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Abstract

We intend to derive the moment and exponential tail estimates for the so-called
bivariate or more generally multivariate functional operations, not necessary to be
linear or even multilinear. We will show also the strong or at last weak (i.e. up to
multiplicative constant) exactness of obtained estimates.
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1 Introduction. Statement of problem.

Let (X, F,p), (Xi, Fi,p;), i =1,2,...,d be measurable spaces equipped with non
- trivial measures p, i1;, not necessary to be probabilistic or bounded. We denote by
L(p,x;) the classical Lebesgue-Riesz spaces of measurable functions f; : X; — R
having a finite norm

1/p

LX) = Ul = | [ U@ ) | pe oo (L0)
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Let also V : ®&L,L(g;, X;) — L(p,X) be multivariate functional operation

which maps the tensor product ®¢_;L(g;, X;), p; € [1,00) into the Lebesgue-Riesz
space L(p, X):
g=g(x)=VI[fi, fo,..., fal(x) € L(p, X). (1.1)
It will be presumed more precisely that there exists a non-trivial set D C R4
such that
VqeD = g()€ Lp,X).

Let 7, = 7i(¢;) be some continuous inside its domain of definition functions
and strictly monotonically increasing functions, for instance

Tz(Qz) = 62(%)%’ 62772 = const € (Oa OO), qi S [1a OO)

Denote ¢ := (q1,42,---,q4) = {¢}, ¢; € [1,00) and define analogously a vector
a:={a(i)} = (v, ...,aq), a; > 0;

or more generally

d

| f|§(¢j’) déf H (|f2|ﬂ(qz))al )

i=1
We assume in the sequel that this operation satisfies the following condition.

Condition 1.1.  There exists a non-trivial domain D C @ [1, c0) C R%
and a certain function © = O(q) € [1,00), ¢ € D such that for the value p =
O(q) € [1, o0) the following inequality holds true

91y =V (1, fos - - fd)le@ < K(Q) - | f|§@,

where
K(¢) = Kop~r(q) =const <oo <= qeD. (1.2)

One can extend formally the definition this function as follows:
Kopr:(q) =400, ¢¢ D.
As for the function K(q) : it may consists on the factors of the form for instance

Ki(q) == Bi(q:)", Bi,~: = const € (0,00), q; € [1,00);

or



Bi(g;)

Ky (q;) = Bj,7;,0; = const € (0,00), q; € (1,00);

(¢ —1)%’
or at last
Ksi(q)=C (g —ar)) ™ (bh—q)~", q € (a, by),
1<a; <b <o0; ¢, s =const > 0;
and so one.

An example:

K o 7 (q2)72 —c3 —s3
(91, 02,43) = Cqn)™ - e (g5 —a3)™ (bs —gs)™,
where
Ce (0,00), 71962963783 > Oa 72 2 O> 1 S az < b3 < o0,
and

@ € [1,00); g2 € (1,00); g2 € (as, bs).
One can choose as the function K(q) its minimal value:

91, =V (f1s for - fa)low < K(@) - | f|3@> (1.3)
so that

_ _ V
K(@ = Kaﬁmr(d) = S}lp S_,U-p { | (fl’ f2’_’ 07’ fd)|®(® } : (1.3@)
f#0 d€D | f |—F(q')

Our goal in this preprint is a generalization of the estimate (1.2) into
the more general spaces, namely, into a so-called Grand Lebesgue Spaces

(GLS).

HEREAFTER WE WILL DENOTE BY ¢; = ¢x(), Cx = Cx(),k =1,2,..., WITH OR
WITHOUT SUBSCRIPT, SOME POSITIVE FINITE NON-ESSENTIALLY CONSTRUCTIVE
CONSTANTS, NON NECESSARILY AT THE SAME AT EACH APPEARANCE.

WE WILL DENOTE ALSO BY THE SYMBOLS K, = K,(d,n,p,piq,...) ES-
SENTIALLY POSITIVE FINITE FUNCTIONS DEPENDING ONLY ON THE VARIABLES

d? n? p7 Q7 b )
Let us bring some examples.
Example 1. Multiplicative bilinear operator.

In this example X = X; = Xy, p =y = po and
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9(x) = fi(x) - fal2). (1.4)

One can apply the classical Holder’s inequality

|g|p§ |f1|ap'|f2|ﬁ D3 le, (1.4@)

where

a,8>1,1/a+1/8=1.

Therefore

|g|p§g{ng[|fl|ap |f2|ﬁp]a p217 (146)

where inf is calculated over all the values «, § > 1, and such that
lja+1/p=1

Example 2. Tensor product.

Here (X, F,p) = (X1, F1, 1) ® (Xo, Fo, pig) and

g = g(x1,72) = fi(z1) - fa(zo). (1.5)

On the other words, both the cofactors f;, fo are independent in the probabilistic
sense.
We conclude

gl = [filp - [ f2lp, (1.5a)
but the last relation is true even for all the non-negative values p; p > 0.
Example 3. Integral bilinear operator.

Let us consider now the following integral bilinear (regular) operator

g(x) == Vi [f1, fo (z) & /X1 /X2 L(z,x1,22) fi(21) fo(w2) pa(dar) po(drs), (1.6)

p,p1, P2 € (1,00). Put as ordinary p' = p/(p — 1), pj = p;j/(p; — 1), J =
1,2. Denote also by I(p,p1,p2) = l[L](p,p1,p2) the following mized, or equally
anisotropic norm of the kernel L(-) :

def
l[L](puplap2> = | | | L ‘pQ,XQ |P17X1 ‘p,X =



This notion was introduced at first by Benedek A. and Panzone R. [3]; see a
detail investigation and applications in [5], [31], [32] etc.
It is not hard to obtain by means of Holder’s inequality

|g|p S Z[L](paplap2) : |fl|P1 |f2|p2-

On the other words, in this example

KL(p7p17p2) = l[L](p7p17p2)7

of course, for all the values of the parameters (p, p;, pa) for which the right - hand
side is finite.

Example 4. Classical convolution.

Let X, X, =R"i=1,2;d=2 and u, p; be as before Lebesgue measures.
Consider a classical convolution operation

9= fixfa <:>9(I)=/Rn filz —y) faly) dy. (1.7)
Let also the values p;, po = const > 1, and r = const € (1,00) are such that
1 1 1
1+-=—+4+—. (1.7a)
r o p1 D2

It will be presumed of course that (here and in the sequel) in this operation

1 1
V(pl, pg)ED =1<—4+ — <2
b1 D2

The classical Young’s inequality tell us that

‘g|r < G(T7p17p2> |f1|;01 |f2‘p27 G(T7p17p2> = const < L.

The exact value of the ”constant” G(r,p1,p2) was obtained at first by W.Beckner
[2]; see also H.J.Brascamp and E.H.Lieb [6]:

G(r,p1,p2) = [ vlp) v(pe) ]n (1.70)

where

o) = [ @) ] = w1,

This fact may be easily generalized onto the unimodular local compact topo-
logical group. Let us consider the case X = X; = X, = [0,27]? with ordinary
Lebesgue measure. The convolution may be defined alike:

9(2) = fux @) = @ @ [ fla—y) fly) dy. (1.7¢)



where all the algebraic operations in (1.7b) are understood mod(2 7). The estimates
(1.7a) and (1.7b) remains true.

Example 5. Infimal convolution.

Here z,y € R u, p1, e are usually Lebesgue measures.

def

g= fi0fy <= g(z) = (filz —y) + fa(y))- (1.8)

This operation appears in the theory of optimization, convex analysis etc.
Let p be arbitrary number from the set [1,00); define the value

inf
yER

e O
K(d,p) s sup { B Ly } (1.8a)
Al felpe©00) U [filp + [f2lp
Theorem 1.
K(d,p) = 2Y7. (1.8b)

Proof. 1. Upper bound.

We can and will suppose without loss of generality that both the function f;
and fo are non-negative, as well as the "common” one g¢g. We derive choosing

y:=ux/2:

9(x) < fi(x/2) + fa(z/2).
Define as ordinary the so - called dilation operator

T[f](z) € f(\ z), A = const > 0;

then

DA =] [ apa ] = [ ir@pata]" =y g,

We have applying the last relation for the value A =1/2:

l9ls < 297 [ | falp + 1 £l ],
therefore K (d,p) < 2%P.

II. Lower estimate. We choose f; = fo =: f, where f = f(z), © € R,
is certain non-negative smooth with smooth strictly increasing on some finite non-
trivial interval derivative function. We conclude

t ;= argmin,[[f(x — y) + {(y)] = x/2;



then

9(x) = [fOf](z) = 2f(2/2),
following

9l = 2|Tos f()‘p =2.2%" | flp = 24/P [ filp + [ f2lp] -

Thus, K(d,p) > 297,
The multidimensional case d > 2 may explored analogously: fo(x1,22) :=

f(x1) - f(r2), d=2.
The multivariate case

gm(x) = [ [BLE... fm |(z) =[O f; |(2)

may be investigated quite analogously:

‘gm|p S md/P Z ‘fi‘pa p Z 17
7=1

herewith the constant m®¥? is the best possible.
As far as we know, see for example a recent review of Thomas Stromberg [38],
this proposition is new.

Example 6. Pseudo-differential product.

A so - called pseudo-differential product (PDP) may be defined as follows.
X =X, =Xy =R, and as above u(dx) = pi(dx) = po(dz) = du;

g(@) = PDIfi, fil@) = [ [ e o(w,0,8) fila) f(8) dadp,  (19)

where the notation f(-) stands for the Fourier transform:

FO ™ [ v i) dy

We impose on the "kernel - symbol” function o = o(x,«a,f) the classical
Hormanders condition [4].
Here
1 1 1 3
K(p,p1,p2) <00 <= —=—+— <5, 1 <p,p1,p2 < 0, (1.9a)
p p op2 2
see [4] etc.

The case of another pseudo - differential bilinear operators, for instance,
Bochner-Riesz average, may be found in [28], [29].

Example 7. Hilbert’s bilinear operator.



In this example under at the same restrictions as in previous considerations

g(w) = Hxu), @) lf1, fo](z) == v.p. /R filr =\ y) fole = N2 y) dy/y,  (1.10)

A1, A = const € R.
This Hilbert’s bilinear operator is the particular case of the last one, namely

o(z,a, B) =i 7w sign(Ma+ Ay B).

Example 8. Maximal operator.

Define the following mazimal multilinear operator

9(@) = Malfi, for .. fil(2) ™ sup H{ 71 Jol Aol } (1.11)

RizeR ;1

where r € RY and R denotes the family of all rectangles in R? with sides parallel
to the axes.
Here p; € (1,00),

d
1
— 1.11a
S e
d o,
Kr(p,p1,D2,---,pa) = Cde-—ll’ (1.11b)
i=1Pi
so that
d
|g()|P = |MR[f1? f2> R fd]()|p S KR(p>p1>p2> cee >pd) H |fi|pia (1110)
see [28], [29]; see also the reference therein.
Example 9. Hausdorff’s operation.
The operator of a form
g(x) = Hy 4[fl(z) == /R i H ) dt, © € R (1.12)

is said to be Hausdorff operator.
It is bounded under some natural conditions, see [12], [13], [7]; and as before
1 UC |

KH(pam <00 = ]_322277 J2YURS (1a OO)
=117



More precisely, under these conditions

mo2

KH(puﬁj < C((I)vffu m, n) ’ H :
j=1DPj —1

(1.12a)

Example 10. Bounded multiplicative Toeplitz operators on sequence spaces.

The so - called Toeplitz operator acting on the numerical infinite sequences
{x1,21,...} and in the values also in ones by the formulae

i =M Y1 (3) (113

Here the function f(-) is defined on the set of all positive rational numbers
Q4+, equipped with usually uniform measure: pi{l/m} = 1; the correspondent
measures [; po defined on the set of all positive natural numbers is ordinary
countable measure with unit value of each number.

Nicola Thorn in the recent article [39] has proved the following bilateral estimate

ylp <717 [ flps - 12l (1.13a)
iff
1 1 1
—=1————, p,p1, P2 € (1,00). (1.13b)
p P P2

Herewith the constant 71”7 in the Thorn estimate is in general case the best possible
(39].

Alike assertions holds true for the multilinear fractional operator, Bochner-Riesz
averages, multiple Riesz transform and so one.

2 Grand Lebesgue Spaces.

We recall here for reader convenience some used further facts about the so-called
Grand Lebesgue Spaces (GLS); more information about this GLS may be found in
articles and monographs [35], [25], [26], [8], [9], [10], [15], [16], [20], [22], [23], [34],
and so one.

Let (Z,B,v) be certain measure space with some non - trivial measure v. Let
also ¢ = ¥(p), p € (a,b), Ja > 1, 3b = const € (a, 0] (or p € [a,b) ) be bounded
from below: infe(p) > 0 continuous inside the semi - open interval p € (a,b)
numerical valued function such that the auxiliary function

def

h(p) = h[¥](p) = p Ine(p) (2.0)



is convex. The set of all such a functions will be denoted by W¥; ¥ =
Ua,b: 1§a<b<oo‘;[](a7 b)

As ordinary, in this section for arbitrary measurable function f: 7 — R

. 1/p
=1 2 | [ 1P v | pelt, ).

An important example. Let 77 be a measurable function such that there exists
b = const > 1 sothat |¢|, < co. The so-called natural GV, function v, = ¥ (p)
for the r.v. 7 is defined by a formula

de
() < nl,.
Then n € G, and

|Gy = 1.

We can and will suppose a = inf{p, ¥(p) < oo and correspondingly b =
sup{p, ¥ (p) < oo}, so that supp ¥ = [a,b) or supp ¢ = [a,b] or supp ¢ = (a,b]
or at last supp ¥ = (a,b). The set of all such a functions will be denoted by
U(a,b) = {¢()}; ¥ :=V(1,00).

By definition, the (Banach) Grand Lebesgue Space (GLS) space G = Gi(a,b)
consists on all the numerical valued (real or complex) measurable functions ¢ defined
on our measurable space Z = (Z, B,v) and having a finite norm

B def <1, }
1<l = G sup. { Kl | 2.1)

The function 1 = 1(p) is named as a generating function for this Grand
Lebesgue Spaces.

These spaces are Banach functional space, are complete, and rearrangement
invariant in the classical sense, and were investigated in particular in many works,
see the aforementioned works.

We refer here some used in the sequel facts about these spaces and supplement
more.

Define as usually for any measurable function ¢ : Z — R its tail function

Tey) & max{ v{z: f(z) >y}, v{z: f(2)<—y}}, y>0.

It is known that by virtue of Tchebychev - Markov inequality: if ¢ # 0, and
¢ € GY(a,b), then

Te(y) < exp (=hy(n(y/I1C1) ) v > 1[I, (2.2)
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where

de
h(p) = hlg)(p) < p (), a < p<b
and h*(-) denotes a famous Young-Fenchel, or Legendre transform for the function
h(-) :
% de
B ()™ sup (pv = h(p)).
pe(a,b)

This assertion is alike to the famous Chernoff’s estimate. It allows us to deduce
the exponential tails bounds for the function ¢ = ((2).

Let us introduce a very popular example. Let ~ = constin(0,00); define the
following ¥ function

Uy(p) P, pel,o0),

If feGy,: ||fl|GY, =K € (0,00), ie.
sup{ @ } =K < o0,

p>1 | D7

then

Ty(y) <exp{ =y et (y/K)'" }, y > K. (2.3)

For instance, the case 7 = 1/2 correspondent with classical subgaussian func-
tions.

If the measure v is bounded, for instance v(Z) = 1, then the inverse conclusion
to the (2.3) is also true: the any (measurable) function f :Z — R satisfies the
estimate (2.3), then f € Gi, and moreover ||f||Gy, = C(y)- K € [0, 00).

These Grand Lebesgue Spaces (GLS) are also closely related under simple nat-
ural conditions with the so-called exponential Orlicz ones. Namely, introduce the
following exponential Young-Orlicz function

Nu(w) = exp (I (Inful)) , Jul = 1 No(u) = Cu?, Jul < 1,

and the correspondent Orlicz norm will be denoted by || - ||L (Ny) = || - ||L(N). It
was done

ICIIGY < CLlICILIN) < Col[¢]IGY, 0 < €1 < Oy < o0 (2.4)

Note for instance that for the v, function the correspondent Young-Orlicz one
has a form

Ny, (u) = exp( C [ul'/7), Ju| > 1.

11



Let us introduce the following example, with a following degenerate 1 — func-
tion. Define

Yey(p) =1, p=7r, Yu)(p) = +o0, p#r. (2.5)

Here r = const € [1,00).
The classical Lebesgue - Riesz norm |f|, coincides with GLS one relative the
Yy (p) function:

|l = [ f11GYar,

if we take of course C/(4+00) = 0.

Thus, the classical theory of Lebesgue - Riesz spaces may be embedded onto
GLS one.

3 Main result. Upper estimate in the GLS norm.
Exactness.

Let us suppose that each function f;(-) belongs to some G1); space:

Ia;, b)), 1 <a; <b < ooV € (a;,b;) =

Of course, each these W function ¢;(¢g;) be choosed as a natural ones:

?/)i(%') = |fi

if they are finite still for some values ¢; € (1,00); then they are finite inside certain
non-trivial interval (a;, b;); 1 < a; < b; < o0.

qi)

Define
d
G@) < K@ - T (@), (3.1)
and . . L
FA@ | F13q (3.2)

We will proceed from the obtained before estimate

—

‘g|il7: |v(f17f277fd>|®((f) SF(Q')‘ f|g(® (33)
We derive after substituting

—

9l < G() - Falf1(9),

12



if of course p = O(¢q).
Let us introduce the set of ”layers”

Rp) € {GgeD; 0@ =p}, pe(ab), 1<a<b< . (3.4)
and define
w(p) = slFVOIR) < inf [G@) - Falfl(@) ] (3.5)

We proved really the following main result of this report.

Theorem 3.1. We assert in fact that under formulated above restrictions and
notations

lgLF VIIIGr < 1, (3.6)

with correspondent exponential tail estimation.

Let us discuss now the exactness of the estimate of theorem 3.1. It is true still
in the so-called "one - dimensional case” d =1, see [32], [33], [34].

Note that the exactness of our estimates holds true if for instance the each
function v;(p) coincides correspondingly with natural function for the function

fir i(p) = |filp-

The multivariate case d > 2 may be investigated quite analogously. In detail,
denote alike in [33]

HV[f]HGwl
U _ .
. J) [ TollCr
and

T=sup sup U, /) (3.7)

PYEV 0£fEGY
then
T=1 (3.8)

4 Examples.

We will use the following auxiliary facts.

Lemma 4.1.
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Y1+72
min|[ ™ B : a@ﬁ:>o,1/a-%1/ﬁ::1]::gllig@%;——.
a.p Y1 V2

Here 71, 72 = const > 0.

Lemma 4.2.

(71 + )2
W

min | pl'py: prtpyt =pt | =R

p1,p22>1
As before, 1, 72 = const > 0.
We return to the considered examples (1 - 10). In each cases we assume that
fi S wa 372 € (Oa OO), (40)
and that d > 2; the case d =1 is investigated, e.g. in [32], [33].

Example 4.1. Suppose fi(-) € G¥,,, fa(-) € G¥,,, and as in the example 1
g(x) = fi(z) - fo(z). Denote

0=+ 7.
We deduce by virtue of Lemma 4.1 that ¢(-) € G¢y and herewith

o _|_fy Y1+72
gl|Gy < % AAlGYs [ fol|Gess - (4.1)

1 2
Example 4.2. Tensor product. Suppose that fi(-) € Gy, fo(:) € Gy,

and that as in the example 2 g(x1,22) = fi(x1) - fa(xe), 21 € X1, 22 € X5, We
apply the relations (1.5), (1.5a) and deduce again ¢(-) € Gy and furthermore

gllGvo < (I FllGo [[£2l|GYr, (4.2)

with the exact value of the coefficient 7 1.”
More generally, if for certain ¥ — functions vy = v1(p), vs = 1(p) = f; €
Gv;, 1 =1,2, then

g]|G (1 - 1a) < || fil|Grr - || fol|Gre. (4.2a)

Note that the equality in the last estimate (4.2a) may be attained if for instance
both the ¥ — functions are correspondingly the natural functions for fi, fs:

vi(p) = [filp: v2(p) = |falp.

Example 4.3. Integral bilinear operator.

14



We return to the integral bilinear (regular) operator (1.6). Suppose for simplicity
that pu(X) = p;(X;) =1 and that
L = vraisupy x, x, | L(x, X1, X2)| < 00;

then

|g‘p <L- ‘f1|p |f2‘p’

One can repeat the previous considerations: if for certain W — functions
v =uv(p), va = a(p) = f; € Gu;, i =1,2, then

g||G (1 - v2) < L+ || f1]|Grr - || fol| Gro. (4.3)

Example 4.4. Classical convolution.

Let f1 c Giﬂfyl, f2 € Glpw, X = X1 = X2 =R" or X = X1 X2 [O 271']
and g = f; % fo. One can apply the proposition of Lemma 4.2 and Beckner’s
estimate:

gl|Gs < % 111G, [1£2l |G (4.4)

A slight generalization: let f; € G(, fo € G(; for some ¥ — functions (i, (o;
define a new such a function

¢(p) = ClG, Glp) =

inf {G(p, p1, p2) Ci(p1) Ca(p2) : p1, P2 € (1,00), 1/pr+1/p2=1+1/p }.

We deduce a non - refined up to multiplicative constant in general case convolution
estimate in the GLS terms

gl|GC < [I[1[|GG | fol|GGa. (4.4a)
Recall that in this example
1 1
1<—+—<2
pr P2

Example 4.5. Infimal convolution, see example 5.
A very simple estimate:

9(@)| = |/ O fol(2) < |filz/2)] + |fo(a/2)], 2 € R (4.5)

Further, suppose fi, fo € Gy for some 1 € U. It follows immediately from
(1.8a) and (1.8b) that
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gl <297 9 (p) [IIANGY + |IfallGY ] <27 9(p) [IAIGY + 1 flIGY ]
Thus, ¢(-) € G¢ and herewith

l9llGv < 2°[|Al|GY + | fol |G ] (4.5a)

Examples 4.6, 4.7. Pseudo - differential product and Hilbert opera-
tion.

These cases may be investigated quite analogously to the one for ordinary con-
volution operation and may be omitted.

Example 4.8. Maximal operator, see (1.11).
Suppose

dy € (0,00) = fi € Gy, (4.8a)

and recall that here d > 2.
We deduce solving the following extremal problem

d
H { bi } — min
i=1

pi— 1

subject to the limitation

41
[: — ==
; pi P
d v+1 d(y+1)
. D; dp d(y+1)
Z = min = < Cy(d) p?oth),
(zﬁg{pi—l} <dp—1> <Gl p
so that .
l9lp < Ca(d) p"™) TG, (4.8b)
i=1
or equally
d
19/|Gay+1) < Co(d) TT 1] |G. (4.8)
i=1

Example 4.9. Hausdorff’s operation.

We find repeating the considerations and notations of the previous example that
under conditions of the example 9 for the function of the form

16



n (;|Dt(|i) ﬁ fi(Ai(t)) dt, z € R"

9(a) = Hy fl(@) = |

i=1
we have
. d
l9lp < Cs(d, @, &) p*2) TT || £:l1G,
i=1
or equally
_ d
19]|GYaty+2) < Cs(d, @, A) T 1 /il |G- (4.9)
i=1

Example 4.10. Toeplitz operators on sequence spaces. See 1.13.

Suppose as above that f € Gvy,,, * € G¥,, 71, 72 = const > 0, and that

1 1 1
— = -, p'::L>1.
pr p2 P

Introduce a new W — function
def (71 + 72)714—72 { p }%er
RS p—1 '

We conclude on the basis of Lemma 4.2 and theorem 1

Ty, y2 (p)

gllGTy, e < (IFIIGo1 - []2]|GYa. (4.10)

5 Tail description of obtained results.

Many of obtained estimates may be expressed in the terms of tail behavior of used
functions. Namely, suppose for simplicity in this section that all our measures are
bounded: 1;(X;) = u(X) = 1.

Let us return at first to the example 4.1, i.e. to the multiplicative operation;
assume that

Ty, (u) < exp { —(u/S;) } , u>1,S; = const > 0,

i=1,2,...,d, v € (0,00); (5.0)
then
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Ty, () < exp{~C(m, 72) [u/(Sy Sa)]™ WO} u>1. (5.1)

At the same estimation (5.1) holds true also in the examples (4.2), (4.3) and
(4.4), of course with another constants instead C(v1, 72).

Let us pay our attention to the example 4.8, devoting to the maximal operations.
The assumption (4.8a) may be rewritten in the case when p;(X;) =1 as follows

Jy € (0,00), Tk € (0,00) = Ty, (u) < exp( —(u/k)7), i=1,2,...,d; (5.2)
and proposition of this example - as follows

Tg(u> < eXp{ _02(E7 71772) ul/d(7+1) }7 u=>1 (53)

Alike result holds true for the Haussdorf operation, see example 4.9. Indeed,
impose on the functions { f; } again the condition (5.2) as well as the conditions
of boundedness of our measures p;, . Then

Tg(u) < exp{ —Cz(E, 71,72) /402 } (5-3)

6 Concluding remarks.

A. Tt is interest by our opinion to investigate the feature of compactness of these
multivariate operations, as well as to obtain the exact value of appeared constants
in the Grand Lebesgue Spaces setting.

B. Analogous research may be provided for another singular multivariate oper-
ations, say, for the bilinear fractional Riesz operation [19]

Rl 20 = [ - o e PO

as well as oscillator multilinear integral operations [17]; commutators of singular

integral operations [17], [40]; bilinear Bochner-Riesz means [24], [28], and so one.

C. One of interest application of the estimates for multivariate operation to a
system of quadratic derivative nonlinear Schrodinger equations is represented in a
recent article [21].
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