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WEIGHTED ALPERT WAVELETS

ROB RAHM, ERIC T. SAWYERT, AND BRETT D. WICK?

ABSTRACT. In this paper we construct a wavelet basis in L2 (R™; ) possessing vanishing moments of a fixed
order for a general locally finite positive Borel measure u. The approach is based on a clever construction
of Alpert in the case of Lebesgue measure that is appropriately modified to handle the general measures
considered here. We then use this new wavelet basis to study a two-weight inequality for a general Calderén-
Zygmund operator on R and conjecture that under suitable natural conditions, including a weaker energy
condition, the operator is bounded from L?(R;0) to L?(R;w) if certain stronger testing conditions hold on
polynomials. An example is provided showing that this conjecture is logically different than existing results
in the literature.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENT OF MAIN RESULTS

The use of weighted Haar wavelet expansions has its roots in connection with the T'b theorem in [DaJoSe]
and [CoJoSe|, and came to fruition in treating the two weight norm inequality for the Hilbert transform

in [NTV4], [Vol], the two part paper [LaSaShUr3|,[Lac] and [Hyt2]. The key features of the weighted Haar

expansion {hf}, p are threefold:

(1) The Haar functions {h/};_,, form an orthonormal basis of L? (u):

f= Z (f, h‘;)Lz(#) Y both pointwise p-a.e. and in L* (1),
1€D

where (h/], hﬁLg(#) =67,
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(2) Telescoping identities hold:

IeD: KGICL

(3) Moment vanishing conditions hold:

/h‘}‘(x)du(x):(), IeD.

In the setting of Lebesgue measure, Alpert [Alp|] introduced new wavelets with more vanishing moments
in (3), while retaining orthonormality (1) and telescoping (2). The expense of imposing these extra moment
conditions is that one requires additional functions in order to obtain the expansion. The purpose of this
note is to extend existence of Alpert wavelets to arbitrary locally finite positive Borel measures in Euclidean
space R”, and to investigate degeneracy and uniqueness in the one-dimensional case as well. To state the
main result in this paper requires some notation.

Let p be a locally finite positive Borel measure on R"™, and fix £ € N. For @@ € P", the collection of
cubes with sides parallel to the coordinate axes, denote by L, (1) the finite dimensional subspace of L* (1)
that consists of linear combinations of the indicators of the children € (Q) of @ multiplied by polynomials
of degree at most k£ — 1, and such that the linear combinations have vanishing py-moments on the cube @ up
to order k — 1:

L?Q;k(,uz f= Z 1o/pgrik /f Yatdu(r) =0, for0<f<k—-landl1<i<ny,
Q'eC(Q)

where pg/ i (x) = Zaezi:|a\<k—1 agr.ox® is a polynomial in R™ of degree |a| = a1 + ... + o, at most k — 1.

Here 2 = z{"a5”..aq". Let dgy = dim L3, (1) be the dimension of the finite dimensional linear space
Lz};k (/1’)
Now define

]-'fo(u)z{ani Ha|<k—1:2%€L?(n)} ,
and PE. (1) = Span {2} aern

Let Ag;k denote orthogonal projection onto the finite dimensional subspace Lé; e (1), let Eg;k denote or-
thogonal projection onto the finite dimensional subspace

Span{lg (z)z® : 0 < |a| < k — 1},

and let Aﬁn; . denote orthogonal projection onto PE. (). The projections Ag;k are often referred to as
multiresolution projections.

The first of two main results proved in this note is the following theorem, which establishes the existence
of Alpert wavelets in all dimensions having the three important properties of orthogonality, telescoping and
moment vanishing.

Theorem 1 (Weighted Alpert Bases). Let u be a locally finite positive Borel measure on R™, fiz k € N, and
fix a dyadic grid D in R™.

(1) Then {Aﬁn;k} U {Ag?k}gep is a complete set of orthogonal projections in L2, (1) and
fo= DR f+ D AL fE L (n),
QeD
(Dl D84S ) = (Dlpof. Dy T ) = 0 for P#Q,

where convergence in the first line holds both in L3, (1) norm and pointwise p-almost everywhere.
(2) Moreover we have the telescoping identities

(1.1) g > Af=Ef, —Ef, for PQeD with PSQ,
QSICP
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(3) and the moment conditions
(1.2) /R Ao f () a®dp(x) =0, for Qe D, 0 < |a| <k—1.

In the special case of dimension n = 1, we further investigate uniqueness and degeneracy of the wavelets
constructed in Theorem [II The system of one-dimensional Alpert wavelets is underdetermined, in general

having additional degrees of freedom which can be used to impose additional moment conditions in

k
2
(3). The degeneracy condition for Alpert wavelets is phrased in terms of a matrix of moments Mg , and
positive semi-definiteness, and can be interpreted as the degree to which p is a finite sum of point mass
measures within a given child of a cube. Here is our second main result, which includes the main points of
our investigation into uniqueness and degeneracy, but not all of them - see Subsection [3.4] below for more.

Let

r 1 T Ik72 kal ]
T 2 N R
MQ,kZ/ : : du (x)
Q
ph=2 k=3 . g2k—4 2k—3
L B S R

be the symmetric matrix of moments of the measure p up to order £ — 1 on the interval Q.

Theorem 2. Let p be a locally finite positive Borel measure on R, fix k € N, and fix a dyadic grid D in R.
Then, in addition to parts (1) and (2) of Theorem [ (restricted to n = 1), we also have:

1) The dimension of L2, is given b
Q;k \H g Y

dim L2Q;k (1) = dim (Range Lo i m Range RQ,;C) )

where Lq . and Rq k. denote the matrices M g, x and Mq,, ... .k respectively and Q]eft/Qright are
the left and right halves of the interval Q. This shows in particular that LQQ;k () = k for all dyadic
intervals Q if and only if Mg, = 0 for all dyadic intervals Q.
k
(2) In the case when M ¢ > 0 for all dyadic intervals Q, we can choose an orthonormal basis {ag’é}

{=1
of LQQ;k () so that in addition to the moment conditions given in part (3) of Theorem[d, the following

additional moment conditions hold:

/a‘é’%c):cidu(:c):o, forall2<f<kandk<i<hk+l-2

The additional moment conditions in part (2) consume the remaining ( ]; ) degrees of freedom available

in defining the 2k2 coefficients in the functions {agl} , which we refer to as Alpert functions.
=1

Remark 3. There is an analogous theorem in higher dimensions n > 1, whose formulation and proof we
leave for the interested reader.

When k = 1, these theorems reduce to the well-known weighted Haar basis in L?(x) which is recalled
in detail in Section 2. However, when k& > 2, new wavelet bases are provided by this construction, and in
Section 3, we prove our two main results regarding these new bases, Theorems[Iland Bl In the final section
of this paper, we use the Alpert basis to study weighted inequalities for Calderén-Zygmund operators on the
real line. A natural proof strategy is to decompose f € L%(c) and g € L*(w) via a wavelet basis and then
analyze the behavior of the matrix of T relative to this basis. One then arrives at testing conditions related
to the number of moments that the basis possess, as well as a relaxation of the energy condition required
to control certain terms in the matrix. With this new basis we study a T'p type result in the two weight
setting. See Conjecture [16] below.
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2. WEIGHTED HAAR BASES

In this section we review the existence, uniqueness and degeneracy of the weighted Haar wavelets, begin-
ning with the local case. Let u be a locally finite positive Borel measure on the unit interval [0, 1).

Definition 4. Set I§ = [0,1), I} = [0,1), I = [3,1), and in general

m_|J Jt1 Com
Note that the left half of the interval IJ" is I7} ¢ = Ig}“ and that the right half of the interval I;" is
I e = I;’;ﬁ We begin by briefly reviewing the weighted Haar wavelet bases on the real line and in

Euclidean space, and in the next section we will turn to weighted Alpert wavelet bases with more vanishing
moments.
Suppose that p is a finite positive Borel measure on [0, 1) and define

L? (n) = {f :[0,1) — C p-measurable : /|f|2 dp < oo} .

Let |E| u denote the p-measure of a Borel set E. Assume first the nondegeneracy condition that u charges
every dyadic subinterval of [0, 1),

(2.1) |J|, > 0forall forall J=1I", meZy, 0<j<2™—1.

VR

Definition 5. For allm € Z4 and 0 < j < 2™ — 1, define

(2.2) Wi (2) = =

Finally define

Theorem 6. The collection

i = oy 0 L, )
[0,1) {ho} 5" S mez, and 0<j<2m 1

is an orthonormal basis for L? ().

Proof. Tt is a straightforward computation to see that Z/{[Igala)r’“ is an orthonormal set in L? (1), and the

dyadic Lebesgue differentiation theorem with respect to the measure pu, together with the multi-resolution

telescoping identities, show that L{[Igal";r’” is complete in L? (u). O

2.1. Derivation of the explicit formula ([22)). The coefficients on the functions 1 rm,, and 1pm - are
derived in the following way. If we set

J— m
h[ﬂm (,T) = —aljﬁeft + ﬁ j,right>
and demand that both
— — m m
0 = / hipdp = —a|Ien |, + B [ enel,
im
J
2 2 2
— — m m
1 = ’hlj”’ dp = o | Iieqel, + B [ Iignel ,
I3
then we must have
2
m m m
Ij,left " ) Ij,left " ) ) Ij,left "
= aand 1 = |[IT + o |1 = |IM
B m ‘ Jvlet‘H | J,rlght|u ‘ J ‘u m )
J,right " J,right i J,right "
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which implies

m
Ij,left

iz, |1

7y rlght

where we see that o and S are uniquely determined up to sign.
2.2. The Haar degenerate case. Here we examine what happens when the nondegeneracy condition (Z1)
fails.

Lemma 7. If at least one of the two children of IT" fails to be charged by w, then if hI]’." is defined according
to the derivation outlined above, we have that h;;n =0.

Proof. Fix II* with m € Z; and 0 < j < 2™ — 1. If }Im} = 0, then clearly hyn = 0 in L?(u). If

= 0 but ’ > 0, then the moment

j,right

Jjust one of the children of Ii" is not charged by u, say } et

requirement above becomes 0 = —a |17 et + B1|I 7 “ght = B |I™ jright | which implies 8 = 0, and hence
hljm =—alpm B = —adpm =0 in L2 (). Thus we see that hym = 0 if at least one of its children
is not charged by u. O
The resulting pared collection L{[Igdl‘;r H={hj} U {h?m} , where now h’,. is removed if

7 Jmé€Zy and 0<5<2m —1 J

it vanishes identically, is still an orthonormal basis for L? (1). Indeed, this follows from the fact that the

telescoping identities still hold, and hence Lebesgue’s dyadic differentiation theorem continues to show the

pared collection Z/{[H )" is complete in L? ().

2.3. The global case. If y is a locally finite positive Borel measure on the real line R, D is a dyadic grid
in R, and

I Iright |, 1 [Thers| . .
Ileft + 1] — ]'Iright if  min |Iright|# ) |Ilcft|u >0
I I

_ |I\ |11Lfc [Iright]|
lf min{|1right|# 5 |I]Cft|u} = 0

for each dyadic interval I € D, then the collection
Up™" = {hi} e

is an orthonormal basis for L? (u) (where we of course discard those hfy that vanish identically).

2.4. The higher dimensional case. Again the local case L? ([0,1)" ; 1) and the global case L? (R"; 1) are
treated similarly and we only consider the global case L? (1) = L? (R™; i) here. So suppose that  is a locally
finite positive Borel measure on R™ and that D is a dyadic grid on R™. Given a dyadic cube Q € D with
@I, >0, let Ay denote orthogonal projection onto the finite dimensional subspace LQQ;1 (u) of L? (i) that
consists of linear combinations of the indicators of the children € (Q) of @ that have y-mean zero over @Q:

Loa () =1 f= Z ag'lg :ag € R,/ fdp =07 =Span{lq : Q" € €(Q),|Q'], > 0} © Span{lg}.
oe) @
Thus, among other things, we see that dim Lg,, = #{Q’ € €(Q) : Q'|, >0} — 1. If |Q], =0, set A = 0.

Then we have the important telescoping property for dyadic cubes Q1 C Q2 (below [Q1,Q2] = {Q : @1 C
Q C Q2}):

(23)  do @ | Y AbfE)] =1q () (Bhf-ELS),  QueC(@). fe L ().
Q€E[Q1,Q2]
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We will at times find it convenient to use a fixed orthonormal basis {h‘é’a} of L2Q (1) where I';, is any
acly,

convenient index set with cardinality equal to the dimension of L, (u), i.e.

#T0 = dim L3 () = #{Q' € €(@):|Q'], > 0} — 1,
where the second equality here follows from the fact that the functions in Lé () have vanishing mean. Then

{hga} is an orthonormal basis for L? (u), with the understanding that we add the constant
a€l’,, and QED

function 1 if u is a finite measure. In particular, if i is an infinite measure, we have

flz) = ZA%f(x), p—aex R,

QeD
o~ 2 2 @l

1FZeg = ZHA il
Q€eDacly,

(1:46°),

and the measure is suppressed in the notation. Indeed, this follows from ([23)) and Lebesgue’s differentiation
theorem for cubes.

where
2

Fo =X

a€l'y,

)

3. WEIGHTED ALPERT WAVELETS WITH HIGHER VANISHING MOMENTS

Let o be a locally finite positive Borel measure on R™, and fix k € N. In analogy with the definition of
L%, (1) above for Q € P", we denote by Lg.;, () the finite dimensional subspace of L? (1) that consists of
linear combinations of the indicators of the children € (Q) of  multiplied by polynomials of degree at most
k — 1, and such that the linear combinations have vanishing y-moments on the cube @ up to order k — 1:

Lé;k(u)z f= Z 1o/po ik /f Yatdp(z) =0, for0<f{<k—-1landl1<i<ny,
Q'eC(Q)
where pg/ i (x) = Zaezi:|a\<k—1 agr.ox® is a polynomial in R™ of degree |a| = a1 + ... + o, at most k — 1.
Here 2 = z7"a5”..xq". Let dgy = dim Ly, (1) be the dimension of the finite dimensional linear space

L%, (). Note that the space L3, () can also be written as:
(3.1) Span{lga® : Q' € €(Q),|Q], > 0,la] < k — 1} & (Saojcptloa®)

We begin with the proof of Theorem [I] in the next subsection below, and we will complete the proof of
Theorem [2] in the third subsection. In the final subsection we will give a complete and detailed answer to
both uniqueness and degeneracy in the special case when n =1 and k = 2.

3.1. Proof of Theorem [II We begin with an estimate of the dimension dg.y.

Proposition 8. We have:

0 < dou, < (2" )Aknz("—l)("+k_1),

n
where Ay, denotes the number of non-negative integer solutions to ag + -+ + a, < k — 1.
Proof. First, if the functions {1¢g(z)z* : |a| < k — 1} are linearly independent, then
dim Span{lg(x)z® : |a| < k —1} = Ak .
Now, let B denote dim Span{1g(z)z® : || < k — 1}. Then it follows that
dim Span{1l¢/ (z)z® : |a| <k -1} < B, forall Q' € €(Q).
Thus
dim L3y, () < #{Q" € €Q:|Q'|, > 0}B—B < (2" —1)B < (2" — 1) A .

)
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Finally it is well-known that the number of nonnegative solutions to ay + -+ + a,, = j is ("j” ) (simply
choose n — 1 boxes from a row of n+ j — 1 boxes and put a single ball in each of the unchosen boxes - then let
a; be the number of balls between the (i — 1) box and the i box), and so Ay, = Zf;é ("_JH]) = (";i‘{k)
by induction on k.

Now we restrict attention to a fixed dyadic grid D in R™. For P,Q € D dyadic cubes, the subspaces
Ly (n) and Lg, (u) are orthogonal for P # Q, ie. (f,g)p2(,) = 0 for f € L}, (u) and g € L3, (p).
Indeed, the only case that needs checking is when either P ; Q or @ ; P. If P C @, then the restriction
of g to P is a polynomial of degree less than or equal to £k — 1. But by definition, L%; (1) is orthogonal to
such functions and so (f, g)Lg(#) = 0. Of course similar reasoning holds in the case @ C P.

Now define

Frw={aeZt |a|<k-1:2%€ L*(p)} ,
and PE. (1) = Span {2 aers -
We claim that L? () is the Hilbert space direct sum of PE,, (1) in L? (1) and the finite dimensional subspaces
{LQQ;,C (M)}QGD’ namely
20\ _ pk 2
L* (1) = Pzn (1) ® (BgenLiy, (1)) -
To see this, fix a large dyadic cube P € D. Set
P;E{f:]_p(.f) pr(z) € Z ol <k —1}

to be the linear space of restrictions to P of polynomials py, (z) having degree at most k—1. Then for Q C P,
we have

Do = {f= 3 agloiageR [ fdu=0
Qee(@) Q
C Span {Pllg’ {L7x 10} e, QCRCP} :

Now let P tend to infinity to conclude that

Lé;l (M) C Span {PH§71 (/1’) ’ {L?%;k (u)}RED: QCR} .
But we already know that the Haar spaces Pg, () and L3, (1) form a direct sum decomposition of L* (1),
ie.
L? () = Pgn (1) @ (DgenLda (1)
and hence we see that
L (1) = P (1) © (®en L (1) C Pin (1) ® (BenLdy, (1) C L? (1)

Formula ([B.1]) gives the telescoping identities (II]), and the moment conditions (I.2]) are immediate from the
definition of Lé;k (). This completes the proof of Theorem [1

3.2. Uniqueness and degeneracy. In this subsection we begin to investigate the lack of uniqueness of the

orthogonal projections {Aﬁn‘k} U {Ag‘k}Q and their degeneracy when
' ' epn

n—l—k—l)

dQ;k < (2" — 1) ( n

is not maximal. We can of course use the Gram-Schmidt orthogonalization algorithm to find an orthonor-
mal basis {kﬁ;f}aerk(w) of Pk, (u) where I'¥ (R™) is any convenient index set with cardinality equal to

dim P, (p) = #F% (), and also an orthonormal basis {h‘é’a} of L), (1) where T} is any convenient

a€Tk
index set with cardinality equal to dg.x, the dimension of Lgl (1), ie.

#I0, (Q) = dim Ly (1) -
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Then for any J € DU{R"}, the set {k’“} . Y {h‘é’a is an orthonormal basis

for L? (1p).
In the case of dimension n = 1 with k& = 1 vanishing moment, Proposition [8 shows that the dimension

dg;1 of the subspace L), (u) satisfies 0 < dga < (2' —1) ( 1 _{i; ! > = 1. Soif Lg, (1) # {0}, the

{£:h)
AT
which has the especially simple formula given by (2.2]). We next investigate to what extent one can find " nice”

1+k—1>:k'

k—1
3.3. Proof of Theorem[2l To prepare for the proof of Theorem 2, we first turn to the explicit construction
of weighted Alpert bases in dimension n = 1 when the number of vanishing moments is & > 2.

}aGFQ(Q) and Q€D with QCJ

orthogonal projection qu is one-dimensional, and hence is given by A¥ 01 f= h“ for a function hg,

explicit bases of L?Q;k (1) in dimension n = 1, where in this case 0 < dox < (21 — 1) (

3.3.1. An explicit basis forn = 1 and k > 2. Let u be a locally finite positive Borel measure on R that
satisfies the Alpert nondegeneracy condition

r |J(0)‘ ‘J(1)| ‘J(k*Q)‘ ‘J(kfl)‘ 7
p p p I3
|J(1)‘ ‘J(2)| ‘J(k—l)‘ |J(k)|
p p p I3
(32) M{]yk = . =0,
|J(k 2) ‘ ‘J(k 1) | ‘J (2k—4) ‘ ‘J(2k 3)‘
|J(k 1) }H }J | a }J (2k—3) } }J(2k 2)}
o

for all J € D, and where we denote a positive definite matrix A by A >~ 0. For each « € J we have that

r 1 T xk—? ZCk_l ]
1
. 22 ok=3 k=2 z
M (z) = = (1 2 ah=2 gkl
k=
k=2 k- p2k—4  2k—3 L
ph—1 k=2 p2k—3  2k—2 z

is a dyad, namely a rank one nonnegative semidefinite matrix. Thus

r 1 T $k72 kal .
r 22 s k=2
MJJQ:/ :C)z/M(x)du(:C)
J J
ph=2 gk p2k—4 2k—3
| gkl k2 g3 g2k |

is also a nonnegative semidefinite matrix.

We now claim that the matrix M j, is positive definite if and only if the functions

{1, (2)

,xly(x),

oy xhTL (z)}

are linearly independent in L? (11). Indeed, in the special case k = 2 we have

det M jo = det l

if and only if

70|
o]
"

|7
|7

“]>0
I

s [ 5 ([ o) ([ ) -,

with strict inequality if and only if the functions 1 (z) and 21, () are linearly independent in L? (). Here

is the general case.



WEIGHTED ALPERT WAVELETS 9

Theorem 9. Let u be a locally finite positive Borel measure on R. Then:

(1) the k x k matriz of moments

r 1 T Ik72 xkfl ]
" 22 ph3 k=2
My = / du (x)
ph=2 k=3 . 2k—4  2k-3
gkl ghm2 L g2k g 2k-2 |

is nonnegative semidefinite, and
(2) M ;) has rank £ if and only if the span of the functions 1,x,22,..,2%~1 has dimension ¢ in L? (p),

1.€.
. k=1
rank M j; = dim Span {x]} P
) §=0
Proof. With Vi, ()" =[1 2 -+ 22 2F1 ] we compute
r 1 T xk—2 xk—l ]
1
" 22 k3 k2 "
. _ _ t
= . (1 2z - 22 21 ] =V (2) Vi (2)",
. v
k=2 ph—3 . g2k—4  ,2k-3 N
Rl gk L g2k 22

and so
M{]yk = /}C Vk (I) Vk (:E)tr dy, (I)
R

is a positive integral of dyads, hence nonnegative semidefinite. Now note that the quadratic form

EMu= [ (V@) (V@' €) duta) = [ (€ V@) du o)

is strictly positive if and only if Span {V}, (z) : « € supp p} has dimension k. Indeed, dim Span {Vj, (z) : © € supp u} =
k if and only if the function £ - Vi (z) is not trivial for every & € R* \ {0}, and this in turn happens if and

only if €" M ;& > 0 for all € € R*\ {0}. Similarly we have dim Span {Vj (z) : € supp u} = ¢ if and only

if the vector subspace of R¥ defined by

S={¢eRF:£ Vi (2) is not trivial}

has dimension ¢, and this in turn happens if and only if dim Span {:vj };:1

0

Remark 10. The van der Monde determinant formula shows that dim Span {xj};:; ={ < k if and only if

the measure (v is a sum of positive multiples of € point masses, i.e. p = 25:1 cj0z; with c; > 0 and the x;

distinct.

3.3.2. An orthonormal basis of the multiresolution projections. Let u be a locally finite positive Borel measure
on R that satisfies the Alpert nondegeneracy condition ([B.2)), i.e. the determinant of all principal £ x £
submatrices M j; is positive for i = (iq, 42, ...,7¢) and 1 < £ < k,

det M ;; > 0, forall 1 </ <k, andallJ:I;-”, meZy, 0<j5<2m—1;

r ‘J(Qh)’ ’J(i1+i2)’ L ’J(il‘i’il—l)’ ‘J(ilJriz)’ 7
u u u I
|J(12+'Ll) } }J(Q'Lg) | . . |J(’L‘2+i[,1) | }J(’LQJr'L[) |
p p w p
where M j; = :
’J(il—l‘i”il)’ ‘J(il—lJriz)‘ ‘J(Qiefﬂy ’J(izfﬂrie)’
gGerin] B gt B S| ) gei)
L I u u wo
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If for i = (1,49, ...,7¢) we set V; (2)" = [ 2 a'=1 g% |, then by the above theorem,

My = / Vi () Vi (2)" ds (2)

is nonnegative semidefinite; and is positive definite if and only if the the span of the functions 2™, 22, ..., z%
has dimension ¢ in L? (i), i.e.

rank M ;; = dim Span {a:ij }jzl .

Remark 11. Recall that a matriz M is nonnegative semidefinite if and only if det M; > 0 for all principal
submatrices M (the numbers det M are usually referred to as principal minors); and that a matriz M is
positive definite if and only if det M; > 0 for the special subset of leading principal submatrices M; having
i=(1,2,....,0) and 1 < ¢ <k (in which case det M; > 0 for all principal submatrices M;).

Recall that we can use the Gram-Schmidt orthogonalization algorithm to find an orthonormal basis

{hg“} . of L?Q_ . (1) where I'¥ is any convenient index set with cardinality equal to dg.k, the dimension
a€l'y ’

2,1 .
of L (u), ie.
#I = dim Ly, (1) -
Then {z¢ u {h“ ’a} is an orthonormal basis for L2,
{ }ae]:m Q 4€T" and QED R (N)

In the case of dimension n = 1 with k£ > 2 vanishing moments, the above proposition shows that the
1;5; 1 ) = k, and in the case
where M j, is positive definite, we have dg,;, = k. Now we begin an explicit construction of an ‘Alpert’
orthonormal basis.

We require the Alpert functions

dimension dg.; of the subspace LQQ;k (1) satisfies 0 < dgu < (28 —1) <

a’;’é (x) = (ai_lgck*1 + ai_ggck*2 + .+ afx + 046) 17, (2)

(Bt 4 Bl ot Bl 58) L (2),

namely
apt(z) = (aj_12" " +al e 4Lt aje 4 ag) 1, (@)
+ (Broa @+ B2 TP 4 L+ Bla 4 BY) 1, (2)
a?’Q (z) = (ai_lxkfl + ozi_?rkfz + ...+ a%x + oe%) 1., ()
+ (Bia" Bt T+ L+ Bl 4 BY) 1, (2)
dit (@) = (of @ Haf 2t 4+ alr 4 af) 1, (@)

+ (ﬁﬁflwk_l + 6272$k_2 + .+ ﬁ]fx + Bg) 11right (55')7
to satisfy the k2 moment properties,

/a‘;’l(x)xidlu(:zr):O, foral1</<kand 0<i<k+{-—2,
k . .
the 9 orthogonality properties,

/a‘;’l (2) a‘}"e, (x)du(x) =0, foralll <0 <k,

2
</’a7’e($)’ d,u(x)> =1, foralll <(<Fk.
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Dimension count: Note that k2 + < I; ) +k = 2k? - < I; ), so that there are < I; ) degrees of

freedom remaining in the choice of the 2k? coefficients af, ﬁf . We will later show
1<¢<k and 0<i<k—1

that we can impose ( 9 ) additional moment conditions.

So with the definition |J (#) ‘u =/ J xidp (x), we first tackle the moment properties:

0 = /a?’g (z) xidp (z) = / (af_1 2" P+ af_ 2" 2 + L+ alz + af) 2'dp (2)

Tiest

b (Bt B ot Bl ) )

Iright
i+k—1 itk—2 i
= aj, Il(cft ) + s Il(cft N o+t ag Il(cf)t
jZ JZ JZ
B [T 0]+ B [Tt ™| o+ 86 1]
Iz jZ jZ
which lead to
(4) (i+k—1) % (@) (i+k—1) f;
i i+k— . i ithk— . .
[ Lo Lo } : + { g Ligne ‘ } : =0, 0<i<k-—1,
W 7 N % W .
k—1 k-1
which in matrix form is,
i (0) (1) (k—2) (k=1)| ]
s Loty Lty Lot ’ ,
(1) (2) (k—1) (k) Qo
0 Tt Lhoge Loty et ot
0 H Iz Iz 1
: (k;z) (k—-l) (2k—4) (219-—3) n
0 e ‘u Lies b ‘ Tic Z?*Q
(k—1) (k) (2k—3) (2k—2) k=1
Tiegy ‘u Loty Ty ‘ Tt
(0) (1) (k—2) (k—1)
Iright Iright Iright i Iright )
1) (2) (k—1) (k) 0
Iright " Iright i Iright " Iright " ti
+ : : : :
(k—2) (k—1) (2k—4) (2k—3) i
Iright " Iright Iright ’# Iright 5_2
I(kfl) I(k) I(2k73) I(2k72) Br—1
right i right i right M right ]
But this says that
(0) (k—1) (0) (k—1)
Lo B Lo ’ ob Light B Liigne gg
(3-3) : : : =- : : : )
k—1 2k—2 £ k—1 2k—2 £
Il(eft )‘ Il(eft )‘ Y1 Ir(ight) Ir(ight ) p Br-1

for 1 < /¢ < k, which we write as

k ¢ k qt
Lioy, = —R;By, ,
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with
i (0) (1) (k—2) (k=1)| ]
Ilcft Ilcft u Ilcft Ilcft ‘
1 2 k—1 k
I l(ef?c I l(ef?c I l(eft ) I l(ef‘z
B w B
(k—2) (k—1) (2k—4) (2k—3)
Ileft " Ileft Ileft " Ileft
(k—1) (k) (2k—3) (2k—2)
Ilcft ‘ Ilcft Ilcft ‘H Ilcft ‘
(0) (€] (k—2) (k=1 ]
Iright Iright Iright Iright
& 2) (k—1) (k)
Iright Iright Iright Iright i
R} = : : : :
(k—2) (k—1) (2k—4) (2k—3)
Iright Iright Iright ’# Iright ’#
(k—1) (k) (2k—3) (2k—2)
Iright Iright Iright ‘H Iright ‘M ]
o 55
ai = ) /Bi = N
aj_y Bi—l

and by our determinant assumption we can then solve for af; in terms of ﬁi;
-1
(34) o =—[L}] RiB,, 1<(<k.

k
Thus using the Gram-Schmidt orthogonalization algorithm, there is an orthonormal basis {a‘; o+ (x)}z of
=1

Lé; . (1) consisting of Alpert functions if and only if at least one of the matrices L’; and RIIC is nonsingular

equivalently positive definite, since these symmetric matrices are always nonnegative semidefinite). For
y Y- Y g

example, if we assume that L¥ is invertible, then just as in the case k = 2 discussed above, a function

a’;’[ (x) is orthogonal to al’é (x) in L? (n), i.e.

0 = [at@a @ dute)

/ {(ai_lxk_l +ap_,r" L+ alr + o) (ai/_lxk_l +aob a4 L+ ala+ ag/) 17, ()

+ (Bhoad ™ 4 Blpa® 2 Bla+ 8) (B2 4 Bt 4 B+ B0 ) L (@)} i ()
()" Lye + (81) " RuB]

= (80) " (L7 R Lo (L7 Ra) B+ (81) R

equivalently

tr / tr ’ tr ’
0= (BL) {RiLi'LiLi' R+ Ri} B{ = (BL) RiLi'{Ri+Li}g{ = (BL) X8,
where X1 = LIRILI_1 {Ry + L;} is invertible since Ry + Ly = M} > 0 by (83)). Thus the orthogonality

’ tr
can be achieved simply by choosing Bf; perpendicular to the vector (ﬁf;) Xr.

Finally we note that the system of equations that we have solved to obtain an orthonormal basis of Alpert
functions is underdetermined since we have not yet solved for the additional moment conditions,

/a‘;"z(x)xid,u(z):(), forall2<{(<kand k<i<k+/{-2,
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and we now explicitly compute the additional equations under which these additional moment conditions
can also be achieved for the orthonormal basis of Alpert functions. As above have

itk—1 itk—2 i
0 = op Il(cft |+ o Il(cft N o+ ag Il(cf)t
p p p
ithk—1 itk—2 i
+B51 Ir(ight )‘ + Bz Ir(ight N+ 86 Ir(ig)ht )
I3 p p
but now for all 2 </ <k and k <i¢ <k + £ — 2, which leads to
o B6
i i+k—1 i i+k—1 .
[ Il(ct)'t Il(cft )} } + { Ir(ig)ht ; Ir(ight )‘ } : =0,
0‘2—1 Bifl
forall2</<kandk<i<k+/{-2,
and can be written as
(3.5) Vi o v Bl =0, 2<i<kand k<i<k+ (-2,
where
i+k—1,4) __ 7 i+k—1 i+k—1,4) _ i itk—1
Vl(e;tr ) = { Il(ct)'t Il(cft ) u } ) Eig—;t ) = { Ir(ig)ht u Ir(ight )‘ }

. k _ . . . k
We now consider the ( 9 ) = k(kz ) orthogonality conditions among the k Alpert functions {a?’g}é
=1

and the ( ) additional moment conditions arising from the index choices (¢,) in ([BA), which for conve-

2
nience in visualizing we arrange in triangular form as
(k, k) (k,k+1) (k,k+2) (k,2k — 4) (k,2k —3) (k,2k —2)
(k—1,k) (k—1,k+1) (k—1,k+2) -+ (k—1,2k—4) (k—1,2k-3)
(k—2k) (k—2,k+1) (k—2,k+2) -+ (k—2,2k—4)
(3.6) z s 5 ' '
(4,k) (4,k+1) (4,k+2)
(3,k) (3,k+1)
(2, k)
-1
Using af = — [L’;} R’; ﬁi, the corresponding additional moment conditions are given by

_ Gitk—1,9) Y (i+k=1,4) o€ (i+k—1,i) k (i+k—1,i) 0 V4
0= Vieg " O+ Viight “Br = Viett -Mj + Viight B = wy, - By,

for2</<kand k<i<k+/{-—2,

N,
where Mk = — {Ll} RY BL, and

(i+k—1,i) _ (7) (i+k—1) (i+k—1,i) _ (%) (i+k—1)
left = Ileft L Ileft " ) Vright = Iright " Iright )
and
i (i+k—1,i) k (i+k—1,i)
Wi = ~ Vit “ M7 + Vyight .
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Thus the additional moment conditions are 0 = w}‘C . ﬁf; forall2 </ <kand k <i<k+/{—2, and written
in the form of triangular matrix ([B.6G]) are

_ k ak _ k+l gk _  _ 2k—2 ak
0 — Wkﬁk—wk '/Bk—...—wk /Bk 5

_ k gk—1 _ _ k41 gk-1 _  _ _2k—3 k-1
0 = wi-B =w. -8B, =.=w"""-8,"",

_ k ak—2 _ _k+1 gk-2 _  _ _ 2k—-4 k-2
0 = wig-Bp "=w -8B " =..=w, By,

ka4 k+1 g4 k+2 g4
= Wk'ﬁkzwk+ 'ﬁk:WkJr B
k 23 k+1 3
Wk'ﬁkzwk+ Br
kg2
0 = wp-B;.

k /
Now recall that mutual orthogonality of the k& Alpert functions {a‘; ,e} requires choosing Bf; perpen-
r=1

tr
dicular to the vector (ﬁi) X for £ £ ¢'. In addition we must have from (B.6) that

koo k41 2k—2
Wi, Wy, W

().

1
koo k+1 2k—3 k—1
Wi, W, Wy € (ﬁk ) ,

m

ko k1 2k—4 k—2
Wi, W, Wy € (ﬁk ) ,

ookl k42
Wi, Wy, Wy

whwitl e (8",

m
®R
ESES
S—
'_

m
—
@
N
~—
[

Wi

where ﬁJ‘ = {u eERF:u-8= 0}. Now each of the matrices RILI_IRI and Ry is symmetric and positive
definite, and so then is their sum X; = RILI_IRI + R;. Thus we can consider the inner product defined by

(v,w); =v" X w.

This gives us a k-dimensional inner product space which we denote by X;. Now the condition wi - Bf; =0
can be written as

i i\tr i
<uk”6£;>12 (uk) X[Bizwkﬁizo
if we define u}‘C =X 1—1 (w};)tr. Then our conditions become

Ofor1<¢<? <k,

(3.7) (81,81,

<u};,ﬁ£>l

Ofor2</<kand k<i<k+/{-—2,
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and the second line above can be written out in triangular form as

Lr
ko k+1 2k—2 k
(3.8) ug,u L ug € (6k) )
Ly
k o k+1 2k—3 k—1
g, u, ., Uy S (k ) s

1r
ko k+1 2k—4 k—2
ug,ug .U € (ﬁk ) ,

m
)
ESES
SN—
[

E o k+1 k42

ug,u;’ o, uy
ko k+1 3\ L1
U, U, € (ﬁk) )

uf € (B,
where B = {u € X : (u,8); = 0}.
We can satisfy conditions (B7) by first choosing a unit vector @ € X7 so that the first line in (3:8) holds.

1r
Then we choose a unit vector ﬁfl € (ﬁﬁ) so that the second line in (3.8) holds. Then we choose a unit

1L
vector ﬁl,zfz € (Span{ Zﬁl,ﬁﬁ}) Iso that the third line in ([B.8]) holds. Continuing in this way, we find
k

unit vectors {Bi} in the inner product space X7 so that our conditions (B8] and B7) hold. For the
=1
, . , . k
generic choice of vectors vl(é;: *=19 and vigﬁ_l’z), the choice of { ﬁi} will be unique up to sign. This
=1

completes the proof of part (2) of Theorem

We have adopted the additional moment conditions introduced by Alpert in the setting of Lebesgue
measure in [Alp|, but one can in fact replace these conditions by an essentially arbitrary collection of the
correct number of moment conditions. We leave the nondegenerate case for the reader in the following
exercise, and the degenerate case is not treated here at all, except for the simple case when k =2 and n =1
solved below.

Remark 12. If My, > 0, M|

right

k=0 and M C {(¢,i):1 <L <k andi >k} has cardinality ( I; ),

k ,
then we can choose an Alpert basis {a?’é}kl satisfying the additional moment conditions wi, - ﬁi =0 for

all (¢,i) € M.

3.3.3. The Alpert degenerate case. In the event that one or more of the matrices L¥ and/or R is singular,
then it is easy to see from (B3) that the maximum number of independent Alpert functions equals the
dimension of the intersection of the ranges of LY and R} in R*, i.e.
dim LQQ;,c (1) = dim (Range LY ﬂ Range R?) .

In the special case when k = 2 - when there are only two Alpert functions a 1’1, ay 2 and just one additional
moment condition for af 2 _ we will show in the next subsection that it is not always possible to arrange for
this additional moment condition to hold. In fact we will show there that it holds if and only if

(2)
Iright

(3
right

2
€ Range R7 .

m

Similar results hold for larger &k, but we will not pursue these here.

3.4. The special case n = 1 and k = 2. First we quickly review and set notation for the nondegenerate
case when k£ = 2, and later proceed to the degenerate case. Let p be a locally finite positive Borel measure
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on R that satisfies the Haar nondegeneracy condition |J| , > 0forall J € D and in addition satisfies the
Alpert nondegeneracy condition

|71, [V,
(3.9) det |J(| |J| >0, forallJeD.

Recall that the determinant in ([33]) is nonnegative by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and is positive if and
only if the functions 1; () and 21, (x) are linearly independent on J:

(o)< (o) (] i) ]

with equality if and only if the functions 1 (x) and z1; (x) are linearly dependent on J.
We require the functions

allhl (JJ) = (aiw + a(l)) 111cfc (‘T) + (ﬁ%x + 6(1)) 1Iright (‘T) ’
al; 2 (JJ) = (a%w + a%) 111cfc (‘T) + (ﬁ%l’ + Bg) 1Iright (‘T) )

to satisfy the moment properties,

(A) /a? () du (z) =0 and /a wb(2) zdp (z) = 0,
(B)/a’Q()du ) =0 and /a x) wdp (z) = 0,
©) [a* @sdu@) =0,

the orthogonality property,

and the normalization properties,

U
—~
8
~
N———
[N
I
“}—‘

(Jlaef )
</’a‘;’2(x)’2dlu(x)>§ - 1

Theorem [I] above gives the following conclusion.

Theorem 13. The collection

is an orthonormal basis for L? (i1).

If we wish to include the additional moment condition (C), i.e. [a%?* (z)z?du (x) = 0, then we must in
addition solve

0 = [{(03+03) Liy () + (B + 53) L, (0} 2 ()
2 3 3)
= qaf Il(efl ; +af Il(ef)t + 65 |1, rlght + B Ir(lght
) (3) a? @ ®) By
= ( L . Lo . ) < a%) ) + ( Ligne Liigne ) < ﬁ%
®) 3) 1 @ 3) erd
= { ( Ilctt Lo )L1 Ry +( Irlght Light )} 2
o Bl
which means we must choose ( gg ) perpendicular to the vector
1
2 3 _ 2 3
- ( Il(efl Il(efl ) L;'R; + ( Ir(lg)ht Ir(ig)ht ) -
p I I
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Thus it must be the case that the two vectors

( 85 B )RiL;'{R;+ Ly}

- R .)

are parallel. But since RILfl {R; + L;} is invertible, this can clearly be achleved by choosing ( ﬁé ﬁ} )
appropriately, thereby using up our last degree of freedom in the case k = 2.

Finally, we examine what happens when one or more of the nondegeneracy conditions (1) and (3:9) fails.
Note that for a given interval J, we have that ([2.I]) holds and (39)) fails if and only if ply is a point mass.
Indeed, 1; (x) and z1; (x) are dependent if and only if p1; is a point mass, which we locate at x5 € J. In
this case we set

and

7@

3
left I( )
m

left

7@

rlght 1(3)

right

/,Llj = |J|#611 .
We also recall
Jleft ’Jleft
MJ—M]Q_ 1) 2) for J € D.
’chit ’chit

Lemma 14. Let I = I]CftUIright be the decomposition of I into its two children.

(1) If (212) holds for both Let, and Ligns, and (3F.9) holds for Leg but fails for Ligne, then a‘; =al ;é 0
in L2 (). This conclusion persists in the opposite situation where (21)) holds for both Leg and Liight,
but (39) fails for Lew and holds for Light.

‘ (Tiere)' ‘ ‘ (Tiete) " ‘
(2) In all other degenerate cases, where at least one of the matrices K K
‘ Degr)' ‘ ‘(Il ft) ‘
I I
’ rlght ’ ‘ rlght ’
k1 fails to be positive definite, we have a‘}"l = a‘}"Q =0in L? (u).
‘ rlght ‘ ‘ rlght ‘

Proof. Fix I € D.
Assertion (1): We have

(Iright)(l) }
(Iright ) @ ’

} Ilctt ‘ } Ilctt ’
’ Ileft ‘ ’ Ileft ‘

‘ (Iright ) © }

kol =0.
‘(Iright)(l)’

P 1 >0 and det S }

I3 I3

(07

Thus 1;» @ is a point mass located at xym_
J,right j,righ o

t

‘
. Now ([B4) shows that ( 9
1
@ W
(Ij,right> (Ij,right>
w

Y ©]"
(Ij,right) (Ij,right)
w w

. . . . . 1 2
dimensional, since 1 I M s a point mass located at x I e It follows that both a}"" and a/’® are constant

NG NG
(Ij,right> (Ij,right)
n n

N e
(Ij,right) (Ij,right)
n n

—xXrrm
one-dimensional, namely Span < Iiv“g‘" ) , we see that the functions aff 1 and ay 2 are linearly dependent,

) is uniquely determined

¢
by < 6% ) for 1 < ¢ <2, and we know that the range of is just one-

A1

3

on the interval I, in the space L? (), and since the null space of is

. : e : 1 2
i.e. there is only one Alpert function in this case, i.e. af;m = af;m.

Assertion (2): From above we have dim L, , (1) = d1m (Range L3N Range R%) Thus if one of the ranges
is {0} we are done. So we are left with the case where (2.I) holds for both I7; and I7}; ., and B.9) fails
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We then have

m O\ m (0) m )
(Ij,lcft) 1 (Ij,right) (Ij,right) 1
n @ ) _ I I Bo
AN - m 1 m (2) B )
(Ij,lcft> (Ij,right) (Ij,right>
Iz I I
p is located at zym ., and the point mass 1y, u is located at xym ., and thus
m (©) AN m (C) m )
(Ij,left) (Ij,left) (Ij,right) (Ij,right)
iz iz Iz iz

BN NG N @
(Ij,lcft) (Ij,lcft) (Ij,right) (Ij,right)
© © © ©

XTrm Trm
are respectively spanned by the vectors ( If'ile“ ) and ( val’“gh“ ), which are independent since I} ¢ N

for both I™ .. and I™

J,left J,right*

N
(Ij,lcft)
ol
(Ij,lcft>
uw

Now the point mass 1;

1
51

right

the one-dimensional ranges of

1 1
I ane = 0. Thus only the trivial solution ( Z? ) = ( [3? ) = ( 8 ) exists, and it follows that both a%}
1 1 J
and a/;? vanish in L? (). O
J

The resulting pared collection
uAlpcrt,,u = {a§b717 a;;,?} ,
IeD

1 2 . . .
where a;”" or a/’® or both are removed according to the lemma above, is an orthonormal basis for L? ().

Finally, we consider the additional moment condition (C) in the case where assertion ( ) of the above
lemma holds, namely when (2.1 holds for both 7 and I7; ., and (9) holds for I7} . but fails for

I In this case aIm = blm # 0 in L? (), and this is the only case in which there is just one Alpert

j,right*
function (apart from the symmetrlc case when (B.9) holds for I7},,, but fails for I7} ¢ ).

From the calculations above we must have that the two vectors
(85 Bl )RiL;'{R;+ L;}

(e, el e )

are parallel. But since RILI_ {RI + L;} is no longer invertible - mdeed, RI 1—1 {R;+ L;} has rank 1
since Ry does - we cannot necessarily solve
2) _
) ( ‘Il(ctt )leRI}-

(65 81 ) {RiL7 R+ R} =2 {(
In fact, there is a solution if and only if the transpose of the vector

(2) (3) B (2) (3)
( I I ) ( I I
n

right i right left M left i
lies in the one-dimensional range of the matrix Ry, which in turn holds if and only if
(2)
Iright

(3)

right "

and
@

rlght 1(3)

(2)
Ileft right

2 3)
r(lg)ht I( Il(cft

right

)L;lRI

€ Range R; .

Remark 15. The authors thank Fletcher Gates for showing them that, in the case under consideration, this
latter condition is always satisfied.

4. APPLICATION: A TWO WEIGHT T’p CONJECTURE

Using the weighted Alpert wavelet bases constructed in Theorem [II we can formulate an associated
Tp-type theorem in dimension n = 1 where testing over indicators is replaced by testing over indicators
times polynomials of degree at most k£ — 1, and the energy condition is replaced by an associated k-energy
condition. Unfortunately, at this point in time, we cannot demonstrate that Conjecture [[6] below produces
new interesting weighted inequalities, despite that fact that we provide an example to show that the k-
energy condition is strictly weaker than the usual energy condition, even in the presence of the Muckenhoupt
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condition. But see Subsection £.4] for a demonstration that Conjecture differs ‘logically’ from existing
T'1-type theorems in the literature.

Let 0 <a<1,keNand 0 < < 1. We define a (k + §)-smooth a-fractional CZ kernel K*(z,y) to be
a real-valued function defined on R x R satisfying the following fractional size and smoothness conditions of
order 1+ ¢: For = # y,

(4.1) |K® (x,y)] < Cozlz—y|*" and ’VjKO‘ (z,9)] < Cozlx —y* 1< <k,
N\ 9 /
— 11— — 1
kaa(I;y)_kaa(x/7y)’SCCZ<|I $|) |$— |o¢ 1 k, |517 $| §_7
|z —y| [z —yl ~ 2

and the last inequality also holds for the adjoint kernel in which x and y are interchanged. We associate a
corresponding Calderén-Zygmund operator T is the usual way (see e.g. [LaWi] or [SaShUrT7)).
The following conjectured Tp theorem with an energy side condition differs from the corresponding 7'1
theorem with an energy side condition in two ways:
(1) Because of the stronger moment conditions satisfied Alpert wavelets, the usual energy condition
assumption from the T'1 theorem can be weakened in the T'p theorem.
(2) Due to the weaker telescoping identities satisfied by Alpert wavelets, the T'1 testing conditions must
be strengthened to testing polynomials times indicators.

Conjecture 16. Let 0 < a <1 and 0 < d < 1. Let T® be a (k + §)-smooth a-fractional Calderén-Zygmund
operator on the real line. Suppose o and w are locally finite positive Borel measures on R that satisfy the
k-energy condition

(4.2) (Sé’fk)2 = % i < |§r7|110_)> H(x B mi)k’

IUT 1] —1

2

L2(1,w)’

as well as the dual k-energy condition obtained by interchanging the measures o and w. Then the operator
Tef =T (fo) is bounded from L? (o) to L? (w) (in the sense that tangent line truncations are uniformly
bounded by a constant Npa (o,w)) if

(1) there is a positive constant T, (o,w) such that
[ 125100 dw < (5 (0.))° [ 1ol o,
Q Q

for all intervals Q and polynomials p (x) = co + 10 + ... + cx_12"~ 1 of degree at most k — 1, as well
as the dual testing conditions obtained by interchanging the measures o and w and replacing T;‘ with
its dual TS ; and

(2) the fmctzonal Muckenhoupt condition is finite: A3 (o,w) < co.

A proof of this conjecture would follow the somewhat standard lines of proof for T'1-type theorems already
in the literature ([NTV4], [LaSaShUr3], [Lac], [Hyt2]), namely an inner product (T3 f, g);2(,, is expanded
in Alpert projections as

(4.3) (T3 f,9) L?(w)_ Z Z <T‘? A?)Z f, A§76/9>L2(w) ’

IeD
1<e<k 1<z <k’

and then decomposed into many separate infinite sums according to the relative sizes, locations and goodness
of the intervals I and J, which are then all controlled differently. We first highlight the two main points of
departure in controlling these different sums, followed by a brief description of the sums themselves and how
they are handled in the T'psituation, as well as pointing to an obstruction to the proof.
e The estimate for norms of Alpert projectionsHA?T‘l'uHiz(w), called the Monotonicity Lemma below
and in [LaWi], [SaShUr7], is improved by the extra vanishing moments of Alpert wavelets to

2
o PY(J, k
JAST o) S (¥> (@ =m5)"]

2

1] L2(1w)

which in turn can then be controlled by the k-energy condition (@2]) above, weaker than the usual
energy condition with k = 1;



20 ROB RAHM, ERIC T. SAWYER', AND BRETT D. WICK?*

e The telescoping identities (ILT]) reduce sums of consecutive Alpert projections A, to projections
E’é  onto spaces of polynomials of degree at most k& — 1, thus requiring the use of stronger testing
conditions, taken locally over polynomials of degree at most k — 1, in order to the bound the con-

secutive sums of Alpert projections that arise in the paraproduct and stopping forms in [LaWi|] and
[SaShUrT].

With these two changes in mind we can now review the main steps in the standard proof strategy for
the interested reader, whom we alert to the fact that we are using here the formulation of the Lacey-Wick
monotonicity lemma with an error term in [LaWi| and [SaShUr7|, as opposed to the stronger formulation
used in [LaSaShUr3] and [Lac] that exploited special properties of the Haar basis to hide the error term.
As a consequence, the reader can follow the broad outline of the one-dimensional proof in [LaSaShUr3] and
[Lac], but handling the error terms as in [LaWi] and/or [SaShUr7] (see also [SaShUr9], [SaShUr10]). We
ignore the case of common point masses, and refer the reader instead to [Hyt2], [LaWi] and [SaShUr10].

Step 1: Using the random grids of Nazarov, Treil and Volberg, a reduction is made to good functions
f and g, i.e. those whose wavelet expansions involve only cubes from one grid that are good with
respect to the other grid. The orthogonality of Alpert projections plays a key role here.

Step 2: Using the testing conditions, one further restricts the supports of f and g to a finite union of
large cubes.

Step 3: Then one can implement corona constructions with Calderén-Zygmund stopping times on the
averages of f, and with k-energy stopping times in place of the familiar energy stopping times.

Step 4: The sum of inner products in ([{3)) is then grouped into coronas relative to these stopping
times and further decomposed into global, local and error pieces.

Step 5: The error pieces are handled by NTV methods from [NTV4].

Step 6: The global inner products are controlled by the k-Poisson operator as in [LaWi|] and/or
[SaShUrT], which in turn has its norm inequality controlled by k-Poisson testing conditions. This
latter result is proved in the same way as is done for the familiar Poisson operator.

Step 7: The local terms are handled by Lacey’s bottom/up stopping time and recursion as in [Lac],
with error terms from the monotonicity lemma handled as in [LaWi] and/or [SaShUr7]. The difficulty
lies in using the Nazarov, Treil, Volberg method connecting back to the appropriate paraproduct
terms; at the moment we are unable to control those terms and so do not have a proof of Conjecture
116l

Remark 17. There is an analogous conjecture in higher dimensions following the arguments in [LaWi
and/or [SaShUrT], but we will not pursue this.

4.1. The Monotonicity Lemma. For 0 < a < 1 and m € R, we recall the m-weighted fractional Poisson
integral
7™
P = | ")
R (| + ]y —cs)™

where P¢ (J, u) = P (J, u) is the standard Poisson integral.

Lemma 18 (Monotonicity). Suppose that I and J are cubes in R such that J C 2J C I, and that p is a
signed measure on R supported outside I. Finally suppose that T is a standard fractional singular integral
on R with kernel K (x,y) = K (x), 0 < a < 1. Then there is a positive constant C, such that

(4.4) O (J, )" = Ca®™ (7, |u])” < AT pll 2y S O (J )" + Ca¥® (7, |ul)?,

where for a measure v,

2

1 2
@ (1) = | / (#5) ™ (my)du ()| [|252*)7 s, -
2
o (g2 = [ Prrs (V) H ok k}z
v (va) —< |J|k (CL‘ m‘]) L2(1;w) 7

, k 2
where m"% € J satisfies H (:C - mﬁ) ‘

= inf H(:v - c)k‘
L2(1,w) ceJ

L2(1yw)
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and where if v is a positive measure, then there are positive constants c,C' such that

Pk(JV

2 o
|J| > ||A k||L2(w) < ce (J7 V)2

c® (J,v)* < (

Remark 19. The right hand side of {{-4) is what determines the definition of the k-energy condition (7.2)
used in the stopping time arguments adapted from [LaWi| and/or [SaShUr7).

Proof of Lemma[I8. The proof is an easy adaptation of the proofs in [LaWi] and [SaShUr7] restricted to
dimension n = 1, but using an order k& Taylor expansion instead of an order 1 expansion on the kernel
(K{j‘) (x) = K (x,y). Due to the importance of this lemma, as explained in the above remark, we give the
short argument.

Let {h*},cp be an orthonormal basis of L7, (1) consisting of Alpert functions as above. Now we use
the (k + d)-smooth Calderén-Zygmund smoothness estimate ([.1I), together with Taylor’s formula

Ko (z) = T(K2)(zc)+ % (K™ (0 (2,¢)) (z — )"
Tay (K2) (z,¢) = K2 (c)+ (K2) () (@ —¢) + . + (K" (¢) (x = )",

(k— 1)

and the vanishing means of the Alpert functions k%, to obtain

/{/Ka (2, ) hy" (x) deo (f)}du(y)—/<K§vh§’a>w dp (y)

= /(Kyj‘ () = Tay (K7') (@,m}) b5 (w)>w du (y)

(T, h5%),,

(85)® (0 (2.5)) - <K;><’“’ <mf3>] )] o= mb)* 57

(1) (0 o)) = (55) )] )] (2 = )" 15 )

and hence

all [/ o 52)® ) - <K;><’” ()| s 571

oeJ

A

Piys (L lul) H ’

Coz
Bl

L2(1,w)

where in the last line we have used

s a5)® 0) = (565)" ()] e )

ocJ

< CCZ/( 171 )“ duly) o Pies(Jn)
~ |y_CJ|/€+1—Oz k

ly — ¢l 17|
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Thus we have
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w « (6% w,a 2
[A5T H“i?(w) = Z }<T wo by >w}
a€l’(J)
1 a) (k) ? k jw,a 2
= |5 [ (BT mdutw)] Do [t n5e), |
’ a€r(J)
2
‘0 Pk+5(J,u) H(x—mk)k‘Q
|J|k J L2 (1)’
and hence
! 0 : : Pis () ) |
[e% k k+ ) k
o (3 050" i) st - (PSS ot
< ||A§TQMH22(UJ)
2
1 ay (k) k(|2 Pivs (4 1ul) NI
= G (kl/(K )" (o) dpa(y > 1252 HLQ(W)+CQ< |J|* H(x_ 1) }L2(1.7w) ’
where
1 N P (4,1
'E/(Ky) (mJ)dﬂ(y)’ ~ lij :
4.2. Comparison of k-energy and the usual l-energy. We can write
Po (J,170) ) 2 ENF
<7’“( ’f”) | —mb)*] . =Pgr10)? <—‘T‘JmJ> ,
|7 L2(1,w) || 21 ye)
and clearly we have the inequalities
P = [ i)
, 170 = sy g
’ = (1] +ly — s
(2 ) EI.
r \([J[+ ]y —cs]) (1] + |y — )T
¢
/ L o (y) = PE (o 110).
 ([J]+ ]y —esl)
and
BN k|2 NLAIE o\ 2k
T —my T —my T —my
= d
H( ) : H( ) [T e
L2(15w) L2(1,w)
RNz AN &
< [(E) ww-| (S ,
s\ /] \
L (1,](.0)

_ 4
forlgfgksince‘m‘fl”

[0 [0
3k < &34

for1 << k.
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4.3. An example with A < oo, 520,19 < oo and €9, = co. Define intervals
1 1 1
J |:4J \/.74_]’4]:|’ J 39y Ey
and for ¢ > 0 define measures

do(y) = 5o+z;jl+ 11, (y) dy,
J:
dw (z) = Z]—jl]j (z) dx,
j=2
so that
1
| = ——
|]| \/54)7
L - 4 1 1
|J|a - j%+5\/j4j_j1+a’
I jz 11
1l = PTY TR
Then we compute that
11
L, s 1
|Ij|2 1 2 ]a’
Vi
oo o 1
0310 4], _ (+EZ0) (55 4)
2 - 2 ~ 4,
|0, ] (77)

and in fact it can be verified that Az (0,w) &~ 1. We also have

1

A2
T —my / <x—m1,> 1
T Y i A P TRp
} } Jlw J
B0 g~ J T i
and writing P = P{ with I = [0, 1], we have
| I |4
P1e) = [ o () ~ ;+ 2o (1)
{11+ |y =en,] 1+ [0 —en [ /o 1]+ ]y —er ]

Ne7El L, 4 = ¥ 4 W

= 4+ - ~
2 > 1 L1 L1 .10
(&7 Wl Vi G g g g

where we note that the delta mass dg in o contributes the dominant term. From this we compute

00 SN\ 2 0o
47 1 1

L2(1,0) =2 7

1
r—mp

|21

1 oo
£y > iR > P (1,150)°

On the other hand, writing Py = Pg we have

k—1
|Ij| |IJ| do
/I<(|Ij|+|y_cfj‘)> [|Ij|+|y_cfju2 .

I; I; I;
( 1L ) 1L 2+/ LA
(1 +10=csl) ) [G1+jo—cr)* o 151 +d (. 1)
1 k=1 _1 j _1 j
<\/§-4j> Vit |Gl 4 LT 4

¥ LI =i A

Pk (Ij,ljo’)

%
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where when k£ > 2, the dominant term arises from that part of o supported on I;, and hence is significantly
smaller than P (I;,1;0). Then for k > 2 we compute

2
00 k k 2 o)
1 o|[ [ & — My, I 1
|I|UZQP]€ i 112) ( 1] ) Nz(jﬁa) E_Zj”26 =0
=

L2(1Ij‘*’ ) =2
and it can be shown that in fact £, < oo by considering arbitrary decompositions I = U, I,..

4.4. A Calderén-Zygmund operator satisfying testing conditions . We do not have an example of
a weight pair (o,w), and a familiar Calderén-Zygmund operator T', to which Conjecture [I6] applies, and to
which the known T'1-type theorems fail to apply. Our purpose here is to instead construct a rather artificial
example to demonstrate that Conjecture [[6lis at least ‘logically’ different than the known T'1-type theorems
in [LaWi] and [SaShUr7].

For this we first construct a dyadic operator T(((ij y ) that always satisfies testing conditions for a given
weight pair (o,w). For an arbitrary weight pair (o,w) define

TY

ERTED D DN XA SRR

I€D 1<i,j<2

where §a a an ,Q are Alpert bases for o) an w) respectively. en for
h ot ag? d {at ay? Alpert bases for L2 d r? ively. Then f
1€D IeD

any interval @ € D and polynomlal p of degree at most 1 we have

/}Tgyw)lQp‘zdw = /QZ Z <1Qp,a?’i>L2(a)aI’] dw

IeD 1<4,5<2
2

. .12
2 2 / lQp’a?Z>L2<a> | de

I1eD 1<5<2 1<i<2

= Z Z / lQp aI’JQ

IeD: JQQ 1<5<2

= > 1Qp /|p| do.

I€D: 12Q

dw

Similarly we have the dual testing condition.
To construct a Calderén-Zygmund operator T that satisfies the testing conditions for (o,w) and whose
kernel is (k + §)-smooth as in (£I)) for any &+ > 1, we choose a subgrid D’ of D satisfying:

11 11 10
(4.5) if 1, J € D’ satisfy |I| <|J| and glﬂ ?J# 0, then 51 C J,

and define functions af and ay to satisfy the following conditions with p equal o and w:

11
Suppal C 51,
0 < a‘;(:ﬂ)gcm_% for x € R,

1
af (z) = cforaregol,

/|a1| dp =1,

[t @dute) = [ df @) duto) =0,

Co I, >




WEIGHTED ALPERT WAVELETS 25

Note that these functions are not Alpert functions, but that they do form an orthonormal collection in
L? (p). Then we set
Tf=> (fa) 1200 aF
IeD’
and note that T is a (k+ ¢)-smooth Calderén-Zygmund operator (see below) that satisfies the testing
conditions for the weight pair (o, w) by the same argument above that established the testing conditions for
the dyadic operator Tg %w). If we take the weight pair (o, w) constructed above, then Conjecture [I6 gives the

boundedness of T' from L?(o) to L?(w).

Lemma 20. The operator T defined above is a (k+ §)-smooth 0-fractional standard Calderén-Zymund
operator for all k+ 9 > 1.

Proof. Note that the kernel is K(z,y) = > ;cp a(2)ag(y). Assume that |z —y| ~ H27¢ (ie. Y270 <
|z —y| < L27F1). The sum in the expression of K(z,y) only contains those terms which correspond to the
intervals in D’ for which z,y € %I. The smallest such interval has length 27¢. Also, for m =0,1,...,/—3
there are at most two intervals of length 27“+™ for which a%(z)a$(y) # 0. Thus there are at most 2(¢ — 2)
terms in the sum for K (x,y).
Also, using the properties of a4 and af there holds:
w o -1 -3 -1
laf (@)af ()l < M2 U2 =],

~

0 . - _iq, -1 _
D ag@ast)| < 0 =

N

0 . - 11 _
3_y“1(w)a1(y) 72 7 =

VFa§ (x)ad (y) Cr 11717,

IN

for all £k > 1, and where V = (6%, 6%).

We now use these estimates to show that the kernel K (z,y) is a (k + 0)-smooth O-fractional CZ kernel
for all k+ 6 > 1. In fact it is well known (using the mean value theorem) that it suffices to show

VK (z,y)| < Cy for all k£ > 0.
x

k+1°
]
Recalling that |z — y| ~ %24 we have for £ > 0,

ViK@Y < Y D [(Vier@) (Tafw)] < o Y 11

I1€D’ i+j=k IeD’
-3 1

< Ck Z 2(k+1)(lfm) ~ Ck2f(k+1) ~ Ok| |k+1 )
m=0 r—y

O

Remark 21. However, we can write this measure o as 0o + & and note that the weight pair (¢,w) satisfies
the usual energy condition (the 1-energy condition), and so T is bounded from L?(c) to L*(w) by results in
either [LaWi| or [SaShUr7], and hence

[irsoraus [irsataor [P s (121 o [
Since |f (0)]* = [|f|* ddo < [|f)?do, it now remains only to prove that

/ 5 |

do =Y laf OF S 1,
IeD IeD
which in turn holds simply because there is at most one I € D' containing the origin, and for such an
interval we have that |aJ (0)] S 1 due to the presence of the unit point mass at the origin, a much better

2
Z a7 (0)a?| dw.

IeD’
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bound than the general bound c|I |_%. Indeed, the only intervals I € D that contain the origin are the
intervals K; = [O,éfj) for some integer j, and by (4.0) there is at most one of these in D' containing the
origin. Thus we see that the Calderon-Zygmund operator T constructed above is very artificial. Nonetheless,
1t does show that Conjecture contains boundedness results not included in [LaWi] and [SaShUr7], and
potentially some not so trivial as that above as well.
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