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SPARSE DOMINATION VIA THE HELICOIDAL METHOD

CRISTINA BENEA AND CAMIL MUSCALU*

ABSTRACT. Using exclusively the localized estimates upon which the helicoidal method

was built in [BM16], we show how sparse estimates can also be obtained. This approach

yields a sparse domination for multiple vector-valued extensions of operators as well. We

illustrate these ideas for an n-linear Fourier multiplier whose symbol is singular along a
+1

k-dimensional subspace of I = {€1 +...+&p+1 = 0}, where k < nro 7 and for the variational

Carleson operator.

1. INTRODUCTION

The helicoidal method, which we previously developed in [BM16], [BM17], represents
a new iterative method founded upon very precise local estimates for (quasi)linear and
(quasi)multilinear operators and their multiple vector-valued extensions. It allowed us
to give positive answers to several questions in harmonic analysis that had been open
previously. In particular, we proved that in the local L? range, all the multiple vector-
valued extensions of the bilinear Hilbert transform BHT from [LT99] have the same range
as the scalar operator itself. Before that, it was not known whether there exist any vector-
valued extensions which behave in a similar way to the scalar bilinear Hilbert transform.
For more details, see [BM16].

In short, the efficiency of the method relies in the sharp localization result, which is
rendered global (in a multiple vector-valued form) by an additional stopping time, i.e. an
additional decomposition of each of the functiones involved. Through the local estimates
and the control of the local operator norm (which are themselves obtained through a
stopping time) we can access any triple of Lebesgue exponents from the domain of the
bilinear Hilbert transform (including those outside the local L? range), obtain the localized
vector-valued estimates while keeping track of the operator norm, and eventually convert
all these into global estimates. Thus, we are making use of iterated stopping times, and this
is one of the main differences between the helicoidal method and the previous approaches
to vector-valued extensions for BHT, which had only produced partial results (see [Sil14],
[HLP13]).

In the present work, we will show how the helicoidal method can be naturally adjusted
for proving sparse estimates, both for the operator 7" in question and for any of its multiple
vector-valued extension 7', which takes values in the vector space X (for us, X will consist
of iterated Lebesgue spaces). That is, we prove sparse estimates for ||T||‘}ﬂ (R:X)(0)’ for any
0 < g < o0, and any positive, locally integrable function v.

An interesting consequence of such sparse estimates are Fefferman-Stein inequalities for
T and its vector-valued extensions, which state that the operator T' is controlled by a
certain maximal operator in |-||f¢(,) (quasi)-norms. Consequently, vector-valued weighted
estimates can be deduced.

*The author is also a Member of the “Simion Stoilow” Institute of Mathematics of the Romanian
Academy.
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Our method applies to many operators in harmonic analysis. We will illustrate these
ideas for the natural generalization of the bilinear Hilbert transform, which is T, an
n-linear Fourier multiplier whose symbol is singular along a k-dimensional subspace of

1
I'={& + ...+ &1 = 0}, where k < nr

proving sparse estimates applies to these operators, while the localization principle and
the helicoidal method apply straightaway. We also give a special consideration to Ty,
which corresponds to a multilinear Calderén-Zygmund operator. Specifically, we prove
multiple vector-valued (and sparse) inequalities even in the situation when L spaces are
involved, which was not known before. Estimates involving L played an important role
in proving mixed-norm estimates for multi-parameter Calderén-Zygmund operators and
for deducing Leibniz rules in mixed-norm spaces in [BM16].

Another case study is the variational Carleson operator from [OST*12|, for which the
localization principle produces an extra simplification in the proof: more precise local
estimates (which are themselves obtained through stopping times) allow for a clean-cut
exceptional set and a simpler stopping time which produces the global estimate. See also
the expository paper [BM18].

We will see that the local property of an operator (or of its bilinear/ multilinear form) is
at the heart of “sharp” vector-valued and weighted extensions. The two types of extensions
are similar in spirit, in the sense that they both amount to changing the measure space
and the Lebesgue exponents in the domain of the operator. For linear operators, it is
known that there is a deeper connection between vector-valued and weighted extensions
(see [GCRAFESH]).

In the multilinear case, especially for operators which are not of Calderén-Zygmund
type, weighted estimates and the appropriate extrapolation theory were not known until
very recently, hence the search for vector-valued extensions was calling for a new approach.
For the bilinear Hilbert transform, which should be thought of as the least complex of such
operators, partial results were obtained in [HLP13|] combining time-frequency analysis and
UMD spaces techniques, and also in [Sil14], where ideas regarding vector-valued estimates
from [BT13] were incorporated in the time-frequency analysis method.

In [Benl5|, the interest in vector-valued extensions for the bilinear Hilbert transform
was prompted by a bilinear Rubio de Francia operator for iterated Fourier integrals:

RE(f.9)0)=(2] [ feit@) @@ g g ),

ap<§1<§2<by,

For the time being, no other strategy of

which is associated to an arbitrary collection {[ay,bx]}x of intervals with bounded overlap,
and a Lebesgue exponent 1 < r < co. Given that in its multiplier form BHT can be written
as

BHT(f.9)(0) = [ f(€)a(&)e™™ ™ Dagides,
§1<€2

the non-linear operator RF, can be regarded as a linear £"-valued extension of the bilinear
Hilbert transform. The natural restrictions for r, in the bilinear setting (and which proved
to be accurate), seemed to be 1 <7 < oco. This should the compared to the linear Rubio
de Francia ¢"-valued operator associated to arbitrary Fourier projections onto a family of
intervals of bounded overlap, where the condition 2 < r < oo is necessary. For the linear
operator, £ estimates for the sharp Fourier projections are deduced from the boundedness
of Carleson operator; for the bilinear operator RF}., the case r = oo can be studied by using
the bi-Carleson operator of [MTTO06] (and again, the Carleson operator).
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In dealing directly with the operator RF,., we developed a proof based on spatial local-
izations, the principle being that in order to control arbitrary frequency scales which are
dictated by a quantitative size (a vector-valued square function), a local maximal operator
which only retains the spatial information is needed. Stopping times (i.e. a decomposi-
tion procedure of the operator according to varying averages) and the local control of the
operator by local maximal averages imply the boundedness of the operator.

The same method, i.e. a local control of the operator by localized “sizes” (or local
maximal averages), produced in [BM16] and [BM17] multiple vector-valued extensions for
BHT. With an alteration of the stopping time procedure, we will show that it also yields
sparse estimates even in the multiple vector-valued setting. More generally, this will apply
to operators that admit a decomposition into wave packets indexed after a certain collection
P, in the sense that they can be represented as

(1) To(fiyoos fo) (@) = S T[T (fr,8b) - (O3 ) 05 ().

PeP

We claim that sparse and vector-valued estimates are implied by a suitable local estimate
for the spatial localization Tp(f,) of the operator (we only consider tiles P € P with the
spatial interval Ip contained inside Ij), which can be written as

(2)
- Si ~ qr' 1 Sn+1 . 5nq+
HTP(IO)(fh...,fn)HLq(vq S I:[( su . 7l f|f](x)| i Xﬁdm) J ( sup Tl fR|v($)| ! X%df) | ol

PeP(Ig)*

Above, 0 < ¢ <1 (on Subaddltwlty grounds), 1 < s1,...,8,41 < co are certain Lebesgue
exponents which reflect the operator’s properties, and v? is a positive, locally integrable
function. The case ¢ = 1 corresponds to the study of the (n + 1)-linear form, and such
local estimates were used in [BM16]. For ¢ < 1, the local estimate appeared in [BM17],
for particular functions that are bounded above by characteristic functions of sets of finite
measure. In fact, if the range of exponents (s1,...,s,+1) for which we want to prove the
sparse domination is open, local estimates for restricted type functions are sufficient (see
Section [3.2)).

We note that our approach yields sparse estimates by making use solely of the local
character of the operator (which is an innate property): this is distinct from Lerner’s use
of local mean oscillation from [Ler13], or from Lacey’s or Lerner’s reiterative slicing from
[Lacl?] or [Lerl6].

What is more, we obtain a global Fefferman-Stein inequality: provided v? is a weight
satisfying a reverse H(')'lder—s"T+1 inequality, we have that

(FS) HT(flv s 7fn) HLq(vq) S HM517~~~75n(f17 s 7fn)HLq(vq)7
where My, is the multi(-sub)linear maximal operator
3) WMo f)@) =50 1T (g [ 1)

Qr j1 1 |Q)
That is, M s1,...sn (and as a result the product of n Hardy-Littlewood maximal functions
M, -...- Ms,), controls the operator 7' in any L?(v?) norm, under certain conditions on
S1y---58n-

The first instance of a (ES)) inequality available for all 0 < g < co appeared in [FS72],
and the weighted case in [CEF74]; sometimes they are referred to as Coifman-Fefferman
inequalities in the literature. Commonly, the Fefferman-Stein inequalities are obtained as
a consequence of good lambda inequalities, which also yield weighted estimates. In the
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context of Calderén-Zygmund theory, the good lambda inequalities assert that level sets
of the maximal function control level sets of Calderén-Zygmund operators (or of their
oscillations/ maximal truncations).

Broadly speaking, the philosophy behind our approach for Fefferman-Stein inequalities
or for sparse domination is somewhat similar: first, we know that locally T is controlled
by the product of n + 1 maximal averages. A stopping time will identify the intervals (and
associated collections of tiles) where all of the maximal averages are uniformly controlled
by averages. Since all these intervals chosen through the stopping time correspond to level
sets of localized maximal functions, they are relatively “sparse”. This last property allows
to recover the global L? norm of Ms1,...,sn,sn+1(f17 ey fnsv).

On the other hand, for vector-valued estimates of the type T': LP* (™) x...x LPn({™) —
LP(L"), i.e. an inequality such as

(et ooy,

n

[Ty

‘pj7

each of the the maximal L% averages of f]k will be converted through a stopping time into
L™ averages, while making sure to save the “spare” information, which is set aside as an
operatorial norm. The L™/ averages are summed up via Holder, and transformed again into

1
L% maximal averages of (Zk | ffr?’)r_j, eventually localized. The stopping times, as the
Calderén-Zygmund decomposition, play an important role since they allow to transform
maximal averages into averages.

Hence, all of the above apply equally to multiple vector-valued extensions of the operator
T: in this setting too, we can obtain sparse domination and Fefferman-Stein inequalities.
All of these will be made precise shortly.

We recall the linear theory first. If T is a linear operator so that 7' : LP(dx) — LP(dz)
for p € Range(T), and (W, 1) is a o-finite measure space, we want to find Range(T}), the
range of exponents r so that

(VVE) T: LP(R: L' (W, 1)) — LP(R; L' (W, 1))

In the weighted theory, we want to characterize the class of weights w (that is, positive,
locally integrable functions) for which

(WE) T:LP(wdzr) - LP(wdx).

For Calderén-Zygmund operators, the collection of weights for which (WE) holds is the
A, class containing weights w that satisfy

-1
(4) sup w(:z:)dx ][w(:zt)l P dm) < oo.
I interval

The quantity in (4]) represents the A, characteristic of w and is denoted [w]4,. Alterna-
tively, one can describe these weights as being exactly those for which the Hardy-Littlewood
maximal function M is a bounded operator on LP(wdx), for 1 < p < co.

The class A, turned out to be especially suited for extrapolation: more exactly, if we
know that T': LP(wdx) - LP(wdz) for all w e Ay, then

T:L%(wdx) > L°(wdzx) for all we A,
and moreover, we can also obtain the vector-valued extension:

T:L°(R; L"(wdz)) - L*(R; L" (wdz)) forall we A and any 1 <7 < oco.
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As a consequence, vector-valued estimates can be obtained through extrapolation, once
weighted estimates in a suitable class are known.

A well-known question in harmonic analysis had been the As conjecture, which predicted
a linear dependency of [w] 4, in (WEI), for Calderén-Zygmund operators, if p = 2. Although
this was answered positively in [Hyt12], simpler proofs were provided ([Ler13], [LaclT],
[Ler16]), based on an underlying sparse structure that had appeared previously in [Ler11],
[Hyt12] and [CUMP12].

As already announced, we will illustrate how the helicoidal method, a technique developed
in [Benl5], [BM16] for showing vector-valued estimates for the bilinear Hilbert transform
operator BHT, can be used also for obtaining sparse estimates and multiple vector-valued
sparse estimates. The singularity of the multiplier of BHT', which is defined by

(Fg) = [ FE@)ate)e =g de,
§1<€2

differentiates it from general Calderén-Zygmund operators. A weighted theory for opera-
tors similar to BHT was only recently investigated in [CDPO16], [CUM17], [LMO1S].
The multiple vector-valued spaces considered here are mixed norm L? spaces. Let m > 1

be a natural number, {(W;,X;,1;)}i<j<m are totally o-finite measure spaces and P =
m

m n
(p1,---,pm) is an m-tuple. Then on the product space (W, 3, u) := (H Wj, H i [T wy)

7=1 7=1 7=1
the mixed norm is defined by

1= (L L 1) dion () 5 dp ()7

In [BM16], estimates for BHT on such spaces were necessary in the study of multi-
parameter operators, such as BHTQII®...®ll or [I®Il®...Q®II, where Il is a paraproduct
\bilinear Calderén-Zygmund operator.

As mentioned before, one of our case studies is the n-linear operator T} given by a
multiplier singular along a k-dimensional subspace of T' := {1 + ... + &,41 = 0}, where

+1
k < nT Such operators were studied in [MTT02]. We note that the case n =2,k =1
corresponds to the BHT operator of [LT97], [LT99], while the case n = 3,k = 2, which does
n+1

not satisfy our sufficient condition k < , corresponds to the trilinear Hilbert transform
and its boundedness is still an open question. More recently, in [Kes17], it was proved that

n+
no LP estimates can hold for general multipliers if k > ——, and consequently, the only
2

undecided case is k = [n + 1 ]

Another situation of particular interest is that when k£ = 0; then the multilinear operator,
denoted Tp, is given by a multiplier that is singular at the origin. Hence we recover
multilinear Fourier multipliers (sometimes called “paraproducts”), which are particular
cases of multilinear Calderén-Zygmund operators. Sparse estimates for these were studied
in [LN15], and in Section we discuss multiple vector-valued generalizations.

For an operator as above, we prove the following vector-valued and sparse estimates:

Theorem 1. Let IV be a subspace of T':= {€ e R™™ : & + ... + &1 = 0} of dimension k
where 1 < k < "T” Assume that T is non-degenerate in the sense of [MTT02|, and that m
satisfies the estimate

0gm(&)| s dist (&)
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for all partial derivatives 8? on I' up to some finite order. Let T}, be an n-linear operator
associated to the (n+ 1)-linear form

(5)  A(fi,--s foe1) = m(€, . 1) FL(&1) - Frst (Ens1)dEr . dEpr.

£1+-~~+£n+1=0

Then the operator T}, admits multiple vector-valued extensions of depth m
Ty LP (R L (W, o)) o LP (R L (W, ) = LPnen (R L (W, 1))

for (p1,...,Pn,Pn+1) and m-tuples (Ry, ..., Ry, Ry41) for which there exist a tuple (..., 0n11)
with o € (0, %) as in (B1), so that the following conditions are satisfied:

1
(6) 1<pjri<oo Vi<j<n, E<p;+1,(r;+1)’<oo vi<i<m,
1 1 1 1 1 1
(7) — 4. —+ =1, <+t T +o—=1 Vi<i<m,
P1 Pn Pn+1 rl Tn rnJrl
1 1 .
(8) —<l-aj, —<l-a; foralll<j<n+1,1<I<m.
pj Tj

Moreover, T}, admits a multiple vector-valued sparse domination in any LY space, for
any 0 < g < co. If X; denotes the space LB (W, p) forall1<j<n, X! | = LR;H(W,,u),
and if there exists a tuple (o, ..., 0m+1) with a; € (0, %) as in (B17) for which
(9) Til<1—ozj foralll<j<n+1,1<l<m,

J
1

Sn+1

then, given Lebesgue exponents s; with % <l-aj forall1<j<n and < % - Qpe1, aNY
vector-valued functions fi,..., fn so that Hfj(x,)HXJ are locally integrable, and v a locally

g-integrable function, we can construct a sparse collection S depending on the functions fj
and v and the exponents s; and q for which

(10)
- - n 1 - Si o~ Sj 1 Sntl = Sn+1
i ol ol 211G [ Mol 1 ao)™ (i [ @t 3 )™
€S j=
Remark:. (i) In the Banach case (i.e. when 1< Té» <oo forall1<j<n+1,1<1<m),

if ¢ =1, the sparse estimate above is equivalent to a multiple vector-valued sparse
domination for the n + 1-linear form.

(ii) We call the estimate in Theorem[1l a “depth-m” inequality, meaning that the vector
spaces correspond to m-tuples. We refer to the classical scalar-valued inequality as
a“ 0-depth” inequality.

(iii) Both the multiple vector-valued and the sparse multiple vector-valued estimates as-
sociated to (Ry, ..., Rp+1) are conditioned by the existence of a tuple (..., 0n41)
gwen by ([B1), for which condition (@) holds. Then the Lebesgue exponents p; in the
case of the vector-valued extension (which satisfy (1)), and the Lebesque exponents
s;j in the case of the sparse domination (which we are trying to minimize), must
also verify pij <l-aj and % < 1-ay, respectively (with the exception of spy1, which

11
Sn+1 < q Oén+1)'

should satisfy

As a consequence of the sparse estimate (I0]), we deduce the following
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Corollary 2 (Fefferman-Stein inequality for Ty). Let (aq,...,an+1) € (0, %)"*1 be a tuple
1
defined by (BT), and 0 < p < oo. For any S1,...,8n,Sn+1 Satisfying = <1-ay for all

j
Lo <l a1 and any m-tuples (Ry,..., Ry, R |) satisfying (@), we have

7 Sn+1 p

H ”Tk(fh cee ’fn)”LR:wl(W 1) Hp S H HMS](H]?J(:E? ')”LRj (W”u))”P'
) jzl

1<5<n

Moreover, if w is a weight in RHsn.1, we have that
P

(11) HHTk(fh cee 7fn)HLR;L+1 HLp(w) S HM817---787L(H.]F1(‘T7 ')HLRl IR an(‘rv ')HLRn)HLp(w)a

where Msl,...,sn is the multi(sub-)linear maximal operator defined in [Bl). The implicit
constant in ([II]) depends on the weight w.

For multilinear Calderén-Zygmund operators, a similar result is due to Coifman and
Meyer [CMT75]. A weighted estimate involving products of maximal functions appeared in
[GT02], and in [LOP*09a] an inequality as above using the multilinear maximal function
was obtained; in both cases, the condition on the weight is that w € A.. We sketch the
proof of this result in Section [T.1]

Together with the weighted estimates that we will prove for M s1,...,sn il Proposition 22,
we deduce the following weighted estimates for Tj:

Corollary 3. Let (aq,...,an+1) € (0, %)”*1 be a tuple defined by (B1), 1< 81,...,8p41 < 00

L < %— Qpi1, while the m-tuples

1
are exponents satisfying — < 1-a; for all 1 < j < n,
Sj

Sn+1
(R1,...,Rn, R, .1) comply with condition @) of Theorem [D. Then for any qi,...,qn,q so
that sj < qj < oo for all1<j<n and qil +.o.+ % = %, the operator Ty, satisfies the following
vector-valued weighted estimate:

Ty : L (R; Lt (W,,u))(w‘ln) x...x L (R; LB» (W,u))(w%") - LI(R; L (W,,u))(wq),

where w=w1 - ... w, and the vector weight W = (wi“, .., wim) satisfies the condition
1n —od 11
(12) sup ][ wnHl ) sne (][ w.qﬂ_”)sj Y < too.
oo ()% T (f

Note that we allow q; = oo for some of the j, but in that case w; = 1.

Recently, weighted estimates were obtained through extrapolation in [CUMIT], for the
bilinear Hilbert transform operator (though the classes of weights involved are smaller,
and L* spaces do not appear). The method of the proof doesn’t allow to recover all the
vector-valued estimates from [BMI16] and [BMI17]. Even more recently, an extrapolation
theory for vector weights was developed in [LMOI18], which, together with the weighted
estimates from [CDPOI16], allow to recover all the vector-valued estimates from [BM16]
and [BM17] (except for the case when L* spaces are involved). A more comprehensive
discussion and a proof of Corollary B will follow in Section

Remark:. The condition ({12 on the vector weight is the same as that in [LMOI18] or
[CDPO16], but written somehow differently. If ¢ > 1, the condition on sp41 is that

1 1
— — Qpi1, which is the same as < (1 - an+1) -
q q

<
Sn+1

Sn+1
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In Corollary 3, we don’t keep track of the “qualitative” dependency on the vector weight,
but it can be traced directly from the sparse form (10)).

The exact range of exponents for the multiple vector-valued inequalities depends closely
on the values of the tuple (a1, ..., a,11) € (0, %)"*1. However, if all the exponents (r},... ,rL )
for 1 <1< m, are “local L?” exponents (that is, 2 < 7‘; <ooforall1<j<n+1,1<1<m),
then the range of the depth-m vector-valued extension of T} corresponding to the tuple
(R1,...,Ry41) coincides with the range of the operator in the scalar case. This is because
the constraint in (8) reduces to a constraint on the p; only: ril <1-q; is automatically

satisfied. An immediate consequence, which can be obtained b}i using the tools developed
in [BM16]), is the following result:

1
Corollary 4. For anyn >1 and any 0 <k < nr

, the multi-parameter operator Ty, ® Ty ®

... ® Ty satisfies the same LP estimates as the operator Ty, itself:
T, ®Tp®...® Ty : LP(R™) x ... LP"(R™) — LPn+1 (R™),

for any (p1,...,Pn,Dh,1) € Range(T}).

This extends our previous results from [BM16], corresponding to the multi-parameter
operator BHT @11 ® ... Il

Also, for Ty (i.e. a multilinear Hérmander-Mikhlin multiplier) we obtain the following
sparse domination:
Theorem 5. Let (Ry,..., Ry, R,.1) be m-tuples so that 1 < ré- <oo foralll1<l<m,1<j5<
n, % < (wal)’ <oo. Lete>0. For any such tuples R;, any vector-valued functions fl, e ,fn
so that Hf](x,)HRJ are locally integrable, and any v a locally q-integrable function, we can

construct a sparse collection S depending on the functions f] and v and the exponents q
and € for which

- - noo1 z Do~ o5 1 g - ares
HHTo(fl,...,fn)HLR;Hl .UHZgc;gnl(@A\|fj(x7.)‘|$;6]),ngx)m] (@fmh’(”ﬂ)rﬁ M )T Q.
€S j=

Above, 0j,¢4 € {0,€} with at most m of the j #0. If || - |
€q=0.

4 w18 subadditive, we can take
L 'n+l

In [LN15], a pointwise sparse domination was proved for Ty in the scalar case. The
method seems to extend to the case of multiple vector-valued spaces, provided L spaces
are not involved.

The natural Fefferman-Stein inequality, which in the non-weighted scalar case is due to
[CMT5], and to [LOP*09b] in the weighted scalar case, has the following formulation:

Corollary 6. Let (Ry,...,Ry, R ) be m-tuples so that 1 < ré- <oo foralll<l<m,1<
j<n, % <(rl,1) <oo. Let € >0 and §; € {0, ¢} with at most m of the j #0. If w is an Ac
weight and 0 < g < oo, then
. - . . .
ZoCh - Pl oy $ I Massr s (LA g 1) ) @)y

As a second case study, we obtain (multiple) vector-valued and sparse estimates for the
variational Carleson operator:

var,r S ang o 2miz€ g7 :
Cr ()@ =sup sw (3] [ @A)

no<...<ng -1 Any_y

where r > 2.
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Theorem 7. If R=(r!,... . r™) is an m-tuple with v’ <17 < oo, then we have
U LP(R; LW, ) — LP(R; L(W, 1))

for all ' < p < oo.

Further, given 0 < g < oo, €,€64 >0, f a multiple vector-valued function with 1 (2, ) | L w,
locally integrable and v a locally q-integrable function, there exists a sparse collection S of
dyadic intervals (depending on the preceding parameters) so that

var,r 1 ’r" € 7‘+e € q+é
e Loyl s 3 ([ 17T iy 0 @) T (o [ To@)lreee 3 (o)) ¥ Q.
& 1@l = (@

If <1, we can allow for ¢, = 0.

We note that the scalar sparse domination result of Theorem [7, when ¢ = 1, was already
obtained in [DPDUI6]. Also, the scalar case for n = 2,k = 1,¢q = 1 of Theorem [l was
proved in [CDPOI16]. The “localized outer LP embeddings”, formulated in the language
of outer measures of [DT15], sit at the core of the two papers, and are similar in spirit
to the localization principle presented herein. Strictly speaking, this localization principle
was first published in [Benl5|; it was developed in C.B.’s PhD thesis at Cornell University,
and afterwards refined in [BM16].

As usual, the sparse estimates of Theorem [ imply the following weighted inequalities:

Corollary 8. For any 6 >0, and any '+ < p < oo, we have that
€ s IP(w) > 1V (w),

for any weight w € A,L(S. Moreover, the operatorial norm is bounded by

(13) |crars < ([W]A ) )max(ﬁJ)‘

r’+5

Similar estimates hold in the vector-valued case:

)max (pTlf_wl)

0% 1) | o pwmrony  ([914 14 1o o vy

The scalar case was already obtained in [DPDUI6], as a consequence of similar sparse
estimates. The vector-valued weighted estimates follow through extrapolation.

Remark:. If p>r’ is fized, we obtain weighted estimates for all weights
w € U AL,

r’'<po<p Po

which coincides with the class A%.

A Fefferman-Stein inequality is available, in the multiple vector-valued setting, for the
variational Carleson as well:

Corollary 9. For any 0 <p< oo, € >0, and any m-tuple R = (r,...,r™) with r' <1/ < oo,
we have

H Hcvar,rf(x, ) HLR(W,M) Hp N HMT/+€(||f(:E7 ) HLR(W,,u)) Hp

Moreover, if w € Aw, we have that
HHCUM’Tf("Ev ')HLR(W,;L) HLP(w) S HMT’JrE(”f(x")HLR(WW))HLP(U))'

Remark:. The implicit constant in the inequality above depends on the weight w or on its
Ay characteristic. We don’t track that dependence here.
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As mentioned previously, the sparse domination of |7 - v||¢, where T allows for a wave
packet decomposition as in (Il), is implied by a local property of the operator. We present
the statement for T, when n = 2 and ¢ = 1, as the hypothesis had already appeared in
[BM16], for a special class of functions.

Proposition 10. Let P be a collection of tri-tiles and Ap the trilinear form associated to
T. Assume that

e (g5 (s [ @dan) ™ (s [lgGpe 1itde)™
PEIP’(IO)* |IP| PeP(Io)* |IP|

s - 1/s

swp [l ) "
PeIF’(I )* |Ip]|

holds for any dyadic interval Iy and any locally integrable functions f,g and h. Then there

exists S a sparse family of intervals depending on the functions f,g,h and on the Lebesgue

exponents s1, 82,53, so that

1 v o, 1 o he1 a2 1 o e s
Aol X (1 [ 7)™ (i [l 0 do)™ (i [ 1) 1

The proof of this result will be presented in Section [Bl

We now briefly describe the helicoidal method (as used in [BM16] and in [BM17]). When
proving vector-valued inequalities, the sparse property of the three collections produced
through the stopping times is built-in, and it doesn’t play a role in itself. The study of
BHT involves a coupling of L? and L! information, and this motivated the restriction to
functions that are bounded above by characteristic functions of sets of finite measure.

An immediate application of Proposition 6.12 in [MS13] is the following estimate for the
trilinear form associated to the BH'I" operator:

3

(14) Agar)(f1, f2, f3)| H sup 7 |/|f]($)| le(x)da:) sl

where 0 < 01,602,053 <1 and 6 + 02 + 63 = 1. The first part is an L' quantity, similar to

a maximal operator, while the second part is just the L? norm. We want to show that

1 1
BHT : I? x LY - L* where — + — = —. Invoking multilinear interpolation, we can assume

p q s
that [f;(z)| < 1p; for 1 <j <3, and it remains to verify that

[ApaT@)(f1: f2, f3)| S [EA[* - [Eo|*® - |E5|*,

for (o, @, as) arbitrarily close to ; E 8—) with o + g + ag = 1 (if we consider s < 1,
which is natural for bilinear operators, the interpolation statement becomes more involved
and will not be presented in the introduction).

This reduces the problem to finding the good combination of 0,6, and 65 in (I4]) for

1 1 1

which we can obtain an expression similar to |Eq|? - |Ea|e - |E3|". A careful inspection
reveals a constraint on the Lebesgue exponents: for the proof strategy to work, we require
that

1 1, 1
(15 Lol
and in consequence, the adjoint operators need to be considered as well. In particular,
estimates close to L' x L™ — L' cannot be obtained directly, and multilinear interpolation
between adjoint operators is needed.
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Similarly, the vector-valued inequality reduces to proving

11
(16) |ZABHT(]P’)(fkagkyhk)‘ S|F|? |Gl [H[¥
%

. R 1
whenever f = {fr},d = {g9x},h = {hx} are vector-valued functions satisfying (Z | ful™ )7 <

= L 1 1
1r, (Zlglflm)r2 <1g, and (Z|hk|r )’ <lpg, with — + — = —.
k rn rg T

This is achieved through localzzatwn. the estimate in (I4]) is remodeled and localized in
order to obtain the sharp inequality

F.G,H'
[AECH ) fi- 2 g - X2 T Vo - 2

[Ap(ro)(fe - 1P, g1 - 16 b - 1) S
Asiny

Then we can sum in k via Holder’s inequality the expressions | fx - X1,|r,, Which are
further transformed into LP norms (thus the “change of measure space”) of the function
1r. In addition, in order to obtain the largest possible range of exponents for the vector-
valued extensions, the constraint (I5]) had to be removed and specific sharp estimates were
needed.

As a byproduct of the localization (the 0-depth inequality), the constraint (I5]) which
confined us to the region |— - l| < can be removed by using the local estimate

where H H represents the operatorial norm that will be described later.

1+6,;

— [, @) @) T nl,

(17) Apuarp10)(f1, f2, f3) S H Sup Ay
and an additional stopping time. In this way, we can obtain all the known L? estimates for
BHT without using interpolation of adjoint trilinear forms. This was already contained in
[Benl5] and [BMI6].

Note that (7)) is precisely the estimate needed for deducing sparse domination in Propo-
sition Although it initially appeared in the context of restricted-type functions (we
assume |f;(z)| <1 g; (7)), it extends to general functions through an argument resembling
interpolation (see Proposition [I4]).

The paper is organized as follows: after introducing some basic notions in Section Bl we
show in Section Blhow the local estimate implies almost immediately the sparse domination
of the multilinear form and how to remove the restricted-type assumption on the functions.
The stopping time that yields the sparse estimates is compared to the one used in [BM16]
for obtaining vector-valued estimates in Section [ In Sections Bl and [6] we present the
details of the proof of Theorem [I proving inductively the multiple vector-valued sparse
estimates. Weighted estimates that can be deduced directly from the sparse domination
are discussed in Section Finally, in Section [ we illustrate our method for the Carleson
and variational Carleson operators.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Multi-tiles and sizes. We recall some notions pertaining to time-frequency analysis,
yet trying to avoid the prominent technicalities associated to the field. The essential step
in our approach to sparse or vector-valued inequalities consists in proving a local estimate,
such as the one mentioned earlier in Proposition [[0l This will be carried out in Section [,
and more definitions will be introduced at that point.

Definition 1. We call a Holder tuple any tuple (p1,-..,pn,Pns1) 0f exponents satisfying

1 1 1 1
(18) —t . +—= , where 1<p1,...,pn <00, — < Ppiq < 00.
n

b1 Pn Pn+1

The operators fitting our approach are those that allow for a wave packet decomposition,
that is, a decomposition in the time-frequency plane.

Definition 2. A tile is a rectangle P = Ip x wp of area one, with the property that Ip is a
dyadic interval, and wp is contained in a certain translate of the dyadic grid. A multi-tile
is a tuple P = (P, ..., Pyy1) where each Pj is a tile, and so that Ip, = Ip for all1<j<n+1
(that is, all the tiles share the same spatial interval Ip).

Definition 3. A wave packet associated to a tile P = Ip x wp is a smooth function ¢p so

A 9
that supp ¢p < 1—0wp and ¢p is L?-adapted to Ip in the sense that

1 ( . dist (:E,Ip))fM
\Ip|z+F |Ip|

for sufficiently many derivatives k and any M > 0.

(19) 69 ()| < Crot

With the above notation, we can study n-linear operators that allow for a model (n+1)-

linear form representable as
_n-1
(20) 2 el T ap . ap,.
PeP
For the operator introduced in Theorem [, the coefficients are given by a P = (f, (bpj),
for 1 < j <n+1. The Carleson operator, defined by

o R 2mixé
Cr(e)=sup| [ (@) ae).

brings about a measurable function N(z) which attains the supremum in the expression
above, hence ap, = (f1,¢p,), ap, = (f2, ¢p, - l{N(x)EwP2}>‘ In the same way, the variational
Carleson operator of Theorem [7] involves several functions & (z),...,{x(x), and in that
case we have n =1 and ap, = (f1,0p,), ap, = (f2, ép, - Lup, (§k(+))) for some 1 <k < K.
There is no typical way of treating directly these operators, and their study varies
greatly upon the properties of their invariants. However, local estimates for these operators
can be obtained by looking carefully at the classical boundedness proof and adjusting it
accordingly: the goal is now to gather as much information as possible, although at a local
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level. When passing to the global estimate, much consideration is given to keeping track
of the localized operatorial norm.

Now we introduce some notations that will be used throughout the paper. In particular,
we keep on using the notion of “size” in spite of it representing henceforth just a maximal
average over dyadic intervals (as opposed to its common meaning of a square function over
some subcollection of multi-tiles: see Definition [[T], and its use in [LT99], [MTT02], [MS13],
[MTTO04]).

Notation:. Given I € R an interval, 11 denotes its characteristic function, while X1 is a
function L*-adapted to I. For example, we can set

- dist (x,1)\-100
xr(x) = (1+—( ))
|
Then we define the weighted average of a locally integrable function f on I as
1 -
(21) wer(7) = [ 1@ ()

Notation:. A collection of multi-tiles will be usually denoted by P. If Iy is a fixed dyadic
interval and P a collection of multi-tiles, we use the notations

(22) P(Iy):={PeP:Ipcly} and P(Iy)" :=P(Iy)u Py,

where Py, is some multi-tile (not necessarily contained in P) with spatial interval I.

Finally, the most important notion is that of size:

Definition 4. If P is a collection of multi-tiles, then we define its sizep with respect to the
function f by

Ten( ) e sup — oM .
(23) ser(f) = sup o [ @] (@) = sup ave (1)

Then gﬁép([o) and E’E\Z_g]p(jo)-# denote the sizes associated to the collections P(Iy) and
P(Ip)* respectively. Given an interval Iy, if the collections P(1y) is implicitly defined in an
unambiguous way, we simply use the notation

57 10(f) = 575 p 0y () = max(ﬁ L@ 33 @), ey ().

Notation:. We will also use the notations

— 1 1 1 1
(240) STebiay(f)i= swp (= [P ipde)?,  avel (£)= (= [P Rude)?.
e (D)= b (g Ja VI Xaede)?, ey ()= (g Jy VP K
2.2. Sparse collections. Even though the notion of “sparseness” had appeared in various
contexts, with various meanings, in the field of harmonic analysis, here it represents the
geometric property of a collections of intervals which doesn’t allow for too much stacking.
Somehow this is a very good property for obtaining sharp weighted estimates.

Definition 5. Let 0 <n < 1. A collection S of dyadic intervals is called n-sparse if one
can choose pairwise disjoint measurable sets Eg € QQ with |Eg|>n|Q| for all Q € S.

Definition 6. Let A > 1. A family S is called A-Carleson if for any dyadic interval QQ we
have
>, [PI<AlQ.

PeS
Pc@
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As it turns out, the two definitions are equivalent:
1
Lemma 11 (Lemma 6.3 [LN15]). A collection S is n-sparse if and only if it is —-Carleson.
n

Another notion of sparse, which implies the one in Definition [B is the following:

Definition 7. Let 0 <n < 1. A collection of dyadic intervals S is said to be n-sparse if for
each Q € S we have
>, Pl @-n)Ql,
Pechs(Q)
where chs(Q) is the collection of direct descendants of Q in S: the maximal elements of S
that are strictly contained in Q.

It is this last notion that is most commonly verified in practice, for example in [Lacl7],
[BEP16], [Lerl6l.

3. SPARSE DOMINATION VIA THE HELICOIDAL METHOD : LOCAL ESTIMATES IMPLY
SPARSE DOMINATION

In this section we show how the local estimate given by the scalar P(0) statement
(equation (25) below) of the helicoidal method from [BMI16] implies the expected scalar
sparse domination of the multilinear form (corresponding to the case ¢ = 1). This procedure
is quite general, as can be seen from the proof of Theorem [[2 below, but will be illustrated
first for trilinear forms.

Later on, provided we have subadditivity, we prove in Proposition[I3lhow a local estimate
in (quasi-) norm (such as P(0) of the helicoidal method applied to quasi-Banach spaces in
[BM17]) implies a sparse domination in (quasi-) norm (estimate (I0) of Theorem [II).

3.1. The stopping time for the sparse collection. Let Iy be a fixed dyadic interval,
P a rank-1 collection of tri-tiles, and 0 < 01,605,035 <1 with 61 + 02 + 03 = 1. It was proved in
[BM16] that

1+6,

— Lo L6 1403
(25) IAprT.p(10)(fr 9. M) S (size [y 1) 2 - (size 1) 2 - (size 1) 2 - o,

whenever f,g and h are functions having the property that |f(z)| < 1p(z),|g9(z)| < 1g(z)
and |h(x)| < 1g:(x), where F,G and H' are subsets of R of finite measure.

Using exclusively this local estimate, we obtain a sparse domination for the globally-
defined trilinear form App7.p. More exactly, we will construct a sparse family S of intervals
(depending of course on the functions 1p, 15, 15 and the exponents 61,605 and 03) so that

1+91 +92 1+6

L bk}
Apire(f.9.h) ~ [ ) T (o [ e i) T (S [ i) Tl
| <%\ ¢ @ ¢ @ )

whenever f,g,h are as above. Since the restricted weak-type condition on the functions
can be removed (see Proposition [I4] below), we will show in the general context, and for
an arbitrary family P of tiles, how to obtain the sparse domination result from the local
estimate.

Theorem 12. Let P be a collection of tiles and assume that

— s1\1/s - so\1/8 —_ s3\1/s
(26) IAp(1) (.9, 0| S (size g, | 1) o, (sizep, 9|™?) o (size 1, |h[*®) s 1o,
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holds for any dyadic interval Iy and any locally integrable functions f,g and h. Then there
exists a sparse famz'ly S of intervals so that

L1 1.1 L
Ae(fog.m] s 2 (o 1A R ) (o [lgles ) (5 [ bl - hde) s -l
| <% ) g Sl X gy Jy I )

Remark:. 1. We note that the scalar-valued functions can be replaced by more general
vector-valued norms: a local estimate

D — 7 s\ st —— so M52 o— 7 sy )M/
|AIP’(ID)(fvgvh)| S (Slzelo Hf('rv)Hxll) t (SZZEIU Hg(xa)H)é) i (SZZEIU Hh(x7)HX3g) ’. |IO|

will z'mply i an analogous way the vector-valued sparse domination
A N M) Ysig 1 I - 7 dz) Ysze 15 I8 - 2Mdz)* Q).
Al 3 (g f17G IR, xan) "™ (g [, s8an)" (g [ 1R )15 5 a)"™ @)

2. Similarly, a local estimate for a (vector-valued) (n + 1)-linear form will imply a
(vector-valued) sparse domination of the (n+ 1)-linear form.

Proof. The sparse estimation does not only involve a localization in space onto a certain
interval Iy, but also a restriction to a specific subset of tiles Py, < P(Iy). We will construct

S a sparse family of intervals, where S = | J Sy, and for every k >0 we have
k>0

Ske1= U chs(Qo);

QoeSk

that is, the intervals from the & + 1 level Si,q are precisely the descendants of the intervals
of the k-th level Sy.

We start by defining Sy as the collection of maximal dyadic intervals I so that I = Ip for
some tri-tile P € P. Then we show how to construct Sp.1, assuming that Si has already
been constructed: for every Qg € Si, the descendants chs(Qp) are maximal dyadic intervals
Q € Qo so that there exists at least one tri-tile P € P with Ip c ) and so that one of the
following holds:

1 E 1/31 1 s1 1/s1

01 (g S @ @) > e (g L@ @) o
1 sy~ 1/s2 1 s9 1/s2

29 (g L@ @)™ > 0 (o [la@l 7 @)™ or

1 - 33 s3 S3
@) (g L@ @dn)" > 0 (o [ 3 @)

The collection chs(Qo) of such intervals is disjoint due to the maximality condition, and
it is not difficult to check that

1
Y, lQl< §|Q0|7
Qechs(Qo)

provided the constant C' is chosen to be large enough. Indeed, we can see that all the
intervals satisfying (27]) are mutually disjoint and they are contained inside the set

{Msl(f )2 )(:E)>C’ 2 |/|f( )P - Xg[o 1(x)d:1:)1/81}‘
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Using the L*' ~ L* boundedness of Mg, , we can estimate the measure of the set
above by

(M (157 ) > O (i [ 2 ) s

sc81-(mlef<x>|81->zéfol<x>dx) JMa 5 2 5 €Il

This proves the sparse property of the collection S; now we need to prove the sparse
domination estimate. To this end, for every ) € S we define Py to be the collection of
tri-tiles P € P(Q) so that Ip € @, but Ip is not contained in any other descendant of @ in
S. This implies in particular that every such tri-tile satisfies

1 s1. oM 1/s1 1 s1 ~M-1 1/s1
(7 JH @I 5 @de) ™ <0 (7 175 @) ™,
and similarly for ¢ and h. We obtain in this way
- s1\1/s 1 s N 1/s
(sizeplfi™)" 15(7-(R§Ij&|f(x)|l-ng]($)dx)/ g
and likewise,

- 1/s s - 1/s - s2\1/s 83 ~ 1/s
(serg o) s C m[m»wgwmwi<M%Wﬂ“ = [l @)

IQI

Noting that P = (] Pg, we deduce the sparse domination of the trilinear form.

QeS
O
Eventually, the sparse domination we want to obtain doesn’t concern the multilinear
form, but rather an expression of the form ||T'(fi,.. Sl X, ’UHZ (estimate (I0) of
Theorem [II), where T' is an n-(sub)linear operator, fi...., fn are vector—valued functions

and v is a locally g-integrable function, and 0 < ¢ < co. In this case too, the local estimates
imply a sparse domination, and subadditivity is essential.

Proposition 13. Let || - |x,,, be a (quasi-)norm so that || - ||% | 18 subadditive for some

q>0. Let T be a n-(sub)linear operator determined by a collection P of multi-tiles, which
satisfies the multiple vector-valued local estimate: there exist si,...,Sn+1 € (0,00) so that
for any dyadic interval Iy,

Ity oo ol ol TT 58 L), ) (i) - ol

Then there exists a sparse family S of dyadic intervals, depending on the functions fl, . ,fn, v

and the Lebesgue exponents si,...,8p+1,9 So that

NTe(frs s F)llx,, ol s X H f | ()%, - %~ L) f oo XY da) T Q)
QeS j=1 |Q| |Q|

Proof. The stopping time is identical to the one in the proof of Theorem Once the
collection S is defined in an analogous way, and once we have defined for every () € S the
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collection of descendants chs(Q) and the collection of tiles Pg, we only need to notice that

NTe(fr- o Fadlxn,, ol 30 [1Teg (froee o fudlx
QeS

n+1 H

::

< TT Gizer, | fi () |x, )" (smei»’;“v)q-l@l

- M 1 Sn+l | ,1 ﬁ'
> (g LIBEINE, ) (i [ 1o dr) 7 - Q).

QS]:I

1

J

O

3.2. From restricted-type to general functions. Here we present a technical lemma,
which allows to pass from local estimates for restricted-type functions to local estimates
for general functions.

Let Iy be a fixed dyadic interval and P a finite collection of tritiles; recall the notations

P(IO) = {P eP:Ipc [()} and P(IQ)+ = ]P(IO) U P[O,
where Py, is some tritile (not necessarily contained in IP) with spatial interval Ij.

Proposition 14 (Mock interpolation). Assume A is a trilinear form associated to the
collection P, satisfying

|AIP’(IQ)(fugu h)| N
sup (Lflp-fapdx)m' sup (Lflofapdf)az’ sup (ile"ledl")as'Uol,
PeP(Ip)* [p| Jr PeP(Ip)* [[p| Jr PeP(Ip)* [Ip| Jr

for any F,G and H' sets of finite measure and any functions f,g,h such that |f(x)| <
1p(z),lg(x)| < 1a(z) and |h(z)| < 1p(z). Then for any triple (p1,p2,ps) satisfying pic; >
1, and any functions f,qg and h locally integrable, we have

|AIP’(IQ)(fugu h)| N

sup /|f pldx 1. sup f|g XIP| dx 2. sup f|h X1P|pgdx) o)
PeP(Io)* |IP| PeP(Io)* |IP| PeP(Io)* |IP|

The implicit constants in both inequalities above may depend on the «; and p;, but are

independent of the collection of tritiles and of the interval 1.

Proof. Any function can be decomposed according to its level sets; more exactly, we have

(30) f: 2f'1{2k1—1§|f‘§2k1} 22 fk1 22 1fk1 ]-Fk
k1

The above notation means that Fj, = {2V} < |f| < 2"}, and we note that the functions
fk1 SatiSfy |fk1 (:E)| < 1Fk1 (:E)

Likewise, g(x) = Y1, 2" gy, - 1, and h(z) = X, 2ks py,, - 1,

We estimate the trilinear form, using the multilinearity property and the hypotheses:

Apr) (Frg, ) < >0 28125225 | Ap 1oy (fry s Gg s ks )|

k1,k2,ks
1
< Z ok19k2oks sup (—/1Fk1')~(1pdx)o‘1
ke Fasks pep(1y)* 1P| JR

1 - a9 1 ~ a3
sup —/1@ “X1pdx) ~ - sup —le,, “X1pdx) - |l
PeP(Io)* ( [Ip| Jr =2 ) PeP(Io)* (|IP| Rk E )
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Now we are left with proving

1 . 1 . L
ZQk sup (mleFk-ijdx)mS sup (m/R‘f-X[PFld:E)Pl

k PeP(Ip)* PeP(Ip)*

4
Each of the expressions on the left hand side are L1 maximal averages, and they are
summable at the expense of loosing some information; in the end, we will have an LP?
maximal average, with p; > a%
Let kg be so that
1 ~ p1 pL ko
sup (I— |f‘XIp‘ dm)1~2 .
Pep(l)* 1P| JR

2k—1

We note the following: since g, < |f(@)] 1p,(z) < 2% 1p,, we have 1p, (2) $

27FP1| f(2)|P* and hence

f Lp,  Xipda 527 f (@) - o] da 5 200,
[Zp| 75|

Here we need to be more cautious; the adapted weights X7, appearing on the left and
right hand side above are not exactly the same, but one of them is a power of the other.
Nevertheless, the wave packets associated to the tritiles in P can have arbitrary decay, and
for that reason we will not worry about the possibly different x,.

On the other hand, we have the trivial inequality

1 -
m Ale 'X[Pdflf S 1.

Taking the sup over P € P(Iy)* in the expression above, as well as in (3I]), we obtain that

1
sup (_flpk'ilpdx)al Smin(172(k‘o—k)p1al)‘
PeP(Io)* |Ip| Jr

(31)

Then we are ready for the final estimate:

22k sup /le ijdzn)
% PeP(Ip)* |IP|

< Z ok sup flpk ijdx) Z ok sup flpk ijdx)
k<ko  PeP(Io)* |IP| k>ko  PeP(Ip)* |IP|

< Z 2k+ Z 2k2(ko—k)p1a1 < 2ko +2k0 Z 2(]6*’?0)(1*171&1) < 2k0'

k<ko k>ko k>ko
provided 1 —piaq < 0. O
. . . _ 1+9j 1 _ 1+9j
In our application to BHT', we will have a; = —* and o = 3 —€<ay, hence the
J

conditions in Proposition [I4] are satisfied.
Using the notation in (24]), the above proposition and (25) imply the following local
estimate for the model operator of the bilinear Hilbert transform:

Proposition 15. If Iy is a fived dyadic interval and Ap(jy) is a model trilinear form
associated to the BHT operator, we have

Ap(re) (f: 9. 0| s (sizepso) f) - (5ize(1)9) - (5izep(ro)h) - Tol,

1+6;

where pij =t —¢, for any 0 < 61,02,03 <1 with 01 +02+03 =1 and any € >0 small enough.
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Remark:. The result of Proposition[14] can be easily extended to a more general setting: if

T is a vector-valued operator so that | - HiR, and | -||& are subadditive, for which we have
1

n
rs rs q - (7] - (o4
H HTIP(IO)(fla ... ,fn)HLRng g H 1—[1 (szzefolEj) J (szzejo 1En+1) n+l |[0|
]:
for any sets E,...,Epn, Ens1 of finite measure, any vector-valued functions fi,. .., fn such

that ||f](:17)||X] <1p; for all1<j<n, and v a locally q-integrable function so that [v(w)| <
1z  then also

n

1oy Froe s Fdl o -0l S TT (st 1 filx, ) - (size ™ (0))" - 1o,
j=1

for any vector-valued functions fl,...,fn, any locally g-integrable function v, and any
Lebesgue exponents pi,...,ppe1 Satisfying for all 1 <j<n+1, p; > 4.
@

In order to obtain the localized estimates for multiple vector-valued extensions, we make
use of the helicoidal method, as presented in the following Section Ml

3.3. Additional details on sparse domination via the helicoidal method. With
the purpose of making clear and comprehensible the ideas behind our method, we take
another look at the BHT example. We’ve seen in Section B.1] that sparse domination for
restricted-type functions is implied by the fundamental local estimate from [BM16]:

3 1+9j

(32) [Ap(zo) (1, for f3)| S T (size o 1e,) 7 - ol

j=1
which holds for all fixed dyadic intervals Ip € R and all functions satisfying |f;| < 1, with
E; measurable subsets of the real line having finite measure.

This yields a sparse collection S of dyadic intervals (depending on the functions f1, fo
and f3), for which

3
(33) IA(f1s fas f3)1 S D T (aveglEj) Q)

QeS j=1

where pij = HTGj for some 0 < #1,05,05 <1 with 01 + 605 + 603 =1.

Conversely, assuming (33]), one can observe that

3 . 3 05
|A]P’(IO)(f17f27f3)| pS Qz;g 1—[1 (aveg 1Ej) . |Q| < 1—[1 (SiZG[O lEj) 2 . |Io|
€S j= j=

Qclo

This is an easy consequence of the sparseness property of the collection S: Z Q| S 1o
QeS
Qc<lo
In other words, the two estimates ([B2]) and (33]) are essentially equivalent to each other.
In particular, in order to prove (B3] for arbitrary functions, all one has to do is prove the

local inequality ([B2]) for arbitrary functions. Namely, it suffices to prove

3

(34) IAp(10)(f15 f2, f3)] S H(Slzezofy) [1o|.
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Let us recall now how (B2]) has been proved in [BMI6]: start with the generic “size and
energy” estimate from [MTTO04]
3. 0; 1-6;
(35) IAp(f1, fo, f3)I S T] (sizep f;)” - (energyp f;) 7,
j=1
valid for all rank-1 collections of tiles P and 0 < 01,605,603 < 1 s;g‘_t’hat 01 +05+63=1. Above,
sizep f is a maximal square function which satisfies sizep f $ sizep f, while energypf < | f2
for any function f nice enough (see Definition 6.1 in [MTTO04]).
Subsequently, localize (B3] to a fixed dyadic interval I to get

3 —— .
(36) [Apcr)(f1s f2, f3)] S T (size p(sy) fj)ej - (energy p(1,) f5)

7=1

1-6;

Hence the estimate (B82]), which is central to proving vector-valued and sparse estimates,
follows from the localized “size and energy” inequality (B6]) above, once we prove for all
1< j <3 and all functions f; satisfying |f;| < 1p; that

1+60; _0.
J 1 9]
2

(37) (5ize pry )" - (enerey i) £5)' 7 5 (526, 15,) 7 - |lol 7

This follows from the fact that the energy p localizes well:

~ N 1 1
energy p(ro) f5 S 15 Xnollz2 S 11k, - X1ol 2 = (ave 1,18;) % - |Lo]2,

an estimate that had already appeared in a somehow different form in [MTT02], and which
we prove later on in Lemma I8

Returning now to (B4)), the local estimate for general functions, two comments are in

2
order. First, if (B4]) is true for the indices p; := YR then it also holds for p; > oo
J J

as an application of Holder’s inequality. And second, in order to prove sparse domination,
one does not need (34)) in its full generality, but only in the particular case when

(38) ave?jgfj S ave?gfj, for all P eP(Iy), i.e. éi—iglljgfj S ave?gfj

for all 1 < j < 3. This is a simple consequence of the earlier stopping time argument. The
reader familiar with the terminology of outer measures of [DT15] would recognize that

sizepf; = |Fj| g, while energyp fj = |Fj| 2.

when Fj : P — C is defined by F;(P) := (f;j, P) for all P e P. The outer measure spaces L4

(for 2 < g < o0) of [DT15] are defined precisely so as to generalize this correspondence.
. . . 0; —0; .
In particular, the quantity (51ze P(Io) fj) i (energyp( 1) fj)1 ? of (B8] interpolates nat-

urally between these two spaces and because of this we will denote it by || F}|| .o; , where
mock

q%- = 1_Tej + %. Then the original size and energy estimate (35]) can be written as
3
(39) |AP(f17f27f3)|SHHF’j”qu ]
‘]:1 moc

while (37) becomes, for all 1< j <3 and all p; > 1%93_,

1
Py rn
(40) HFJ Hl:qj wilo S (Slze]P’](IO)lEj) ’ |I0|qJ :

mock
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Equivalently, to prove ([82), one could have used the estimate
3
IAp(f1, f2, f3) S TTIF cos
j=1
from [DT15] instead of ([B9), and also the analogue of (0]

1

(41) 1E5l 295 220y S (Siz€ gL, ) - Hol
for 1<j<3.

Note that (I]) is a consequence of (@0]) from [BM16], since

1Fjll cosp S 1 Fl pos -
mock’

A brief proof of this inequality can be found in Proposition 4 of [BMI§].
To sum up, sparse domination for arbitrary functions would follow from inequality (@II)
under the assumption (B8], namely that

_ 1
(42) 1 E5l 29,2 (10) S (ave%([o)fj) +|Lo| % .

The proof of [@2]) for general functions has been worked out in [CDPO16], Proposition
4.1. As explained before, this implies sparse domination as in (33]) for indices p; that satisfy
pj > % for all 1 < j <3. Our main observation is that (B84]) follows from the original one

J

[B2) via a very short interpolation argument. This fact has very important consequences;
in particular, it allows us to prove sparse domination also in the multiple vector-valued
case essentially without any extra effort, since it is known form [BM16] that (82) is true
in this case as well. For more connections with the theory of outer measures, the reader is
referred to Section 2.3 of [BM18].

4. VECTOR-VALUED ESTIMATES VIA THE HELICOIDAL METHOD: A REVIEW

Although we present the helicoidal method in the special context of the bilinear Hilbert
transform operator, it generalizes to many other operators whose multilinear form can be
represented as in ().

4.1. The stopping time for vector-valued estimates. Here we recall some technical
aspects from [BM16], drawing attention to the stopping times involved in proving the
multiple vector-valued estimates, which will be later compared to the stopping times used
for proving sparse domination (see the following Section 4.2]). The goal is to show that
BHT : LP({™) x L") — L*(L"), where (p,q,s) and (r1,r2,7) are Holder tuples, with
r > 1. Since we want to illustrate how the local estimate implies the vector-valued result,
we turn away form the slightly more technical cases r; = 00,79 = 00 or r < 1. Hence, we

want to show
1
-

i i
| IBHT(frog0)l) ||, s |(X 1) ‘p 1D Igwl™) ™
k k k
By vector-valued restricted weak type interpolation (see, for example [BM16]), it is
sufficient to prove the following statement:
for any given F,G and H sets of finite measure, there exists H' ¢ H major subset such
that for any vector-valued functions f = {fr},d ={gx} and h ={hy} satisfying

R

1 1

(glfm)l”)% <1 (Zlo(@)")™ <1, (;m(a;)r“’)7 <1pp,
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we have
(43) | > Aparp(fro gy hi)| S |F| |G| - |H|*?,
k

for (a1,a1,a3) a tuple satisfying aq + ag + a3 = 1, arbitrarily close to %, %, § .

Most often, the major subset H’ is the part of H where f , g are under control: if
|| G|
Q= :El./\/llp(l‘) > C—, Mlg(l‘) >(C — s
{ |H| |H|
then we set H' := H \ Q.

Upon obtaining a proper local estimate, a triple stopping time will be performed, ac-
cording to the sizes of the functions. For this reason we assume that the tiles satisfy, for
d>0,
dist (I P, QC)

[p|

and we need to obtain a certain decay 27'°¢ in the restricted-type inequality (@3).
The next step consists in proving, for 1 < ry,r9,7’ < 0o, the local estimate

(44) |Ap(r)(fe - 1r, gk - 16, hi - 1ar)

1+ ~ 24

F.G,H' ~M ~M M
S1Asy I fe - Xag e lgw - Xz o Mok - X2 N

where HA]?(?;;H ’H represents the operatorial norm of the localized trilinear form where the
extra information is retained, and it equals
F,G,H' - Ster—e f— o 1l o — e
[A(y | = (Bizerqry1r) > 70 (Sizepyle) > 72 (Sizepe)lm) * 7

Then we use Holder to recover the Lebesgue norms of 1p,1¢,1p5/. If we ignored the
operatorial norm HA]?(?;)H ,H, we could only retrieve |F |% |G| - |H |%, which can be very
different from the desired expression |F |%|G|%|H |§ So in order to obtain all the possible
vector-valued estimates, we had to take into account HAg(i;I , , and moreover, to secure

largest possible exponents for the sizes.
Overall, the constraint we obtained for r1,72,7" and p,q,s’, reduces to the existence of
0<61,05,03 <1 with 01 + 05 + 03 = 1, so that we have simultaneously

1+6; (1 1) 1+065 (1 1) 1+63 (1 1)
>max|—,— ], >max|—, — and >max|[—,—].
2 TP 2 ro ¢ 2 r' s’

In order to prove (@), we use restricted-type interpolation and the local estimate (7))
that has already appeared in the introduction. Assuming that |fi(z)| < 1g,,|gk(z)] < 15,
and |hy(2)[ < 1g; and that I ¢ I is a fixed dyadic interval, we have

1461 140y 1463

Ay (Felr grle, hilp)l s (Size ,1p - 1p,) °  (Sizerle 1m,) °  (sizeplm -1g) = [Il.

Through a triple stopping time, we can recover the L, L and L" norms of the func-
F,G,H’
Ap(ro)
later on, when deciding the range of exponents p,q,s. This last part in which we retrieve
the L™ norm of fi and L™ norm of g uses the same argument as the proof of boundedness
of BHT from [MTTO04]: the amelioration, which will allow us to obtain the vector-valued

estimate, relies in the localization of the energy.

tions fr, gr and hi respectively, while H H represents a “surplus” that will be used
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Applying Holder in ([@4]), we obtain a vector-valued local estimate corresponding to a
vector-valued version of the fundamental local result (B2I):

1+6o 1+603

_— L6 —-€ [ B¢
(45) ‘ZAP(IO)(fk,gk,hkﬂ S (SiZG[O]_F) T -(sizelolg) 2 -(sizelolH/) 2 ).
k

This will be used, together with a stopping time that will be described shortly, in order
to obtain the general vector-valued inequality. The stopping times are, in some sense,
reversing the localization procedure: we need to find the good intervals that allow us to
sum up the sizes, so that size ;,1p should be related somehow to |F'|, and the same for the
functions 14 and 1.

The triple stopping time used in [BM16] yields three collections of intervals IJ?J (one for
each function 1z,1¢ and 1), and associated to each of these, a subcollection Py, ¢ P of
tritiles, where 1 < j < 3. Once we have these, for every Iy = Iy n Iy n I3, where I; € J;.Lj, we
need to consider Aplo (f,g,h). Here Py, := ﬂ]P’Ij.

j
In fact, the trilinear form Ap( fx, gk, hi) is bounded above by
IAp(fr, g )| s > |Aey, (i grs i)

n1,n2,n3 Io:ImIz_mlg
1;es}
The intervals I; € Jj' and the collections Py, ¢ IP(I;) of tritiles are chosen so that
size P 1p ~ 27" ~ aver,1p, and similarly for the sizes of 1¢ and 1y respectively. Since

we will be considering the intersection Py, := (1)Py;, and the size is a maximal function at

J
the level of the tritiles, we want to make sure that

Sizepll 17 S SiZG]le lp~avey1p
1

whenever ]P"I1 is a subcollection of Py, .

For this reason, we set Pgiocr = P, and start with the maximal possible size for 1p
(which is going to be bounded nevertheless by min(1,2¢C|F|)), say 27"1. Then set

1 ) B
P, = {PePStOck:mleF.X%deZ my.

The family J’;“ will consist of maximal dyadic intervals I; so that there exists P € Py,
with Ip € I, and moreover, we require that

_ 1 _
9l ¢ lfR1F->z§‘fdxs2”1.

" n
Clearly, Jz, # @ unless P5, = @, and all the intervals I; ¢ J’fl are mutually disjoint.
Then we set P, := {P € Pgoer : Ip € I1}, and we note that, for any subset P’ ¢ Py, ,

éi—i_é plp S 27771 .
Before repeating the algorithm, we set Psiock := Pstock N U P;,. As a consequence, the
g}t
maximal possible size 15 decreases.
We continue the construction of 3?”1, 3?”2, ... (which could be empty), until Pgsper = .
Two properties are especially important:
(1) for every nq so that J}' # @, we have Y |I| $2™|F).

n
Iegt
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(2) sizepr 1p Ssizep, 1p 27" Smin(l, 24 F|/|H|), whenever [P}, is a subcollection of
1
P,

The stopping times for sizelg and sizely are very similar, with the exception that
sizep, 1y $27" S 27Md  We end by recalling how to deduce [{@3) from (@5):

|;Ap<fk,gk,hk)|s > > Y ey, (fro g6 )|

ni,n2,n3 I()=Ilr1]2_ﬂf3 k
Ler}
— 1+291 e — 1+292 e — %—e
S Z Z (SIZG Iy 1F) . (SIZG IO]-G) . (SIZG I()]-H’) . |IO|

ni,nz2,n3 lop=I1nlanlis3

Ijer)
< 3 am(Eem) ga(Steen) gm(S5tew) e g e,

ni,n2,n3
where 0 < y1,72,7v3 <1, with 1 +y2 + 3 = 1. Since
27™ s min(1,2°|F|/|H|), 27" smin(1,2°|G|/|H]), 27" 527M7,

+92

. 1+6¢ 1+063
we obtain ([A3)) for 0 < a; < -6,0<ay < -6,0< a3 < —€, and oy +ag+ag = 1.

Lastly, we present a geometric property of the collection of intervals obtained through
the stopping times above.

Proposition 16. The collection I = Uy, J7* of dyadic intervals satisfies a k-Carleson
condition, i.e. there exists k > 1 so that for every I €Jy, we have

(46) S| < kL.
I’€f]1
I'cl

Proof. If I € I} and I' € I are so that I’ c I, then m > n and moreover, I’ was selected
first. This is due to the maximality of the intervals and because, in this situation,

1 . 1 .
m/ﬂ@lp-xﬁwd:p~2n, u—qfﬂglp-xydaj~2m.

The above condition can be reinterpreted, so that in fact,
C2™-1p(x) <MQp-x1) (x) - 1p(x).
Then, since all the intervals in J* are disjoint,

(47) S <o : MQAp-x)(x) > C- 2™} < COT 27| 1p - x| < C 2V

I'eJm
Summing in m > n, we get the desired conclusion:

S= > S < > ¢ I < R

I'cl m>n ['eJ m>n

Note that the constant x depends only on the norm of the maximal operator. O
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4.2. Conclusions.
As mentioned earlier, Carleson and sparse collections represent the same concept: follow-
ing [LN15], a k-Carleson collection of intervals is in fact %—sparse, and vice versa.
The stopping time used for proving vector-valued estimates yields three Carleson collec-
tions, one for every function. The algorithm starts with the largest possible size Psiock LFs
selects intervals I; with

— 1 M
size pg,, . 1F ~ m /Rlp-xh dx,

and all the tiles in Pgyer NIP(11), with spatial interval contained in I3. Then the procedure
resumes, the maximal size decreases, while the intervals in J; become larger and larger.

On the other hand, the stopping time for the sparse domination produces one sparse
collection S of dyadic intervals. For each @) € S, we also have a subcollection Pg of tritiles,
which we want to satisfy simultaneously

__ 1 _ 1 . 1
sizeleFSC@/RIF~)2gdx, sizePQIGSC@/]ng)zgdx, sizeleHISC@/RIH,-di:E.

We start with the largest possible spatial intervals, and in the selection process we
make sure that the above conditions hold. In this case, the spatial intervals are becoming
smaller and smaller, and at the same time, the size (which should be regarded as a maximal
average) is increasing.

5. A RANK k COLLECTION OF MULTI-TILES

Now we prove sparse and multi-vectorial estimates for the operator T}, of Theorem [, the
n+1

2

n-linear multiplier whose symbol is singular along a k-dimensional subspace, with k <

5.1. A few definitions. Here we consider I' to be the n-dimensional vector space

F::{gGRTHlZ§1+...+§n+1=0},
n+1

and IV ¢ T" a non-degenerate subspace of " of dimension 0 < k <

The (n + 1)-linear form of an n-linear operator which is singular along I'” is given by
(48)

A(fr,eoos fne1) = /Rnﬂ 5+ oo+ Ena)m(&ry e e () o Fr1 (Gpan)dE - g,
where m is a multiplier satisfying
Ogm(&)| 5 dist (¢,T) 7

for all partial derivatives 850‘ on I' up to some finite order.
The model for the multilinear form is given by

_n-1
(49) Ap(fryeeoy frs1) = D o772 (f1.0p) oo (frr1 d5),
PeP
where P is a rank k family of (n + 1)-tiles. This notion will be specified shortly, but it
essentially means that there are k independent parameters in frequency.
We recall the order relation on tiles:

Definition 8. If P, P’ are tiles, then P' < P if Ip: ¢ Ip and wp € 3wp:. Also, P S P if

Ipr € Ip and wp € 100wp:. We write P’ <P if P'<P or P'=P, and P' ' P if P' S P but
P'¢P.
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Our notion of a rank k collection of multi-tiles is somewhat different from the one
in [MTTO02]: in order to simplify the presentation, we include in the definition certain
properties that were deduced in [MTT02].

Definition 9. A collection P of multi-tiles is said to have rank k if for any P, P’ € P the
following conditions are satisfied:

e any k£ components determine the remaining ones: if 1 <41 <...<ig <n+1 and if
wp,, = Wp! for all1<s<k, then wp, = wpr forall1<i<n.

e any two multi-tiles which are overlapping in k& components have (frequency only)
dilates that are overlapping in the remaining components: if 1 <41 <...<ip <n+1
and if P <P, for all1<s<k, then P{ S P; for all 1 <i<n.

e if the two multi-tiles correspond to different scales and they are overlapping in
k components, there will be at least two components which are not overlapping,
though their frequency dilates are: if we further assume that |Ip/| < |Ip|, then we
have P! <" P; for at least two choices of i.

It is not difficult to prove that the discretization of the multilinear form from (49)) admits
a rank k model form as in ([8)). This is detailed in [MTT02]. The most well-known example
corresponds to n = 2 and k = 1: the bilinear Hilbert transform BHT is a bilinear operator
given by the multiplier sgn(&; — &), which is singular along a line.

The handling of the more general case of a rank k model operator is similar: the multi-
tiles are grouped in subcollections called trees according to their size. In order to make
this statement precise, we need to introduce a few definitions.

Definition 10. For any 1 <j<n+1, a j-tree with top Pr = (It xwpy,...,I7 xwr,,,) is
a subcollection T' of P so that P; S Prj for all PeT.

A tree is called j-overlapping if P; < Prj for all P €T, and j-lacunary if P; ' Pr; for
all PeT.

Finally, if 1 <i1 <...<ip <n+1, a subcollection T of P is called an (iy,...,i)-tree if
T is an ig-tree for all 1 < s< k.

In the case of the bilinear Hilbert transform operator, which corresponds to a rank-1
family of tri-tiles, the convention used in [MS13] or [MTT04] is that a j-tree is j-overlapping
and lacunary in the other two directions. For the general case, things are slightly more
complicated since there are k degrees of freedom. However, the notion of rank k from
Definition [@ ensures that once k directions are fixed, one obtains a j-tree for all 1 < j <n+1,
and moreover, this tree will have at least two lacunary directions. In some sense, for a rank
k collection of multi-tiles, the (iy,...,1i)-trees represent the “fundamental constituents”.

Definition 11. Given P a rank-k collection of multi-tiles and 1 < j <n+ 1, we define the

size of the sequence ((f, ¢§’>)Pep by

(50) sizep(Uf, &) per) = sup (e 3 [, h)2)?

rep - |Ir| ptr
where T ranges over all j-lacunary trees in P (including one multi-tile trees).

It was proved in [MTTO04] that

; 1
sizes((f,0ppee) sarsup ey [ 1FG|- i (o),
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and for this reason we use the notation from Definition [t

(51) o) =sup i [ 17 KL ()
Lemma 17. If T is an (i1,...,ix)-tree for some 1 <iy <...<ip<n+1, then
_ 1 n+1 .
B P (f1,05) oo (0571 < [1 sizer({fj,0%)) - Izl
PeT j=1
Because of the existence of at least two lacunary directions in a (iy,...,i)-tree, we

have a way of estimating how the functions act on such “elementary blocks”. Further, an
important step in the proof is the decomposition lemma below, which allows us to organize
a collection of tiles into trees of similar size:

Lemma 18. If IP; is a collection of j-tiles with sizepj((fj,QS?;)) < A, then there exists a

- . i A . .
decomposition Pj = P, U P! so that szzep;_((fj,%a)) < 5 and PY is a union T = TUTT of
€
disjoint trees so that

-2 2
(52) > Tl S A7 £
TeT
Furthermore, if all the tiles in P; have their spatial support contained inside a fized dyadic
interval Iy, then (B2)) can be improved to

(53) >zl s A2 f5- X 3.
TeT

Proof. The decomposition of the collection P; into trees according to their size is a classical
result in time-frequency analysis and it corresponds to a Calderén-Zygmund decomposition
at the level of the tiles. The selection of the trees in T is the conventional one: we start
by choosing the maximal j-lacunary ones which have size greater than A/2, and in order
to insure orthogonality, some j-overlapping trees are removed as well. Here, we will only
elaborate on the localized version, i.e. the estimate (B3]), which follows by proving

1
> 2 W er)P s ACY Hrl)? 1 f - Koo,
TeT PeT TeT
or equivalently, by a TT™* argument,
_N 1
(X Y fop)er)T2 |, s AC Y )2,
TeT PeT Te’]I‘

We perform a decomposition of R into dyadic shells around Iy, which reduces the above
estimate to

10> X (f,0p)0p ) Lior |, A(T Tlle)% (Y S Af0p)or ) Xionl, S 2757\ A H7l)?,

TeT PeT TeT PeT TeT

l\)l)—l

where for every x > 2, Xy, is a smooth bump function adapted to the region 25+ [N 27 ],
supported outside 25711, for  large enough.
In the first term, we ignore the truncation and instead deal with

| 52 52 (forlorl, s A( ZIITI)

TeT PeT
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This is a standard estimate and it heavily relies on the orthogonality of the selected trees.
It remains to prove, for any k > 2, and any interval I € Ij:

(54) (S S (F.or)or )Taonl, s27F %A( S |2])?

TeT Pel [Ip|z2  Ter
Ip=I
which implies the desired result upon summation in x and in I € Iy, details which are left
to the interested reader. On the right hand side, any power strictly greater than 2 would be
sufficient: it allows us to sum with respect to the scale |I|/|Iy| and the number of intervals
of fixed length.
Relying again on a 77T argument, the left hand side of (54]) squared can be written as

S Y S S fon)(For) [ op() op @R, (x)dr.
TeT PeT T'eT P’eT” R
Ip=I" Ipi=I
Since |[(f,op) (f,dp)| S {f,op) + [{f, ¢p)|?, it will be enough to show, for any fixed
tree T' € T and any fixed multi-tile P € T' with Ip = I, that

— 3
(55) S 5| [ on() a5 )de] 2

=
T'eT P'eT” |IO|
This is because the size of every tree is controlled by A and in consequence

> YL ep)P s N Y |-

TeT PeT TeT

To deal with (B5]), we note that since Ip = I = I, every P’ must come from a different
tree, and that all the frequency intervals wps (actually wpr, but we ignore the j index here)

are mutually disjoint as P’ varies in UzrrT”. Moreover, they all have the same length and
they are equally spaced. For simplicity, we assume wp is centered at 0, so wp +wpr, which
contains the Fourier support of ¢p ¢pr, is a subset of [dist (wp,wpr), dist (wp,wpr) +2|wp]].
Hence, if P’ # P, and ®M](z) is a function so that

M o .
d:z:—M(I)[ (z) = ¢op(x) ppr (),

then we have
|q>[M](:E)| S |I|_1 dlSt (CUP,(UP/)_M
Integrating by parts M times, we obtain

— M
| [ 6r(@) 60 @), w(@)da| 5| [ @M ()53, (o)
dist (wp,wp)\-M _pr( ] \M
o (At Lomion)y bty (M1
jwl | ol
Summing over tiles P’ # P with Ips = I = Ip is now possible and we get (55). To deal with

the case P’ = P, we use the fast decay of the L? normalized bump function ¢p, which is
adapted to Ip = I, and the fact that xy, . is supported outside 261, O

For a rank-1 family of multi-tiles, the decomposition above can be performed directly
on the collection P of multi-tiles (this is Lemma 7.7 of [MTTO02]): if sizep((f;,#p)) < A,
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then there exists a decomposition P = P’ UP” so that size ]pv(( fis QS?;)) < % and P" is a union
T of disjoint j-trees (j-lacunary or j-overlapping) so that

-2 2
> el S A £
TeT
As explained in Section [ the following localization result plays a key role in the proof
of the sparse and vector-valued results of Theorem [I1

Theorem 19. Let Iy be a fixed dyadic interval and P a rank k collection of multi-tiles,
Ei,...,Ep. sets of finite measure, and f1, ..., fos1 functions with the property that |f;(x)] <
1g;(x),V1<j<n+1. Then we have

n+1

_ 1-a;
(56) IAp(r0)(f15-- s frs1)] S I (SlzefolEj) 7 |Iol,
j=1

where the exponents o € (0,1/2). Moreover, they are defined by
(57) ;= >, Oiv....i

1<i1<...<ip<n+1
is=j for some 1<s<k

where 0 < 0;, i, <1 are any positive numbers indexed by ordered k-tuples such that

Oir,.ip = 1.

1<i1<..<ip<n+1

5.2. Proof of Theorem the case k =1.

We first present the proof in the case k = 1,n = 2, which corresponds to the bilinear Hilbert
transform operator. Although the localization result for BHT has already appeared in
[BM16], we include a short revision, anticipating that the general rank k case will be built
upon it.

Thus we have a rank 1 family P of tri-tiles, Iy is a fixed interval, and fi, fo, f3 are
restricted-type functions:

|fl(x)| <1p (x), |f2(x)| < 1E2(x) and |f3(x)| < 1E3(m)-
We want to prove that

- 1-6 - 1-6 -
(58) |A]P’(I())(f17f27f3)| S (Slze 101E1) K (Slze 101E2) ’. (Slze IolEs)
where 0 < 6; < % and 61 + 05 + 65 =1.
Using the decomposition result in Lemma [I§ we obtain the families: T,,, 75, and Ty,
where each T, is a union of disjoint j-trees satisfying

o ’ |IO|7

Z |I7| < 22n; If; )ZIOHS, sizep(fj) <27 < size 1, VT €T;.
TeTh.
J

If we denote by Ty, nyns the collection of trees T := Ty nTy N T3, where Tj € Ty, we have
that

|A]P’(Io)(f17f27f3)| S Z Z Z ||IP|7%<f17¢1P><f27¢§3><f37¢:]$3>‘

ni,n2,n3 T€7;L1,7L2,7L3 IPE’:?
p&lo

S > o2mammT N ).

ni,n2,n3 T€7—n1,n2,n3



30 CRISTINA BENEA AND CAMIL MUSCALU
Then Lemma [I8 implies that
X Ml s 2 wnlh 2 ( f 1n % de) 227 (e L) Lol
T€7—n1 ,ng,mn3 R

Similarly, we have
2 |IT| S 22n2 (S’i_%_éjolEQ) . |[0| and 2 |IT| S 22n3 (S’i_;é[OlES) . |[0|,

T€7—n1,n2,n3 T€7—n1,n2,n3
and interpolating the three inequalities above we obtain that
26 S 01 526 o 02 526 Sy 03
Z |[Ip| $2 1"1(Slze Io 1E1) . Q402m2 (51ze 101}32) . 240813 (Slze IolEs) | Zo)-
T€7—n1,n2,n3

This allows us to estimate the trilinear form by

Apro)(f1s f2, fa)l S ) 2_"1(1_291)2_"2(1_202)2_n3(1_293)'(5?55101121)91'(éizglolﬁb)92'(5?551015b)93'|10L

ni,n2,n3
Since 27" < éEEIOlEl,27n2 < éi—i_éIOlEz and 27 < éE_é]O 1g, from the decomposition,
1
we obtain, provided that 0 < 61,62,03 < 3 and 01 +02 +03=1

|A]P’(I())(f17f27f3)| S (éEEIolEl)kGl : (éﬁ_éfolEQ)}e2 ’ (%101E3)1793

This is (58]), which is another way of writing (25]), but the ; in the two equations are
different.

- ol.

5.3. Proof of Theorem the case k > 1. Applying Lemma [I8 in every component,
for every 1 <j<n+1 we can write P(ly) as

P(lo)=J U T;

lj T] €77j

where the collection Tj is a j-tree (the order relation needs to hold only in the ™ compo-
nent) satisfying
27 < SizeTj(<fja¢3D>) <27 g size nlE;
Hence we can write

Pl)= U U ... U (Tin...nTha).

I1,elnt1 Tleﬁl Tr+1€Ty

n+1

Equivalently, if we denote 7;, ;. ., the collection of multi-tiles 7" =T n... n T;,,1, where

T; € Ty;, we have P(Ip) = U T, and every T € Ty, . satisfies, for any
I1,elnt1 T€771

-7ln+1

""" In+1

1<j<n+1, .
SiZGT(<fj,¢%3>) <27l S S’i_Eé[O]_Ej.
Using Lemma [I7] we have that

|A]p>(]0)(f1,...,fn+1)| pS Z 2_l1 -...-2_l”+1 Z |IT|

lyeeslns1 TeTly,. e
Every subset T' € T;, ;,.., is part of an (41,. .., )-tree (or a “fundamental constituent”),
and there are (";;1) such trees. The reader should recall that in Section5.2}, any 7" € Tp; ny.ns

is of the form T =T7 nT5 N T3, and hence can be viewed as a subset of a 1-tree, 2-tree or
3-tree, a fact which was used for estimating > pl
T€7—n1,n2,n3
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Similarly, the sum Z |I7| can be estimated in (";1) ways, and by their geometric
TeTiy, . dpin
mean: .
X ows I1 (¥ )t
TeTiy . ipar 1<i1<.. <ip<n+1 TeTty, it

T is a (i1,...,5% )—tree

for 0 < 91'17___,% <1 with Z 6i17---7ik =1

1<ii<...<ip<n+1

For each multi-index (i1,...,i;) we have
k
(59) > Irls Y ... > I, n...nlp | []2% sizey, 1, - ol.
TeTiy, . pan Ty €Tiy, Ty €Ti,, s=1

T<T; n..nT;,, is a (%1,...,0k )—tree

If k = 1, the inequality is a consequence of the decomposition into trees, and was presented

in Section B2l If k > 2, Z |IT| represents a k-dimensional volume, rather than

Te771

a “length”; the trees are k-dimensional and k functions are required for computing this
volume.

In order to prove (B9), we can assume for simplicity that we sum upon collections

T;, €Ty, satisfying I, 2 "'ITik (the general case reduces to this particular one, since the

collection of dyadic intervals is well-ordered). Then we have to estimate

|ITi1 n...N ITikl = Z 2 |ITik |
Tiléﬂilv---vTikeﬁik Tileﬁilv---,Tik_léﬂik_l Tikéﬁik
Ip. 2..2I7, . 2..2]p. Ip. clt.
Tig ==y, IT”_ _Ile—l Ti ="Tig 4

For the last term, we have, due to Lemma [I8
Z |ITik| S 2% Hfuc ')NCIT% H% S 2% (éi;gfolEik) ) |[Tz‘k_1 ]
Tikeﬁik -t
ITik gITik—l

We repeat the procedure, summing now over the trees T, | € ’ﬁik_l, all of which have
spatial supports inside ITik_2' Eventually, we obtain (59) since all the tiles in P(1j), and
in consequence all the trees, are localized on Ij.

Hence, we get

k . .
|A1P’(10)(f17--- el S Z 2. gt H (H22lis -size 11, - |IO|)911W7%

U1, sln+1 1<ir<..<ig<n+l  s=1
I (1-2a1) It (1-20ms1) T (= aj
-l1(1-2c - -2 : 3
s > 2 V. .27 ntl H(SIZGIO]_Ej) -],
Iy lnst j=1

where the a; are defined by formula (57). Recalling that 27% < size 1,1 By, We deduce (B0).

n+1
Remark:. The condition that k < , which is indispensable in the proof, becomes evi-
dent in the estimate above: if we letly =...=1,.1 =1, then Z 27l 97l Z |I7|
11 5eesslns1 TeTly,. et
becomes
! ! (n+1)l 2kl T aj
_ _ “(n .
Y272 > Hrls)2 22 T (size1o1E,)™ - |Hol-
I TeTi, iy I j=1
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This expression can be finite only if k < (n+1)/2.

6. PROOF OF THEOREM [

We want to prove vector-valued and sparse vector-valued estimates for the operator Tj.
Moreover, we want a sparse domination for ||| Tx(fi,. .. Il w W) | L4(w), Where w >0

is a locally integrable function. In the analysis, there is a natural division between the

Banach and the quasi-Banach case: that is, the case when 1 < (Tfﬁl)’ <ooV1<I<m and

that when (ri&l)/ <1 for some 1 < ly < m. In the former situation, the space Ln+1 (W, ) is
Banach, it has a dual, and the operator can be studied through the associated (n+1)-linear
form.

In the quasi-Banach case, our approach relies on methods developed in [BM17]: we
cannot use the multilinear form directly, but “dualization” (in a restricted-type sense)

through some L space is still possible. Further, we need to analyze separately the
situation when ¢ < 77° := min(1, 1n}in (Til +1),) and that when ¢ > 7%°. The latter will be
<ism

deduced from the first one in Proposition

We point out that for the sparse estimate (I0]) of Theorem[I] the case ¢ = 1 is equivalent,
in the Banach case, to finding a sparse domination of the multilinear form, and it will be
detailed in the next section.

Also, in order to facilitate the presentation, in this section we simply denote the operator
T, by T. Many of the results that we present here generalize to other operators, once the
corresponding local estimates are known.

6.1. The Banach case: 1< R/ ; < co. Now we present the proof of Theorem [, in the
Banach case, when ¢ = 1. This will be done inductively, and in the end it is the scalar local
estimate (B6]) that implies both the vector-valued and the (vector-valued) sparse estimate.
In this situation, it suffices to study the multilinear form associated to the operator T}.

We consider the tuple (aq,...,an+1) as in (B7) to be fixed. For any 1 < j <n+1, let
R; = (7’]1-, . ,r;”*l) be (m + 1)-tuples satisfying (8). We note that R; = (rjl-,Rj), where R;
is an m-tuple (this will be useful in the inductive proof), and hence, the depth m + 1-space
L% (W, 1) will be denoted X ;» while X ; will stand for the depth-m space L% (W, 1) (and
m =0 corresponds to the scalar case).

Assuming the depth-m localization result

n+1

(loc m) By (Fro o Fae)] € TT (Size 11,) 11,

7=1

that holds for any given interval I and any vector-valued functions fi,... fosr1 satisfying
||fj(x,-)H)gj <1g, forall 1<j<n+1 (here Ey,..., E,, are sets of finite measure), we will
prove the following inequalities:

(i) for any dyadic interval Iy and any vector-valued function §i,...gn+1 satisfying
1g;(x,-)|x; < 1g, for all 1 < j <n+1, we have a depth-(m + 1) localization re-

sult:
n+1
N 4 - 1-aj-
(loc m+1) |A$(J};)(gl, e gns) S TT (s1ze101Gj) |
j=1

Remark:. The € in (locm + 1)) might differ from the € in (locml), but in essence

it represents a very small loss.
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(ii) the operator T defined through the (n + 1) linear form in (B) satisfies the depth m
vector valued inequality:

n
(VV m) HT(fla . 7fTL)HLP;L+1 (R;X:Hl) N JI:[l Hfj Hij (R;Xj)
where the Lebesgue exponents satisfy (@), (@) and (8.
(iii) there exists a sparse collection & depending on f1,..., fo+1 and on s1,..., 8,41, SO
that
R R n+1 s ~M 1/s,
(VV sparse ) [As(fioo fasn)] 8 = L1y 5™ jal,
QeSg 1 |Q|

given that the Lebesgue exponents satisfy % <l-a; Vli<j<n+1l

The easiest inequality to prove is (VV sparse m]); using Proposition [[4] we obtain the

equivalent of ([ocml) for general vector-valued functions, and then we just need to ap-
ply the stopping time described in Section Bl This inequality also implies (VV_ml) for
1 < p1,...,Pns1 < 00, just by making use of disjointness of the sets {Eg}ges: assuming

(VV_sparse m]), we have that

n+1

Ap(fis- o fain)| S %Hlnstj(ny(w g,) - |Eal
€0
n+1

FRICACOIRLE HHfJHLpJ(M),

which is true as long as s; < p;.

We are left with proving (loc ml) = (loc m +1)). In the Banach case (that is, when all
Lebesgue exponents are contained inside (1,00)), we present an approach that makes use
of a local version of the estimate (VV sparse m]). In [BM16] however, we used a different
stopping time, as presented in Section [£1} the implication (loc ml)) = (loc m + 1) can be
proved in a way that does not use the sparseness property explicitly, but here we want to
emphasize the connection between (VV_ml) and (VV sparse m).

Let Gq,...,Gps1 be sets of finite measure, Iy a fixed dyadic interval, and §i,...,gn+1
vector- Valued functions satisfying | g;(z,-)| , »; W S 165

Since we argue by induction, we will denote by g;., the vector-valued function with
the w; component fixed. We note that these functions also satisfy g; ., (z,%) = 1g,(z) -
Gjw, (x, W), where w = (wa,...,wp+1). Then we use a local version of (VV sparse m)),
which can easily be verified because our operator is local. Given g1,...,Gn+1, G1,---,Gna1
as above, and I a dyadic interval, there exists a collection S(I') of sparse intervals contained
inside I so that

(sparse loc m)
n+1 n+1

= - - T ~ 1/7;
|AP(I)(Ql,w1‘1G1;---;gn+1,w1'1Gn+1)| S (SlZG[lG ) ’ Z H |Q| f Hg] w1 )H : M ) /J|Q|’

J=1 QES([) Jj=1

1 1
where — < — =1-q;—efor all 1 < j <n+1. Here the 7;, upon which the sparse domination
Tj Sj
1

1 1
depends (together with the functions g; ., ), are so that — < min (— —) <1-aj.
T sj T;
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As before, by making use of the sparse property of the collection, we can prove that

n+1 1 1 n+1
|A]P’(I) (§17w1 ’ 1G17 s 7§n+1,w1 ’ 1Gn+1)‘ S H (SlZG]lG ) H H Hg] w1 (‘T )HX )NCI HL’Pl
j=1

Since we make appear the maximal operator M, these exponents have to be slightly

smaller than r}: so in fact the operatorial norm can be written as

]7

1_1_
s ri €
J

n+tl _
1—[1 (Size IolGj) J R
j=

similarly to what we would get by applying directly the helicoidal method.
Now we return to the (n + 1)-linear form:

IAp(15)(F15- -+ 5 Gns1)| = | f Ap10)(G1,w1 " 1615+ Gt~ 16y )dwn|

n+1 l_f%f
fw H 51ze101G ) TN HHHgyuu(fﬂ )“X "Xy 1dw1
j=1

L j=1

By using Holder’s inequality and Fubini, we get that

n+1
' H1 H lgj(z,)|x; - XIO
j=

n+1 o %—%—5
|AIP(10)(§17 v 7gn+1)| S H (Sizejolgj) T

S,
[y

3
F
—

1

s 1 (sizer 1) - |Lol,
1

o . 1
which is similar to (loc m + 1)) since — =1 - —e.

S

j

.
Il

Remark:. If ¢ < 1, the sparse domination estimate (I0)), in the Banach case, will be
discussed in the following section. We recall that the case q =1 corresponds to the study of
the (n + 1)-linear form.

6.2. The quasi-Banach case. We consider separately the case when there exists 1 <y <
m so that rfloﬂ <1 (in this situation, r7° < 1). The difference now is that we cannot obtain
the full range of exponents just by considering the (n + 1)-linear form. Instead, we will use
certain inequalities similar to those in [BM17].

We look at the scalar case first, corresponding to m = 0. The estimates obtained for the
multilinear form imply immediately that

1-ans1-e€

n
. l-aj-€e ——
|Tro (fro--oo o) 15, | H (Slze IolEj) T (Slze 101}37”1) | Zol,

for functions fi,..., fns1 satisfying |f;(z)| < 1g,(x) for all 1 < j <n. Here Ef, ... JEn, Epiy
are sets of finite measure.
Under the same assumptions, for any 7 < 1, we get a “better” estimate:

| Tro(fry-o i fn) 15 e S H (size 1,15, ) T (éagfolgnﬂ)l T Ll
Jj=

Because of the exponent of size, 1 l-oapa—e- % > 1 - aps1 — € (here 7/ < 0),

this estimate is an improvement of what we could deduce by using the multilinear form
exclusively.
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The inductive multiple vector-valued inequalities that we obtain in this situation are the

following:

(60)

Ty, (fi-1 1 STl 1) ™ w(smor1s Vo mt TTI1 o M
e (Fiteys . Fale)] e, EMle ~j11(812e10 E;) i-(size 15 ) n JI:[I HHf]HXj-mepj.

This applies to the case when p1,...,p,.1 satisfy (8); note that here p/,; <1 and hence
its harmonic conjugate p,+1 is negative.
When the functions satisfy | f;(z,-)| %, S1g;, this becomes

(gB :m)
ko (Frs s o)l

1

1-oupy1—€——— o
) ntl Pn+1.|10|p;1+1,

n
- l-aj-e j—
e En+1 S l:[l (s1ze IolEj) aj 6,(s1ze IolEnH

Using a stopping time as in section 4.1l or as in [BM17], we obtain
— — n —
(B VV m) HT(f1, . 7fn)HLpfn+1 (R;LR;ZH) S 1—[1 HfjHij(R;LRj),
]:

where the Lebesgue exponents p1,...,pp+1 and the m-tuples Ry, ..., Ry satisfy (8).
We are left with proving the sparse domination result (I0). The inequality can
be extended to

r3 n— —Q—€ T~ n+ *—*E <
(61) |71 (fr,- - fn)H e 1‘[1(size101Ej)1 o _(Slzejolﬁnﬂ)la ) s
i

for any 7 < 1. Note that in contrast the Lebesgue exponents p1,...,pp+1 in ([@0) have to

satisfy () and (g]).

As a consequence of Proposition [I3] provided | - |7 ,, is subadditive, the local estimate

LE
from (61Il) can be put to use as in Section [3] (Proposm:)n [[4] extends also to the context
of multiple vector-valued Banach or quasi-Banach spaces; the multilinear form is replaced
by a quasi-norm in the second situation) to obtain a sparse domination: for any vector-
valued functions fi,..., f, so that Hfl(x, ')Hxl’ ey an(:n, )HX are locally integrable, and
any locally T-integrable function v , there exists a sparse collection S of dyadic intervals
(depending on the functions fj,v and on the Lebesgue exponents s; below) so that

(62)

W7o i, o7 s 3 TT (s L1701 5T (o [l o) = Q)

e 3_ IQI IQI

1

7 Sn+l

for any s; sothat%<1—aj forall1<j<n = = Q-
J

Subadditivity is achieved if 7 < r/ := min(1, 1Hllin (rl)’) (here we apply directly Propo-
<i<m

sition [I3] since | - H’;;, is subadditive), but it doesn’t hold in general. We can overcome
n+1
this situation by using the following proposition:

Proposition 20. Let T' a multilinear operator, and X; = LB (W, ) V1 < j <n, Xn+1 =
LEnt (W, 1) multiple vector-valued spaces as above (that is, the Lebesque exponents r (Y
satisfy condition &) for a fived tuple (o, ..., an41)). Let 7> 770, Given functions fiyes fn
so that Hfl(a;,-)Hxl,..., f (m,)HXn are locally integrable, and v any locally T- mtegmble
function, there exists a sparse domination collection S of dyadic intervals (depending on
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the functions fj,v and on the Lebesgue exponents sj,ré-, (rl)' below) so that

e il ol < 5 TGy Il 1) (g [l e )= .
for any s; so that s%<1—aj forall1<j<n, $<%—an+1.

Proof. We lack subadditivity because 7 > /0; however, this means that we can dualize the
L+0 norm. We start with the observation that

W7 Fdl ol = WG ol I = (LT F i ) 5,
where u € L(ML'O)I

, with HUH(JL_)/ = 1. Note that the function v depends on the previous
rJ0

data (the function fi,..\ fsv, the Lebesgue exponents).

Moreover,
* Fe 5 2 1y

fR [T Fe o™ wdae = [T F) 0w [
for which we can apply the sparse estimate for the exponent 7 < 1. Then ||| - || x,., ||:jg =
I - ||L R ||:j8 is subadditive (by Proposition 7 of [BM17]) and we can deduce the sparse
domination

= = rJo 1 - Sj M .y M ;&
H HT(fl, R f")”X l.v Tﬂo Hwo S Z H f ”fj(x’)”X XqQ d:Z? 2 / |v(a:) uuo | n+ XQ d:Z?) n+1 |Q|,
nr QeS j=1 |Q| R |Q|
. . . 1
where, in this case, s,.1 satisfies < — — Qpyl-
Sn+1 rjo

Now we use Holder’s inequality for the L**+! average, but we need to be cautious about
the Lebesgue exponents: we will have

1 R VIR R | VIR S L e
(@‘[Rlv($).urjo|n+1,ng:E)Sn+1 S(@A|U(x)|plxgd$)pl(@‘[Rlu'rlo |p2‘ng$)p2’
1 1

where =—+—and £ < (7) The latter condition (the necessity of which will be
Sp+l D1 D2 mo Ao
. . 1 1 1 1 1
made clear soon) is equivalent to — > — — —, so we can set — = — — — + ¢, where € > 0
D2 rJo T D2 r]o T

is arbitrarily small.

We also want to use Holder’s inequality for the spaces ¢ and E(NL'O) , indexed after
the sparse collection of dyadic intervals S. In this way, we have

=7

TG Bl o

1 7 i = 55 P13 P1
s(zm@ SRl 5 (g [ s i)

QeS j=1

7“30

1
rJ0

(% |@|f'“(”“’)|”° wary = (F5) 1) ()



SPARSE DOMINATION VIA THE HELICOIDAL METHOD 37

Using the sparseness properties of the collection S, the term on the last line can be
bounded by

\\M%<u>\\%)/ Shulg_y =1

since po was chosen so that T’,’J—% < (r%o)/ We need to observe that our choice of py implies

that
1 1 1 1 1 1

— = -— = -+ ——e.
D1 Sn+l P2 Spe1 TIO T
. 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L.
Hence, if we set — =— = — — + —, then we have — < — = @ny1, which is what
Spal D1 Spe1 IO T Sp+l T

we wanted.
As a matter of fact, we have obtained that

T )l ol s 2 T g S LGl ) |Q|f [o(@) e -y da) Q)

O

Remark:. We note that a consequence of Proposition s that the L°*' average of v

in the sparse domination of ||T(f1,.. "f")HLRnu v|d, for q < 9o, can be replaced by
an L3+ average in the sparse domination of || HT(fla"'vfn)HLR;H -o||T if T > q, where
11 1,1
Sn+1 Sn+1 q T

6.3. Weighted estimates. Using the Fefferman-Stein vector-valued inequality from Corol-
lary 2l we can deduce weighted estimates for the multiple vector-valued extensions of Tj.
Alternatively, weighted estimates can be deduced directly from the sparse form, which
would probably imply better quantitative estimates. Instead, we use the Fefferman-Stein
inequality, which is itself deduced from the sparse domination.

We recall the multi(sub)-linear maximal operator M s1,...sm, defined in ([B]) by

M n (1o ) (@) = S‘iﬁ?ﬂ a1 Joltsias).

We use the inequality
H HTk(fl, cee 7fn)HLR;L+1 HLq(wq) N HMS1,---,Sn(Hf1 (m, ')HLRI Sy an(% ')HLRn )HLq(wq)7
which holds true for si,...,sn41,¢ as in Corollary 2] provided w? € RH sps1 .

q
Weighted estimates for My, ., can be obtained, following closely the procedure in
[LOP*09b]. We have the following results:

Proposition 21. Let% <g<oo,1<s5<qj<00,1<75<n, and%z qil+...+%. Let v and
w; be weights (here we set w; =1 if pj = 00). Then the inequality

HMsl,...,sn(fla s 7fn)HLq,o<,(V) < CI—[l ”f] ”qu (wj)
j=

holds for any functions fi,..., fn if and only if

(63) sup (]€2 1/)% ﬁ(

Q j=1 Y@

% o1_1
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Proof. For the necessity, we note that

Q= (0 Mapes U ) > TT( 11)

][ % ][ ;1% da) % <C ][ | f51% w]dx)

Picking f; = w so that |f;|% = |fj|%w;, we obtain (G3]), since ) was arbitrary.
We adapt the proof from |[LOP09b] in order to show sufficiency. A straightforward
application of Holder’s inequality yields that

Foconl i 8@ sswp (f ) TT(f ;55) HM (171 22)".

Holder’s inequality for weak LP spaces and the boundedness of the weighted maximal
operator M, imply the L9 (wy) x ... x L (w,) - L?°°(w) boundedness of ./\;lsl,,,,78n.
Whenever g; = oo, the L* norm of f; is set on the side, and the problem reduces to the
study of an (n — 1)-linear maximal operator. g

and hence

1
779

Remark:. Since our study of the Ty operators is focusing on LP' x ... x [P" LPn for
1<pi1,...,pn < 00, we only consider the boundedness of M, .. s, operators on LT x.. x L
for q; > sj: for simplicity, we leave out the case q; = s;.

However, the operators T}, and their vector-valued extensions are controlled by M $1y0e8m
in L? norms and we need a strong-type version of the above result. We continue on following
[LOP*09b] and adapt the definitions therein:

Definition 12. Let 1< s < gj < oo. Given @ = (wi,...,wy), we set Vg = Hw;j . We say

that W satisfies the Ags condition if

55 11

(64) sgp(]gum)% ﬁ(]gwj Ea ])_J_q_j < +00.

=1

We denote the quantity in (64)) [w1, ..., wn]a, ;-

Notation:. Above and everywhere else, whenever q; = oo, it should be understood that
wj = 1.

Then we have the strong-type boundedness of M 81,0ens8m

Proposition 22. Let 1<sj<qj<oo, 1<j<n, and % = qil+...+qin. Let w = (w1, ..., wy)
be a vector weight. Then the inequality

HM31,...,Sn(f17 s ,fn)HLq(V@) < Cl—ll ”f] ”qu(wj)
j=

holds for any functions fi,..., fn if and only if W satisfies the Ag s condition.

The proof of the above Proposition (the details of which are left to the interested reader)
is based on a reverse Hélder property of each of the weights making up the vector weight
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(see Theorem 3.6 in [LOPT09b] and Lemma 3.2 in [LMO18]). This would yield, for some
a<l

./\;1517___,5n(f1, o)) < C- f[lMVm((Uij %)a)qj—a’
J= w

and such an inequality, together with the strong boundedness of the weighted (sub-)linear
maximal function M, implies the result in Proposition

In fact, for proving the boundedness of M s1,..,sn We need a simpler version than Lemma
23] below. However, we will see that the vector weight condition (64]) pairs with a certain
reverse Holder condition to yield the assumption ([I2]) of Corollary Bl Hence the required
result is similar to Lemma 3.2 from [LMO18§].

Lemma 23. Let w = (wy,...,w,) be a vector weight as above. Then
DETIL 0 )
(65) Sgp(]gvm) jl:[l(ij )% <o
8 5

n

8 1 :

if and only if v} € Ay with t =1 +B(ZE) and for every 1 < j < n, w, e At; where
i=1 Pi

1 1
tj =1+ Bj(— + Z—) Moreover, if we denote by C the expression in (GDl), we have

B izj Mi
5
[v5]a, <CP and [wj K ]Atj <Chi,

Proof. We only prove the direct implication, the reverse being an easy consequence of
Holder’s inequality. Fix 1 < j <m. We want to prove that

8; Bj
w_# . (][ w?_j'(tj 1))(tj_1) <Cbi,
Q

o J J
Bj 1 8; 8,
L= o o1y mo By
First, note that quj Tl = [Tw" JTw, , for numbers t; that are to be
=1 =1
’ i
determined if ¢ # j. We will also need certain Lebesgue indices r1,...,r, satisfying the

Hoélder condition % +.+ % =1. With these, we have

Bj ! B; / 1 B 2 1
7, G A U D Ao —ari (=N
]gwjj dxs(]ggwiq )J.H(ngiq ) .

i=1
Now we want to choose the Lebesgue exponents so that

i#]
&Tj(tg—l):g-é forall 1<i<n, &m(tg—l):& forall 1<i<n,i#j.

i q q i qi

Such a choice is possible provided r; = rj% for i # j and r; = A1) Moreover, the

Bj
Z ﬁi) In order

LAy 1
condition Z — =1 determines ¢; uniquely: it is given by ¢; = 1 + Bj(— +
i=1 T4 g ixj i
-5 ti-1 B
to prove the desired estimate [w ; % ] 4, S CPi, we only need to check that -2 =L and
J Tj
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t:i—1 B

J = % which are immediate consequences of the above choices. The estimate for v}
i 7

is very similar and we skip the details. O

Now we are ready to deduce the weighted estimates for T}.

Proof of Corollary[3. The exponents s1, ..., Sy, Sp+1 satisfy, for aq,..., a,+1 given by (B7)
1 1 1
—<1l-a; forall 1<j<n, <= = Qpt1-
Sj Sn+l (4

The Fefferman-Stein inequality from Corollary 2l implies, under the assumption that w? €
RHSn_ﬂ, that
q

H HTk(fl, ce 7fn)HLR;L+1 HLq(wq) N HMSL---,Sn(Hfl (m, ')HLRI Sy an(% ')HLRn )HLq(wq)7
while Proposition 22] implies that

H'A;tsly---ysn(f17 s ’f")HLq(uw) <C H HfjHqu (w‘ﬁ')v
Jj=1 J

if the Aj 3 condition is satisfied for the vector weight @ = (w{',... , w"
Hence we need to check that (I2]) implies that
(66) wqeRHsnTﬂ and = (w{',...,wl")eAjs.
We note that in this case vy = (wy ... wy)? = w?. Our main tool is Lemma 23t we

apply it with 8 = s,+1 and §; = qj 3 to the joint vector weight condition (I2])
1

Sup][wSTH1 -5n+1 ]['UJ j s- q; < 00.

We obtain that

Sn+l .
T —Bj _

(67) (u) ) q €A1+S”T“(§j ﬁi y wj EAtj _A1+5j Sn1+ Ejﬁ%)

-1 Pi

Sn+l
But the condition (w?) T eA e . m is equivalent to w? € RHspy NA  n |
W ) v Es)

(here we use that v € A, N RHs < v® € Ay,_1)41). Hence we obtain
(68) w?e RHspsy and wleA | .

a 1+f1(§:1 ;)

We are left with checking that @ € Aq g, and for that we use again Lemma 23] but in the
reverse direction. In this case 3 = g, ﬂ] Bj = qﬂ 53 , and

1+5(Z—)_1+q(z; ) -_1+5]( +Z~) 1+ 5]( +2

z:t] I /87«
Lemma [23] implies that @ € A s provided

ve=wled;=A ., wPied;.
1‘“1(_21;) J
i= 7

The first condition was deduced in (68)), while the second one follows from (B7)) since #; > t;
( <l q,< (11) and Ay, ¢ Ay . Therefore the multi(sub-)linear
operator does satisfy the Welghted estimates we Wanted




SPARSE DOMINATION VIA THE HELICOIDAL METHOD 41

O

We remark that weighted estimates for vector weights satisfying (I2]) can also be deduced
directly from the sparse domination.

6.4. The case k£ = 0. Of particular importance is the case k = 0. In this situation, the
operator T of Theorem [I] is a multilinear Fourier multiplier, as introduced by Coifman
and Meyer [CM97]. Weighted estimates for multilinear Calderén-Zygmund operators were
achieved in [LNT5], by proving a pointwise sparse domination, which allowed the authors
to treat directly the quasi-Banach case as well.

We note that a rank-0 collection of tiles is one which has 0 degrees of freedom in frequencys;
that means, the tiles are completely characterized by their spatial interval. For that reason,
we can index the tiles after a collection J of dyadic intervals.

In the scalar case, that is, when m = 0,q = 1, we recover the sparse estimates of [LN15]
by examining the (n + 1)-linear form. In the Banach case, the localization result can be
obtained directly for general functions, with L' sizes (here we have a; = 0):

n+l

(loc m) IApro) (f1 - frs)| S TT (size 1ol £5) - 1o

j=1
To see this, it is enough to observe in the proof of Theorem 19 that Lemma I8 can be
replaced by the following decomposition algorithm:

Lemma 24. If P is a rank-0 collection of tiles with sizep((f, qu)) < A, then there exists

a decomposition P = P' UP" so that sizepr((f, qu)) < % and P" is a union T = |J T of
TeT
disjoint trees so that

>zl s A7 flh
TeT
Proof. The proof is basically contained in Lemma 2.10 and Lemma 2.14 of [MS13]. d

For the quasi-Banach case, when 7 < 1, the localization estimate is
1
(69) IT(f1,- s fn) v+ S H (Slzelofj) (51ze IV ) [Io|7.

If v is a characteristic function, the result has already appeared in [BM17], and the general

case follows as in Proposition B3l of the later Section [L.5, by writing v = vy - v9, where

1 1
vieLl and vy e L° with1<—=1+—.
T 70

This further implies the sparse estimate (which depends on the locally integrable func-
tions f1,..., fn,v7):

] T(L --NMdarTL o(z)|" ¥Mdz) -
T )0l s 3 TG Jo 138 ae) (i [ @ 1 do) 1@l

which is very similar to the quasi-Banach case presentation in [LN15].
Reasoning as in Proposition 20, we can prove, for ¢ > 1 and any € > 0, the sparse
domination

7o g ol s 2 [1( |612|fRIfj|-xgdw)q(ﬁfR|v(:v)|q”->2£§d:v)#~|Q|,

QeS j=1

where the collection S of dyadic intervals depends on the functions f1,..., f,,v and on the
Lebesgue exponent gq.
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In the general depth-m case, we are short of obtaining a similar result. An argument
similar to that presented in the proof of Theorem [ yields a sparse domination of the
multilinear form involving L'*¢ averages for all functions involved. Using the more careful
argument of Section [7.5], we can in fact allow “most of the averages” to be in L'. This will
be made precise later.

Nevertheless, if all the Lebesgue exponents 7“; are strictly between 1 and oo (so we are
in the case of reflexive Banach spaces), we can obtain directly a localization result with !
vector-valued averages which entails, in the case ¢ = 1, a sparse domination result with L'
averages.

Proposition 25. If X; = LB (W, 1) are multiple vector-valued spaces with 1 < ré. < oo for
all1<l<m,1<j<n+1, we have, for the (n+1)-linear form of a vector-valued multilinear
Fourier multiplier:

n+1

(70) IApro) (Frs- s Fas)l S TT (sizer | f5 () |1 x; ) - 1 ol.

j=1
Proof. We present the proof in the particular case when n = 2, m = 1, but the generalization
is routine. We note that we can write the trilinear form as

Ap(1)(f.G.h) = E > — e i)k, V1) (i, ),

IEJ||2
i<l

where {¢7}; are lacunary and {¢} are “overlapping” families of L?-adapted wave packets
associated to the collection J. In the general case of a (n + 1)-linear form, we have at least
two lacunary families. The lacunarity condition implies that

2 1
Si(@)(@) = (¥ |9|1;1|1)| 1)
=

defines a discretized square function as in Chapter 2.3 of [MS13]. Similarly,

Fosu |(f7<,011)|
Ied |I|5
Icly

plays the role of a maximal operator.

1 1 1
If the vector spaces involved are £™,¢™ ("3, with — + — + — =1, we have the estimate
o r2 73

|Z > —1{fr 1) gk,¢1)(hk,¢1)|

IIGIJ | |2
{fi> 1) {gr.01) 4 oy {w¥r) s
fz;?,ﬂW 1)t 1,0 1)
Weenl Py
S[R(;‘I@,ﬁ: o )
Uge e | , \2yE (i) .
(SO T u@) ) (RO T @) ) e

Iciy Iciy



SPARSE DOMINATION VIA THE HELICOIDAL METHOD 43
The first term, corresponding to the maximal operator, can be bounded pointwise by
. ~ rye 1
(2] imf M- )" s =|(XZ[menxih )
k| yelo [Zo] "\ %
Invoking the weak-type (1 1) Fefferman-Stein inequality, we can estimate this by

H( Elfkl”)” Xy |y $size 10| e

o]

Hence

(25t g )7

IR )
|Ap 1oy (f. G, h)| S size o] fllorn - o

ol2 J5 2
Icly
(e, )| N
s (3 Wil gy |Tol-
|Io|2 (k I{EEIJO ] )

So we have, for each of the functions § and B, an L? average of the vector-valued square
function. Using a vector-valued John-Nirenberg inequality (a straightforward generaliza-
tion of Theorem 2.7 of [MS13]), we can obtain a “weak L' average”:

su |gk,¢1 - |gk7¢1 . 2\ 7y
i (2(1% 1)), e (Z(IIC% )

1,00

If 1 < 79 < oo, the ¢"-valued square function is a bounded operator from L' into L%,
so in the end we get (0. O

From the proof above, it is clear that, as long as they are not associated to the lacunary
directions (i.e. to one of the two square functions), we can allow the Lebesgue exponents
ré- to be equal to co. But in the general depth-m case, when we let 1 < ré- < oo, we have,
as announced in Theorem Bl the following: for any € > 0 and any vector-valued functions
fiyey fas1 so that I fj(:n,)H x; are locally integrable, there exists a sparse collection S

depending on the functions f] for which

n+1

1
Ao (Frooo s )] £ — [ 1Y 5 ™7 ja),
QeS ] |Q|

where §; € {0,€}, and we can arrange that at most m of the ¢; # 0. However, if §; # 0,
then j is an index so that in the multiple vector space X; = L% (W, 1) there are no L™
involved: ré— <oo forall 1<l<m.

As mentioned before, this follows from an analysis similar to that of Section In the
scalar case, when m = 0, we can obtain directly a sparse domination with only L' averages.
For m =1, the result with at most one L'*¢ average follows from the estimate

ey (Fo fL- 2 S 1) s size p (Lp) - [FI7 - TT (5ize £ £L) - 1 2

k=1

1 1 1
where |f(z)] < 1p, —+...+ — =—,and 1 <r < oo, 1 <rp < co. Then we deduce the
r r

T2
vector-valued local result, as in Proposition B7, leaving intact the sizes corresponding to
£°°, if there are any. In would be interesting to understand whether a multiple vector-
valued sparse domination with L' averages can be obtained in the general case, when L
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spaces are allowed. However, it was noticed in [LN15] that weighted estimates involving
L* spaces can still be deduced from a sparse domination with exponents strictly between
1 and oo, by a careful passage to the limit.

In the quasi-Banach case, if n = 2, we can prove using (69)) that the operator

foTL(f1r,91-92)
maps L' into L (w), with an operatorial norm equal to
— e ——r} — 1 -
(size Iolp)"l . (sme ;ggl) . (sme Iow) "lg2 -X%Hm,

1 1 1

where w > 0 is a fixed locally integrable function and 1 <ry,7ry <00, — + — = — > 1. Since
T 2 r

r < 1, we cannot have r{ = o0 or r9 = co. For n > 3, L* spaces could appear, and in that

situation the analysis is similar to the Banach case described earlier.
Using interpolation (for example, Theorem 1.4.19 of [Gra08]), with 7o fixed, we get that

1
1

1 —_—
|T0 (f - 1r, g1 g2) - wr |l s [(size p1p)"

As in Proposition B7, this can be used for proving, for vector-valued functions f =
{fx},d={9gx} so that |f(x)]e,|g(x)|e are locally integrable, that

H(Zlmfk’gk)l) o7 s (5ze 1 Fler ) - (57 1 |ller2 ) - (512 100l - |To).

o . 1
(size 2g1) - (size uw) ™ | |- X017, - g2 XOL (17,

If | - ||2R,+1 is subadditive (a sufficient condition is that 7 < 77°), this generalizes to
n-linear Calderén-Zygmund Operators yielding eventually the sparse domination

(+65) M ~M
ol s 2T gy 1B @IE™ )™ (g [ @) ezl

E j_

T Chrs - Fodll

where 0; € {0,€e}, with at most m of the J; # 0 (in this respect, the situation is similar
to the Banach case: the L'*¢ averages cannot correspond to multiple vector-valued spaces
involving L°).

In the usual manner, the sparse domination result is to be read as: there exists a sparse
family S of dyadic intervals, which depends on the functions fl, cen fn and v, so that (71])
holds.

Remark:. A careful inspection of the proof of Proposition [38 reveals that it is essential to
have at least one restricted-type function in the estimation of the multilinear form. Also, in
order to sum up the averages, we need to lose a bit of information by performing a stopping
time in 1p with respect to L™ ¢,

For ¢ > 779, we have similarly, the sparse domination

. N n 1 o . ~ 41 € ~
I HT(fh...hfn)HLR;%1 UHZ < QZ;HI(—@' fR \|fj(:c7.)‘|§_(1;61) X0 dx) T (_|Q| .[R ()| 77 - gd:c)q+eq Q.
€S j=

Lastly, we present a proof of Corollary [6] the Fefferman-Stein inequality for Ty, which
follows immediately from the sparse domination above. Let 0 < p < 0o, and w € Ao,. The
A, assumption appears twice in the argument: first for invoking a reverse Hélder property,
and second for deducing that Eg ¢ Q,|Eg| > n|Q| = w(Eq) > 1w(Q).

Let (Ry,...,Rny, R! ) be m-tuples so that 1 < 7";- <ooforall 1 <l <m,1<j<n,

% < (rl,1)" < co. Then if p < 7%, we have the sparse domination, which depends on the

n+1
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functions and the Lebesgue exponents:
LA Py w@ir s 3 TT (o [ 15 G| an) ™5 (5 [ we)dr) il
R Lina Gesjo1 1@l Ja J Q| Y@

The sparseness property of the intervals implies the existence of mutually disjoints sub-
sets Eg ¢ @ with |Eg| > n|Q| and hence w(Eg) > nw(Q), which yields

A”TQ?M’fn)”iRanrlw(x)de Z Hg M1+51,...,1+5n( fl(yﬂ')HLRlu"'7 fn(y,)”LRn))p(y)’LU(EQ)
Qes ¥<Eq

N /R Miss,...ava, (| f1(2, ')HLRI b ||fn(9€,)||LRn))(x)|pw(x)d:v

If p> 1o, the L! average of w is replaced by an L'*% average, where €p can be as small
as we wish. Since w € A, it satisfies a reverse Holder inequality: there exists € > 0 so that

(][ w1+6)1—1€ 5][ w, for all intervals Q.
Q Q

Hence we obtain again the same estimate as above.
The Fefferman-Stein inequalities for operators Tj of Theorem [ or for Carleson and
variational Carleson operators can be proved similarly.

7. ANOTHER STUDY CASE: CARLESON AND VARIATIONAL CARLESON OPERATORS

7.1. The Carleson operator. Before studying the variational Carleson operator C**"",
we briefly describe the procedure for obtaining vector-valued or sparse estimates for the
more classical Carleson operator, which is defined by

o £ 2mixé
(72) Cr(e)=sup| [ (@) ag].

Its boundedness on LP, together with a transference principle, implies a.e. convergence
of Fourier series in LP(T).

The operator C can be linearized by introducing the function N(x) which attains the
sup in ([[2), of which nothing is known. Furthermore, the condition £ < N(x) is replaced
by

there exists a dyadic interval w so that £ € wier and N () € Wright.-
As a consequence, the study of C is replaced by that of its model operator

CIP(‘T) = Z <f7 ¢P)¢P(x)1{x:N(x)ewp2} = Z <f7 ¢P>(£P(x)7
PeP PeP
where P is a collection of bitiles P = (Ip xwp,, Ip xwp,) (here wp, and wp, are the left half
and right half of the dyadic interval wp).
~ We need to introduce a new type of size, which captures the behavior of the functions
¢p(x). Here we follow the presentation in [MS13].

Definition 13. If P and P’ are distinct bitiles, we say that P < P" if Ip € Ipr and wpr € wp.

Also, we denote by P the collection of all possible dyadic bitiles in the plane. If the
collection P(Iy) is localized in space onto a certain dyadic interval Iy, then P(Iy) denotes
the collection of all possible dyadic bitiles P in the plane with Ip € 3.

Definition 14. If P is a finite collection of bitiles, then

: - 1 -
sizes((g,0p)) =sup sup — [ g(@)IT3, (2) - 1(an (ryewpr) 4o
P€P]§]’e£ [Ip| Jr
>
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Here we use the classical proof of the boundedness of C as a black box, but it will be
enough to consider a simpler size, which is larger than the one we introduced above:

PeP plcp
P'>P

. ; S 1 N
sieer((9,0p)) 5 505 (0) = sup swp 7 [ lo(w)| -, ()
P

The proof of [MS13] relies on a quantity dual to the size, called energy. We can avoid to
overtly use the ‘energy’, but we refer the interested reader to Chapter 7 of [MS13]. Instead,
we use directly the estimate

Proposition 26 (Proposition 7.7 from [MS13)]). If P is a finite collection of bitiles, and f
and g are measurable functions, then

—_ % —_ % [ _ _
H fRC]}D(f)(ZE)g(ZE)dl’H < (szzepf) L. (szzep(g)) ’ Hf”% o HQ‘H b2
for any 0 <6, <1,0<92£% with 01 + 265 = 1.

In order to obtain vector-valued or sparse estimates for Cp, we need to work with the
localized bilinear form. Here we use the fact that the energy corresponding to ¢ is an L'
quantity, so for g we don’t need to use restricted-type functions.

Lemma 27. If P is a finite collection of bitiles, 1y is a fixed dyadic interval, f and g are
measurable functions so that |f(x)| < 1p(x), then we have

— Lo . 1
Aeran (o)l 5 (T 1e) T (e pg) ol
for any 0<6; < 1.

Using the techniques presented in the previous sections, we get the following sparse
domination for Cp:

Proposition 28. If P is a finite collection of bitiles, and f and g are locally integrable
functions, then for any € > 0 there exists a sparse collection S of dyadic intervals so that

e (Fa)ls T (g f@ 2 @)™ - (o [la()l- 2 @)ie) - QL

1
QeS |Q|

By applying Proposition 6.4. of [BEP16], we recover the known weighted estimates for
the Carleson operator: for any € >0 and any 1 < p < oo,

C:LP(w) » LP(w) forall we Ay,

with an operatorial norm

max (%ﬁé 71)
HCHLP(w)»LP(w) N [w]AL v .
T+e
We recall that weighted estimates for the Carleson operator were proved in [DPL14]. Sparse
vector-valued estimates were also proved in [Bell8].
The multiple vector-valued and sparse vector-valued estimates that we can get for C are

the following:
Theorem 29. If R = (r!,...,r™) is an m-tuple with 1 <17 < oo, then we have

C: LP (R (W, p)) — LP(R: LR (W, )
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for all 1 <p < oo. Moreover, for any q >0, €,¢4 >0, any f multiple vector-valued functions
with | f(x, ')HLR(W7M)ZOCO/”Z] integrable and any locally g-integrable function v, there exists a
sparse collection S so that

£ 1 te v ﬁ 1 +eq o ﬁ
lice(Pllnomvly s 3 (g J M@ T @)™ (g [ P@I™ 1Y (2)da) ™ 1@l

If <1, we can take €, = 0.

Remark:. The proof of the vector-valued or sparse estimates follows the same ideas from
Sections [3 and[F, and we leave the details to the interested reader.

For the operator of Theorem [, conditions (8) point to an open range of Lebesgue ex-
ponents. Instead, for Carleson and variational Carleson operators, there exists some sort
of endpoint estimate, which remains noticeable also in the sparse domination. Since the
adjoint operators C* and (C'*"")* map L' into L1*°, we should be able to obtain, in the
sparse domination of the bilinear form (hence, in the case ¢ =1), an L' average!

These optimal results, corresponding to g =1 and €, =0, are far more involved, but they
will be described in detail in the following section, where the variational Carleson operator
is examined.

Also, we have the following upper-bound for the Carleson operator:

Corollary 30. For any0<p< oo, € >0, and any m-tuple R = (r',...,r™) with 1 <1 < co,
we have

H HCf(ZE, ')HLR(W,M)H]) < HMlJre(Hf(:Ev ')”LR(W“U,))HP'

Under the assumption that w € Ao, we have, for any 0 < p < oo

HHCP(f)HLR(W,u) HLP(w) S ’MHEH(-}?) ||LR(W7N)HLP(w)'

The implicit constant in the last inequality might depend on w or on [w]a

oo *

7.2. Variational Carleson operator.

Alternatively, one might be interested in finding the rate of convergence of the Fourier
series in LP(T). In that case, the necessary tool is the variational Carleson operator, defined
by means of the r-variation norm as

K an, A . 1
(73) () (@) =sup swp (Y] [ fe)e el
K no<..<ng g=1 Janp 4
We recall the following result from [OST*12] (both conditions r > 2 and p > r' are
necessary):

Theorem 31 (Oberlin, Seeger, Tao, Thiele, Wright). Suppose that r > 2 and r' < p < oo.
Then CV*" . [P — [P,

Our intention here is to present a proof of Theorem [BI] which is based on the same
localization principle that was portrayed in Sections [Bl, ] and 6l Not only will this allow
us to obtain a simplified proof (we avoid in this way BMO estimates of Y 7.1 17), but
it will immediately imply sparse estimates and, after applying the helicoidal method, also
multiple vector-valued and sparse multiple vector-valued estimates.

More exactly, we will show that the variational Carleson operator has a local character
as well, and upon obtaining the local inequality (corresponding to the “level 0” estimate
in the helicoidal method), we conclude the multi-vectorial sparse estimates described in
Theorem [l
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7.3. Study of the model operator. By standard techniques, C**"" can also be linearized:
first we fix K € Z*, and for every x € R, there exist measurable real-valued functions
So(z) < &(x) < ... < €x(x) and measurable complex valued functions ai(z),...,ax ()
satisfying

L
7

K 4
( Z lag ()" )’ =1
k=1

and so that
K

C (@) = Y ar(@)- [ L, (o0 @) F(E)eX de.
k=1

Further, assuming that the functions & (-) take only a finite number of values, the
operator can be approximated by a model operator:

(74) Cp"" () (@) = Y (f, op)op(x)ap(x).
PeP

The multi-tiles in P are of the form P = Ip xwp, where each wp is a union of three intervals
wy,wy,wp. The wave packet ¢p contains the information in Ip x w,, while in w; (and wy,)
is captured the lowest (or highest) possible frequency information: if z € Ip, then for some
1<k <K, &1(x) ew (and & (x) € wy). In that case, ap(x) = ax(z), and ap(x) =0 if no
such a k exists.

In addition, since the frequency information represents a Whitney decomposition of the
interval [ak,l(m),ak(m)], we can assume that there exist constants 1 < C3 < Cs < C so that,
for every P € P,

supp (¢p) € Cswy, Cowy NCowy =@, Cowy NCowy =B, Cowy € Crwy,  Chwy € Chuy.
On account of the frequency data being contained in three intervals, we denote by w,, the
convex hull of Cow,, U Cowy:
Wi := conv(Cow, U Cowy).
Now we are ready to define the trees, which, as usual, play a very important role in the

analysis. As in [OST*12], we assume there exists =P, a finite set of admissible tree top
frequencies.

Definition 15. A tree T = (T, I7, &) with top datum (I1,&7), where It is a dyadic interval
and &7 € 2P, is a subcollection of multi-tiles P € P with the property that

Cy-1 Comly

75 Ipcly and wp:=[ér- :
(75) pSlr and wr:=[{7 T Er+ 0

A tree (T,I7,&7) is called l-overlapping if &7 € Cow; for every P e T, and l-lacunary if
&r ¢ Cowy for all PeT.

In order to obtain the vector-valued estimate in Theorem [7, we need to prove, for pg > r’
jo¥e. - -
(76) |Acvar,r;]p>(10)(fag)| S HACU‘”W;IP(IO) H Hf " XIo Hpo : Hg * Xl Hp(’)v

where HACMT,T;P(IO)H is the operatorial norm given by

_ E T 1
(77) [Acverripcry | = (size p(ry 1) ™ 70" - (size by 1) ™
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As usual, this will be showed through restricted type-interpolation. If Fy, Fs are sets of
finite measure, it is enough to find EY ¢ E5 a major subset so that, for any restricted-type
functions f and g satisfying [f(z)| < 1g, (), |9(2)| < 1g; (), we have

|Ag'uf'r'r ]p(]o)(fvg)| S HAC“‘"’T;P(I()) H : |E1|%|E2|#7

for all p > 7" in a neighborhood of py.
Interpolation theory then implies that
F.G
|Acuar r. ]p(]o)(fv g)| S HAC“‘"’T;P(I()) H Hf”PO ’ Hngév
but the estimate (76]) can be easily deduced by using the decay of the sizes (so here we
might loose an € in the exponents of the two sizes).

The proof of Theorem B1] from [OST*12] is based on a tree estimate and two decompo-
sition lemmas: one for the energy and one for the density. In order to obtain the full range
from Theorem BIl the authors use a BMO estimates for the tops of the trees (that is,
| Z 17, |Bamo)- This is necessary (via intepolation and the classical | Z 17,01 estlmate)

for deﬁnlng the exceptional set, which is somehow complicated. By usmg localizations
and two additional stopping times, we obtain a somewhat simpler demonstration. The
“energy” and “density” of [OST*12| will be replaced by sizes, an approach which is more
similar to the exposition in [MS13].

Definition 16.

(SIS

sizep(f) = sup (|[T| S, p)?)

TcP PeT
l-overlapping tree

For g, the size will be similar to the one appearing in the case of the Carleson operator:

Ol @) R @ 1o s (a))i)?

(78) sizep(g) = sup sup (—
pep prep - p| JR
P’>P

Remark:. In the definition of sizep(g), we consider the supremum over all admissible tiles

P’ so that Ip € Ipr and wpr c wp, where

Co-1 Cy—-1
Epr+

4|Ip/| 4|Ip/|

)

wpr = [Epr -

for some Epr € EtOP.

Proposition 32 (Similar to Prop. 5.1 of [OST"12]). Let T c P be a tree. Then

(79) | [ 3 (4. 0p)ép(@)ar(@)g(e)dal 5 sizer(f) - sizer(g) -
PeT
and also,
(80) | > (f,ép)opargl . $ sizer(f) - sizer(g) - ||
PeT

Furthermore, for £ >0, we have
| ¥ (f, ¢p)opargl i oty S 27NV sizer(f) - sizer(g) - |I7]
PeT
and

. 1
| 3 (fop)oparglpr gy s 27N Vsizer(f) - sizer(g) - 1]
PeT
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Proof. The proof follows the same reasoning as that of Proposition 5.1 from [OST*12],
which corresponds to the special case when g(z) is a characteristic function. We have
to consider l-lacunary trees and [-overlapping trees and in the second case, make use of
Lépingle’s inequality.

The quantity sizep(g) appears naturally in the tree estimate. If T is a tree with top I,
we perform a decomposition of R into a collection J made of maximal dyadic intervals J
with the property that there is no P €T so that Ip ¢ 3J.

The tree estimate from (80) follows by estimating first | X pep(f,or)drapgl . , for
every J € J. There are two types of intervals J € J:

1. relatively large intervals J that are supported away from Ip, for P € T. In this
case, sizep(g) becomes

L
o

Sub |I |/|g( )|T XIP(SU) Z|ak(x)|7’ 1oy (& 1(x))da;)

PeT
[Ip|<C"'|J]

2. small intervals J, that are smaller than certain Ip, for P € T. However, in this
case, by the maximality of J, there exists P(J) € T' so that Ip( < 3.J, where J is
the dyadic parent of J. Hence there exists J' of length comparable to J and Ip so
that Ip(y) ¢ J'. The sizep(g) that emerges in this situation is

1
T

(7 [ @) s 1 (6 (2)))’

In either case, we can see how sizep(g) can be replaced by a similar quantity, more local
in nature, defined by

1
o

B0 s s (o [le@l @) zm@c)r”- Loy (61 (2)dz)”
PP plcp |I |
P’ZP,IP/EQIP

This will be useful later on in Section [4], for the local estimates. O

Remark:. From now on, we will use the definition in (&) for sizep(g). We can also see
that this quantity is bounded above by an L™ size as defined in (24]):

sizep(g) § sizep (9).

7.4. Localization results and Proof of Theorem [7l. We adapt the previous notions to
a local setting: let Iy be a fixed dyadic interval. Then IP(1y) denotes a certain subcollection
of multi-tiles:

P(Iy):={PeP:Ipc IO}.

The strategy is to obtain precise estimates for AL and afterwards use them to

C'uar T. I[D(I )
derive the vector-valued and sparse estimates.

Proposition 33. Let I be a fized dyadic interval and f a function so that |f(x)| < 1p(x)
for a.e. © and assume that

dist (supp f,1o)
Lol

Let PP be a collection of multi-tiles so that Ip € Iy for all P € P and so that sizep(f) < E.
Then there exists a decomposition P =P UP” so that sizep(f) < E/2 and P" can be written

1+ ~ 2%, for some Kk > 0.




SPARSE DOMINATION VIA THE HELICOIDAL METHOD 51
as a union of trees P = | J T with the property that

TeT

(82) > | s 27M"E .
TeT

Remark:. The proposition above corresponds to a classical “energy decomposition” algo-
rithm, that appeared already in Lemma [I8

Similarly, for the “density”, we have a decomposition algorithm:

Proposition 34. Let Iy be a fized dyadic interval, g a function in L and assume that

dist (supp g,1p)
Lol

Let P a collection of multi-tiles so that sizep(g) < A. Then there exists a decomposition

P =P UP” so that sizep:(g) < A2 and P can be written as a union of trees P" = | J T
TeT

1+

~ 2% for some k > 0.

with the property that

(83) >zl s 2713 gl
TeT
Using the propositions above, we are able to prove a very precise local estimate, involving
an L' size of g.

Proposition 35. Let Iy be a fized dyadic interval and P a collection of multi-tiles; F is a
set of finite measure, f a function so that |f| < 1p, and g is a locally integrable function.
Then

— e —
(84) [Acvarep(1y) (f,9)| $ (5i2em(1) 1r) ™ - (Si2€B(1)9) - Hol-

Proof. Obtaining an L' size of g is important for the sparse estimate of Theorem [T (scalar,
as well as multiple vector-valued), because the weighted estimates that follow are not
optimal if the L' size is replaced by an L'*€ average. For vector-valued estimates however,
an L'*¢ size of a characteristic function would suffice.

Still, sizep(g) is inherently an L quantity: even though in the tree estimate we can
replace it by an L' size, for the decomposition result in Proposition 4] we need to regard

. ! . . .
it as an L" quantity in order to estimate »_ |Ir].
TeT
As a consequence, we write g € L! as

9=91"92, where gy e€L” and gpeL".

This can easily be achieved by setting g1 (z) = |g(:17)|% and go(x) = g(x)/g2(x) if g(x) # 0,
g2(x) =0 if g(z) = 0.
Now we show how to attain the estimate from (84]). First, we decompose f and g as

f=> T 1 dist (2,I0)~(251 1) o]} = Ofm

k120 K1>
and for 1 <j<2
95 = 2. 95 L dist (o 0o)w(252-D)Io]} = 2, i

Kk2>0 Kk2>0

Similarly, F,, = F'n{ dist (z, Iy) ~ (2™ - 1) |Ip|}. The functions ¢g; and g2 will be localized
onto the same set, which corresponds to localizing the function g = g; - go.
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Then, for k1 and ko fixed, we perform the decomposition of the collection P(Iy). Ap-
plying Proposition 33| iteratively to f,,, we obtain P(Ip) =|J (J T, where the size of

n1 TeTn r;
each tree T' € Ty, ,, ~ 27" and moreover

(85) S Ip| s 27 M2 .
TeTnl,,11

Proposition 4] applied to g2 yields an analogous decomposition: P(Ip) =) U T,

ng TeTn2,,€2
where the size of each tree T'€ T, .., ~27"? and

> |Irl s 272 gy 1.

TeTny ko
First, we estimate the bilinear form associated to C;?;;
[ % (rererapgdel=| [ 3 (for)orargi-gdal

PeP(Ip) PeP(lo)

S 2 > |fR(I;F<fm=¢P)¢PGP917n2'92,@)'11de‘

k1,62 11,12 T€T R 1wy NThg kg

+ Z Z Z Z |fR( Z (fo1,0P)0Pap 91,k2 '92,@) i Sy dﬂ?| = (1) + (11).
PeT

220 k1,k211,m2 T€Tny ki NThy kg

We will only consider the first term; for the second one, the analysis is similar, and it only
employs the decay in the tree estimate outside 2¢Ir, which was mentioned in Proposition

For now, consider k; and ko fixed; we apply Holder to get

2 \/R(I;T(fmﬁp)% AP Gl ms - Y2.ma) - L1y dt]

TeTnl’,i1 anQ’K‘Q

S Z Hgl,nz 11 HT ) H( Z <fli1a¢P>¢P ap 92,@) :

T€Tn1,n1 mT”zﬂfz PeT

We want to transform |gi x, - 17, [ into some type of average or “size” of gy ,, onto Ir.
In fact, if ko # 0, this term is equal to 0, but for (/7), we consider dilates of I and we will
have to face a similar situation.

Hence, we can see that

1
I |H91 wo gy < I |H9 11, |1 <57 g1 (9)-

Similarly, for (II) we have
—eM oM 1 VR
W”gl,m ) 12€+11T I < W”Q : 12f+11TH1 < m“g “XIp |1 < SIZGP(IO)(Q)-

The above reasoning implies that

Hgl K2 1ITHT’ ~ (Slze]P’(IO)g) |[T| .

The tree estimate of Proposition 32] and the stopping times in the construction of T, x,
and Ty, ,, imply that

H( Z (fur,0P)PPap 927@) )

PeT

L g2 | I
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For the sum of the tree tops |I7| we have from Propositions B3] and 34t
2 || $ min(27 M1 22 B [ 27M02072 gy o 1)),
T€Tn1,nlﬂTn2,n2
All of the above imply that
> L (X far0r)0rap g gr,) - Lipda]
R

TeTnl,,.i1 nTHQ,,€2 PeT

l — —
S (sizep(ry(9)) 7 272 "2T . ZT | 7]
€ nl,nlm ng,k9

l ! 7
< (size ]113(10)(9)) r 9 N19=N2 (27Mm 22n1 |Fm |)61 . (27M/42 or'na Hg2,n2 H:/)@z’

where 0< 61,05 <1, and 01 + 605 =1.
Now we can sum in k1 and kg to get

: ~ M ~ M | 621" -n1(1- -na(1-r'
(86) (1) s (sizeppy(9))7 11p- ot T - lga - Xaa 127 30 27 (7200)  gmma(lorfa),

ni,n2

Note that |go X%\\:i =|g- )2%[\\1, so, if we can sum in 1y and ng, we would have that

- 1-6 —1
(Is (51ze ]p(]o)]_p) . (51ze P(Io)g) | Lo,
where we used the inequalities

—1 L

27" ~sizep(f) Ssizep(ry) (f), 27" ~sizer (g) S ST%E;’(IO) g2 = (sizepyy 9)" -
The summation is possible only if
1-2601 >0, 1-7'65>0,
or equivalently, if
(87) % S0 > %
Upon treating the second term (I7) in a similar manner, we obtain that

| fRC;?}“ég(f)(x)g(fc)dﬂ S (Szep(ry1r) - (5120 p(r0)9) - ol

Choosing 61 = 1 + ¢, we obtain exactly (&4).
O

Theorem 36. Let Iy be a fized dyadic interval, and F,G sets of finite measure. Then for
any po > 1,

F.G L1 _. —€
A |

_ = _ L ~ ~
C'ua'r,'r;]P(IO)(f7g)| S (SZZeP(IO)].F)T Po : (SZZE]P(IO)]_G)I)O |f ’ XIO ”100 ’ Hg ’ XIO ”p6

Proof. We will use the estimates of Proposition [35] and restricted type interpolation in the
form of Proposition 10 of [BM17]. Let Ej, E5 be sets of finite measure and we can assume
without loss of generality that |E2| = 1. We will construct EY € Es major subset and show
that

NG 0y (B D & [A s o |- 1A,

for p > 7’ in a neighborhood of pg, and all functions f,g with |f(x)| < 1g,,|g(z)| < 1, for
a.e. T.
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The exceptional set is defined in a standard way:
Q:= {$ : M(lElmF) > OlEl N Fl}
and we set Ef = o\ €,

dist (Ip,Q°
For any d > 0, we let Pg(lp) := {Pe]}D(IO):l_’_M

g
position will be needed: we consider d fixed, and as in [BM16], we will perform a double
stopping time which allows us to write

Py(Ip):= U U P

ni,ni Ieﬂn1 milnz

~ 24}, Another decom-

Here J,,, represents a collection of maximal dyadic intervals contained inside

{$ : M(lFﬁEl)($) > 27n171}‘
More exactly, I € J,,, if there exists at least one P € Pgyper, with Ip € I, and I is maximal
with the property that
1

gl o —
|

/RlF“El X <27™.

Then we set
Pr:={P €Pstoer : Ip S I}.
This implies that sizep,(f-1p) $2™™ S sjzép(fo) 1rnp, S 2YE1 0 F|, and also > s

Iejnl
9™M|Ey n F.
Similarly for g, we have sizep, (g-1¢) $272 $27% and > 1] $2™|E2nG|. We recall
IeJn2
that

__ 1
sizep,(g9-1g) $ sup sup

o [ Amee - 1§ de g 274,
Pepy JoIp |J| ST

The decay in 27M? is a consequence of integrating )2?/[ over Ef c Q°.

Then we obtain, using Proposition B5 with F' replaced by Eqy 0 F and g by 1g;n¢:
FG F.G
‘Acvar,r;ﬂb([o) (f7 g)‘ S Z Z Z |Acvar',r';I[DI(f7 g)l

d>0ni1,n2 Ieﬂnlngn2

— i i
S Z Z Z (SizelP’J 1E1WF)T, E (SiZG]pI 1E§”G) 1.

d>0ni,n2 Iedp NIn,
We note that

sizep,1p,nF < min (size P(1o)1Fs 2_"1), sizep; 1z n¢ < min (SiZGP(IO)]_G, 2_"2).

1
Hence, if 0 <1 < — and 0 <2 <1, we have
r

‘AFG 1-y2-€

— 1 e
C”J“”;P(Io)(f’g” S (SIZGP(IO):[F)T e (SlzeP(IO)IG)
XX e (| 0 B (2B 0 G,
d>0n1,n2
where 0 < 01,05 <1, 61 + 65 = 1. On the last line we interpolate between the estimate for

> |I] and the one for »’ |I].
IeJn1 IeJn2
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We want to sum in n; and ns, and this is possible provided v + 2 > 01 + 62 = 1. We
1
can choose 71 = — and 72 = — + ¢, where p > r’ is arbitrarily close to pp. Summation in d
p

presents no problem due to the fast decay. In the end, all of the above imply that

—_ i1 . -2 - 1
|A§vfrrp(10)(f,g)‘S(size]p(jo)lF)T-/ i) -(Slzep(jo)lG) Py €|E1|11)7

which is precisely what we wanted. (The assumption that |E2| =1 is only used for simpli-
fying the computations.) O

7.5. L' sizes for the multiple vector-valued sparse domination.

The local estimate for the variational Carleson C*"" from Proposition [35], which is the
equivalent of Lemma [27] for the Carleson operator, implies, as described in Section Bl the
following sparse domination result: given P a finite collection of multi-tiles, f and g locally
integrable functions and € > 0, there exists a sparse famz'ly of dyadic intervals S so that

[Acorre(F9) 5 3 (i = L1 i )7 " / l9(0)] - X (x)dz) - Q.

Using the helicoidal method, we obtain a similar result for multiple vector-valued func-
tions f,f], but with the L' average of § replaced by an L'*¢ average: given ¢ > 0, P
a finite collection of multi-tiles, f and § vector-valued functions so that 1 (@, ) r w0
and |g(z,-)|  r (W) 4TE locally integrable functions, there exists a sparse family of dyadic
intervals S so that

r o= 1 T +e € ~ ﬁ
cwoner(FDI S 3 (g fL 1G5 @)™ (g [l N5 a5 ()16

However, we can improve on this result, namely by proving that we can indeed have an
L' average of |g(x, I 7 (w,puy- We will only show this in the case LE(W, 1) = £, for some
s> 7', but our proof can be adapted to the general setting.

In Proposition BB we obtained an L' size of g by splitting the function as g = ¢ - ga,
where g1 € L™ and g9 € L". Because we want to obtain an L average for g, we cannot
afford to use restricted-type functions (that is, we cannot assume that |g(x)| < 1¢(x) for
some finite set G c R), and instead we use the above decomposition of the function. The
situation will be similar for the vector-valued estimate, in the sense that we will need to
find a “good” splitting of g.

Proposition 37. Let s>71', P a finite collection of multi-tiles, Iy a fized dyadic interval,
and F a set of finite measure. Let f = {fx}r and g = {gr}r be vector-valued functions so
that | f(z)|es <1p(x) for a.e. x and |g(x)|, is a locally integrable function on R. Then

(88) | > Acvaro (i) (Frr 91)| S (522611»(10)117)
"

—1 N
(52261?(10) HQHZS’) [ o-
As a consequence, we obtain the following sparse domination result: given f and § vector-

valued functions so that | f(z)|es and |g(x)|,s are locally integrable functions and e > 0,
there exists a sparse famz'ly S of dyadic intervals so that

e r'+e ~ ﬁ 1 - ~
(Pl s ¥ (g JoIFNE X @)™ (g 136N 74 i)l

The proof of estimate (88) relies on the following localization result:
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Proposition 38. Let ¢’ > 1/, let P be a finite collection of multi-tiles, Iy a fized dyadic in-
terval, F' a set of finite measure and f, g1, go locally integrable functions, with the additional
property that |f(x)| < 1p(z) for a.e. x. Then

—_ L Lef—¢ L ~M
(89) |Acvaro (1) (191 - 92)| S (Sizep(r)1p) ™ @ (SZZEP(IO) 91) | g2 - Xy g
We postpone the proof of Proposition B8 in order to show how it implies Proposition B7}
Proof of Proposition [37. We know that | f(z)]¢ < 1p(z) and we want to estimate

|Acvarsp(ro) (frr 9| = |Acvare pro) (fr - 17, g1)| = |Agvar,r;p(10)(fk,gk)‘-

We write g = g - g, where g := ||g|,» (if g(z) = 0, we simply set gip(z) = 0). Then we
apply the result of Proposition to Acvarr.p(ry)(fr - 17, g ), under the assumption that
|fu(z)| < 1g,. In fact, we have |fx(z)| < 1g,nr (because fi is supported inside F'), and we
can ameliorate the estimate of Proposition B8 Here we prove the inequality in the case of
restricted-type functions, and as a consequence of interpolation theory, we will deduce the
general case:

i _ 1
7 7

‘Acvar',r';]lb([o)(fk : 1F79% : gégk)l S (S’EEP(IO)lF)T !

L
7

— 11
(Slze%(fo)gq )'|E1|q' 979k

—€

i _1
7 7

— e (—1 i 1
$ (S8 Lr) ™7 (S p(1y) 8) 7 - 1BLT |kl ogo)-

Above, we applied Proposition B8, with F' a fixed set of finite measure and g a fixed
locally integrable function, with g > 0, to obtain that the operator defined by

f — C];[l’f‘,’f‘(f . 1F)
is bounded from L9"! into Lq,(g) with an operatorial norm equal to

L
7

1 1
T q

(Sie i) 1r) 7" (2 21, 0)

Upon using restriction onto the sets {z : dist (z,Iy) ~ (2% — 1)|[y|} (we can perform a
decomposition of f as in the proof of Proposition [B3]), which entails a decaying factor
27"M and interpolation (¢’ is arbitrary, and it can vary in a small neighborhood of s > r'),
we deduce that

1 1 . Ll e/—1 % ~M ~ ~M
[Acvarspro) (Fi-1r 8% -7 3| 5 (size iy Le) 7 * (S12€ (1) 8) i it s 198-X00 | o )
It is due to the log-convexity in the interpolation (for this, see Theorem 1.2.19 of [Gra08])
that we can obtain the suitable exponent for size ]113( Io) 8-
From here on, the proof is standard: we sum in k to get that

1 1
S 7

11 3 o
|%Acvam-;mzo)(fk,gk)\S(Sizemo)lF)"' (e 9) HlF'X%Hs'H(;lgkl )

Kol
L e f—
pS (size]p(lo)lp)"' ‘ (size];(lo) g) . |IQ|,

L
7

where we used that (). |§k|S’)5 =1 on the set where g(x) # 0 and hence
k

L
7

I( gw’)s

~ 1
~ M <M 5T
* XTI HLs’(g) = HQ'XIO H1 .
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If we were allowed to use restricted-type functions, the “weight” g would be replaced by
1¢, as in the previous analysis of vector-valued inequalities from [BMI6]. O

We end by providing a proof for Proposition B8 the case when ¢’ = r" and g1, g2 are par-
ticular functions (we recall that g1} = |g2[7 = |g]1) was already presented in Proposition

Proof of Proposition [38. In order to prove the estimate (89), we will make use of Proposi-
tion As in the proof of Theorem B6, we perform a stopping time for 15 with respect
to LY7¢ averages, and a stopping time for go with respect to L9 averages.

More exactly, for every ni so that 27 < size %&Z)l r S 1, we construct a collection J™

of maximal intervals I for which
1

2 |I| / 1p-X] da) 7 <27,
and for every such interval we have associated a non-empty collection of multi-tiles P; so
that sﬁz‘ég{elp $27™ . In particular, we note that

> s 2@ p,
IeJm1

Similarly, for every no so that 2772 < size ?p( 10)92, we construct a collection J™2 of maximal
intervals I so that

1
q

. 1 _
2 "QS(mlegz(fc)lq-x% Xp'da)r <27

For the selected intervals I € J*?, we assume there exists a multi-tile P € Pg;or with Ip € 1,
and consequently a nonempty subcollection of multi-tiles P; ¢ P so that size %I go $27"
We also obtain that

> s2™ g2 - X7 |12
TeJn2

Once these arrangements are made, we are ready to prove (89):
[Acvare o) (Frg1-92)| S Y. > |Acvarrp, (f, 91+ 92)]

ni,mn2 [eJ"1NJ"2
1

S Y > (sizep,1p)” - (sizen, g1 g2) - |1

ni,mn2 [eJ?1NJ"2

— 11,
< ([Toran L) T (b)) XY 2
ni,n2 [eJ"1nJ"2
and it only remains to prove that
1
—n1o- o ~M

(90) > > 22 s IFT g2 Xy lg-

ni,n2 [eJ"1nJm2

We note that
2 Z 2—n1 2—n2|]| < Z Z 2—n12—n2 -min (an(q’—e)lFL 2n2q”g2 XIo H )

ni,n2 IeJ?1nJn2 ny no

We do not use the interpolation estimate min(A4, B) < A’ B'; instead, we analyze the
two possibilities:



58 CRISTINA BENEA AND CAMIL MUSCALU

/ ”1(q €
(i) if 2@ O|F| < 279 gy - |2, then 272 <27 7 |F[7 |ga - %}/ and
> yr2 2 min (27| F), 2 gy - X3l [4) Yo 2 2O F| Y 27
niy n9 ni n9

—n1on1(qd —€) 7”1(‘1 —€
Sy 2Tm2 |F|-27 4

ni

M ~na(1-25¢ L <M

lgs>22 (-5) JE[ - g2 - Xy llg-
ni

(ii) on the other hand, if 27 ~9|F| > 2"29| g, -X%Hq, we obtain that

Y Y22 min (27| F), 27 gy - 1 [9) § 127 Y272 gy - |

niy n2 ni n2
-n1 na(g-1) ~M ny _ (q e)(q D (g-1) , q
$Y.27M Y2 lg2 - X7, 112 22 2 Rl Xol, lgz - X712
ni no

g (1-25E) 3
$y2 m(-4 )IFI‘I"||92-><%Hq-
n

In either case, the series in ny are summable and we obtain (O0).
O

Remark:. The same analysis applies in the case of Carleson operator; the statement of
Proposition [38 becomes: for any ¢’ > 1, and for any finite collection of tiles P(Ip), any set
of finite measure F' and any locally integrable functions f, g1, g2 so that |f(z)| < 1p(x) for
a.e. x, we have

- - - ,——¢ L ~
[Acip(io)(f 91+ 92)| S (sizep(ry)1r)  * ~(s1zef§(10)g1) AP g2+ X0 lg-
And this implies, for any 1< s < oo, and any f = {fu}r, §={grtx with | flles < 1p(x):
(91) | > Acp(io) (s 9)| S (sizep(rp)1r)
%

€ —1 N
' (szze]P’(Io)HQHZS’) [ o-

Remark:. In the general case of iterated vector spaces, the corresponding inductive state-
ment for the variational Carleson operator is: for any ¢’ > r’, and for any finite collection
of multi-tiles P([y), any sets of finite measure F' and FE;, and any vector-valued func-
tions f,g1,g2 so that |[f(z,)|Lrww, 91(2, ) a0y and [g2(@, )| Lrr (1, are locally
integrable functions with | f(z,-)|Lrw ) < 1, () for a.e. z, we have

L — — 1, 1 .
[N a0y (s (102D (T ncaoy 1) (50 1009151 o B 92 ) gy

— . . . =
Here (g1 - g2) denotes the vector-valued function written component-wise as (g1 - g2)(z,w) =
g1(x,w) - go(x,w) for a.e. (x,w)eRxW.
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