 2 and every
0 <1 for n = 1. Hence, K, is a compact Calderén-Zygmund kernel.

We turn now to the verification of the weak compactness condition.
For every compact interval I with center ¢(I), we introduce the kernel

Ky (x,t) = [IKo({ |2 + (), [I|t + (1)),

and note that

(23)
| K (,1)] < mF&n (max ([logy(|I]|z =t [[{[(z +t) +2¢(I)]))
where
Fyo(M) = sup Gulz,1) '
Lers, | (v —1)"

As before it is clear that Fj,, is a decreasing function with ||F3,, |l S
27| A" ||Evo and limpy o0 3, (M) = 0. For ¢ € S(R), we write ¢;(x) =

[T]712¢ (%@) Given ¢, ¢ € S(R), we have by the anti-symmetry of
K, that

2Twpr, o) = | Kalz, )(01(2)er(t) = 61(8) () de dt

— | Kl@.0)6@)e(t) - o(t)p()) de d.

]RQ

Since |K](x,t)| < 2"z — t|~! uniformly in I, there exists for each pair
(p,0) a constant C,,, depending only on a finite number of Schwarz
class seminorms, with the following property: for every € > 0 there is
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an M > 1, independent of ¢ and ¢, such that

[ Koot - o0p(@) dd] < 2°C, e
{Jo—t|>MIU{|o—t|< L Ju{|z-+t[>M}
To see this, simply note that
o(x)p(t) — o(t)p(x)

x—t

c S(R?)

is a Schwarz function of two variables. Furthermore, in view of (23)
we have

(24) / K2, ) (8(2)(t) — o(t)p(a)) da di

{37 <lz—t|<M}n{|z+t|<M}

< CnC’;@Fg,m (max (logz(ﬁ), —log, (|| M), W)) ,
for some constants C, and C7, 5, depending only on n and a finite
number of seminorms of ¢ and ¢, respectively. Note in particular that
|z +t| < M and |c¢(I)| > M|I| imply that
rdist(1,Dy) — 1

7 .

Together with the trivial facts that |I||x —¢| > |I|/M and |I||z —t] <
|I|M when (z,t) lies in the domain of integration of (24]), and that
% < 2 when |c¢(I)] < M|I|, we obtain the desired estimate in
[24) for an appropriate C,. We conclude that T, satisfies the weak
compactness condition. For future reference we also record the implied

bound on the weak boundedness constant of 7T;, present in the above
considerations. Namely

[(Tospr, ¢)| < 2" (| A" [Br0Clp s

Finally, we shall show that 7, (1) belongs to CMO by evaluating
it inductively in a principal value sense. The justifications for these
computations are analogous to those that appear in considerations of
Cauchy type operators in connection with the classical T'(1) theory, see
for example Christ [2].

For x with |z| < r < R and € > 0, integrate by parts to obtain that

[ ](z + 1) + 2e(D)] > |e(D)] 2

1[Gz, )] 1[Gz, )]
s AR g M = A
Jen TGO+ 340 - 0) = FA - G0 e

[t—z|>e
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with the understanding that Go = 1. Splitting the latter integral into
three parts according to its summands and making the linear changes
of variables  — ¢ = 4(x — z) and x —t = 3(z —w) in the last two terms
we find that

) /t|<R Kol 1) dt = % [Mr}% 1 [Mrm

[t—z|>e ("L‘ - t)n t=—R n (ZL‘ — t)n t—p—e
Gna(z,t) 2 Gnoa(z,z —4(x —2)) ,
——A(t) dt+— A(2)d

Jr/It<R (x —t)" ®) +4n /m4(xz)<1~z (z — 2)" (2) dz
[t—z|>e |z—x|>e/4
n G,z — 4z —
—9 3 / \ (2, — 5 w>)A’(w) dw
4 |z—3 (z—w)|<R (x —w)"
|w—z|>3e/4

Since A’ € CMO it is clear that the first two terms tend to zero,
uniformly for |z| < r, ase — 0 and R — oo.

Suppose now that n = 1. Seeing as r is arbitrary, we then find in
the limit that

Ti(1) = H(A) + %H(A’) 2

2
where H denotes the usual Hilbert transform. Note that the Hilbert
transform is bounded as a map H : CMO — CMO.

At this point we have verified the compactness of T} on LP, 1 <
p < oo, and as a map T; : Lg;o — CMO. We now proceed with the

inductive step to prove the same for T,,, n > 2. In this case passing to
the limit in (25]) gives

H(A) = 0.

(26)  Tn(1) = T,_1(A") %ﬁ“(A')—zG) T (A,

where fn,l and fn,l are the operators associated to the kernels
~ Gni1(z,x —4(x — 2))

K, 1(z,z)= (z— 2 )
R () = G"‘l(x(’f — f,)(f —)

These kernels are very similar in character to K,,_1, and all computa-
tions performed up to this point can be repeated with minor modifica-
tions for them. In particular, K, _; and I?n_l are compact Calderén-
Zygmund kernels, Tn,l and T\n,l satisfy the weak compactness condi-
tion, 71(1) = ﬁ(l) = 0 and for n > 2, both T},(1) and fn(l) are linear
combinations of T,,_y(A"), T,_1(A") and T,,_1(A’) with coefficients ex-
ponential in n.

Using these results and the fact that A" € L* N CMO, we obtain
by induction that 7,, : L? — LP, 1 < p < oo and T,, : L&, — CMO
are compact maps for n > 1. Furthermore, by inspecting the constants
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in the above calculations and appealing to classical T(1) theory [2],
we obtain bounds on the corresponding operator norms; there exists a
constant C' > 0 such that

| Tall ez < CPIANS, 1Tl ~cmo < CMIATIL

CMO
We conclude that Tr — Hy : LP(I') — LP(T") is compact when [|A'||» <
2/C, hence finishing the proof of Proposition [4.21 O
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