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ABSTRACT. In this paper we solve a long standing problem about the bilinear 71 theorem
to characterize the (weighted) compactness of bilinear Calderén-Zygmund operators. Let T'
be a bilinear operator associated with a standard bilinear Calderén—Zygmund kernel. We
prove that T’ can be extended to a compact bilinear operator from LP!(w}?) x LP2(wh?) to
L?(w?) for all exponents % = % + é > 0 with p1, p2 € (1,00] and for all weights (w1, w2) €
A(p, py) if and only if the following hypotheses hold: (H1) T is associated with a compact
bilinear Calderén—Zygmund kernel, (H2) T satisfies the weak compactness property, and (H3)
T(1,1), T**(1,1),T*?(1,1) € CMO(R™). This is also equivalent to the endpoint compactness:
(1) T is compact from L'(w;) x L'(w2) to L%’C’o(w%) for all (w1,w2) € Ay, or (2) T
is compact from L (wi”) x L= (w3”) to CMOx(w™) for all (w1, w2) € A(so,c0). Besides,
any of these properties is equivalent to the fact that 7' admits a compact bilinear dyadic
representation.

Our main approaches consist of the following new ingredients: (i) a resulting representa-
tion of a compact bilinear Calderén—Zygmund operator as an average of some compact bilinear
dyadic shifts and paraproducts; (ii) extrapolation of endpoint compactness for bilinear oper-
ators; and (iii) compactness criterion in weighted Lorentz spaces. Finally, to illustrate the
applicability of our result, we demonstrate the hypotheses (H1)-(H3) through examples in-
cluding bilinear continuous/dyadic paraproducts, bilinear pseudo-differential operators, and
bilinear commutators.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The classical Calderon—Zygmund theory originated in the initial work of Calderén and Zyg-
mund in the 1950s [12], which was motivated by the connections with potential theory and
elliptic partial differential equations. Over the past seven decades, this theory and its branches
have proved to be a powerful tool in many fields, such as real and complex analysis, operator
theory, approximation theory, partial differential equations, and geometric measure theory, see
[29, 30, 42, 43, 44, 67, 68, 80, 81]. For additional related research, see [33, 56, 71, 74].

The multilinear Calderén—Zygmund theory, pioneered by Coifman and Meyer [24, 25], was
inspired by the natural appearance in the study of certain singular integral operators, for
example, the Calderén commutator, paraproducts, and pseudodifferential operators. Subse-
quently, this topic was further developed by several authors, including Christ and Journé [21],
Lacey and Thiele [61, 62], Kenig and Stein [58], and Grafakos and Torres [38, 39]. It is worth
mentioning that the remarkable work [38] provides a systematic treatment to general multi-
linear Calderéon—Zygmund operators. In the weighted theory, genuinely multilinear weighted
estimates were first established by Lerner et al. using a natural class of multiple weights in
their groundbreaking paper [63]. Beyond that, it has witnessed the fundamental importance
of LP estimates for multilinear singular integrals in pure and applied analysis —for example,
the fractional Leibniz rules used in dispersive equations [37, 57], paraproducts employed to
Navier—Stokes equations [73], and certain multilinear transforms applied to the stability of the
absolutely continuous spectrum of Schrodinger operators [22].

The boundedness of operators on various function spaces is a central theme of the (multi-
linear) Calderéon—Zygmund theory. It is therefore natural to ask what conditions to guarantee
the boundedness of T' from LP to L9. A necessary and sufficient condition for this to happen
is given by the celebrated T'1 theorem due to David and Journé [28]. More precisely,

a singular integral T associated with a Calderén—Zygmund

kernel is bounded on L?(R") if and only if it satisfies the
weak boundedness property and T'1,7*1 € BMO(R").

In addition, the L? boundedness is essential to the further analysis, such as achieving L
boundedness, the weak type (1, 1) estimate, and weighted norm inequalities. This formulation
of the T'1 theorem was extended to the multilinear setting by Christ and Journé [21], while an
alternative expression of the multilinear 7'1 theorem was provided by Grafakos and Torres [38].
The latter is very effective in obtaining some continuity results for multilinear translation in-
variant operators and multilinear pseudodifferential operators. Although further developments
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were made in [40, 41], more modern bilinear dyadic-probabilistic methods were exploited in
[65] on Euclidean spaces and [70] on nonhomogeneous spaces.

Recently, the study of compactness has attracted a lot of attention. In terms of commutators
[b, T], one would like to use the compactness of [b,T] to characterize the fact b € CMO(R"™).
This is the case of bilinear Riesz potential [20]. The weighted compactness was investigated in
[2, 83] for bilinear Calderén—Zygmund operators, where the latter weakened the CMO condition
by a new vanishing Lipschitz-type condition. Besides, for non-degenerate Calderén—Zygmund
operators, a characterization in the off-diagonal case was obtained in [53, 54]. All compactness
results aforementioned are traced back to the work of Uchiyama [85]. Furthermore, extrapola-
tion of compactness introduced in [50] provides a new approach to establish weighted compact-
ness, and shortly after, the multilinear extension was presented in [14, 16, 51], which have a
wide range of applications. On the contrary, the existing literature exploring the compactness
of singular integrals is exceedingly scarce. Based on new T'1 type assumptions, Villarroya [86]
first characterized the compactness for a large class of singular integral operators, which later
was extended to the endpoint case in [76, 78].

However, the T'1 theorem to deduce compactness of multilinear singular integrals has been
an open problem for almost ten years. The purpose of this work is to solve this problem
by establishing a characterization of (weighted) compactness of bilinear singular integrals via
bilinear T'1 theorem. Before stating the precise result, let us illustrate some difficulties brought
by the bilinearity with some examples and facts, and elucidate why such a compactness question
has been open.

First, in general, bilinear Calder6n—Zygmund operators (cf. Definition 2.7) are not compact.
A typical example is the bilinear Riesz transform R; defined by

(xj — +(x; — 2 .
Ri(f:9)(@) = pv // i) zjn)ﬂ (Y)g(z)dydz, j=1,...,n,
R (Jz —y|2 + |z — 2]2) "2

where z; is the j-th coordinate of z. Given a bilinear operator 7', if we define its adjoints via

(T(f1, f2),9) = (T* (g, f2), f1) = (T**(f1,9), fa),

then by the translation invariance property of R; and the antisymmetry of its kernel,

R;(1,1) =0=(R;(19,1q),1¢) = (R;' (10, 1¢), 1q) = (R}*(1¢, 19), 1),
but Lemma A.13 implies that

R; is not compact from LP* x LP? to LP for all % = pll + p% with p1,p2 € (1, 00).

This means that the assumption of bilinear Calderén—Zygmund kernels is not sufficient to
achieve compactness, which is not only the main reason why there is very limited literature
concerning the compactness of singular integrals, but also indicates that one has to strengthen
the assumption on kernels in order to obtain compactness of bilinear Calderén—Zygmund op-
erators.

Second, in the bilinear setting, the natural range for compactness is LP! x LP2 — LP for
% = pil + piz with p1,pe € (1,00), and reaching the quasi-Banach range p < 1 (even for
boundedness) can often turn out to be a crucial challenge. From the technical perspective,
there is no existing approach to this problem: even in the Banach range p > 1, the convoluted
geometrical structure among cubes I1, I, I3 make it impossible to establish good estimates for
the pair (T'(¢1,, ¥r1,), ¥1,) in terms of the space and frequency localization of bump functions
using wavelet analysis as in [86], and for the pair (T'(hr,,hr,), hr,) in terms of the relative

size and distance of cubes using dyadic analysis as in [18]. Not merely that, the modern tools
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including dyadic representation theorems and sparse domination are missing even in the linear
case.

Third, in terms of the weighted LP!(w') x LP2(wh?) — LP(wP) compactness, this problem
involves a genuinely bilinear nature because the right class of weights is A, ;,) introduced in
[63], which is strictly richer than A, x A,,. In the context of the natural multiple weights
class A(p, p,), one has to work with component weights that are linked another, and each
individual weight may be not locally integrable but their product should behave well. This
has happened to weighted compactness of commutators in [2, 20], which only treats product
weights in A, x Ay, with p, p1,p2 € (1,00), and thus does not quite embody the bilinear nature
of the problem.

In this paper we will overcome these difficulties and give a bilinear compact T'1 theorem

which is not only valid for the natural multiple weights class A ) but also enables us to
work with the endpoint exponents p; = 1 or p; = oo.

p1,p2

1.1. The main theorem. Now let us proceed to formulate some basic definitions and present
our theorem. Let 27, %, & be quasi-normed spaces and let T : 2" x % — % be a bilinear
operator. We say that T is bounded from 2 x % to Z if

IT|| 2 xa— 2 := inf {Co > 0: |T(f,9)llz < Coll fllzllgllz, ¥(f.9) € Z x ¥} < oo
We say that T is compact from 2 x % to 2 if for all bounded sets A x B C 2" x &%, the

set T(A, B) is precompact in %, i.e. T(A, B) is a compact subset of 2. Equivalently, T is
compact if for all bounded sequences {(fx,gx)} C Z x &, the sequence {T'(fx,gx)} has a
convergent subsequence in Z. See [7] for more properties about the compactness of bilinear
operators.

To state the main theorem conveniently, we make the following hypotheses:

(H1) T is associated with a compact bilinear Calderén-Zygmund kernel (cf. Definition 2.2),
(H2) T satisfies the weak compactness property (cf. Definition 2.8),
(H3) T(1,1),T*Y(1,1),T*%(1,1) € CMO(R") (cf. Definition 2.17).

More definitions and notation are given in Section 2.

Our main result is a compact bilinear T'1 theorem as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let 0 < A < 1/2. Let T : S(R™) x S(R™) — S'(R™) be a bilinear operator asso-
ctated with a standard bilinear Calderén—Zygmund kernel. Then the following are equivalent:

(a) T satisfies the hypotheses (H1), (H2), and (H3).
(b) T admits a compact bilinear dyadic representation (cf. Definition 1.2).

(¢) T is a compact operator from LP(R™) x LP2(R™) to LP(R™) for all p1,ps € (1,00], where

1_ 1, 1
p_p1+pz>0‘

(¢) T is a compact operator from LP*(wh") x LP2(wh?) to LP(wP) for all p1,p2 € (1,00] and

for all (w1, w2) € Ay, ), where % = pil + p% >0 and w = wiws.

(d) T is a compact operator from L*(R™) x L*(R™) to L%"X’(}R”).
1
3

(d)" T is a compact operator from L'(w1) x L'(ws) to L%’Oo(w ) for all (w1, w2) € Ag 1y,
where w = wiws.
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(e) T is a compact operator from L (R™) x L*°(R™) to CMO(R"™).

(e)) T is a compact operator from L>®(w$®) x L®(w®) to CMO)(w™®) for all (wi,ws) €
Aloo,00), Where w = wiws.

To prove Theorem 1.1, we will adopt the following strategy:

!/

(a) = (b) = (¢)’ == (¢) = (a),

(a

)
(a) = () = () = (c)'.
(

= (d)) = (d) = (¢)’, and

Since the implications (c)’ = (c), (d)’ = (d), and (e)’ = (e) are trivial, it suffices to show
other implications.

The remainder of this section elaborates on the novel ideas, the obstacles, and the methods
in our proof, which are conducive to understand this lengthy article. Moreover, at the end of
this section, as applications, we present some examples of bilinear operators implicitly in the

literature, which satisfy the hypotheses (H1), (H2), and (H3).

1.2. Compact bilinear dyadic representation. Let us focus on the proof of (a) = (b).
The definition of dyadic grids and Haar functions is postponed until Sections 2.3 and 2.4.
Given 7, j, k € N and a dyadic grid D, we define the compact bilinear dyadic shift as

SE (i f2) =D AY(fr fo)
QeD
with
AP o f) = Y argk.Ufh) (2, ha) b,
I1€D;(Q)

JEDj (Q)
KeDr(Q)

where D;(Q) := {I € D: I € Q,(I) = 27UQ)}, (hr,hy) € {(hr,hy), (hr, 1Y), (A9, hy)}, and
the coefficients ar j i, satisfy
1 1 1
Iz|J|2|K |2
lar,5x,0] < F(Q)W
Q|
with

F(Q) <1 and lim Fy:= lim sup F(Q)=0.
N—o00 N—>OOQ¢Q( N)

Given a sequence of complex numbers b := {b;};cp such that
1

2
blvion = s (3 P) <1,
IeD:ICQ
the bilinear dyadic pamproduct is defined by
p(fi f2) =D br {(f)i{fa)rhr.
1eD
We say that b := {b;}rep € CMO(R") if ”bHBMOD <1 and

lim sup sup — !Q\ Z 1|2 =

N=eo p Qep 1%l 1p Wy 1o
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Definition 1.2. Given a bilinear operator 1', we say that T admits a compact bilinear dyadic
representation if there exists a constant Cy € (0,00) so that for all compactly supported and
bounded functions f1, fo, and f3,

oo k
(T(fr. fo), f3) = CoBey Y D 27M/2(SYY (f1, o), f3) + Co BTl (f1, f2), f3)

k=0 1= 0

+ Co Eu (11}, (f17f2) f3) + Co Ey,(II; (f1,f2) f3),

where S is a finite sum of cancellative shifts S“’k SZ +LE - and adjoints of such operators.
In addltlon IIy,, is the bilinear dyadic paraproduct Wlth by, = {br}1ep., € CMO(R™).

We, for the first time, introduce a compact dyadic representation in order to investigate the
compactness of singular integrals, even in the linear case. It gives the exact dyadic structure
behind compact bilinear Calderén-Zygmund operators by representing them as an average of
some compact bilinear dyadic shifts and paraproducts, which allows us to reduce initial prob-
lems into corresponding dyadic problems. More importantly, the dyadic-probabilistic method
indeed overcomes the drawbacks of the technique of [18, 86] in the bilinear setting, which ex-
plains why we here develop a compact dyadic representation. Such a general representation
theorem was proved by Hytonen in [47, 48] to settle the well-knowns As conjecture for gen-
eral Calderén—Zygmund operators. Its usefulness and powerfulness have been shown in the
last decade. For example, a representation theorem holds also in the multi-parameter set-
ting [52, 69] and the bilinear case [65, 66], and can be applied to obtain weighted estimates
for maximal truncations of Calderén—Zygmund operators (cf. [49]) and for commutators (cf.
[45, 46, 77]). Furthermore, we will establish a compact dyadic representation in the multi-
parameter situation to study weighted compactness of multi-parameter singular integrals in
our forthcoming papers [13, 17].

1.3. Compactness criterions in Lorentz spaces. Before moving on to the proof of weighted
compactness, we present some compactness criterions. To establish the endpoint compactness
of L' x L' — L%’OO, it is natural to study compactness criterions in Lorentz spaces LP-Z(R™).
The characterization of precompactness in Lebesgue spaces was first discovered by Kolmogorov
[59], and then extended by Riesz [79] and Tsuji [84]. Such result has shown its own utility
by application to compactness of commutators (cf. [2, 14, 16, 17, 18, 20]). Inspired by these
work, we will establish Kolmogorov-Riesz theorems in (weighted) Lorentz spaces.

Let 13, be the translation operator, i.e., 7,f(x) := f(x — h) for all z,h € R™.

Theorem 1.3. Let 0 < p,q < oo and K C LP9(R™). Then K is precompact in LP4(R™) if and
only if the following are satisfied:

(a) sup || flrra < 00,
fex
(b) [im_sup Il f1B(0,4)|Lra =0,
—00 fekC

(c) |}1zl\m SUP | 7nf — fllLra = 0.

Moreover, in the case ¢ = oo, the conditions (a), (b), and (c) are sufficient, but (b) and (c)
are not necessary.
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Unfortunately, Theorem 1.3 does not hold in the weighted case. In fact, it just gives a
sufficient condition of precompactness in LP4(w). To be precise, we obtain the following
result.

Theorem 1.4. Let w be a weight so that w,w™> € L (R™) for some A > 0. Let 0 < p,q < 00

loc

and K C LP%(w). Then K is precompact in LP9(w) if the following are satisfied:

(a) sup || f]lLraq) < o0,
fex

(b) lim suI[C) Hfls(o,A)C”LM(w) =0,
€

A—o0 f

i — Fll ety = 0.
(c) |hl\1i>10JSfleJIIC)HThf Fllzeaqw)

Moreover, (a) and (b) are necessary, but (c) is not. In the case ¢ = oo, the conditions (a),
(b), and (c) are sufficient, but (b) and (c) are not necessary.

As seen from Theorem 1.4, to give a characterization of precompactness in LP?(w) with
q € (0,00), one has to replace the condition (c) by a weaker condition. To achieve this, we
show the equivalence as follows. It is worth mentioning that the exponents p, g are allowed to
be quasi-Banach.

Theorem 1.5. Let w € A, for some py € (1,00). Let 0 < p,q < oo and K C LP9(w). Let
0 < a < min{p/po,q,1}. Then K C LP%w) is precompact if and only if the following are
satisfied:

(a) sup || fllzraqw) < o0,
fex

(b) lim sup 1/ 1B0,4) | Lr.aw) = 0,
€

A—>00f
1
< F o fl“dy>
B(0,r)

Moreover, in the case ¢ = oo, the conditions (a), (b), and (c) are sufficient, but (b) and (c)
are not necessary.

=0.
Lr:a(w)

(c) lim sup
r—0 fek

From Theorems 1.3-1.5, we see that the precompactness in LP*°(R™) becomes much more
delicate. A main reason is that the collection of continuous functions and functions with com-
pact support is not dense in LP*>(w) for all exponents p € (0,00) and all weights w € L] (R™)
(cf. Lemma A.4). Besides, the space LP*°(R") with p € (0,00) does not have absolutely
continuous quasi-norm (cf. Lemma A.3), which leads to the invalidity of some classical pre-
compactness criterion (for example, Lemma A.2). Beyond that, in terms of BMO(R"™) and
CMO(R™), they are not lattices, which means that | f| < |g| does not imply || f|lBmo < |lgllBMO-
This indicates that it is impossible to characterize precompactness in CMO as Theorems 1.3—
1.5. Based on these facts, we have to seek new precompactness criterion in LP*°(R") and
CMO(R™). For this purpose, we make use of the projection operator in (2.15) and establish
the following characterizations of precompactness.

Theorem 1.6. Let T be a bilinear operator and % = pll + p% > 0 with p1,p2 € (1,00].

(1) Assume that T is bounded from LP*(R™) x LP2(R™) to LP(R™). Then T is compact from
LPr(R™) x LP2(R™) to LP(R™) if and only if imy_,co HP]{,'THLm wIp2_sp = 0.
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(2) Assume that T is bounded from L'(R™) x L'(R") to L%’OO(R"). Then T is compact from
1 s
LYR™) x LYR™) to L2 ®°(R") if imy_e0 || PxT||
fails.

(3) Assume that T is bounded from L*°(R™) x L>®(R™) to BMO(R™). Then T is compact
from L°(R™) x L®°(R™) to CMO(R") if and only if im0 || PxT || Lo x L —BMO = 0.

1 . = 0. But the converse
LixL'—L2

1.4. Weighted compactness of dyadic operators. To demonstrate (b) = (c)’, in light of
Definition 1.2, we will use the duality and prove the weighted compactness of bilinear dyadic
shifts and paraproducts (cf. Theorems 1.7 and 1.8). The duality brings about the restriction
p € (1,00). To obtain the quasi-Banach range, we apply Rubio de Francia extrapolation of
compactness (cf. Theorem 1.9), which asserts that to obtain the weighted compactness in the
full range of exponents, it just needs the unweighted compactness for some Banach exponent,
if weighted boundedness is already known. This provides a great convenience for most appli-
cations. Here we also consider the situations where some of the exponents of the Lebesgue
spaces appearing in the hypotheses and/or in the conclusion can be possibly infinity, which
extends the results in [16, 50]. Meanwhile, these advantages of extrapolation and Theorem 1.3
are used in the proof of Theorems 1.7 and 1.8.

Theorem 1.7. For all i,j,k € N, EwSibﬁk is compact from LP*(wh") x LP2(wh?) to LP(wP) for

all p1,p2 € (1,00] and for all (w1, w2) € A where 1 = p% + p% >0 and w = wiws.

P1,p2)’ P

Theorem 1.8. Let by, := {br}rep, € CMO(R"™) for each w € Q. Then E, I}, EWHT)L, and
EL I are compact from LP*(wi') x LP*(wh?) to LP(wP) for all p1,pa € (1,00] and for all

(wl,wg)eA( , wherel:p%—l—p%>0andw:w1w2.

P1,02) P
Theorem 1.9. Assume that T is a bilinear operator such that
T is compact from LP*(u]') x LP?(ub?) to LP(uP)
for some % = p% + p% > 0 with p1,p2 € [1,00] and for some (ui,ug) € A(py pa)s Where u = ujug;
and
T is bounded from L9 (v{') x L% (v3?) to LI(v9)

for some L = q% + q% with q1,q2 € [1,00] and for all (vi,v2) € A(g, 40), Where v =viva. Then

q
T is compact from L™ (wi') x L™ (wy?) to L™ (w")

for all r1,7m2 € (1,00] and for all (w1, w2) € Ay, 1), where % = % + % >0 and w = wiws.

1.5. Necessary hypotheses. The implication (¢) = (a) follows from Theorems 1.10-1.12.
Indeed, it just requires the compactness holding for one triple of exponents (p, p1,p2) € (1,00)>
to justify the hypotheses (H1)-(H3).

Theorem 1.10. Let T be a bilinear operator associated with a standard bilinear Calderén—
Zygmund kernel K. Let % = p% + p% with p,p1,p2 € (1,00). If T is compact from LP*(R™) x
LP2(R™) to LP(R™), then K is a compact bilinear Calderén—Zygmund kernel.

Theorem 1.11. Let % = % + p% with p,p1,p2 € (1,00). If a bilinear operator T' is bounded
from LPL(R™) x LP2(R™) to LP(R™), then

(T(11,10), 10| S [IPNT| o1 xzra—re + | Tl 2o xpr2— 0o F(I;2N)] |11,
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for all I € D and N € N, where
F(I;N) := Fy(2Ne(I)Fy (27N (1)) Fs (N~ rd(1,27T)),

Fi(t):=1+tH7r, and F(t)=Ft) = 1)
In particular, if T is compact from LP'(R™) x LP2(R™) to LP(R™), then it satisfies the weak
compactness property.

Theorem 1.12. Let T be a bilinear operator associated with a standard bilinear Calderén—
Zygmund kernel K. Let % = pil + p% with p,p1,p2 € (1,00). If T is compact from LP*(R™) x
LP2(R™) to LP(R™), then T(1,1),T*}(1,1),T*%(1,1) € CMO(R™).

1.6. Extrapolation of endpoint compactness. To show (d) = (c¢)’, we establish extrap-
olation of LP*° compactness, see Theorem 1.13. In light of Theorem 1.9, Theorem 1.13 can
be reduced to showing the unweighted L™ x L™ — L" compactness, where r1,79 € (1,00).
As seen above, Theorems 1.3—1.5 do not give the necessary conditions of precompactness in
the space LP'*°(R™), which leads they can not be directly applied to show Theorem 1.13. To
circumvent this obstacle, we have to first transfer the LP'*° compactness to the L**(R"™) com-
pactness, where s # oo and t # co. In Lorentz space L%'(R"), Theorem 1.3 is a sufficient and
necessary of precompactness, and to conclude the L™ x L™ — L" compactness, we use the
bilinear Marcinkiewicz interpolation with initial restricted weak type conditions (cf. Theorem
7.1), for which it needs three initial points that form a triangle in R?. The latter is provided
by extrapolation of boundedness (cf. Theorem 2.25).

Theorem 1.13. Assume that T is a bilinear operator such that
T is compact from LP*(R™) x LP?(R") to LP"*°(R"™)
for some = = p% + piz with p1,pa € [1,00], and

T is bounded from L (v{') x L% (vd?) to LI(v7)

D=

for some = = qil + q% with q1,q2 € [1,00] and for all (vi,ve) € A(g, 4y, where v =vive. Then

T is compact from L™ (wi*) x L™ (w5?) to L (w")

=

for all v1,7m2 € (1,00] and for all (w1, w2) € Ay, r,), where % = % + % >0 and w = wiws.

To prove (e) = (c)’, we establish extrapolation of CMO compactness, see Theorem 1.14.

We utilize Theorem 1.9 to reduce Theorem 1.14 to the L™ x L™ — L" compactness, whose
proof relies on a bilinear interpolation (cf. Theorem 7.22), which just needs two different
initial points. Since there is extremely limited information about the necessary conditions of
CMO compactness, we will use the projection operator which characterizes the LP and CMO
compactness, see Theorem 1.6.

Theorem 1.14. Assume that T is a bilinear operator such that
T is compact from L>=(R"™) x L>=(R") to CMO(R"),
and
T is bounded from L (v{') x L% (v3?) to LI(v7)
for some % = qil + q% with q1,q2 € [1,00] and for all (v1,v2) € A, 40), where v =vive. Then
T is compact from L™ (wi*) x L™ (w5?) to L (w")

for all v1,7m2 € (1,00] and for all (w1, w2) € Ay, ), where % = % + % >0 and w = wiws.
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1.7. Endpoint weighted compactness. To conclude the proof of Theorem 1.1, it remains
to show (a) = (d)’ and (a) = (e)’. The proof of (a) = (d)’ is based on Theorem 1.4, and to
check each condition in Theorem 1.4, it requires the unweighted L' x L' — L3 compactness.
The latter is proved by Theorem 1.3 and the Calderén—Zygmund decomposition. It is the first
time to use Kolmogorov—Riesz theorems to investigate endpoint compactness. Moreover, the
implication (a) = (e)’ follows from a pointwise estimate (9.16). It was shown that for any
Calderén—Zygmund operator T,

M#(Tf)(x) < M, f(z), zeR" r>1.

But this inequality does not hold for » = 1 and T being the Hilbert transform, see [25]. The
same argument holds in the bilinear case, but it can not yield the desired weighted estimate if
(w1,w2) € A(o,00)- This is the main reason why we use CMO,, instead of CMO.

1.8. Applications. To illustrate the applicability of Theorem 1.1, we present several kinds of
bilinear operators, which satisfy the hypotheses (H1)—(H3).

The first example is bilinear paraproducts. Let &, ¥ € €>°(R") be radial functions such
that supp(®) C B(0,1), [zn ®(2)dz =1, [, ¥(z)dz = 0, and [}° |\I’(tel)|2% = 1, where
e1 :=(1,0,...,0). For any t > 0, define convolution operators

Bf:=®«f and Quf =T xf,
where ®,(x) := t "®(t"!z) and U,(z) := t "W (¢t~ 1x). Given b € BMO(R"™), the bilinear

continuous paraproduct mp is defined by

wif.0) = [ Q@) T

The paraproduct goes back to the seminal work of Bony [9] and Coifman and Meyer [25], and
one of its significant applications is the T'1 theorem due to David and Journé [28]. The bilinear
extension first appeared explicitly in the work of Yabuta [89], and was used to prove bilinear
T'1 theorem [40)].

Theorem 1.15. For any b € CMO(R"), m, satisfies the hypotheses (H1), (H2), and (H3).

The second example is bilinear dyadic paraproducts, which have developed into a funda-
mental tool in dyadic analysis, see [17, 65, 70]. Fix a dyadic grid D, and let {¢;};cp be a
system of wavelets (cf. Definition 10.3). Given a function b € BMO(R"™), we define bilinear
dyadic paraproducts as

(1, f2) = > (b, n)(fr)r(fa) 1,

IeD

I (fi, f2) == > (0,0 (f1,n) {fa)s %,
IeD

G2 (f1, f2) == Y (b ) (1)1 {fa 1) %
IeD

Theorem 1.16. Let b € CMO(R™). Then each operator T € {I,, II;1 112} satisfies the
hypotheses (H1), (H2), and (H3).
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Let us proceed to the third example. Given a symbol o, the bilinear pseudo-differential
operator T, is defined by

T,(f1, f2)(x) := //Rzn o(z, €1, E)e?™ T 1) f (£1) o (€2) dE dEs,

for all fi, f» € S(R™), where f(£) := Jgn €72 @8 f(z) dz. Given m € R and p,d € [0, 1], we say
that o € K7 if it satisfies

020200, €,1)| < Conoo (s €, ) (L + €] + gy +lel=r31+D),
for all multi-indices «, 8 and 7, where C, g, is a bounded function satisfying

lim C x,&,m) =0.
T oo CBr (670

We say that o € S;”(; if the above function C, g~ depends only on «, 3, and 7.

In the linear case, the condition o € K7 implicitly originated in [26] to establish L? com-
pactness of T,,, and was further adapted in [19] to obtain weighted LP compactness of Ty.

Theorem 1.17. Let o € IC(l](S with 6 € [0,1). Then the bilinear pseudo-differential operator
T, satisfies the hypotheses (H1), (H2), and (H3).

Our last example is bilinear commutators. A function b on R™ is called Lipschitz if there
exists a constant Cy € (0, 00) such that

lb(z) —b(y)| < Colz—y| forall z,y € R™.

Given a bilinear operator 7" and a measurable function b, we define, whenever they make sense,
the bilinear commutators of T as

(b, T]1(f1, f2) = bT(f1, f2) — T(bf1, f2),
(b, T]2(f1, f2) = bT(f1, f2) — T(f1,bf2).

As mentioned before, the study of compactness of commutators has been very extensive, see
[2, 14, 16, 20, 51, 50, 53, 83, 85]. But unfortunately, in general, even if it is assumed that
b € CMO(R™), the corresponding kernel of commutators is not a (bilinear) Calderén-Zygmund
kernel. Considering this fact and the bilinear Calderén—Zygmund kernel shown in [6], we use
the condition o € IC;’?(; as above to obtain the following result.

Theorem 1.18. Let 0 € ICiO and b be a Lipschitz function with Vb € L>*(R™). Then the
bilinear commutators [b,T,]1 and [b,T,]o satisfy the hypotheses (H1), (H2), and (H3).

1.9. Structure of the paper. The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 contains
some preliminaries including notation, bilinear Calderén—Zygmund operators, dyadic grids,
Haar functions, BMO and CMO spaces, Muckenhoupt weights, and technical lemmas. In
Section 3, we show the compact bilinear dyadic representation, namely, (a) = (b). Section
4 is devoted to establishing compactness criterion in Lorentz spaces, Theorems 1.3-1.6. After
that, we present the proof of Theorems 1.7-1.8 in Section 5, and the proof of Theorems 1.10—
1.12 in Section 6. Then in Section 7, we focus on showing Rubio de Francia extrapolation
of compactness, Theorems 1.9, 1.13, and 1.14. Besides, the implications (a) = (d)’ and
(a) = (e)’ are proved in Section 8 and Section 9 respectively. Finally, we show Theorems
1.15-1.18 in Section 10. For completeness, we give two appendices. Appendix A includes some
properties in Lorentz spaces, and Appendix B covers some properties of multiple weights Az
with exponents p; = co.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notation. Let us introduce some notation used throughout this article.

For convenience, we use *° metric on R".

Let N:={0,1,2,...} be the set of natural numbers.

Write I = [—1,4)" and AL := [~3, )" for any A > 0.

Given p € (1,00), let p’ denote the Holder conjugate exponent of p, i.e., % + Z% =1.
The translation operator is defined by 73, f(x) := f(xz — h) for all z, h € R™.

For any p € (0,00] and a weight w on R", we simply write || f|| Lp () := || fw]|Lr.

For a measurable set A C R with 0 < |A] < oo, write (f)4 = f, fdx := ﬁ [ [ da.
By a cube I in R" we mean I :=[]?",[a;,a; + ), where a; € R and £ > 0.

Let O denote the family of all cubes in R"™.

Let D denote a generic dyadic grid on R™ (see Section 2.3).

For every N € N, set Q(N) := {I € Q@ : 27N < ¢(I) < 2V rd(1,2VT) < N} and
D(N) := DN Q(N).

For any cube I C R", we denote its center by ¢; and its sidelength by ¢(I). For any
A > 0, we denote by AI the cube with the center ¢; and sidelength A¢(I).

The distance between cubes I and J is given by d(I,J) :=inf{|lz —y|:z € I,y € J}.

The relative distance between cubes I and J is defined by rd([, J) := %.

e Let €(R™) be the space of continuous functions on R™.
e Let €>°(R™) be the collection of smooth functions with compact support on R”.
e Let S(R™) denote the class of Schwarz functions on R™, and let S'(R™) denote the space

of tempered distributions.

We shall use A < B and A ~ B to mean, respectively, that A < CBand0 < ¢ < A/B <
C, where the constants ¢ and C' are harmless positive constants, not necessarily the
same at each occurrence, which depend only on dimension and the constants appearing
in the hypotheses of theorems.

2.2. Bilinear Calderon—Zygmund operators.

Definition 2.1. Let .# consist of all triples (Fi, Fy, F3) of bounded functions Fi, Fy, F3 :
[0,00) — [0, 00) satisfying

py () = g Ft) = fim B0 =0

Let %, be the collection of all bounded functions F': Q — [0, 00) satisfying

lim F(Q)= ql)im FQ) =

i F = 0.
£Q)—0 {Q) Hiloo (@)

1
leql

Definition 2.2. Let A be the diagonal of R" x R" x R™. A function K : (R3\ A) — C is
called a compact bilinear Calderén—Zygmund kernel if there exists § € (0, 1] such that

(2.3)

F(z,y,z2)

K$7y7z é )
K@y 2l < T =
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o — o'’

(lz =yl + [& — z[)>+0

(2.4) |K(z,y,2) — K(2',y,2)| < F(z,y,2)

whenever |z — 2/| < max{|z — y|, |z — z|}/2,

ly —y'l°

2. K — K(z,,2)| < F
(2.5) |K(z,y,2) — K(z,y,2)| < (x’y’z)(]a;—y]—i—\x—z\)?"”

whenever |y —¢/| < max{|z — y|, |z — 2|}/2,

y—y'I°
(lz =yl + [& — z[)>+0

(26) |K($7yvz) - K(l‘,y, Z,)| < F(l‘,y, Z)

whenever |z — 2/| < max{|z — y|, |x — z|}/2, where
F(z,y,2z) = Fi(le —y[ + [ — 2 Fa(lz —yl + |2 — 2 F3 (|2 + y[ + [z + 2])
with the triple (Fy, Fy, F3) € 7.

We say that K is a standard bilinear Calderén—Zygmund kernel if the function F' above is
replaced by a uniform constant C' > 1. The smallest constant C' is denoted by || K||cz(s)-

Definition 2.7. We say that a bilinear operator T : S(R") x S(R") — S'(R") is associated
with a compact (or standard) bilinear Calderén—Zygmund kernel if there exists a compact (or
standard) bilinear Calderén—Zygmund kernel K such that

(T(f1,f2),9) = o K(z,y,2) f1(y) f2(2)g(x) dx dy dz,

for any f1, f2,9 € S(R™) with supp(f1) Nsupp(f2) Nsupp(g) = O.

An operator T is called a bilinear Calderéon—Zygmund operator if it is associated with a
standard bilinear Calder6n-Zygmund kernel and can be boundedly extended from L7 (R") x
L% (R™) to L4(R"™) for some % = q% + q% with ¢1,¢2 € (1,00).

Definition 2.8. Let 7' : S(R") x S(R") — S’(R™) be a bilinear operator. We say that T’
satisfies the weak compactness property if there exists F' € %, such that

(T(1q,1q).19)| < F(Q)|Q|, forall Q € Q.
We say that T satisfies the weak boundedness property if the function F' above is replaced by
a uniform constant C' > 1.
2.3. Dyadic grids. Let Dy be the standard dyadic grid on R™:
Dy = {27%([0,1)" +m) : k € Z, m € Z"}.
Let Q := ({0,1}")% and let P, be the natural probability measure on : each component w;
has an equal probability 27" of taking any of the 2" values in {0,1}", and all components

are independent of each other. Given w = (wj);ez € Q, the random dyadic grid D, on R™ is
defined by

Dw::{Q+w::Q—|- Z 2_jwj:Q€D0}.
Ji27i<l(Q)

By a dyadic grid D we mean that D = D,, for some w € ().
A cube Q € D =D, is called bad if there exists a cube Q" € D such that

6Q) > 270Q) and  d(Q,0Q") <20(Q) Q).
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Here v = where 0 > 0 appears in the kernel estimates. Otherwise a cube is called good.

M’
Let D, gooa denote the family of good cubes in D,. Note that mgooq := Pu,(Q + w is good)
is independent of the choice of ) € Dy. The appearing parameter r is a large enough fixed
constant so that mgo0q > 0.

2.4. Haar functions. Let h; be an L? normalized Haar function related to I € D, where D
is a dyadic grid on R™. With this we mean that hy, I = Iy X --- X I, is one of the 2" functions
R, m=(m,...,nn) € {0,1}", defined by

where h? = |L|” 211 and hl = |I|_§( I~ 11+) for every i = 1,...,n. Here I, and I
are the left and right halves of the interval I; respectlvely Ifn 75 0, the Haar function is

cancellative : f hrdx = 0. All the cancellative Haar functions form an orthonormal basis of
L3(R™). If f € L*(R"), we may write

f=> > (fnpnr
1€D nef0,137\{0}
However, we suppress the finite 7 summation and just write f = >, 5 (f, hr)hs.
Given k € Nand Q € D, let D(Q) :={I € D: I C Q,¢(I) = 27%¢(Q)}. Define

Aof = >, ((Ne—(Ne)le and Ajf:= Y Asf.

Q'€ch(Q) 1eDg(Q)
Then for every p € (1,00) and f € LP(R"™), there holds
(2.9) F=Y Aqf=> (fhe)hg.
QeD QeD

where the convergence takes place unconditionally (that is, independently of the order) in
LP(R™).
Given k € N and a dyadic grid D, define the dyadic square function as

shr = (30 1 f|2>

QeD

For k = 0, denote Sp := S%. It follows from [87, Exercise 3.7] that

(2.10) ISpfllzr =~ ||fllzr, for all r € (0,00).
Moreover, it was shown in [87, Theorem 2.5] that for any r € (0,00) and v € A,
(2.11) 1fller@) S NSBFlrw)y, VEEN,
Given k € Z, we define the operators
(2.12) Exfi= Y  (flele and Dyf:i=Epf—Euf.
QeD:¢(Q)=2"
Then it is not hard to check that
(2.13) Epf= >, Aqf. Duf= >  Agf

QED: £(Q)>2k QED: £(Q)=2F
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and
%
(2.14) H <Z |D2kf|2> ~ | fllzr, for all r € (0,00).
keZ L
Given N € N, we define the projection operator and its orthogonal operator by
(2.15) Pnf:= Y (fho)hg and Pyf:=f—Pnf,
QED(N)

with convergence interpreted pointwise almost everywhere. Then there holds

(2.16) sup |Py fllor < \flle,  for all 7 € (0, 00).
NeN

Indeed, by (2.10), for all N € N,

1P flr = ISp(Prf)ler = ” ( > m@(PNf)\z);

QeD

(.5, 5,

where the implicit constants are independent of V.

L

< S fller = [l fller

2.5. BMO and CMO spaces.
Definition 2.17. A locally integrable function f : R™ — C belongs to BMO(R") if

| fllBMO := sup ][ |f(x) — (f)gldr < cc.
QeEQJQ

Let CMO(R™) denote the closure of €2°(R™) in BMO(R™). Additionally, the space CMO(R")
is endowed with the norm of BMO(R").

By [60] and [85], we see that f € CMO(R") if and only if
(2.18) f €BMO(R") and  lim [Py f]emo =0.
—00

Let H!(R™) denote the Hardy space (cf. [80, Chapter VII, Section 3]). It was shown by
Fefferman and Stein [32] that BMO(R™) is the dual space of H!(R").

Given A > 0, the sharp maximal function M f is defined by
Mff( —supmf(f |f(y —c\)‘dy>
Q>z ceR

When A = 1, denote M# = M f . The operator M f was introduced by Strémberg [82] and is
a modification of M# of Fefferman and Stein [32]. In addition, it was shown in [82, p. 518]
that

(2.19) I fllBMo = [|MF fllp=, 0< X< oc.
Inspired by (2.18) and (2.19), we define the weighted BMO and CMO spaces as follows.
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Definition 2.20. Let A > 0 and 0 < w(z) < oo a.e. x € R™. We say that a locally integrable
function f : R™ — C belongs to BMO ) (w™>) if
I lln0, (wee) = 1M Pl < oo
We say that a function f : R™ — C belongs to CMO,(w®) if
fE€BMOA(w™) and  lim [Py fllpaoy ) = 0-
N—o0
2.6. Muckenhoupt weights. A measurable function w on R is called a weight if 0 < w(x) <

oo for a.e. z € R". Given p € (1,00), we define the Muckenhoupt class A, as the collection of
all weights w on R" satisfying

p—1
[w] 4, = sup <][ wd$> <][ w P d:z:> < 0.
Qe \JQ Q

In the endpoint case p = 1, we say that w € Ay if

[w]4, := sup <][ wda:) (esssupw_l) < 0.
Qe \JQ Q

Then, we define A := ()51 4p-

Let us recall two properties of Muckenhoupt classes. The first one is the reverse Holder
inequality: for every w € A, with p € [1, o0],

a
(2.21) <][ w'™ da:) N < ][ wdz, for each cube @,
Q Q

where 7, € (1,00). The second one is the openness of the class A,: for any p € (1, 00),
(2.22) weA, = we Ay_. forsomee e (0,p—1).
More properties about Muckenhoupt classes can be found in [35, Section 7].

Next, we turn to the multilinear version of Muckenhoupt weights introduced in [63].

Definition 2.23. Given p = (p1,...,pm) With 1 < p1,...,pp < 00 and W = (wy,...,wy)

with 0 < wy,...,wy, < oo a.e. on R", we say that @ € Ay if
Loy 1
P _ U
e (o) (o) o
Qe Q i=1 Q

where % =3 1%‘ andw = [[[*, w;. Ifp; =1, (fQ wi_pi dx) 1/P: is understood as (essinfq w;) "L

1
and if p = oo, (JCQ wP dx) » is understood as esssupg w.

The following characterization of the class Ay was essentially contained in [63, Theorem
3.6]. Although [63, Theorem 3.6] only concerns the setting 1 < py,...,p, < 0o, some minor
modifications of its proof will give the corresponding result in the case p; = oo for some/all
ie{l,...,m}.

Lemma 2.24. Let p'= (p1,...,pm) with 1 < p1,....pm < 00 and let W = (w1, ..., wy) be a
vector of weights. Then

! .
we Ay <= wpeAmpandwipleAmp;,z:l,...,m,

/
! , 1
where % =y pii andw =[] wi. Ifp; =1, w; " € Ay is understood as wi/m € Ay; and

if p= o0, WP € Apy is understood as w™/™ € Aj.



18 MINGMING CAO, HONGHAI LIU, ZENGYAN SI, AND KOZO YABUTA

Let us present the multivariable Rubio de Francia extrapolation theorem from [75].

Theorem 2.25. Let F be a collection of (m + 1)-tuples of non-negative functions. Assume
that there exist some qi,...,qm € [1,00] such that

||f||Lq(vq)(r65p' ||f||L‘1’°°(v‘1)) < ClHHfiHL%(Ugi)’ \v/(fyfly“'afm) € F,
i=1
for all ¥ € Ag, where .= v q and v =[[;~, v;. Then

11l o ey (resp- 1£1] Leoewry) < CzH [ fill poiriys V(s frseeos fm) € F,

1=1

for all py,...,pm € (1,00] and for all W € Ay, where % =yl o >0 andw = T2 wi.

To give a characterization of Aj, let us define the multilinear maximal operator

M = SUPH][ ’fz yz ‘dym

where the supremum is taken over all cubes @ € Q containing z. In the case m = 1, we write
1
M = M and Myf = M(|f|*)> for any A > 0.

Theorem 2.26. Let pi,...,pm € (1,00]. Then W € Ay if and only if M is bounded from

LPY(wih) x - x LPm (wh™) to LP(wP), where % =>ymr 1 o and w= [, w;.

Proof. In the situation p1,...,pm, € (1,00), this result was proved in [63, Theorem 3.7]. But
the endpoint case p; = oo will occur in the current scenario, we here present a new proof.

To show the sufficiency, assume that & € Ag and w = [~ w;. By [55, p. 792], each cube Q
is contained in a shifted dyadic cube Q,, € Z, with £(Q,) < 6¢(Q) for some « € A :={0,1/3}",
where

Do = {270, 1)" + m+ (-1)*a) : k € Z,m € Z"}.
Thus,

(2.27) M) < sup Mo () = sup sup ][ ][ fildy;, = eR™.
aEN acA Qe.% im1

For each cube Q € (J,cp Za, there exists a subset Eq C @ such that |Eg| = 0 and w(z) <
esssupgw for all z € @\ Eqg. Denote E := J,cp Ugeg, Fq- Then |E| = 0 and for all
x€R"\ E,

(2.28) sup sup _w(@) <1
ach Qe7,, €SSSUp W
Q> Q

Gathering (2.27) and (2.28), we obtain that for any z € R" \ E,

M(f)()w(e) S wlz) sup sup HufzwzuLoo( ]é wgldyi> <@ anzwznm

which asserts that [|M(f)w|ze § H:’il | fiw;||pee for all @ € Ag. By Theorem 2.25, this
implies that M is bounded from LP* (w}")x - - - x LPm (wh) to LP(wP) for all p1,...,pm € (1, 0]
and W € Aj.
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To demonstrate the necessity, assume that M is bounded from LP*(w!") x --- x LPm(wh™)
to LP(wP). First, consider the case p; = -+ = p,, = oo. Let f; = wi_l, i =1,...,m.
Let @ be a cube. By definition, there exists a subset Eg C @ such that |Eg| = 0 and

—

M(f)(@)w(z) < |IM(fHwl|pe for all z € Q \ Eq. Then for all z € Q \ Eq,

w(@) [ (]é w;ldyi) < WM(Frwll = < T il = 1.
=1

which shows W € Ag.

Next, let us handle the case p; # oo for some i € {1,...,m}. There exists a subset Z; C
{1,...,m} such that #7; > 1, p; # oo for each i € Z;, and p; = oo for each j € Iy :=
{1,...,m}\Z;. Note that % = p%_ > 0. Let @ be a cube. Let f satisfy 0 < [T, (| fil)o
0o. Then for any 0 < A < [ (|fil)o,

A

AuP(Q)7 < AwP({z € R : M(f1g)(@) > A7 < IM(Flo)wlir S [T Ifitquillzn-

i=1

Letting A — [T, (|fil)q, we have

w(@Q)r T S [T f1gwi e

m
i= =1

—_

(2
Pick f; = w; Pi for every i € 7, and fi= wj_1 for every j € Zy. Thus, the above inequality
gives
1
. —P; -1 5 —Pi\ P
w (@) [T, ™o [T wihe S1QI TT (wi ™6
i€y JE€EL> i€y

which implies @ € Ay as desired. O

2.7. Technical lemmas. We end up this section with some useful technical results.

Lemma 2.29 ([18]). Let r > 1 and 1 < s < 1+ 1. Assume that a bounded and decreasing
function Fy : [0,00) — [0,00) satisfies limy_, oo Fo(t) = 0. Then there exists a bounded and

decreasing function Fy : [0,00) — [0,00) satisfying limy_,o Fo(t) = 0 such that for all cubes
1,0 € R with 6(1) = £(J), INJ =@, and d(I,J) = 0,

Sy = <]€]L€F2(I$ —y[)" dx dy>i < (D),

1
1 s
Ty 1= (7[][ 7dxdy> < |7t
1)yl =yl

Lemma 2.30. Given (Fy, Fy, F3) € Z, let

and

Fa,y.2) = Fi(le -yl + e — 2D Falle — y| + [ — 2Byl + gl + |o + 2]).

(i) There exists a triple (Fy, Fy, F3) € % such that F| is monotone increasing, Fy and Fj
are monotone decreasing, and

(2.31) F(z,y,2) < F'(2,y,2) = Fi(lz = y| + |2 = 2) B (|2 — y[ + |z — 2])
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><F§<1+ |z +y| + |z + 2| >

1L+ |z —y|+ |z — 2|

(i) Assume that Fy is monotone increasing. Then there exist ' € (0,0) and (F{, F}, Fy) €
F such that Fy is monotone increasing, F and F} are monotone decreasing, and

é ’x _ x/‘cS’

(lz =yl + |v — 2[)2n+0”

‘x_x/’ /
Te =gl +]a — s = £ (@9:2)

whenever |z — 2’| < max{|z — y|, |z — z}/2, where

(2.32) F(z,y,z2)

@3 P2 = Flle o DEe -yl + e - (1 oY)

1+ |z —y|+ |z — 2|

Proof. Note that |z +y|+ |z + 2| > etyltlatzl Then by definition,

Itfz—y[+[z—2]
(2.34) lim F(z,y,z) = lim F(z,y,2)
|x—y|+|z—2|—0 |x—y|+|z—2z]—00
= im o Flz,y,2) =0
U T Ty T2 %
Define
1
lz—y|+|z—z|<t
1
lz—y|+|z—z|>t
Fy(t) := sup F(z,y,2)5.
AT

It is obvious that FY is bounded and monotone increasing, both Fj and Fj are bounded and
monotone decreasing. Moreover, (2.34) implies that (Fy, F, F3) € 7,

(2.35) F(z,y,2)5 < Fl(jx—y|+ |z —2)), i=12,
and

1 |z +y| + |z + 2] )
2.36 F(z,y,2)3 < F(1+ .
(239 b (1 U

Thus, (2.31) is a consequence of (2.35) and (2.36).
To prove part (ii), pick &’ € (0,0) and denote
|z — x’|‘5_6,
(lz =yl + |v — 2[)>~7
for all |z — 2/| < max{|z — y|, |z — 2|}/2. We claim that

(2.38) lim F(z,y,2;2') = lim F(x,y,2z2)
|x—a’|—0 |x—y|+|z—2z|—00
= lim F(z,y,z;2") = 0.

14 Jotultlo—z]

THao—ylHlz—a] 0

Indeed, the last two limits in (2.38) follow from (2.34). To show the first one, assume that
there exists a sequence { (g, Yk, 2k; T};) Jren such that |z, — zf| < max{|zr — yi|, |zx — 2x|}/2
with limyg_,o0 |2 — 25| = 0, but

(2.39) i%f F(zk, Yk, 21; ) > 0.
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.. Tp—x!
If lim infj, o P 2 —a |

Er— el sz = 0, then the finiteness of F’ gives lim infj_, o F'(xk, yg, 2k; }) = 0,

|z —) |

which contradicts (2.39). If liminfy_, (e R R 0, then there exist a constant Cy > 0

and a subsequence (which we relabel) {(zg, Yk, 2k, T} ) }ken such that |z — yi| + |zp — 25| <
Colzr — x}|. By the monotonicity of F; and that limy_, |z — 2}| = 0, we conclude

0 < F(zg, y, 2; ;) < F(@k, Yk, 2x)
S Fi(lzk — yl + |ox — zi]) < Fi(Colag — x]) — 0,

as k — oo. Thus, limy_,oo F(xk, Yk, 2k; x)) = 0, which contradicts (2.39). Consequently, the
first limit in (2.38) holds.

Define
Fi(t):= sup Fl(x,y,22)3,
|e—a!|<t
Fy(t):=  sup  F(z,y 223,
|o—y|+lz—2]>t
Fi(t) == sup F(z,y, %))
L >

It is easy to check that FY] is bounded and monotone increasing, both F and Fj are bounded
and monotone decreasing. Besides, (2.38) gives that (FY, F}, F3) € Z,

(2.40) oy, z0)s < File—a'),  Fla,yze)s < F(le -yl + |z - ),
and
(2.41) F(m,y,z;m/)% §F§<1+ 1_||_x|1_3|y—||_f|::i|z|>
Therefore, (2.40) and (2.41) imply
F(z,y,2) |z —2'|° _ F(x,y,z2") |z —:17’|‘5/ Fl(x,y,2)|z —x’|‘5’
(lz —yl+ ]z —2)2¥0  (Jo —yl+ o — 2)2H = (Jo —y[+ [z — 2[)2H"
which coincides with (2.32). The proof is complete. O

Lemma 2.42. The following statements hold:
(1) If the estimates in Definition 2.2 are satisfied for different triples (F}, Fy, F}) € F and
(F2 F2 F3) € F respectively, then they also hold for a new triple (Fy, Fy, F3) € F.

(2) If the weak compactness property in Definition 2.8 is satisfied for different functions
Py € %y and Fy € Fq respectively, then it also holds for a new function F' € .

(3) For each triple (F1, Fy, F3) € .7 in Definitions 2.2, we may assume that Fy is monotone
increasing while Fy and F3 are monotone decreasing.

(4) Since any dilation of functions in Fy and F still belongs to the original space, we may
omit all universal constants appearing in the argument involving these functions.

(5) In light of Lemma 2.30, we may use alternative estimates for kernels in Definitions 2.2.
Proof. Let us first show item (1). Given (F}l, F}, F}) € Z and (FZ, F3, F3) € Z in Definition
2.2, if we define

Fy:=max{F},F’}, j=1,2,3,
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then the size and Hoélder conditions hold for (Fi, Fy, F3) € #. Item (2) can be shown in the
same way. To show item (3), given (F1, Fy, F3) € % in Definitions 2.2, we define
Fy(t) := sup Fi(s), Fy(t):=supFi(s), and F5(t):=supF3(s).
0<s<t s>t s>t
Then it is easy to check that all estimates in Definitions 2.2 are satisfies for (Fy, F5, Fy) €

F, FY is monotone increasing, Fy and F3 are monotone decreasing. Items (4) and (5) are
direct. 0

3. A COMPACT BILINEAR DYADIC REPRESENTATION

The goal of this section is to prove (a) => (b) in Theorem 1.1, for which we will combine the
ideas from [18] and [65]. To proceed to the proof, let us keep Lemma 2.42 in mind, namely, we
always assume that all functions in .%j and .%# appearing in the hypotheses (H1)—-(H3) satisfy
those properties there.

3.1. Initial reductions. By definition and (2.9), we rewrite

(T(f1, f2), f3) =B Y. (T(Anf1,ALf2), A, f3)

I1,12,13€D,,
:Ew Z Z Z <T(A11f17A12f2)7A13f3>
36D, 11€Dw I€D0

£(I3)<e(Iy) €(Iz)<e(I2)

+ E, Z Z Z <T(Al1flaA12f2)7A13f3>

I,eD, 11€Dw I5€Dy
L(Ig)<e(Iy) £(I)<e(I3)

+ E, Z Z Z <T(Al1flaA12f2)7A13f3>

1LED, I2€Du I3€Dy
e(Iy)<e(Iy) e(I1)<e(I3)
= A+ S+ S

Throughout this paper, we only focus on .7; since other two terms can be shown with minor
modifications. It follows from (2.13) that

eyl = Ew Z <T(E2)(]3)/2f17 E?(]3)/2f2)7 AIg,f3>
IseD,,

=B > (T(Ej{s,) 201, Eilry)2f2), Ay s f3)
Is€Dg

Note that 1y,04(/3 + w) depends on w; for 277 > ¢(I3), while both Ef(l3)/2f1 and EZJ(IB)/2f2

depend on w; for 277 < ((I3)/2 < (I3), and Ayt f3 depends on w; for 277 < £(I3). Then
using independence, we arrive at

1
A= Toood Z E, [1g00d(13 +w)]Ew[<T(E;(I3)/2f17E?(]3)/2f2)7A13+wf3>]
g0o Is€Dg

1 W w
= > Eo[lgood(Is + wNT (B, of1: Biiry) j22), Atstas f3)]
800 Is€Dg

1 w W
= Eo Y (T(Efn,)pfr B pf2) Anfs)

Tgood
800 I3 EDw,good
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_ E. Y, > > (T(AL AL AL ), AL fs)

Tgood
g00 I13€D, I1 €D, IoeD,
= Tood 1<ty wig)<e(ty)
1
= Ewyl (w)
Tgood

In what follows, fix w, and let D = D, and .} = .#1(w). By (2.13), we have

Z Z Z T(Ar f1, A1 f2), AL, f3)

;D IpeD
3€Pgood |\ A0 i i<eis)

+ Z Z Z T(Ar f1,Ar f2), AL, f3)

I3€D, I,eD I,eD
B e0od <oty ern)<e(ry)

Z Z T(Aq f1, By, 2f2), Ars f3)

I3 EDgood I, €D

Z(Is)SZ(h)
+ Y Y (T(Buayfr, An f2), AL f)
1s€Pgood ;3800
= 1+ 2.
By symmetry, we will be mainly concerned with the first term .77 ;:
Si= Y > (T(An f1.{f2) 2 15), A f3)-
I3€Dgo0a I1,I2€D

£(I3)<L(I2)=2¢(I1)
Furthermore, we split
(3.1) S :yll,l +<712,1 +<71?:1,
where

LSﬁll,l = Z <T(hf17h?2)7h13><f17h11><f27h92><f37h13>7
I1,12€D, I3€Dgp0d
0(Ia)<e(h)=2((1)
max{d([g,[l), d([g,[g)}>2é([3)75(12)177

L5”12,1 = Z <T(hf17h?2)7h13><f17h11><f27h92><f37h13>7
I1,12€D, I3€Dgp0d
£(I3)<(11)=2{(I2)
max{d(Is,1),d(I3,12) }<20(I3)Y(I2)*~
IsN[1 =0 or I3NI2=Q or I3=I1

ylg,l = Z < (h[l,h92),h[3><f1,h[1><f2,h([]2><f3,h[3>-

I,12€D, ISGDgood
£(I1)=24(I2), IsCI2CI1

These three parts are called separated, adjacent, and nested respectively. Recall that we use
the £°° metric.

Henceforth, given (Fy, Fy, F3) € %, we define

(3.2) Fy(t) == i 27MFy(27%)  and  Fy(I) := i 27k [ (rd(2F1, 1)),
k=0
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where the parameter 6 € (0, 1) is harmless and small enough. By homogeneity, we may assume
that
|Fllpe <27, ||Fillze <1, i=1,2,3, and |[|Fjllz~ <1, j=2,3,
where F' € % comes from Definition 2.8.

3.2. Separated part. We begin with the term ,5”11,1. In the current scenario, by [65, Lemma
4.1], there exists a minimal cube @ := I; V I3 V I3 € D such that

(3.3) LHULUIzCQ and max{d(I3,I;), d(I3,I2)} = £(I3)70(Q) 7.
Observe that for all x € I3, y € I1, and z € I,
(3.4) max{|x — y|, |x — z|} > max{d(I3, 1), d(I3,12)}

> 20(I3)70(1o) ™7 > 27¢(13) > 2"z — ¢,
and
55 R R I (VRS E)

I+|e—yl+|lz—2 — 1+|z—yl+ |z — 2|
4d(Q,T) d(@Q,1)
> > =rd(Q,I).
Z T4 20(0) © max(u@)1y @D
Hence, by the monotoncity of Fy, Fb, and F3, (3.4) and (3.5) yield

. F = F} — F: — —z|)F3( 1
B Flen) = Fille - enDFalle = ol + o~ D (14 T2

§ Fl(6([3))F2(€(13))F3(rd(Q,H)) = F(Il,IQ,Ig,Q).

In light of (3.3), (3.4), and (3.6), we use the cancellation of hz, and the Holder condition of K
to deduce

X z s
B ki) < [ LRI
F(I, 15, I5,Q) £(I3)°
= max{d(l3, I), d(I3, ) }?"+o
F(I, I, I3, Q) £(I3)°
[@(Ig)VK(Q)l_'YP"""S
4¢5)

_ o [m]gmbb,fs,cz)

Let Cp € (0,00) be a universal constant chosen later. Set
<T(h11 ) h(}g)v h13>

Colt(I3)/£(Q)]2

if 1,Iob € D and I3 € Dgood satisfy E(I3) < E(Il) = QE(IQ), max{d(lg,ll), d([g,]g)} >
20(I3)7¢(I2)' =7, and I; V Iy V I3 = Q, and otherwise set aj, 1,7, = 0. This enables us
to rewrite

LSﬁll,l = Z Z <T(hf17h([)2)7h13><f17h11><f27h(l]2><f37h.[3>
0<i<k I1,15€D,13€Dg00a
QED max{d(I3,I1),d(I3,I2)}>26(I3) 7 (I2)1 =7
2£(I2)=L(11)=2""4(Q)
€(I3)=2""4(Q), [1VI2VI3=Q

lx 4+ y| + |x + 2| >

|1, ()11, ()| |y (x)| da dy dz

|11 |2| I |2 | I3 2

1 1 1
<G [11|2 [ 12]2 [ 13]>

|13 |2 | I |2 | I 2
QP

AIy,15,13,Q =
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=Co Y. 2 M3 N ap U ) fe B, fs hay)

0<i<k QED LEeD(Q)
I2€D;1+1(Q)
I3eD,(Q)
oo k
_ i,1+1,k
S RRACEE
k=0 =0

where we have used that for any Cy > C, the estimate (3.7) and the condition (Fy, Fy, F3) € F
imply

L2 | L2 | 15| 2

(38) |a11,12713,Q| S F(Q) |Q|2

with

(3.9 F(Q) <1 and lim Fy:= lim sup F(Q)=0.
N—o0 N—o0 QZQ(N)

In the current scenario, the exact form of F(Q) is given by
F(Q) = Fi(((Q)F (27" U(Q)) F5(rd(Q, D).

In fact we do not care about the exact form of F(Q), but just require (3.8) and (3.9).
3.3. Adjacent part. In this case, by [65, Lemma 4.3|, there exists a minimal cube @ :=
I vV Iy vV I3 € D such that
(3.10) LUuLUIz3CQ and £(Q) <2'(I3).
We would like to prove
|12 | Bl 2|1

QP

(3.11) (T (ki 10, By < Co [%] P I 13, Q)

where F(Iy, I3, 13,Q) := F(I2) if I3 = I; and I3 € ch(I3), otherwise
F(Iy, I, I3, Q) = Fi(¢(I5)) F2(0(15)) F5 (0d(Q, ).

Recall that Fj is defined in (3.2).

First, consider the case I3 N I; = @. In this case, d(I3, 1) < 20(I3)7¢(15)*~ < 2¢(1;), and
hence, I3 C 717 \ I;. Then the size condition gives

d dy d
(3.12) r<T<hh,h?2>,h13>rsulr—%uzr%ugr%/// (.9, 2) dv dy dz
I JI3

(lz -yl + |z — z[)>

where

Fle.y,2) = Fy(a -yl + o — ) Follz — y| + o —z|>F3<1 T

|z +y| + |z + 2| >
L+|z—yl+]z—2])
Let 5 € (0,1) be an auxiliary parameter. Note that for any = € I, we have I —x C {|z| <

((Q)} and

dz dz HQ)
3.13 | - s etasaQr
(319) IFEE A e A
Additionally, given ¢ € (1, Zié) Lemma 2.29 yields

Fy(lz —yl)
3.14 / / ——dxdy
(3.14) nJin 1T — |z — y[» P
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dx dy } [/ /
< T — y])q dx dy
|:/11 /7[1\11 |33_y|q n+ﬁ 11 711\11 ’

< L[ T RN < Ba(e)In] )7,
and for all (x,y,2) € I3 x Iy x Iy, |v —y| + |x — 2| < 24(Q) < 2"TY(I3) and

eyl +letzl 2yl +]z])
l+lz—yl+lz—2 — 14|z —y|+|z— 2|
4d(Q,1) d(Q, 1)
> > = I).
=T au@) < maxtu@, 1y @Y
Hence, invoking (3.10)—(3.15), we arrive at

(3.16) (T(h1y, h3,), hig)| S 1|72 |To| =2 | T3] 2 Fiy ((13)) F3 (rd(Q, T))

F — d
S Lo T ) o
I JTI\I |z —y I |z — 2|

|11 |2| Io|2| I3 2 (eug))
QP Q)

L
Py

(3.15)

N[

< Fi(0(13) Fa(6(I3)) F3(rd(Q, 1))

In the same way, we have the same bound in the case Is N Iy = @.
Next, we treat the case Is N Iy # @ and I3 = I;. Obviously, Is € ch(I3). Then we rewrite

_1
(3.17) (T(hy, b)), hey) = > (hay) g gy || 2 (T (g, 11,), 1),
14,14 ch(I3)
If I} = I, = I7, the weak compactness property implies
(3.18) (T(1py,11,),15)| < F(I2) |12].
If I # I, then I C 315\ I2, which is similar to the case I3N1; = @. As in (3.16), there holds

(3.19) (T (1, 15,), 1pp)| S FL(C(I) Fa(0(13)) F (rd(Q, H))’Ié,\‘!g’gfgx <i((g))>
1|l 5] ( €(T3)\ *
< FL(0(13)) Fa(6(13)) 3 (rd(Q, 1)) Q2 <g(Q)>

Analogously, in the case I} # I, one has
(3.20) (T (L5, 18), 1) = (T (1py,11,), 1))

< Fy(0(I3)) Fy (0(13)) F3(rd(Q, ))|h|||5||2|]3| (iigi >§'

Gathering (3.17)—(3.20), we obtain (3.11).
In this situation, one has ¢(I) ~ ¢(I3) ~ £(I3) ~ ¢(Q). Letting

FQ) =max{ 3 F(@) RQ)FQ)FQD)},
Q'ech(Q)

we invoke (3.11) to obtain

ok

1|2 |I|2 |I)2
a@] F(@) |

(3.21) (T(hi1y, R,), huy)| < 02[ B
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Set
<T(h11 ) h(}g)v h13>

)
Colt(I3)/6(Q)]=
if Ii,Ib € D and I3 € Dgood satisfy g([g) < g(fl) = 26([2), max{d(lg,ll) d(Ig,[g)}
20(I3)70(Ix) 7, and I3N I = @ or I3N Is = @ or I3 = I;, and otherwise set ar, I, 13,Q
Then by (3.21) and that (Fy, Fy, F3) € %, we see that (3.8) and (3.9) hold whenever C
max{C7,C3}. Thus, in light of (3.10) and (3.11), we have

AIy,15,13,Q =

27

<
= 0.
>

yl%l = Z Z Z <T(h117h(}g)’h13><f17h11><f2yh(1)2><f37h13>

0<i<k<r QeD I1,12€D, I3€Dgq0a
max{d([g,[l),d([g,[g)}SQZ(Ig)’YZ(Iz)17’7
IsNI1=0 or 13012:@. or Is=I1
20(13)=(11) =2~ £(Q)
0(I3)=2"%(Q), 1 VI2VI3=Q

o > 2PN an U ha) (e b fas hay)

0<i<k<r QED NLeD(Q)
I€D;i+1(Q)
I3eD(Q)
r k
_ 1,1+1,k
S 3 SRAC L
k=0 =0

3.4. Nested part. By definition, there holds
Sh= > > <T(h1é1)=h(}g)ah13><f1=hI§1>><f2,h92><f3,h13>'
ISGDgood 12313

We begin with the decomposition
<T(h151)7 112)’ h13> = <h1£1)>12 <T(17 1)7 h13> - <h1£1)>12 <T(17 1126)’ h13> + <T(¢127 112)’ h13>7

where ¢r, := 1zg (hlél) — <h1§1)>12)‘ This allows us to write

31 3,2
(3.22) 5”13,1:5”1,1 - y11=
where

Si= Y D (n ) (T 1), hay ) (s by ) (fo) (s hay)

ISEDgood 12313

St= ) Z<h151>>12<T(171I§)=h13>(f17h1é1)>(f2>12(f37h13>,

I3€Dgo0q 12D13

S0 =3 > (T(én11) hay) (1, hyo ) (F2) i (f3, hi)-

ISEDgood 12313
Likewise, considering 1,2, we obtain the corresponding paraproduct term
= > > 0T (L 1), hag ) (fr) o (fo By ) s o).
I3€Dgo0d 12213

Note that
(fshga)hrw)r = (Fr — (),
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which gives

(froh,o ) hyo) e (f2) 4+ (fi) o (f2, ) (hyo) 1, = (f) R (f2) i — (f) ;0 (f2) ;0.

2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Hence, this leads to
(3.23) S+ Ay =Y (T 1), hiy) ()1 (F2) 13, b)) = Co(Tln(f1, f2), f3),
ISEDgood
where we set
by = Co (T (1,1),hr), if I € Dyooq,

otherwise set by = 0. Choose Cy > max{C1,Cy, |T(1,1)||pmo}. Then the fact T(1,1) €
CMO(R™) implies the sequence b := {b;};cp belongs to CMO(R™).
To analyze Yﬁf, we claim that

)

(3.24) 0 71 i), )| < | ] B,
where
(3.25) F(Iy, I3) := Fy(((I3)) Py (€(I3)) F3(I2).

Recall that Fy and Fy are defined in (3.2). Indeed, if £(I5) > 27¢(I3), then for all z € I3 and
z € 1§, the goodness of I3 yields

(3.26) 2 — 2| > d(I3, IS) > 20(I3) (L) > 0(I3)20(15)2 > £(I3) > 2|z — c1),
which together with the Holder condition of K implies

.Z' Y, 2 6(13)6
3.27 13] ,1]6 h] < [3 / / / dx dy dZ,
B0 gl < I [ e

where

(3.28) F(z,y,2) = Fi(|lx — e ) Fal|lz — y| + |z — 2|) F3 (1 +

|z 4+ y| + |z + 2] )
l+lz—y|l+|lz—2)
The inequality (3.13) gives
dy
(3.29) / Wy, sel,
313 |$_ |n A

and for any o > 0 and ¢ := 6([3)%€(I2)§

4|x| dzdz
3.30 () / / ( )
(3:30) i Soope P\ TH e — 2] e — e

/ / (260) 0 By (rd (2 Ty, T)) d2 da
k>0 I3 J2k<|z—2z|<2k+1g

< IB|[0I3)30(1) 2] 27 By (rd (2 1o, 1)
k>0

provided that for all z € I3 and 2F¢ < |z — 2| < 2k+1y,

o] 4d(2k1,,0) N d(2¥15,0)
1+ |z —2z] = 14 214(1) — max{2k((I),1}

= 1rd(2* I, 1).
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Then it follows from (3.26)—(3.30) that
(3.31) (T (X315, 11g), hig)| S FL(€(13)) Fo(£(13)) 13|~ 20(L3)° Py (5 + B)

< Fi(U(T3)) Fa(U(T3)) Fy (o) | T3 2 <%> |

On the other hand, by (3.26), we see that for any x € I3, y € (313)¢, and z € I§,
[z —y[+ |z — 2| =2 max{|z —y|, |z — 2[} > |z — 2|
> 0(I3)20(15)7 =: € > ((I3) > 2|z — ),
which along with the Holder condition of K leads to

_1 ((I3)° F(x,y,2)
T(13pe, Lic), hry)| < |1 2/ [// dydz| dx,
(T( (313) 12) 1) < |13 I < Jan)e (Jo —y| + ‘x_z‘)%—i—é

where F(x,y, z) is defined in (3.28). Given k > 0 and z € I3 C I3, letting
Ri(x) :=={(y,2) e R? : 260 < |z — y| + |2 — 2| < 2F+1¢},
we have for all (y, z) € Rg(x),

e tyl+letz 4)z| L d(2*D,0)
L+]z—yl+|z—2] = 1+25(L) — max{2¥((15),1}

Thus, using the estimates above and the monotonicity of F}, F5, F3, we conclude

(3.32)  (T'(1ry)e, Lig) b)) < Fi(€(13)) Fa fs))lfzs\ 2((I3)°

k
> // s Ly dz| s
Lz e (28

< FL(UI3)) P (L) | I 2 (130070 279 By (v (2F Iy, )
k>0

1+ =rd(2¥ 15, T).

AT (A

Consequently, (3.31) and (3.32) imply (3.24) in the case ¢(I3) > 2"¢(I3).
To treat the case ((I3) < 2"¢(I3), we split

<T(17 1126)’ h13> = <T(1313’ 1312\12)7 h13> + <T(13137 1(312) ) h13>
(T ar)es 13n\n)s his) + (T (a1, 1an)e) his)-

The first term is similar to (T'(hy,, h?z) hr,) in the case I3N s = O in Section 3.3, which along
with (3.11) yields the desired bound. The second and third terms are symmetric, while the
estimates for the second and last terms are analogous to (3.31) and (3.32) respectlvely, but
now / is replaced by ¢(I3). Eventually, both are dominated by Fj(¢(I3))F: (6([3))F3(I2)\13]2
which together with £(I3) ~ ¢(I3) gives the estimate as desired. This shows (3.24) in the case
U(Iy) < 27U(I3).

3,3
For .77, we have

(3.3 (TG L) < Ca | 3 | Pl Ell B
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where F'(I3,I3) is defined in (3.25). Indeed, in the case ¢(I2) > 27¢(I3), it is similar to
(T(1(313)c, L1g), hig). T £(I2) < 27¢(13), we split

<T(¢127 112)7 h13> = <T(¢12 1312\[27 112)7 h13> + <T(¢121(312)07 112)7 hI3>7

where the last two terms are similar to (T'(13z5, 131,\1,), h13) and (T'(1315, 1(31,)¢), his) respec-
tively.

Now set
()1 (T(L, L1g), hag) + (T(912, 11), ory)
Colt(Ls)/0(I))2

it I € D and I3 € Dyyoq satisfy I3 C I, and otherwise set ay, ;; = 0. For any k£ > 0 and
I3 € Dk(Ig), let

AIy,I3 *=

F([g) = Fl(e([2))ﬁ2(2_k€(12))ﬁ2(,[2).

Then the estimates (3.24) and (3.33) and that (Fy, Fy, F3) € % imply both (3.8) and (3.9)
hold whenever

Co > max{C1, Ca, C3 + Cy, | T(1,1)|B7mO }-
Consequently, by (3.24) and (3.33), we deduce

SPLH AN =Co Y 27RN N ay, 4 (f, hy) (S, h9,)(f3, his)

k=0 I2€D I3€Dy(1I2)
e}
— 0,1,k
=Coy 27M2(Sp™, fi).
k=1

For the remaining terms, one can obtain the corresponding dyadic shifts symmetrically
and similarly. To guarantee (3.8) holds, choose Cy to be the largest one of finite bounds
17(1,1)|smo, 1741, 1)||eMmo, |T7%%(1,1)||Bmo, and Cj, j = 1,2,.... Collecting all parts
together, we conclude the proof of the compact dyadic representation theorem.

4. CHARACTERIZATIONS OF COMPACTNESS
4.1. Unweighted Kolmogorov—Riesz theorems.

Theorem 4.1. Let 1 < p,q < oo, w € Ay, and K C LP4(w). Then K is precompact in LP9(w)
if and only if the following are satisfied:

() sup || fllraqw) < o0,
fex
(b) fim fex 1/ 1504yl Lra(w) =0,

(c) lim suI[C) IIf— <f>B(~,r)||Lp’q(w) = 0.

r—0 fe

Moreover, in the case ¢ = oo, the conditions (a), (b), and (c) are sufficient, but (b) and (c)
are not necessary.
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Proof. First, let us prove the necessity. Assume that K is precompact in LP4(w). In particular,
K is totally bounded. Given e > 0, there exists a finite number of functions { f; }évzl C K such

that K C Up_, B(f,€), where

B(fr,e) = {f € LPR") : |f = fullLrow) <&}y k=1,...,N.
Let f € K be an arbitrary function. Then there exists some k € {1,..., N},
(4.2) If = fellraq) < e
which gives

£l zraqw) S N = fellzraq) + I fellpa) < e+ | max I fxll £esa (-

This shows the condition (a). Note that
(4.3) wedy = ww T elLl (RY).
Since €°(R™) is dense in LP9(w) (cf. Lemma A.4), there exists gx € €-°(R™) such that
”fk - ngLP,q(w) <eg,
which together with (4.2) implies
(4.4) 1f = gkllpaqw) S If = felleaqw) + 1k — grll o) S e
Set suppgr C B(0, Ag) for each kK = 1,..., N, and Ay := max{A4;,...,Ay}. Then for any
A > Ag, by (4.2) and (4.4),
110,49 lzpa(w) SN = grllzraq) + [l91B0,4) | raqw) S €
which justifies the condition (b). To proceed, we split
(4.5) 1f = () B lra@) S I = grllra) + lgx — (9x) B | Lpoa ()
+ [{gx) B(..r) — (F) Bl LPoa(w)-
Since g € €2°(R™), there exists some ry > 0 so that
_1
,Sup g9k () — gi(y)| < ew(B(0,240)) 7.
r—y|<7ro

Hence, for any 0 < r < min{rg, Ag}, this in turn gives

< e.

~

LPa(w)

(4.6) gk — {gk) Bl Lra(w) <

15(0,240) ]{9 9k () — gk (- +y)| dy

)

To treat the last term, observe that

(9k) B(zry — (F) B2y < ]{9( | |f = gkl dy < M(f — gi)(z),
and
(47) IMBlecy S Wl 1<s<oo, 1<t<oo, ved,
where the latter was given in [15, eq. (2.55)]. In view of (4.4), these in turn yield
(4.8) 1<gk) B(..ry — () BC) lLraqw) S IM(f = gi)llra) S I1f = grllraw) S e
Gathering (4.2)—(4.8), we deduce that for any r € (0,79),

1f = {f)Bemllra@w) S e, uniformly in f € K.
This shows the condition (c).
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Next, we turn to the sufficiency. Assume that the conditions (a), (b), and (c) hold. Given
e > 0, the conditions (b) and (c¢) imply that there exist A > 0 and r > 0 such that

(4.9) 1f1Bo,a)¢lLraw) <€ and  |[f = (f)BenllLraw) <& VfEK.

By (2.22), there exists x € (1,p) so that w € A,. Thus, w,w'™* € LL _(R™). Pick py € (1,p/r),
p1 € (kpo,p), and s = pl . Then,

1 1 -1 1 -1
and r _n .

4.10 <
( ) s—1 k-1 s —1 pos’ P1

Recall the well-known Kolmogorov’s inequality (see [35, Exercise 1.1.11]):

1 1
s t s 1
(4.11) (fE mw) 5<t_s> WE) || fllese (), 0 <5<t < o0,

where E' is a measurable set with 0 < p(E) < oo.

Fix z € B(0, A), and denote B := B(z,r) C B(0,2A+4r) =: By. Then by Hélder’s inequality,
(4.10), and (4.11),

(419 (f i) = (frrmotartar)®
- (][ ’f’plwd2’> " <]€Bw—sll dz)ms/ B
<< B > <][ i dw> <][ . dZ)

k—1

5(%) w(B)” pufum(w)% R dz)?

_ K 1 _1 ’ rk—1
S B le(B)Pl Pw' T (B) P || £ Lo (w)

_nK

1 / £l
S v w(Bo) T rw' T (By) T 1f 11 zr.a ) -

The fact w,w!™ € LL (R™) gives w(By), w' ™ (By) < co. Now invoking (4.12), we have for
any z,y € B(0,A),

_nk 11 —x! K=l
(4.13) () Bam| S Prw(Bo)?r ™ Pw! ™ (Bo) 7t || £l Loa(w),
and
@) e~ Dsnl < T i T MUCICPRSE PEE
1
5 T_n</ ’f’po dZ) </ ‘13(:(:,7“) - 1B(y,7“)‘p6 dZ) "
B(z,r)UB(y,r) R™

n nk

1
11 ., A=l A
< w(B) A bt (By) ufuLp,q(w)< /R |1B<x,r>—13<y,r)|dz> 0.

It follows from the condition (a) and (4.13)—(4.14) that {(f)p(r }rex is equi-bounded and
equi-continuous on the closed ball B(0, A). Hence, by the classical Ascoli-Arzela theorem (cf.
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[90, p. 85]), it is precompact in €' (B(0, A)), and hence, totally bounded in €' (B(0, A)). Then,
one can find a finite number of functions { fj}é-v:l C K such that

1
. . - 1
 Juf v 5P () By — (fi)Ban| < ew(B(0,4)) » forall f €K,

which gives that for each f € K there exists j € {1,..., N} such that
1
(415) sSup ’<f>B(m,r) - <fj>B(m,?")‘ < Ew(B(()?A)) P.

z|<A
Consequently, we utilize (4.9) and (4.15) to arrive at
1f = fillerawy S I = fi)1Bo,a) | raqw) + I(f = f5)1B(0,4) | Lra(w)
S = Bem)iBoaylzeaw) + () By — (Fi)B(r)L1B0,4) | Lra(w)
+ 1) By — [i)1B0,a) lLpaqw) + 11 1B0,4)c | o) + 151 B(0,4)c | Lra(w)

_1
<N =B lra@) +ew(B(0,A) 7 1p0,4)llLragw)
+1f5 = ) B | Lraq) + 1f 10,4y | Lraw) + 1fi1B0,4)c || Lraw)
< e,
which shows that K is totally bounded. Therefore, K is precompact in LP%(w).

Finally, let us treat the case ¢ = co. One can easily verify that the proof of the sufficiency
above still holds. The necessity of the condition (a) is trivial. To show that the conditions (b)
and (c) are not necessary, we construct a counterexample in R. Given 1 < p < oo, denote

1
w=1€A, and f(x):=|z] 1l
Then || f||zp.cc = 1. Let 7 > 0. For any 0 < = < r,
1 [ 1 P -1
fy)dy = o~ y rdy=———=(@+r) 7,
][B(m,r) ( ) 2r 0 27"(]9 - 1)( )

and hence, for all 0 < z < 27‘(’)2;;)]),

s - f, gzt e 5

Then for every A > p/ (27’)_% (equivalently, (2A\)7P < 27‘(”2—_1)1);0 ), the above inequality gives

o € R+ [1(@) — (P > M| 2 Ho <a<ar(Pl) % > A}' _ (207,

which immediately implies
(416) Hf - <f>B(~,r)HLPv°° > 1/2, for all r > 0.

Additionally, for all A >0 and 0 < A < A_%,

A{z € B0, A)° 1 |f(z)] > A}[F = AN — A)p = (1 — AN)7,
which leads to
(4.17) I f1B(0,4)cllLre =1,  for all A > 0.

Since K := {f} is a compact set in LP*°(R), the estimates (4.16) and (4.17) show that the
conditions (b) and (c¢) are not necessary. O
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Proof of Theorem 1.3. Before starting the proof, let us give some reductions. Denote
Kt:={fT:fek} and K :={f:fek},
where
fr=f+ /2 and f7=(f] - f)/2-
Then for all f,g € K and x € R"™,

0<fT@) <[f@),  [f7(@)—g @] <|f(2) —g(@)],
0<f () <|f@)], 17 (@) —g~ (@) <|f (@) —g(@)],
and |f(2) —g(@)| < [fT(z) =g (@) +|f () — g™ (2)],

which along with (73, f)* = 7, f* implies that
(a)—(c) hold for £ <= (a)—(c) hold for KT and K,
and
K is precompact in LP4(R") <= Kt and K~ are precompact in LP?(R").
Considering these, we may assume that K is a family of non-negative functions.

Pick a positive number a such that a < min{l,p,q}. Then 1 < 24 < co. Setting K% :=
a’ a
{f*: f € K}, we claim that

(4.18) (a)—(c) hold for K C LP4(R™) <= (a)—(c) hold for K¢ C La'a(R"),

and

(4.19) K is precompact in LP4(R™) <= K is precompact in Ls’a (R™).

To justify (4.18) and (4.19), we present an elementary calculation (cf. [84]): for any a € (0,1),
1/ s+t\'"™

(4.20) |s =t <|s—t|* < —<—> |s* —t*], forall s,t > 0.
a\|s—t

Then for all f,g € K,
(4.21) 17 = %l g < IIF — gl 2.

a

Fix € > 0 and f, g € K, then denote
E. = {:17 eR™: 7“3;) +9(2) < 1}

= Hf - 9||%m-

ske

By (4.20), we have
(422) 1F = gllzrs <1 0115y 4 + IF — 9)Lpslzos
<< - gty
S eI g%l

1
<= g7 s 4 +2eK0,

+e||(f + 9)1Ee| Lra

a
a

1 1
pgt 5”]””2@& + 5H9a‘|z%g

N o=

where the implicit constants are independent of ¢, f, and g. Here,

I3 .
a’

™~ o=
NS

Ko := sup || f||Le.a = sup || f*||
fek fex

Thus, (4.21) and (4.22) imply (4.18) holds.
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Furthermore, (4.21) gives the left-to-right implication in (4.19). To show the inverse, assume
that ¢ is precompact in Lg’g(]R”), and let {f;} be an arbitrary sequence of functions in K.
By the precompactness of K%, one can find a Cauchy subsequence of {f{'} (which we relabel).

1
Then Ky := sup; H‘)‘"]“HZ2 ¢ < 00, and given € > 0, there exists an integer N = N(e) such that
for all 7,5 > N,

(4.23) Ife = £2ll g <&

o —

Fix 4,7 > N. By (4.23), the estimate (4.22) applied to (f,g) = (fi, f;) implies

1
Ifi = fillra S M| 2 — e

where the implicit constants are independent of 4, j, and e. This asserts that {f;} is a Cauchy
sequence in L C LP4(R™). Thus, by the completeness of LP-¢(R™), K is precompact in LP7(R™).

By (4.18) and (4.19), to conclude the proof, it is enough to show the case 1 < p,q < oo.
The sufficiency follows from Theorem 4.1 and the following estimates

‘ foAf=ndldy
B(0,r) Lp.a

sf If = 7 fllina dy < sup [7nf — Flloa,
T) |h|<r

+2e Ky < e + 2K,

NS

(4.24) 1f = {f)BmllLra <

)

where to achieve the second inequality, we used the duality between LP¢(R™) and LP- (R"),
and Fubini’s theorem. To show the necessity, we assume that K is precompact in LP¢(R").
Let € > 0 be an arbitrary number. Then, there exists a finite number of functions {f; };V: 1 C
LP4(IR™) such that for each f € I, there exists some j € {1,..., N} such that || f— fj|| r.a(rn) <
€. Hence,

sup || fllzea <sup (inf |f = fillzea + sup || fjllrea) <ed sup ||fjllzra,
fek fek 1<i<N 1<j<N 1<j<N

which proves the condition (a) holds.
Let f € K. Then

(4.25) \f = fillLra <&, for some j e {1,...,N}.

Since €:°(R™) is dense in LP9(R™) (cf. Lemma A.4), there exists g; € € °(R™) such that
Il f; — gjllzr.a <e. This together with (4.25) gives

(4.26) 1f = gjllzea <|If = fillra + [1f; — gjllzea < 26
If we let Ag > 0 satisfy U;V:1 supp g; C B(0, Ap), then for any A > A, (4.26) implies

1 f1p0.4)cllLra S = gjllra + lgj1p(0,) | Lra < 2€,

which coincides with the condition (b). Moreover, by the fact g; € €>°(R"™), there exists
dp = do(e) > 0 such that
_1

(4.27) sup |gj(z) — g;(y)| < ¢e|B(0,240)| 7.

|x—y|<do

Consequently, for every |h| < min{dy, Ao}, the inequality (4.27) yields

1
(4.28) IThg; — gjllLra < elB(0,240)[ 7 [[1p(0,240)llre Se,
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provided supp(rhg; — g;) C B(0,24p). Invoking (4.26) and (4.28), we deduce that for all
|h| < min{(SO)AO}v
170 f = fllzea < 7o f — ThgjllLea + [1Thg; — gjllLee +[lg; — fllLea
=2|[f = gjllra + [|Thg; — gjllra < e,
where the implicit constant is independent of £, h, and f. This immediately implies the
condition (c) as desired.

It remains to deal with the case 0 < p < oo and ¢ = co. As above, we are reduced to treating
the case 1 < p < co. The sufficiency of (a), (b), and (c) is a consequence of Theorem 4.1 and
(4.24) with ¢ = oo. To obtain the latter, we use the duality between LP*°(R™) and L !(R"™),
see [35, Exercise 1.4.12]. In addition, the necessity of (a) is trivial, while by Theorem 4.1, (b)
is not necessary. To prove (c) is not necessary, we denote

_1
f($) = |3§‘| pl{x>0}7 z eR.

Then || f||zr.e = 1, and for any h > 0, 7, f(x) = |:E—h|_% if x > h, 7,f(z) =0if x < h. Thus,
1
forallh>0and A\ > h 7,

{z e R:|mf(z)— f(x)] > A > {0 <z <h:|mflx)—fz)] >\
o<z <h:|z|»>A\}=A",
which gives
|mhf — fllpeee > 1,  for all h > 0.

This asserts that K := {f} is a compact set in LP*°(R), but does not satisfy the condition
(c). O

4.2. Weighted Kolmogorov—Riesz theorems.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Write pg := 1 + % By the rescaling argument as in the proof of
Theorem 1.3, it suffices to consider the case pg < p,q < oco. Pick p; € (p%,p) and s = i—é.
Similarly to (4.24), there holds

1f = {F)BenllLraw) S ]{9 | 1f = 7y fllLraq) dy < lil‘lp I7hf = fllLra(w)-
r <r

Thus, the proof is analogous to that of the sufficiency of Theorem 4.1, where k is replaced by
bo-

Since €>°(R™) is dense in LP%(w) (cf. Lemma A.4), the necessity of (a) and (b) can be shown
much as in the proof of the necessity of Theorem 1.3. The condition (c) is not necessary because
[16, Theorem 2.8 (b)] presented a counterexample in the case w € Ay and 0 < p = ¢ < 0.

When ¢ = oo, the sufficiency of (a)—(c) can be proved as above, while by Theorem 1.3, (b)
and (c) are not necessary. This completes the proof. O

Proof of Theorem 1.5. To show the sufficiency, assume that the conditions (a)—(c) hold. As
argued in the proof of Theorem 1.3, we assume that I is a family of non-negative functions.
Since

1F2(@) — () o] < ]fg Iraf @) = 1@y

)
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the conditions (a)—(c) imply

4.99 sup ||[f*|| e.a, = < oo,
(4.20) 11,4

. a J—
(430 Jim 7Ll =0

. a a =
(4.31) }grg);lel]lgllf OB l2g0, =0

Note that 1 < 2,2 < oo and w € A,, C Ar. Then by Theorem 4.1 and (4.29)-(4.31),
Ko = {fo: f € K} is precompact in La'a(w). Much as in (4.19), one can prove that K is
precompact in LP?(w).

To justify the necessity, assume that K is precompact in LP4(w). The condition w € Ap,
implies w,w!™P0 € L. (R™). Then this, together with Theorem 1.4, gives the conditions (a)
and (b). To check (c), let € > 0. By the precompactness of /I, there exists a finite number of
functions {fj}j»v:l C K such that infi<j<n [|f — fillzraw) < € for all f € K. Fix f € K. Then
there is some j € {1,..., N} such that

(4.32) If = fillLraqw) < e

By Lemma A.4, €°(R") is dense in LP9(w). Then for each j € {1,...,N}, there exists
g; € €°(R") so that || f; — gjllr.aw) < &, which gives

(4.33) If = gillLraq) S NF = fillraq) + 1f5 = gillora@) < 26,
and
(4.34) sup |gj(z) — g;(v)| < ew(B(0, 2A0))_% for some 79 > 0,

|lx—y|<ro

where U;V:;l supp(g;j) C B(0, Ag). We split

1
(4.35) 7= H <][ i f — f\“dy)

B(0,r) LP:d(w)
1

S H(f ITyf—Tyng“dy>

B(0,r)

1

+ H <][ Ty9; — gj\“dy>

B(0,r)

LPa(w)

LPa(w)
1
(fo o)
B(0,r) Lp-a(w)
=1 +Ir+1s.
It follows from the fact w € Ay, C Ap, (4.7), and (4.33) that
1 ik
(4.36) 1, < HM(|f - 9j|a)a HLp,q(w) = HM(|f — gj] ) Zg,g(w)

S = g51°]] = If = gjllera) S 2

p g
a’a

™~ o=

(w)
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For all 0 < r < min{rg, Ao}, using (4.34) and that supp(r,g; — g;) C B(0,24¢) for any |y| < r,
we have

(4.37) I, < HlB(O,2A0)”L1’vq(w)| Slllp lgj (%) — g;(y)| Se.
x—y|<ro

Additionally, (4.33) implies
(4.38) I3 = llgj = fllzra@w) S 2e.
Now gathering (4.35)—(4.38), we conclude that
Z <be,  forall 0 <r < min{rg, Ap}.

This yields (c).
In the case ¢ = oo, the sufficiency of (a)—(c) is the same as above because of the rescaling

argument and Theorem 4.1 with ¢ = co. By Theorem 4.1 again, the condition (b) is not
necessary. Pick

1
f(x) = ‘.Z" pl{m>0}7 r €R.
Then || f||zrc = 1. Let r > 0 and 0 < z < r/2. We have

5.10)= ( £, BCICE f(fv)ladyf
> (5 [, s - f(w)!“dyf

1
1 [ _a a _1, -1
(g [ lal )" =i,
2

Hr eR:S, f(x) >} >{0<z<r/2:85.f(x) > A}
>NHo<z<r/2: v > A} = min {r/2,4_§)\_p} =47 a )P,

which gives

1
provided A\ > 4%(7’/2)5. Hence,
1S, f|l Lo > 473, forall > 0.
This shows that the compact subset K := {f} in LP*°(R) does not satisfy the condition (c). O
4.3. Characterizations of compactness via projection. The following result was shown

in [34, Lemma 6.1], which states that the limit of a sequence of compact bilinear operators is
also compact.

Lemma 4.39. Let 27 and Z5 be Banach spaces and % be a quasi-Banach space. For each
j € N, let Tj be a compact bilinear operator from 21 x Za to % . If a bilinear operator
T: 21 x X5 —= % satisfies

llHl ||Tj _THQHX%Q—)@ = 07

Jj—00

then T is compact from Z1 X X5 to ¥
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Proof of Theorem 1.6. We begin with showing item (1). Let us first prove the sufficiency.
Assume that lim y_,eo ||PJ$T|| r1xr2—sr» = 0. Note that Py is a finite-dimensional operator for
each N € N. Then, by [31, Proposition 15.1], {PxT'} nven is a collection of compact operators
from LP(R™) x LP2(R"™) to LP(R™). By Lemma 4.39 and that imy_,o0 ||PNT —T'||r1 x Lr2 s 1r =
My —so0 | PR T || Lr1 xLr2— e = 0, we conclude that T is compact from LPL(R™) x LP2(R") to
LP(R™).
To show the necessity, let T' be compact from LP'(R™) x LP2(R™) to LP(R™). Then
K:={T(f1, f2) : | fillem <1,i=1,2}

is a precompact subset in LP(R™). It suffices to demonstrate that

(4.40) lim — sup ||Py(T(f1, f2))]rr = 0.

N—=00 |1yl 1py <1
I £2ll pg <1
Assume that (4.40) does not hold. Then there exist g > 0 and a sequence { fik}z": | with
”ff”LPi(Rn) <1,%=1,2, so that

(4.41) 1P (T f5) e = €0

By the precompactness of K, one can find a subsequence (which we relabel) {f£}2° | so that

(4.42) lim ||f¥ — fil|z» = 0 for some f; € LP{(R"), i =1,2.
k—o0
Observe that

(4.43) lim [Py (T(f1, f2))lle = 0,
k—o0
and by (2.16) and the LP' x LP2 — LP boundedness of T,
(4.44) iup ”P]jTHLm x P2 — [P 5 HT”LT’I x [P2 —Lp < OQ.
>1
We split

1B (T £5))l e
<NPHT(fr, f)) e + 1P (T 5 = F) e + 1P (TE = f1, £5) e
<N PH(T(fr, L)) lloe + I P Tl o iz o | fill o [Lf5 — fall e
+ 1P Tl oy sre s ol fF = fulloes 155 | oz,
which along with (4.42)—(4.44) leads to
Jm P (T(fF f5) e = .

This contradicts with (4.41). Therefore, (4.40) holds.

Much as above, it is easy to prove the first part in item (2). To show the second part, we
follow [76] to construct a counterexample in R. Define a bilinear operator

T(f1, f2) == (f1, h1o)(f2, h1o) L1,

where Iy = [0,1). Since T is a finite-dimensional operator, it is compact from L!(R") x

LY(R") — L%"X’(R”). Choose f1 = fo = hy, such that || fi|lz1 = || f2llzr = 1. Then for any
N>1,

PYT(fi, f2) = Pl =15 —  » (Lig, hr)hr.
IED(N)
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Given I € D(N), if (15,,hs) # 0, then Iy C I, hence I = [0,2F) with 1 < k < N and
(Lig,ht) = (h1)1, = |I|72 =272 This gives

N
(4.45) NT(f1, f2) = 1.1y + 22 Lgem1 ey — > 27 F 15 ey,
k=1
Note that
N N N k—1
(4.46) D2 F gy =D 2R+ ) 278> 1
k=1 k=1 k=2 j=1
N N-1 N
> D D 2
k= j=1 k=j+1
N-1
(1—2"M)1py +Z T — 27N )1 i1 49y,
7j=1

Combining (4.45) with (4.46), we obtain

T(f1, f2) =2 N1y +22 Ligiot gry + 27 N1 no1 ovy = 27V g ),

which implies for any N > 1,
sup AM{z € R: |PxT(f1, f2)(z)] > A}? > sup A{z e€[0,2V): 27V > A}|?
A>0 0<A<2—N
= sup A2V =92V 5 0, as N — .
0<A<2—N

This shows limy_, ||PJ{7_T”L1><L1—>L%’°° # 0.

The proof of item (3) is similar to that of item (1). The only difference is that (4.43) and
(4.44) are respectively replaced by the following estimates

(4.47) kh—>n;o HP,CJ'(T(fl, f2))”BMO = O, whenever fl, f2 c LOO(RH),
and
(4.48) 21;1; | PET || Loo x oo BMO < 0.

Indeed, (4.47) follows from that T'(f1, f2) € CMO(R"™). To prove (4.48), note that for any
k> 1 and b € BMO(R"),

1Pl < > [(b, k)| Ry < #D (k) sup | (b, hy)| 1172 < Cr [lbllsvoy < Ci [lb]lByo-
1eD(k) IeD
Hence, for all kK > 1 and f1, fo € L>°(R"),
1P T(f1, f2)llBmo < [|1BLT(f1, f2)llBanto + [ T(f1, f2)llBMO
< 2|\ BT (f1, f2)llzee + 1T(f1, f2)lIBMO
< (20, + D IT(f1, f2)lBmo < Ci I fillzoell follLoe,
where the constant C}, is independent of f; and f2, which means

(4.49) HPleHLooxLoo_)BMo <}, foreach k> 1.
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Moreover, (4.47) implies
(4.50) sup IP(T(f1, f2))llBMO < C(f1, f2), for all fi, fo € L®(R™).

Thus, (4.48) is a consequence of Banach—Steinhaus theorem, (4.49), and (4.50). O

The following result will provide us great convenience in practice.

Lemma 4.51. Let % = p% + piz with p,p1,p2 € (1,00). Let {a;}j>0 be a sequence of positive
numbers satisfying ijo aj < 0o. Assume that a bilinear operator T' satisfies the following:

(1) T'=>",500;T;, where each T} is a bilinear operator.

(2) Sup,> HTjHLPl sxip2—pr < Cpy < 00.

(3) For every j >0, Tj is compact from LP'(R™) x LP?(R™) to LP(R™).
Then, T is compact from LP1(R™) x LP2(R™) to LP(R™).

Proof. For each N > 1, let TV := Z;V:o a; Tj. Then TV is compact from LP'(R™) x LP2(R™)
to LP(R™). Note that

|T — TN o1 xLr2 e =

> Ty

J>N

< E ajHT}'HLPlepz—wPSC'oE Qj,
LPxLP2—Lr SN J>N

which tends to zero as N — oo. This and Lemma 4.39 imply the compactness of T. O

5. WEIGHTED LP' x LP? — LP COMPACTNESS
Now let us conclude (b) = (¢)’ in Theorem 1.1. Assume (b) holds. Then by duality,
Theorems 1.3, 1.7, and 1.8, and Lemma 4.51, we deduce that
(5.1) T is compact from LP*(R"™) x LP*(R") to LP(R")

for all % = p% —|—pi2 with p, p1,p2 € (1,00). On the other hand, (H2) and (H3) respectively imply
the weak boundedness property and T'(1,1), 7% (1,1), 7*%(1,1) € BMO(R"), which yields [65,

Theorem 1.1]. The later along with Theorems 5.3 and 5.24 gives that
(5.2) T is bounded from L% (v{') x L%(vd?) to LP(v?)

for all % = qll + q% with ¢, q1,¢2 € (1,00) and for all (vi,v2) € A(
the conclusion (¢)’ follows from (5.1), (5.2), and Theorem 1.9.

q1,92)7 where v = V1V2. ThuS,

5.1. Weighted compactness of bilinear dyadic shifts. In order to show Theorem 1.7, we
first establish the weighted boundedness of dyadic shifts S7 ok,

Theorem 5.3. Let i,j,k € N. There holds

Sup S5 (i Sl rum S Ifullo g el

for all p1,p2 € (1,00] and for all (w1, ws) € A, p,), where % = pil + p% >0 and w = wiws.

Proof. By symmetry, it suffices to treat the case hi = hi. Noting that
(AQ S h) = {f,hr) L en, @)y
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we have

(S (fr, fo), F)| < A (fr fos f3)llns

where
A (fifofo) = D (18aha(fNe(180 /]
QeD

By duality and Theorem 2.25, we are deduced to showing

3
(5.4) S%PHA%k(fl,fz’f?))HLp(wp) S TLIFl o s
i=1
for all p1,p2,p3 € (1,00) and for all (w1, w2, w3) € A, p,ps), Where % = p% + p% + p% and

w = wiwaws.

Let % = p% + p% + p% with 1 < p,p1,p2,p3 < 00, and let (w1, wa, w3) € Ay, pypy)- Write
w = wiwaws. By Theorem 2.25 again, it is enough to prove (5.4) for such exponents (p1, p2, p3)
and weights (w1, ws,w3). Let py = p/, wy = w™ !, and fywy € LP* with || fyws||zes < 1. Observe
that

(5.5) (1881, 1q) = (A S 0b ) = (£, Abb p),
where |<p’227f| <1gq. Setting

©ipi= ) (ALADe(Rhallfi)e Abeh.s,

QeD

we use the fact Ag,A f= AQf 1{g'—qy to arrive at

[NIES

s;;«m,ks(zw 1AL Ao \f2\>Q<rf4r>Q\21@) ,

QeD
which together with (2.11) gives
(AL (f1, fa, f3), fa)] < Z(\A Al o (f3 Abeh 1) {1 f4)aq
QeD

< || f3w| pral| ®ikws M| oy S 1 f3wsll s [ (SpPag)ws |

(Z\ 25 De ’f2\>Q<\f4’>Q‘21Q>§w3—1

QeD

< | fswsl|res "

L"3

< 1. By duality, it suffices

Fix a sequence of functions { f3 }gep satisfying || ( Z |f5°] @2 ) | Ip3

to prove
(5.6) S = ‘/ > (abaDefhefihelofSws de| S T IIfiwillrs
QeD i=1,2,4
By (5.5) and (2.11), there holds
(5.7) S <Y Ahe ) I F2Dll i)l S lws e

QeD

=: (frwy, ®iwy ") < |l frwallze [@awi ]
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S I frws [l [(Spaywr | o
where
_1 y y
®; =Y (| fDolfSlws ol falo Aol s
QeD

and
1

sp: 5 (3 l0Deliflus halhel1e)” < (30 Mt ffus )

[N

QeD QeD
Note that
11 1 1
— =—+—+—, w; =wwzws, and (w2, w3, W) € Ay pspa)-
p/1 D2 p3 pa 1 (p2,p3,p4)
Thus,
1
; 1 1 2\ -1
(53) Ishr g < || (3 M 05 102) |
QeD Lh
1
2
< T Wit x| ( X 1905°F) | < T Ifwilon,
i=2,4 QeD Lrs  j—04

where we have used the vector-valued inequality

(59) H(; M fa...,fzf,,mﬂzf

sookm

)

L7 (vzl )

sﬁ]
)

i=1

(Zie)
k;

for all ¥ = (r1,...,mm) € (1,00)™ and for all ¥ = (vq,...,vy) € Ay, which follows from [36,
Theorem 7.3.1] and [63, Theorem 3.7]. Therefore, (5.6) is a consequence of (5.7) and (5.8). O

Lr(vr

Proof of Theorem 1.7. Without loss of generality, we may assume that EI = hy. For sim-
plicity, denote Sp := S;’)]’k. Fix % = pil + piz with p,p1,p2 € (1,00). By Theorems 1.9 and
5.3, it suffices to prove that E,Sp_ is compact from LP*(R™) x LP2(R™) to LP(R™). In light of
Theorem 1.3, we are deduced to showing the following estimates

(5.10) sup  |[ESp, (f1, f2)llr S 1,

lf1llppr <1
[l f2ll pp2 <1

(5.11) lim sup ||E,Sp,(f1, f2) 1B(O,A)C llr =0,
A=00 || £1 || oy <1

| f2llpp2 <1
(5.12) lim  sup |7, EwSp,(f1, f2) — EuSp,(f1, f2)|lzr = 0.

[0l =0 || 1| 1oy <1
I f2ll Lp2 <1

Note that (5.10) immediately follows from Theorem 5.3.
To justify (5.11), given N € N, we define
Syfi= > AWt
QED(N)
Observe that

(5.13) AL (AG (fr. f2)) = AG M (fr, 2)Lqreqy = A (A f1, ).
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(5.14) AH(SD (1 f2)) = A (f1, f2)Ligepyy
(5.15) 4G (s f2)] < Fn(IfiDo(lfal)o Lo, for all @ ¢ D(N).
Then it follows from (5.13)—(5.15) that

(5.16) 51 = | ( 3 1ab(s3 2 )
QeD L
= < > ’Agj’k(fl,fz)F)E
Q#D(N) Ly
= < A égf1,f2)|2>§
Q#D(N) Ly
< i (S apsisaiine) |
QeD Lr
< Fy < f1\2> Mofy|
QeD
< Fy <Z |AQf1|2> [ Mp fal| 2
LP1

QeD
S Enllfillzes |l f2ll ez

where the implicit constants are independent of D, N, fi, and fs.
Let A >2'0 and N := [$log, A] > 2. Note that for any w € Q and K € Dy,(N),

(5.17) K C {|z| < (N +2)2N} c {|z| < 22V} c {|z| < A}.
Thus, by Minkowski’s inequality, (5.16), and (5.17),
[EwSp,, (f1, f2)1{>ayllzr < Eul[Sp, (f1, f2)1{ 51l e
= E, |83, (fi, P aylle S Enllfilloe || f2lloe,

where the implicit constant is independent of A, w, f1, and fy. This gives (5.11).
In order to demonstrate (5.12), observe that

(5.18) I 7vEwSp,, (f1, f2) — EwSp, (f1, f2)llzr < Eull7Sp,, (f1, f2) — Sp,, (f1, f2)llLP-

Let 0 < |v| < 277719 and @ > 2 be an integer chosen later. Then there exists an integer
N = N(v) > 5 such that 27¢WV+1) < 2741 |y| < 279N We split

(519) ||TUSDm(f17f2) - SDw(f17f2)||Lp < El(v;wvfbe) +E2(U;w7f17f2)7
where
E1(viw, f1, f2) : H Yo Y araklfi ) (fa k) (Tohi — hi)||
Q¢D.(N) I€D;(Q) Ly
JEDj(Q)

KeDy(Q)
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E2(viw, f1, f2) = H Yo YT anskqlfhn){(fo ha) (rohi — hi)
QEDL(N) 1€D,(Q)

JEDj (Q)
KeDy(Q)

Lpr

By changing variables and (5.16), we obtain

(5.20) E1(vsw, f1, f2) < |ToSB,(f1, f2)llLe + 1SS, (f1, f2)ll o
=2||S3, (f1, f2)llze S Fnllfrllzes || follzea s

where the implicit constant is independent of v, w, f1, and fs. Since |v| — 0 implies N — oo,
(3.9) and (5.20) imply

(5.21) lim sup sup Zi(v;w, f1, f2) =0.
WI=0weQ || f1]| 1p1 <1
[ 21l p2 <1
Observe that for any N > 2
(5.22) #Dy(N) < #{K € D, : 27V < ¢(K) <2V, K c 2*V*'T}
—~N<k<N

Thus,

Sww fi,f2) < Y. (felfle Y. IKIElnhi — bl

QEeDL(N) KeD(Q)

_1 1 Lip_
< S QA Rl > Jolper)r Y
QEeDL(N) KeD(Q)

_Ln _ _1 1
< 3 2R Q) r ol el full e | foll e
QEDL(N)

n

1y N ; 2

< 93N Fntlgh(n=5+3)9% (2_’_12_“N) Pl fillzen |2l e
N _

< gkntntloy Gnp+l=a)) oo i f | pe.

Taking a > 3np + 1, we see that

(5.23) lim sup sup Za(v;w, fi1, f2) =0.
VI=0weq | f1 e <1
[l f2ll ppe <1
Therefore, (5.12) is a consequence of (5.18), (5.19), (5.21), and (5.23). O

5.2. Weighted compactness of bilinear dyadic paraproducts. To prove Theorem 1.8,
it is necessary to first show the weighted boundedness of dyadic paraproducts.

Theorem 5.24. For any b := {b;};ep € BMOp and Ty, € {Hb,Hgl,H’{,Q}, there holds
HTbHLm(wfl)prz(wg2)_>Lp(wp) < IIbllByMos

for all p1,pa € (1,00] and for all (w1, w2) € Ay, p,), where % = p% + p% >0, w = wiws, and
the implicit constant is independent of b and D.
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Proof. By duality, it suffices to consider IT,. The H'-BMO duality (see [88]) gives
(5.25) [T (f1, f2), f3)| < IbllBMOL [|SD P11,

where
= S (f)r{fohrlfa hr) b
I1eD
Observe that

(5.26) Sp® = <Z [(fr(fa)r(fs, ho)]?

1€D
By duality, (5.25)—(5.26), and Theorem 2.25, we are reduced to proving

1,

|I|>§ =: Sp(f1, f2, f3)-

3
(5.27) ISp(f1, fo. f3) wllre < T Il fiwill o
i=1
for all py,p2,ps € (1,00) and for all (wq,ws,ws) € Ay pa.ps)> Where % = p% + p% + p% and

w = wiwaws.
In view of Theorem 2.25, it is enough to show (5.27) in the case p > 1. Note that given a

sequence of functions {as(z)}rep, we have
1
Z 3
IeD L'

1
3
H<Z|a1|2> w Lp:sup{ /nZaﬂ)[wd:E

IeD IeD
1
Fix a sequence of functions { f{ };ep satisfying H ( S |2) 2 H 1 < 1. It suffices to demonstrate
1D

3
S = '/ S a) i Fo hr) L1172 ff wda| S T I fowil oo
R™ rep i=1
By Holder’s inequality,
(5.28) 7 = |(aws, S0t whl T byt
1D
=: |(fsws, wy )| < || fsws pes | Qw3 ™|y,

and

1 1
500 = (S ltmsuin) < (X Mg o)
IeD IeD

Observe that
ot ot ot L and  (wy,we, w ) € Agy .
pé o + ) + ol ws wiwaw T, an 1, W2, (p1,p2,p")
Then (5.9) implies

62 S < [ (Z MG f0?)

1eD

/
LP3

(Z !féw!2> Tt

1eD

S frwr e || fawzl| ez

Ly’
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< [ frwillpes [ fawal| ez
Hence, it follows from (5.28)—(5.29) and (2.11) that

3
S <\ fswsllees |[®wy ] by S [l f3wslles [(Sp@)wy | S H || fiwill r:
This completes the proof. O

Let us recall the dyadic Carleson embedding theorem from [55, Theorem 4.5].

Lemma 5.30. let D be a dyadic grid. Assume that the nonnegative numbers {aqtoep satisfy
Y ag<AlQl, YQeD.
Q' eD:Q'CQ
Then for all p € (1,00) and f € LP(R"™),

( > aQ\<f>Qrp)5 < A/ fllz».

QeD

Proof of Theorem 1.8. We only present the proof for E,II,, because other cases can be
shown by the same scheme and duality. In view of Theorems 1.9 and 5.24, it is enough to show
that E, Iy, is compact from L*(R") x L4(R") to L?>(R™). With Theorem 1.3 in hand, this is
reduced to proving that

(5.31) sup  [|EoIlp,, (f1, fo)llzz S 1,
lfill 2<1
Il f2llpa<1

(5.32) Jim _ sup [EwIb,, (f1, f2) 1> a3llze =0,
7O fullpa<t

||f2||L4<1

(5.33) lim  sup |7 Eolly, (f1, f2) — Eullp, (f1, f2)llz2 = 0.
=0 1| a<1

I fallys<t
Theorem 5.24 gives (5.31) at once.

Denote bY := {b11{1¢DW(N . Then b, € CMO(R") gives

" rep.
(5.34) lim sup [|b)||Bmoyp, = 0.
N—oo weQ
As did in (5.17), Minkowski’s inequality and Theorem 5.24 yield
[Ewb,, (f1, f2) 1> apll 2 < Bul[Ub, (f1, f2) 1> a3 22
= Eul[Mpy (f1, f2) 1> ayllee < Eol[py (f1, f2)l 22
S Eolbg lIpymon, 11l el foll o < sup b3 [BMmop, 11l foll 2o,

which together with (5.34) implies (5.32).
To proceed, note that
(5.35) 7By, (f1, f2) — Eullp, (f1, f2)ll2 < Bullollp, (f1, f2) — b, (f1, f2)ll 12

Let 0 < |v] < % and a > 2 be an integer chosen later. Then there exists an integer N =
N(v) > 2 so that 27N+ < |y| < 279N, We split

(5.36) 7oy, (f1, f2) — b, (f1, f2)llz2 < YTi(viw, fi, f2) + To(vsw, f1, f2),
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where
Y1 (v;w, fi, f2) : > b)) r(rohr — o)
I¢D.(N) L
Ty (vsw, f1, f2) : > bl Al )i (rohs — ha)
I€D,(N) L2

For the first term, we use Theorem 5.24 to deduce
> bilf)ilf)ih

1¢Dw(N)
= 2[[Mpy (f1, f2)llz2 S sup b3 IBmonp, [l fllze | fall 4,
we

T1(v;w, f1, f2) <2

L2

where the implicit constant is independent of w. This along with (5.34) gives

(5.37) lim sup sup Yi(v;w, f1, f2) =0.
[l=0weQ || £ .a<1
[f2lla<1

To estimate Y9, observe that
(5.38) > bl < IblEyo,, QI < 1QI ¥Q € D
I€D,,: ICQ
Then, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, (5.22), (5.38), and Lemma 5.30,
To(viw, fi, f2) < D> brll(f) el Fa)alllmohr — bl 2

IeD,(N)

< ST el ol 2er) 2

IeD,(N)

< Jofb ()} [#Du(N %[ S el |<f2>1|2]

1€Dy,

IN

1

i=1 L1ep,
N —
<22 BT | | fo s

where the implicit constant are independent of v, w, f1, and fs. Choosing a > 3n + 1, this
immediately implies

(5.39) lim sup sup Yo(v;w, f1,f2) =
[Wl=20weQ || 1] 4 <1
[ f2llpa<t
Consequently, (5.33) follows from (5.35)—(5.39). The proof is complete. O

6. THE NECESSITY OF HYPOTHESES (H1)—(H3)

This section is devoted to showing Theorems 1.10, 1.11, and 1.12, which immediately gives
(¢) = (a) in Theorem 1.1.



A CHARACTERIZATION OF COMPACTNESS VIA BILINEAR 71 THEOREM 49

6.1. Compact Calderéon—Zygmund kernels. First, let us demonstrate Theorem 1.10. To
this end, we present two lemmas below.

Lemma 6.1. Assume that K satisfies the smoothness conditions (2.4)—~(2.6) and that
lim K(z,y,z) =0.

|z—y|+|z—2]—00

Then K satisfies the size condition (2.3) with another triple (F{,Fj, F}) € Z.

Proof. We first claim that
(|2 —a| + |y —y'| + |2 = 2)°
(lv = y| + o — 2[)?n+0

whenever |z —2'| + |y —¢/| + |z — /| < (Jz — y| + |z — 2])/8. Indeed, for such z, y and z, the
condition (2.4) and Lemma 2.42 give

(62) |K(3§‘,y, Z) - K($l7y,7'z,)| < F(l‘,y, Z)

o — o'}

/
. — K < F
(6 3) ‘K(‘Tayaz) (.Z',y,Z)’ = 1(x’y’z)(\x—y\+\x—z])2"+5’

where
Fi(z,y,2) = Fia(lz -yl + v = 2 Fia(le =yl + o = 2 Fig(lz + y| + [z + 2]),
and (Fh 1, F12,F13) € % with F} ; being monotone increasing, Fj o and F} 3 being monotone
decreasing. It is easy to verify that
3_ 2" —yl+|2" —#

)
6.4 2 < <2
(64) 47 Jle—y|l+lr—2 ~ 4

and
ly =1 < (o —yl+ |z —2))/8 < (|2 —y| + 2" - 2])/6,
which together with (2.5) implies

/ 1o / ‘y_y/‘(s
(65) ’K(.’L’ 7y72) —K(.’L’ Y 72)’ < Fl(l' 7y72)(’x/ _y‘ n ‘x/_z‘)gn_,_g
ly —¢/1°

< 22HOE (o) y, 2)

(Jz = y| + & — z[)2nto”
Define

Wl

F2,l(t) = sup (22”+6F1 (x/7 Y, Z)) )
lz—y|+|o—2|<t
8lz—a'|<|z—y|+|z—2|

=

F2,2(t) = sup (22”+5F1 (x/7 Y, Z)) )
lz—y|+|e—2]>t
8lz—a!|<|z—y|+|z—2]

1
Fos(t) = sup (2R (2, y,2))?,
|z+y|+|z+2|>t
8lz—z'|<|z—y|+|z—2]

and then set
Fy(z,y,2) = Foa(le —y[ + |z — 2)) ooz — y| + |2 — 2) Fas(|z + y| + [z + 2]).

Thus, F3 ;1 is bounded and monotone increasing, both F5 9 and F3 3 are bounded and monotone
decreasing, and

(66) 22”+6F1(x,7y72) S F2($7y72)'
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Together with (6.4), the property lim;_,o F7 1(t) = limy_o0 F1 2(¢) = 0 implies limy_,o F5 1 (%)
limy o0 F52(t) = 0. Moreover, if |z +y| + |z + 2| < |z —y| + |z — 2|, then lim;_, F12(t) =
gives limy_,o0 Fo3(t) = 0. If |z + y| + |z + 2| > |z — y| + |x — 2|, then

0

2" +yl 4 2" + 2| > |z — y| + & — 2| = 2]z — 2]
>l —yl+lz—z—(z—yl+ |z —=2))/4 =2 3(lz —y[ + [z — 2]) /4,
which along with lim;_,o F 3(t) = 0 yields limy_,o F5 3(t) = 0. This shows (Fy 1, Foo, Fo3) €
Z . Collecting (6.4)—(6.6), we conclude
y—yl
(lz =yl + |z — z[)?n+o"
Much as above, there exists (F5 1, F52,F33) € # such that

(67) ]K(x',y,z) - K(xlvylv Z)’ < F2(x7y7z)

|z — 2'|°

(|2 =yl + [ — 2])2n+07

(68) |K($l7y,7 Z) - K(xlvylv Z/)| < Fg(ﬂf,y, Z)

where
Fy(z,y,2) == Fy1(lz —y| + |z — 2 Fa(lz — y| + |z — 2[) Fas(lz + y| + |z + 2|).
Hence, as did in the proof of Lemma 2.42, (6.2) is a consequence of (6.3), (6.7), and (6.8).

Let z,y,z € R" with  # y or x # z. Let a = 7/6. We may assume that z > y and = > z.
Let xg = x, yo = y, and 29 = z. For each k > 1, define

z = 21 + (|2r—1 — Yp—1| + [Th—1 — 2p—1])/24,
Uk = Ye—1 — (|Th=1 — Y—1| + [2r—1 — 21—1]) /24,
2k = 2h—1 — (|@h—1 — Yp—1| + |Tr—1 — 21-1]) /24
Then for any k > 0, zp > yi, T > 2k, and
2k =yl + |2k — 2] = a(|oe—1 — ye—1] + lzr—1 — 21-1l),
zk + Ykl + |2k + 2kl = [2e-1 + yp—1| + [Tr—1 + 211,

which gives

(6.9) |2k — ykl + |2k — 2] = " (|lz — y| + & — 2)),
(6.10) |2k + yr| + |2k + 2] = |z 4+ y| + [z + 2.
Moreover,

[we—1 = @] + lyk—1 = Yl + 261 — 26| < (2p—1 = Yo1| + |To—1 — 26-1])/8,
which along with (6.2) implies

F(2p—1,Yk-1,2k-1)
|Th—1 — Yh—1] + [2r—1 — 21—1])?

|K (zk—1, Yr—1, 2e—1)| < [K(@k, Yk, 21)| + (
Iterating the inequality above, we have

F(xg, yr, 2k)
lzk — yrl + |2 — 21])?

o
K < lim |K
| (l‘,y, Z)| = k1—>H<;lo| (xkaykazk” +kZ_O (
Choosing

Fy(t) = Fs(t) and F/(t):=> aFF(a*), i=12,
k=0
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we see that (F{, Fj, Fy) € %, and (6.9)-(6.10) imply

F'(2,y,2)
|z —y| + |z — 2])?

K (2,y,2)] 5(

where
Fl(z,y,2) == F{(|lz — y| + |z — 2[)F3(Je — y| + |z — 2 F3(|lz + y| + |z + 2|).
The proof is complete. U

Given A > 0, y € R", and a function ® on R", we denote
7,®(x) == ®(x —y) and Py(z):=AT"d(\"'2), z€R™

Lemma 6.11. Let T be a bilinear operator associated with a standard bilinear Calderén—

Zygmund kernel K with the parameter § € (0,1]. Let 0 < & < 27°||K||cz(), ¥ € R™ and

(z,y,2) € R\ A such that |z — /| < fmax{|z — y|,|z — 2|}. Then for any 0 < \; <
- 1 .

(EHK”C%((S))(S "T - .Z'/’, 1= 17 273;

el — o'
6.12 T(1y®Pry, T=Pry), 2 Pr,) — K (2,9,2)| S )
( ) |< (Ty A2 Tz )\3) Tz )\1> ( Yy )| (‘x_y’+’x_2’)2n+5
:E—ﬂjlé
(6.13) (T (1y®ry T=Phy), T2 Pr, — TPy S | |

(lz =yl + |z — z[)2+0”
where ® is a positive smooth function such that supp ® C I and fRn ddr=1.
Proof. Fix 0 < \; < (EHKHE%((;))%\:U — 2|, i=1,2,3. For any v; € supp(®,,), we see that
4max |v;| < 2max \; < |x — 2’| < max{|r — yl, |z — 2|} /4,
7 (2

which implies

(6.14) |z — 2| < max{|z +v1 —y —val, |z +v1 — 2 — v3|}/2,
(6.15) |v1] < max{|x —y — vo|, |z — 2 — v3|}/2,

(6.16) lva| < max{|z — y|, |z — 2 — v3]}/2,

(6.17) lvg| < max{|x — y|, |x — z|}/2.

Then by (2.4)—(2.6) and (6.15)—(6.17),

|K (x4 v,y +v2,2 +v3) — K(z,9,2)]

< |K(z+ v,y +v2,2+v3) — K(z,y +v9, 2+ v3)|
+ | K (z,y 4 v2, 2 + v3) — K(x,y, 2 + v3)|
+ K (2,9, 2 + v3) — K(z,y,2)|

[o1]°
~ (Jz—y —vo| + |& — z — w3)2F0
02| |vs]°
(lz —yl+ |z — 2z —vs)?+0 * (Jo —y| + [z — 2[)>+
max; A elr —a'|°

< :
~(lz =yl + e =20 (lz =yl + o — 2])20F0
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Hence, we arrive at

LHS of (6.12) =

3
/3 [K (2 + 01,y + v2, 2 + v3) — K(2,9,2)] [ [ @, (vi) dv;

Ren i=1

3
elz — 2% elz —2')°
< Dy, (v;) dv; < .
S fon T T [ o) des < e Py
To prove (6.13), we use (2.4) and (6.14) to obtain

1K (v1,v9,03)| := |K(x +v1,y + vo,2 +v3) — K(z' +v1,y + v, 2 + v3)|
/|6 /|6

< |z —x |z —x
Y (lztv—y—ve|+ |zt v —z—v3))2 0 T (Jo —y| + |z — 2])2 0T
As a consequence,

~

o — o'}

(lz =yl + |z = 2[)>+0

3
K(v1,v2,03) [ [ ®a, (vi) dus
i=1

LHS of (6.13 <

)-|
R3n
The proof is complete. U

Proof of Theorem 1.10. By symmetry and Lemma 6.1, it suffices to prove that there exists
8" € (0,0) such that

sup E(z,y,z;2") — 0,
z/ eRM:z/ #x
|o—a!| <max{|z—yl,lz—2]}/2
whenever |z —a'| = 0, or |z —y|+|z—2| = oo, or |[x+y|+|z+2| — o0 and |z —y|+|x—2| ~ 1,
where
\K(az,y,z) — K(‘T/7y7z)‘

33‘,|_6l
(CEErEE R

5($,y, Z3 33‘,) = |3§‘ -

since the smoothness condition (2.4) gives

‘x_x/‘cS—&’
<1
rT—yYl+|xr—2|)°"
(lz =yl + )o—on ~

whenever |z — 2/| < max{|z — y|, |x — z|}/2. The above immediately implies that

E(z,y,z;0") S

klim E(k, Yk, 213 ) = 0 for any sequence { (g, Yk, 2k) tren
—00

(6.18) ,
with |z — 2} | < max{|zy — ykl, |zr — 25| }/2
such that
R
(6.19) lim [k = o = 0.

koo T — Y| + Tk — 28]

This means that it remains to demonstrate (6.18) when {(zx, Yk, 2k ) } ren does not satisfy (6.19)
but satisfies one of the following:
60 () ok = okl = 0, ) ok — el + o — 1l > o,
(iii) |2k + yk| + |2k + 21| = o0 and |z — yg| + |2k — 2] = 1.
In this scenario, there exists ¢y € (0,1/2) and a subsequence (which we relabel) {(xg, Yk, 2k) }ren

such that
R,
(6.21) co < 2k — |
|7 — y&| + |78 — 2]

1
<= .
<5 Vk e N
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Let (zk, yg, 2;) and x), satisfy (6.21). Let 0 < e < 279C be fixed and arbitrarily small. We
choose a sequence {\;}ren such that

(6.22) (C7Ye) Yoy, — /2 < A < (C71e) Y02y, — .
Using (6.21), (6.12) and (6.22), we deduce that
(6.23) E( @, Yk 215 ) < CF (lzn — wil + |k — 212K (2 Yk, 21) — K (2, s 22|

<20 e+ CF (Jzx — vl + |zn — 21) " Ak, s 215 2
Set ok — )P A(wk, Yk, 285 7)),

where A(zg, Yr, 25 23) = [(T(Ty, Poays T2 Pay ) T Py, — Tm;c@AkH. If we denote

(6.24) fro= o — 2y Py, gk = | — T2 T, D,
' n
and hy = |z — 2} | (ka<1>/\k —Tx;c<1>)\k),

then (6.22) yields

1fellzm = O e — k)P [@lm S &

gkl ez = A% Mok — 25 )72 @)L S 2

Rl o S O o = )2 |19 o S €2,
This says that {fx} is a bounded sequence in LP'(R™) and {gx} is a bounded sequence in
LP2(R™). Then by the compactness of T, there exists a convergent subsequence (which we

relabel) {T'(fx, gr)}. This gives that for any n > 0 chosen later, there is N,, > 0 such that for
all k,j > Ny,

(6.25) 1T (fes 96) = T(f5:95)lee <.
Thus, by (6.23)-(6.25), we have for all k,j > N,),
E(@rs Yr 263 0%) S €+ [T (frs gr)s )|
Se+ KT (frygx) — T(f5,.95), )| + (T (f5..95) T
Se+ 1T (feg1) = T(fjs 9) | Loy | hkll o + KT'(f5, 95), )|
(

Sedne o + (T (f),95) i)l S e+ KT (f5,95): b)),
l+£.

provided n < € To complete the proof, it suffices to show that for given k > N, there
exists j = j(k) > N, sufficiently large such that

(6.26) (T (90, )| S e

To proceed, we rewrite (T'(f;,g;), hi) as

91 n
(T(f5,9;)s hi) = |aj — 25" |z, — @), |» (T(7, Pr, s 72, B, ), Ty By, — T, Py )-

Recall that T" is compact from LP'(R™) x LP2(R™) to LP(R™). This and [38, Theorem 3] give
that

(6.27) T is bounded from L% (R") x L%®(R"™) to LY(R"),

11,1 11,1 :
forall - = -+ -~ with ¢1,¢2 € (1,00). Choose ¢ =3 To Withg,q1,q2 € (1,00). Accordingly,

we use (6.27) to deduce that
n(2—1 n
(6.28) (T (F5.97), )| < lwj — 25" | — |2 |17y, @l o



54 MINGMING CAO, HONGHAI LIU, ZENGYAN SI, AND KOZO YABUTA

X HTZ]‘(I))\J' HLq? Hka(I))\k - Txfcqb\k HLq’

n n

1 - n
R e A W DU PY,

1 1 1

! n(z—2) ! n(—r—-7)

2n X T P g 2n x T p’ q
58_6<7| b k|> ——€_5<7’] f) .

|z — )]

If the sequence {(xk, yk, 2)} satisfies the case (i) in (6.20) and (6.21), then for fixed & > N,),
we choose j > k large enough and ¢ € (1,p) in (6.28) so that

|2 — ] )”(ﬁ_%)

. <e.
|517k - $k|

TR RIS —(

If the sequence {(xg, Yk, z)} satisfies the case (ii) in (6.20) and (6.21), then |z — z}| — oc.
For fixed k > N,, we choose j > k large enough and ¢ € (p,00) in (6.28) so that

1 1)

, 11
_on ok — @ v
(g ml S e (B2) T <
If the sequence {(zk, Yk, 2 )} satisfies the case (iii) in (6.20) and (6.21), then

2yl + 2&]) = (lzx + yrl + o + 22]) = (|28 — yrl + |26 — 21]),

which implies limy oo (Jyx| + [2k|) = 00, and furthermore, lim;_, |21 — y;| + | — 2| = oo for
any fixed k. Therefore, fixed & > N,,, we use (6.13) and (6.21), and choose j > k sufficiently
large to conclude that

_1 n_s
| I o 1
Tf-,g-,hk S J N <e.
T3 95 | (lze = yjl + 2k — 2 )20~ (lzg — yi| + |wp — 25])2+0
This shows (6.26) and completes the proof. O

6.2. Weak compactness property. Next, let us give the proof of Theorem 1.11. Fix I € D
and N € N. We split

(6.29) (T(17,17),1;) = (Pn(T(17,17)),1;) + (Px(T(17,17)),1;).
By Holder’s inequality,
(6.30) (P (T(17,11)),11)| < || PN T Lor scrve— ol 11l Lon || 11] £o2 |1 11| 1

= | PN Tl o1 x o2 10|11,
and by the boundedness of T,
(6.31) (PN (T(17,11)), 11)| < |1PNllze— e 1T | 2oy s oz — Lo 1]
ST Lesxr2— e F(I;2N) |1
for any I € D(2N).
To proceed, fix I ¢ D(2N). It suffices to consider the following three cases:
(1) €(I) <272, (i) o) >22Y, (i) 272N <) < 22V and rd(1,2*VD) > 2N.
Since Py o Py = Py = Py, we have

(6.32) (Pn(T(17,17)),1;) = (PR (T(11,1y)),17) = (PN (T(11,11)), Pn11).
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By the cancellation of Haar functions, there holds

(6.33) Pyly= > (15,hp)hy.
JED(N):ICT

Observe that if J € D(N) with I C J, then in case (ii), there holds £(J) > 2V, and in case
(iii), we have

d(J,2M1) > d(1,2N1) — ¢(J) > 2N - 22V — 2V > N2V hence, rd(J,2VT) > N.

This means that there does not exist J € D(NV) such that I C J in cases (ii) and (iii), which
along with (6.32) and (6.33) implies

(6.34) (Pn(T(17,17)),17) =0, for any I in cases (ii) and (ii).

Let us next treat the case (i). By definition, one can find a sequence of dyadic cubes
{Ij}é\f:_N such that {J € D(N): I C J} = {Ij}j-v:_N and ¢(I;) = 27. Then (6.33) gives
N N )
(6.35) 1PN e < 3 (A )bl <> L7
. i

Jj=—N

N .
= 30 e s 2

j=—N
Now collecting (6.32) and (6.35), we conclude
(6.36) (PN(T(11,10)), 1) < 1PN l[p— 2o 1T (Xr, 10) || 2o | PN L] o

1 1 Na
S PN Ilp—re | Tl ey x Le2— po| 1| P2 [1]722 2 |1

< NPl oo |1 T o1 L2 0 (22N £(1)) 7 |1
~ ||Pn |l o— el T || Loy scLr2— Lo F'(132N) 1]

Therefore, the desired estimate follows from (6.29)—(6.31), (6.34), and (6.36).

Furthermore, if 7' is compact from LP'(R"™) x LP2(R"™) to LP(R™), then Theorem 1.6 gives
that

lim HP]{]‘THLpl «Ip2—rp = 0,
N—oo

which together with supycy ||Pn|lzr—rr < 1 yields the weak compactness property. O

6.3. CMO conditions. Finally, we turn to the proof of Theorem 1.12.

Lemma 6.37. Let T be a bilinear operator associated with a compact bilinear Calderén—
Zygmund kernel K with parameter § € (0,1]. Let ® € €°(R") be a cut-off function such that
1p01) < ® < 1pyg). Let I CR"™ be a cube and let f € €°(R"™) have compact support in I
and mean zero. Then the following hold:

(1) For any a € R™, the limit

Z(f) = Jim_ <T<@<ék_(?))’q’(z.k_(?)))’f > cxists.
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(2) For all a € R™ and k € N such that 2 > \/n + |a — 21| /¢(I), we have
200~ (% () # ()|

S27F (4 Ja—ar|/0(1)° Y 27O R EI| £ 1,
K'=0
where F(t) := Fy(t)F2(t)F3(1 + ﬁt)
(3) The limit above is independent of the parameter a € R™ and the function ®.
(4) If T is bounded from LP(R™) x LP2(R™) to LP(R™) for some % = p% + p% with p,p1,p2 €
(1,00), then &£ is a bounded linear functional on H'(R™). In particular, by the duality

between H'(R™) and BMO(R"), we define T(1,1) as
Z(f) =(T@,1),f).

Proof. Fix a € R® and k € N with 2% > \/n + 2|a — z7|/¢(I), and write ¥}, := @(ﬁ(“])) It is
easy to see that supp(U) C {z : |z — a| < 28T(I)} and supp(Vpyq — ¥) C {z: 2F¢(1) <

|z — a| < 2820(1)}. Let x € supp(f) C I and y € supp(¥j41 — ¥x). Then we have
o —a| <o — x| +|a— 27| < UDM/2+ |a— 2] /(1)) < 2V7H(T) < |y —al/2,

and hence, |z —y| > |y —a|— |z —a| > |z —a|] > 0. This means supp(f)Nsupp(Vyr+1 — V%) = O.
Moreover, if we denote

a
Fy(z,y,2) = Fi(|lxr — a|)F: —al+|z—a|)F5( 1+ ,
(e s) = R~ ) Faly — al + 2 = D14 )
then
k k+1 a
Fo(z,y,2z) < Fy(2°]1])Fp(2 |I|)F3<1+ 1+2k+3|]|>
< B EHINF2 NP (1 4+ —2 ) = F(2k|T
< R RCIR 1+ g7 ) = FD.

where we used the monotonicity properties of Fy, Fy and F3.
We are going to show that {(T'(Vy, ), f)}r>1 is a Cauchy sequence. Note that
(638) |<T(qlk+la \Pk-i-l)) f> - <T(\Pk7 Wk)) f>|
< KT(Prt1 — Wi, i), /)l + (T (Whpr, Wi — Wi), -

By the disjoint support, the mean zero of f, and |z — a| < max{|y — al,|z — a|}/2, we obtain

(6.39) T (Wpy1 — Uk, Ug), f)]

/]R3” [K(l‘, Y, Z) - K(CL, Y, Z)](\Ijk—i-l - \I’k)(y)\l’k(Z)f($) dx dy dz

"r B a!‘;Fa(x,y,z)
S /[%371 (’y — a‘ + ‘Z — a’)2n+6 1supp(\11k+1—\11k)(y)qlk(z)|f($)| dx dy dz

a—xg])° z—a
< (2’f€(I))”!I!F(2k!ID/R2n (E((IQ)J&WM?) (2’%(1)

S 27+ Ja —ar|/6D) FAINIf|| 2

)1f @) da d
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Similarly, one has
(T (W, Cprr — Pp), ) S 27 (L4 |a —ar /6D FHINIIf |1,
which together (6.38) and (6.39) implies
(6.40)  (T(Wri1, Wein), f) = (T (Vg Or), ) S 2781+ |a — g /0(1)) F I £ 1
Since Fi, Fy, F3 are bounded, (6.40) gives that {(T(Vy, W), f)}k>1 is a Cauchy sequence.
Therefore, the limit in item (1) exists, which we denote by .Z,(f). This shows item (1).
Additionally,
La(f) = (T(Pk, Op), ) = La(f) = (T(Vhrj1, Yirjr1), f)

k+j
+ Z ((T(\I/k/+1,‘11k'+1)af> — (T (W, \I’k’)7f>)‘
k'=k

Letting j — oo and invoking (6.40), we obtain

o0

[ Za(f) = (T (W, Wh), )] <Y (T(Wrgrs Uhoa), f) = (T (g, Upo), f))

k'=k

S (U fa—aql/eD) Y 27 RN £l
k'=k
=271+ |a—a|/UD)’ Y 2 FOF@ I £ -
k'=0
This shows item (2).

Finally, to show item (4), we modify the definition of W) above into ¥y := @(2&?})) Then

we use item (2), the boundedness of T, and (6.40) to arrive at

L) < L(f) = (T (Y, Wy, )] + (T (Yo, ¥o), f)]
k-1
+ Z (T (W1, Oprg1), ) = (T(Vpr, Upr), £))
=0

ko
S 27 Fll ey + 1ol zor @y 1 Woll oo || £ 1|
k—1
+ Y 27N 1) £l
k’'=0
<.

Thus, we assert that . is a bounded linear functional on H!(R"). The proof is complete. [J

Proof of Theorem 1.12. By symmetry, it suffices to show 7'(1,1) € CMO(R"), which follows
from

(6.41) T(1,1) € BMO(R") and (Px(T(1,1)), f) =0,

lim
N—00
uniformly for all f € €>°(R") in the unit ball of H! (R") with mean zero and support in a dyadic
cube I C R™. By Theorem 1.10, we see that K is a compact bilinear Calderén—Zygmund kernel.
This together with Lemma 6.37 item (4) implies that 7'(1,1) € BMO(R").
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Note that
Puf =" (13 k) (19172 hs)

JEDN
is a finite linear combination of 1-atoms |.J ]_%h 7. Then, Py f € HY(R"), hence
Pyf=f-PyfeH R").
Since Py is self-adjoint, we invoke T(1,1) € BMO(R") and Py f € H'(R") to obtain
(6.42) (Pn(T(1,1)), f) = (T(1,1), Py f) = ZL(Px f),
where the functional .Z is defined in Lemma 6.37.

Let ¢ > 0 be an arbitrary number. Choose k € N so that 2759 < . Since T is compact from
LPY(R™) x LP2(R™) to LP(R™), by Theorem 1.6, there exists Ny > 0 such that for all N > Np,

kn

(6.43) ||P]€/'T||Lp1><Lp2_>Lp § 2 re.

Considering that supp(f) C I and supp(hy) C J, we rewrite

(6.44) L(Pyf)=ZLMh)+ Y, (fih)ZL(hy),
JEDSICT

where ¢ = zJeDf\,:JCIU’ hy)hy with

_1
el e < Ifllper S 7.
To proceed, choose a cut-off function ® € S(R") satisfying 1p1) < ® < 1p(o2), and set

Or(x) := q)(;k_g(xlj)) By Holder’s inequality and (6.43),

Sy = [(Py(T(®1,2r)), ¢)]

SNIPNT || zor scrvz—s o | @1l Lo (|91 || o2 [l 01| v

(6.45) S 2T e @) @ UD) BT =,
and Lemma 6.37 applied to f = ¢ and a = x; gives
(6.46) Iy = |L(p) — (PN (T (1,21, ¢)|

o
S27M Y 2RI el S e
k'=0

since supp(p) C I and F' is bounded. Analogously, writing ¥ ;(x) := @(%), we have

S0 = [Py (T(V,91)), hy)l
S IPNT || or ez o[ 7| Lo (|9 1| oz ||| v
<2 e (M) (25N | T = el R,
and for any J 2 I,
Ipg =L (hy) = (P (T(;,9,)),hy)| S (250(T) /0(T)) || by 1,
which respectively yields

(6.47) SN AsSe S IRl SeY 27 e,

JEDS:IC JEDS:ICT j>1
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and
ks on\°
(6.48) S Wkl s Y Q@)wmmmwmm
JEDSICT JEDSICT
S278N 20 flp Se
j>1

Now collecting the estimates (6.44)—(6.48), we conclude

LPNf)S I+ I+ Y. (A + Ias) Se
JEDSICT

which together with (6.42) implies (6.41) as desired. O

7. RUBIO DE FRANCIA EXTRAPOLATION OF COMPACTNESS

7.1. Extrapolation from L? compactness. The proof of Theorem 1.9 is essentially con-
tained in [16], which does not consider the endpoint case p; = oo, or/and ¢; = oo, or/and
r; = co. We give an outline of the proof. It needs three main ingredients:

e the target spaces L™ (w;") can be written as the interpolation space of LPi(ul") and
L% (v{), for which T is compact from LP!(u}*) x LP2(uh?) — LP(uP) and T is bounded
from L7 (v ql) x L% (v3?) — Li(v7). This corresponds to [16, Lemma 4.3] and follows
from Theorem 2.25 and Lemma B.1. The latter extends [16, Lemma 4.1] to the context
of exponents being 1 and oo, so that we can handle the endpoint case r; = co.

e a characterization of precompactness in L*(w) for s € (0,00) and w € A. This was
established in [16, Theorem 2.10]. To apply it, we here put the restriction p # oo and
r # 00.

e the interpolation for compact bilinear operators [16, Theorem 3.6, which has involved
exponents p;, g; € [1,00]. Thus, it can be used directly in the current scenario.

More details are left to the reader. O

7.2. Extrapolation from LP**° compactness. Before showing Theorem 1.13, let us present
a bilinear version of the Marcinkiewicz interpolation theorem with initial restricted weak type
conditions, which is a straightforward corollary of [36, Theorem 7.2.2].

Theorem 7.1. Let Lk = pk + k with 0 < pk, ph < oo, k =0,1,2. Assume that T is a bilinear

operator such that

1T (L 1)l 0. < Col B[} |l Y,
IT (L, 15yl ot o < CalER|PE Bl S,
IT (L, 1)l e e < Col 4|7 Bl 4,
for all measurable sets E; C R™ with |Ej| < oo, j = 1,2. If the points (i(l) é), (é,pi%), and

(1)1%, p2) form a triangle in R?, then

1T x s sre S CLOCOCE,
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for all 8+ 601 + 02 = 1 with 0 < 6y,01,02 < 1, and for all % = p% + L with

P2
1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
—2—84——14——; and —:—8+%+—§, Jj=12
p p° ptop pj P} p; D

Proof of Theorem 1.13. Let % = % + % with 71,79 € (1,00). It suffices to show

(7.2) T is compact from L™ (R"™) x L"™(R") to L"(R").

Assuming (7.2) momentarily, we conclude the proof as follows. By Theorem 2.25, the L% (v{") x
L%2(v) — L%(v?) boundedness implies

(7.3) T is bounded from L*!(uj') x L*?(u3?) to L*(u®),

1

for all 51,82 € (1,00) and for all (u1,u2) € A, s,), Where ¢ = é + é and u = ujug. Thus,

the desired conclusion immediately follows from Theorem 1.9, (7.2), and (7.3).
Let us next justify (7.2). Recall that

(7.4) T is compact from LP*(R™) x LP2(R™) to LP>°(R").
Pick % = q% + q% with ¢1,¢2 € (1,00), q1 # p1, and g2 # pa. The estimate (7.3) gives
(7.5) T is bounded from L% (R"™) x L%(R") to LY(R").
Given 0 € (0,1), define
1 1-6 6 1 1-6 0
(7.6) w=—"+- and = +—, j=1,2.
r P q r; Dj 75
Then properly choose 6 € (0,1) such that the point (%, é) is different from (%, %) In

addition, for each k = 1,2, take Tik = % + % with 1 < r¥, 75 < oo so that

o the points (;117, é), (T—llf, %), and (;1%, ;125) form a triangle in R?,

whose interior contains the target point (%, %)

This enables us to write
1 6y 01 6 1 0p 01 69

(7.8) - —+ﬁ—|—r—2 and — =

= 1 =1,2
r 70 T T

ARG
for some 6y, 61,60, € (0,1) satisfying 6y + 61 + 03 = 1.

Fix 0 < s < min{p,¢,1}. Then LP*°(R™) and LI(R"™) are s-normed quasi-Banach spaces.
In view of (7.4), (7.5), and (7.6), the compact bilinear interpolation [23, Theorem 4.9] applied
to the case gy = 1 = ¢ = r = s yields

(7.9) T is compact from LT(I)’S(]R") X L’"g’s(Rn) to LTO’S(R"),
where we have used the real interpolation (cf. [8, Theorem 5.3.1]):

(LPO»CIO(R")’LPL"II(R"))’&q = LP9(R")
fora110<p07ép1goo,0<q0,q1,q§oo,%zlp_—oﬁ—i—p%,and0<79<1.
Let £ > 0 be an arbitrary number and Fj, E; C R™ be measurable sets with |E1|, |E2| < co.
By (7.9) and Theorem 1.3, there exist Ag = Ag(e) > 0 and dy = dg(e) > 0 such that

1 1

(7.10) IT(1Ey, 1m0 s ST (e, 1E,) || 000 < C1lEn|™Y [ Bo| 2,
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1 1
By 70

(7.11) 1T(1E,, 1E) 10,4y |l 1000 S INT(LE, 1Ey) 10,4yl 00, < €[E1|™T | Ea|™2,
1 1

(7.12) I(ThT — T) (g, 15,)l| 10 me ST — T) (g, 1,)|| 0.0 < e En|T | Eo| 2,

for all A > Ap and 0 < |h| < dp, where C is an absolute constant. In addition, by (7.3), one
has

1 1
(7.13) IT(1E,, 15| ot ee SIT (A, 1) 0 < Col Ey|"1 | B2,

for some uniform constant Cy, which further implies

1 1
(7.14) IT(1g,, 15,) 50 Ayl ot e < Co| E1|"1 |Eo|™2,  for all A >0,
1 1
(7.15) [(7hT = T) (1, 1,)|| ot o < C3|E1|"1|Ea|™2,  for all h € R™.
Likewise,
L oL
(7.16) 1T(1E, 1Byl 2,00 < CalEx|"1[E2|"2,
1 1
(7.17) IT(1E, 1,)1p0.a) | 2.0 < Cal 1|1 |[Ea|™2,  for all A >0,
1 1
(7.18) (73T = T)(XE,. 15,)|l o200 < C5|En|"T|Eo|™2,  for all h € R™.

We mention that all constants C,...,C5 are independent of £, Eq, Fo, A, and h.
By (7.7), (7.8), (7.10), (7.13), (7.16), and Theorem 7.1, there holds

(7.19) sup | T(f1, fo)llur < CPCyCE.
[l f1llpr <1
[l f2llre <1
In light of (7.7), (7.8), (7.11), (7.14), and (7.17), Theorem 7.1 applied to the bilinear operator
T(f1, f2)1B(0,a)c gives
IT(f1, fo)Lp,aeller < e®CRCEN fillin | follra,  for all A > Ay,
which leads to

(7.20) lim  sup ||T(f1, f2)1B(0,4)cllr = 0.
A=00 |1£1 <1
[l f2llpr2 <1

Moreover, considering (7.7), (7.8), (7.12), (7.15), and (7.18), we invoke Theorem 7.1 applied
to the bilinear operator 7,7 — T to arrive at

I(ThT = T)(f1, f2)llor < e®CSCL | frllpr || fallpra,  for all 0 < |h| < &,
which means

(7.21) lim  sup ||(7T —T)(f1, f2)llzr = 0.
IB1=0 | fy ry <1

f2llpr2 <1

Therefore, (7.2) follows at once from (7.19)—(7.21) and Theorem 1.3 with p = ¢ = r. O
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7.3. Extrapolation from CMO compactness. To prove Theorem 1.14, we will use the
following bilinear interpolation by Calderén and Zygmund [11, Theorem Bj].

Theorem 7.22. Let 0 < pg,qo < oo with 1 < p1,p2,q1,q2 < 00. Assume that T is a bilinear
operator such that

HT”Lpl xrr2—rro < Cp,
| T a1 x La2—ra0 < Ch.

Then
1T Lrisrr2—spro < Cé_ecfa
where
1 1-6 6 1 1-6 6
0<f<l, —= +—, and — = +—>0, j=1,2.
70 Do q0 Ty pj qj

Proof of Theorem 1.14. Let 1 = % + % > 0 with r1,79 € (1,00]. We claim that

(7.23) T is compact from L™ (R"™) x L"™(R") to L"(R").

Let us see how (7.23) implies the required weighted compactness. In view of Theorem 2.25,
the L (v') x L%2(v3*) — L%(v?) boundedness gives

(7.24) T is bounded from L°*(uj') x L*2(u3?) to L*(u®),

Wherel:é+%>0andu:u1u2.

for all s1,s5 € (1,00] and for all (u1,u2) € A, s0), p
Hence, the desired result is a consequence of (7.23), (7.24), and Theorem 1.9.

It remains to demonstrate (7.23). Let € > 0 be an arbitrary number. In light of Theorem
1.6, the L> x L>* — CMO compactness implies that there exists Ny = Ny(¢) > 1 such that
(7.25) | PxT| Lo x oo —BMO < €, for all N > Np.

Firs, we treat the case r1 # oo and ro = oo (the case 11 = oo and 79 # 0o can be handled
symmetrically). Pick ¢1 € (1,71) and a =1 — L € (0,1). Then % = 1;—1‘3‘ + 2. The estimates
(2.16) and (7.24) lead to

(7.26) | PxT || a1 x oo par < Col|T||Lar xpoosrn < Cp,  for all N > 1,

where the constants Cp and C; are independent of N. Using (7.25)—(7.26) and the linear
interpolation (cf. [35, Theorem 1.3.4]), we obtain

(7.27) |PAT || Lr oo s < CI7%, for all N > Ny,

which together with Theorem 1.6 implies that 7" is compact from L™ (R™) x L>(R"™) to L™ (R™).

Next, let us analyze the case r1 # 0o and r9 # oo. Let s1 € (1,00). As shown in (7.27),
there holds

(7.28) | PR T po1xpoosrer < C17%,  for all N > Np.

Now choose t1,t2 € (1,00) such that the point (%, %) lies in the segment connecting (%, %)
and (é, L ). This means

1 1-— 1 1—
(7.29) — = 8 + s and — = p + ﬁ, for some € (0,1).

T1 3] 51 ro 1o 00

Set $ = & + & By (7.24) and (2.16),

(730) ”P]{?T”LtletQ_)Lt < CQHT”LtletQ_)Lt < Cg, for all N > 1,
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where Cy and C3 are independent of N. Invoking Theorem 7.22 and (7.29), we interpolate
between (7.28) and (7.30) to achieve

IPAT || LriscLrasrr < C';_B(Cll_o‘so‘)ﬁ, for all N > Nj.
This shows

lim HPNT_THLrleTQ_)LT' = lim ||P]€7'T||Lr1 x L2 s [r =0.
N—o00 N—o00

Consequently, by Lemma 4.39, T is compact from L™ (R™) x L"(R"™) to L"(R"). O

1
8. L!'x L' — L3 COMPACTNESS

In this section, we would like to show (a) = (d)’ and (d) = (c¢) in Theorem 1.1.

8.1. L' x L' — L3> compactness implies weighted LP' x P2 — [P compactness.
p

Proposition 8.1. Let T be a bilinear operator associated with a standard bilinear Calderon—
Zygmund kernel. Then the following are equivalent:

(i) T is bounded from L*(R™) x L*(R™) to L%"X’(R”).
(ii) T is bounded from L'(w3) x L'(w1) to L%’oo(w%) for all (w1, w2) € A 1y, where w =
wiwy.
(iii) T is bounded from LP*(R™) x LP2(R™) to LP(R™) for all (or for some) pi,p2 € (1,00],
where%:p%—kp%>0.

(iv) T is bounded from LP*(wh') x LP2(wh?) to LP(wP) for all (or for some) p1,p2 € (1, 7]

and for all (w1, w2) € A(p, p,), where % = pil + p% >0 and w = wiws.

Proof. 1t suffices to prove the implications: (i) = (iv) = (iii) = (ii) = (i). The implica-
tion (ii) = (i) is trivial, and (i) = (iv) is contained in [64, Theorem 3.5] applied to r = 1.
If (iv) holds for some exponent % = pil + piz with p1,p2 € (1,00], then Theorem 2.25 gives

that (iv) holds for all such exponents (p,p1,p2). This immediately yields (iv) = (iii). Now
assuming (iii) holds, we use [36, Proposition 7.4.7] to obtain (iii) for all p1,ps € (1,00), which
along with [63, Corollary 3.9] gives that (ii) holds. O

Let us justify (d) = (c¢)’ in Theorem 1.1. Let T be a bilinear operator associated with a
standard bilinear Calderén—Zygmund kernel such that

(8.2) T is compact from L'(R") x L*(R") to L%"X’(R”).
In particular,
T is bounded from L'(R™) x LY(R™) to L%’OO(}R"),
which together with Proposition 8.1 yields
(8.3) T is bounded from L% (v]') x L%(vd?) to LI(v?)
for all q1, g2 € (1,00) and for all (v1,v2) € A(g, ), Where % = q% + qiz and v = v1v9. In light of
(8.2) and (8.3), we invoke Theorem 1.13 to conclude that
(8.4) T is compact from LP'(w') x LP?(wh?) to LP(wP)

for all p1,p2 € (1, 00] and for all (w1, ws) € A , where 1 = p% + p% >0and w =wiwy. O

P1,02) P
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8.2. Hypotheses (H1)—(H3) imply L' x L' — L3 compactness.

Theorem 8.5. Let T be a bilinear operator associated with a standard bilinear Calderén—
Zygmund kernel. Assume that T satisfies the hypotheses (H1), (H2), and (H3). Then T can

be extended to a compact operator from L'(R™) x L'(R™) to L%"X’(R”).

In view of Theorem 1.3, it suffices to prove the following estimates:

(86) sup ||T(f17f2)||L%,oo < 00,
lf1ll,1<1

Il f2ll 1 <1
(8.7) lim sup ||T(f1, f2)1p0.4)0cll 1.0 =0,
A—)oo”ﬁ”ngl (0,4) L2
I f2ll 1 <1

(8.8) lim sup |[(7xT —T)(f1, f2)ll, 1. = 0.
[h[=0 | 71]] 1 <1 Lz

211 <1

By the hypotheses (H2) and (H3), T satisfies the weak boundedness property and T'(1,1),
T*(1,1), T*2(1,1) € BMO(R™). This, along with [65, Theorem 1.1] and estimates for bilinear
dyadic shifts and paraproducts in [65, Section 3], implies that

(8.9) T is bounded from L™ (R") x L"™(R") to L"(R"),
for all 1 = % + % with 1 < 771,79 < co. Then it follows from (8.9) and [38, Theorem 1] that

HT”LIXLI_)L%WOO 5 1

Thus, (8.6) holds.

To show (8.7), by homogeneity, it is enough to show that given ¢ > 0, there exists Ay > 0
such that

(8.10) T = [{w € B0, A : [T(f1. f2)(@)] > 1} S el fall 2l fall

for all A > Ag and f1, f» € LY(R"™). Without loss of generality we may assume that || f1]|;1 =
|| f2llrr = 1. Fix e > 0. For each j = 1,2, applying the Calderén—Zygmund decomposition to
the function f; at height « = ! (cf. [35, Theorem 5.3.1]), we obtain the following:

(CZ-1) fj=9;+bj =g; + e, bi:

1
(CZ-2) NlgjllLs < (2"~ 1)1%|| £} for all s € [1, o0];
(CZ-3) supp(bj,q) C @, Jgn bj@dr =0, and [|bjollrr < 2" e™1(Q);
(CZ-4) the dyadic cubes {Q}gea, are disjoint and ZQGAJ- Q] < ellfillL:-

Denote 2 := U?:1 UQeAj 3Q. Then, || < e. By (CZ-1), we have

(8.11) Z < |{z € B(0,A)°: |T(g1,92)(z)| > 1/4}|
+ {z € B(0,A)°: [T(g1,b2)(x)| > 1/4}|
+ {z € B(0, A)° : |T(by, go) ()| > 1/4}]
+ {z € B(0,A)° : [T (b1, bo) ()] > 1/4}]
=1 Zyg+ZLgp+Lpg+ Lop.
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Choose p, p1,p2 € (1,00) so that % = pil —I—I)iz. Recall that it has been shown that the hypotheses
(H1)—(H3) imply the LP* x LP2 — LP compactness of T. Thus, by Theorem 1.3 applied to
p = q, there exists Ag = Ag(e) > 0 and dy = do(e) > 0 so that

(8.12) 1T (R, ho)1p0,a)llLe < €%||hallLes | hollLr2,  for all A > Ay,
(8.13) (mp T — T)(hi,h2)||e < €2||h1||Lp1 |lhallpr2,  for all 0 < |h| < dy,
for all hy € LP*(R™) and hy € LP2(R™). Then for all A > Ay, (CZ-2) and (8.12) give
(- ly_(-1

B14)  Zpg S |T(90,92)p0arl5e < ¥ lorle g2l S 27070700 =
By Lemma 8.50 applied to n = 2 and (CZ-2)—(CZ-4), there holds
(8.15) Top <9+ [{z € Q°NB(0,A)° : [T(g1,b2)(x)| > 1/4}]

Se+ / T(g1, b2 dzx

2 aranioy. T2
Se+ €2||91||L°° D Il S
Q

Symmetrically,
(8.16) Tpy Se

By Lemma 8.55, for any A > Ay large enough,
(8.17) Loy < Q[+ {2 € Q°N B(0, A)° : [T'(by, b2) ()| > 1/4}|

suu+/“ T (b1, ba) ()] dr < <.
QeNB(0,A)e

Consequently, (8.10) follows from (8.11) and (8.14)—(8.17).

It remains to verify (8.8). By homogeneity, it is enough to show that given £ > 0, there
exists dp = dp(¢) > 0 such that

(8.18) T =z €R": (T — T)(fr. f2)(@)] > 1] S el fall Il

for all 0 < |h| < &y and fi, fo € L (R™). Assume that || fi]|;1 = ||f2]|z1 = 1. By the Calderén—
Zygmund decomposition above, we have

(8.19) J <z eR": (T —T)(91,92)(x)] > 1/4}|
+ {z e R" : [(7sT — T)(g1,b2) ()| > 1/4}]
+{z € R" : [(7,T — T) (b1, g2) ()| > 1/4}|
+ {z € R™: (3T — T) (b1, b2) ()| > 1/4}]

= Tg9+ Tgb+ Tog + Top-

Let 0 < |h| < 8. Then (CZ-2) and (8.13) give

— 1_i —(1—L
(820)  Tyy ST =T)(g1,92) |50 S e®llgn B lgallfme < P27 0mo0) 7 0mm)l —

To bound J 5, we split
Too < |{w € R 32 10T = T)(g1,b2.0) (@) > 1/4]
Q
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<|{zer": 3 InTlobao)@) > 1/16]]

£{(Q)<2|h|

+erR”; > |T(917b2,Q)(ZE)|>1/16}‘

£(Q)<2lh|
+ Hx eR": Z |(h T —T')(g1,b2,0)(x)] > 1/8}‘
£(Q)>2|h|
=o{zeR": 3 [T(o o)) > 1/16}|
2(Q)<2|h|
+ Hx eR": Z |(Tn T — T) (91, b2,0) ()| > 1/8}‘
2(Q)>2|h|
SR+ / T (g1,b2,0)| + Z / |(TnT — T) (g1, b2,0)|-
2(Q)<2|h| 2(Q)>2|h|

Thus, by Lemma 8.58 applied to n = 2 and (CZ-2)—(CZ-4),

(8.21) Top S 191+ llgillze Y Ibogll Se.
Q

Analogously,

(8.22) Tbg S €

As above, to analyze Jpp, we write

T < [{w € R Y (T = T) (b0, b200) (@)] > 1/4} |
Q1,Q2

<[{zer: 3 ImT - Dbrgs b @) > 1/8)]

£(Q1)<2|h|
£(Q2)<2|h|

+‘{x€R”= > ‘(ThT—T)(bl,Ql,szz)(a:)]>1/16H

£(Q1)>2|h|
Q26N>

+ Haz ER": S (T = T)(bigy bags)(@)] > 1/16}(
Q1EM
¢(Q2)>211

= Ty + Tio + T

Invoking (8.60) and the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we obtain

ghs2{zerR 3 [T(brar bran)@)] > 1/16)]
£(Q1)<2|h|
£(Q2)<2|h|

1
2

SIQH/QC[ > yT(bl,Ql,bQ,Qz)(a;)y] dx

£(Q1)<2|h|
£(Q2)<2|h|
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<|ﬂ|+F1<|h|%/QH[ZH]Q]HU 1)’ f@

CQ |n+
2

LCHEIAE

¥ )2

<10+ B (a ] {anj,czjuﬂ /( i) d:c]
Qj

j=1 3Q5)° |z — CQj|n+2
<191+ Fi(lh)? Se,

for any 0 < |h| < ¢ sufficiently small, provided (CZ-3)—(CZ-4) and that lim; o F1(t) = 0.
Much as in the same way, the inequality (8.61) implies

1
2 1
sl [ | 5 enhe)@l| do g0+ A Se
2 L uQi)>2l|
Q2€A2

Symmetrically, one has
«71)?:1; Se.
Gathering the estimates above, we achieve
(8.23) Tob < Tpp + Tip + Ty S €
Therefore, (8.18) follows from (8.19)—(8.23). O

8.3. Hypotheses (H1)—(H3) imply weighted L' x L' — L3 compactness.

Theorem 8.24. Let T be a bilinear operator associated with a standard bilinear Calderén—
Zygmund kernel. Assume that T satisfies the hypotheses (H1), (H2), and (H3). Then T can
be extended to a compact operator from L'(wy) x L(ws) to L%’oo(w%) for all (w1, w2) € A(11y,
where w = wiws.

Let (w1,wz2) € A(1,1) and w = wiwy. Then wi € Ay by Lemma 2.24. In view of Theorem
1.4, it suffices to prove the following estimates:

(8.25) sup (|T(f1, fo)ll g
||f1||L1(w1)§1
1£201 1 () <1

(8.26) lim  sup  [|T(f1, f2)1B,a) |, 3 =0,

LQ’ oo 2'
=00 £l 1 ) <1 )

||f2||L1(w2)§1

(8.27) lim  sup ||(7aT = T)(f1, f)l 3
PO £ 1 gy S1

121l 1 (g <1

(wh) <%

It follows from (8.9) and [63, Corollary 3.9] that
T is bounded from L*(w;) x L (wy) to L%’oo(w%),
which gives (8.25). It was shown in [32] that for all 0 < p, A < oo and w € A,

(8.28) A0 2r () < IMAF I ooy S UM Fll o),
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for any function f for which the left-hand side is finite. Let ¢ > 0 and 0 < A < % By (8.28),
Lemma 8.39, and [63, Theorem 3.3|, there exists dg = d(¢) > 0 so that for all 0 < |h| < do,

(8.29) = DYT (1, F)ll e 8y S IIME(ET =T 1 P33,
< el MU )l g oo 8 +EHM(f17f2)( SOl PR
_2€‘|M(f17f2)”L§oo < ell fill L (uwr) Hf2||L1(w2

for all functions f; € L' (w;) N L (R"), i = 1,2. Note that in the first inequality above, to use

(8.28), it requires HMA( fl,fg )HL%"X’(w%) < 00, which can be checked as in [63, p. 1248].

Since simple functions in LP(v) is dense in LP(v) for any p € [1,00) and for any weight v (cf.
[1, p. 211]), using (8.29) and a limiting argument, we can obtain (8.27). With Lemma 8.30 in
hand, the inequality (8.26) can be shown in the same way. O

8.4. Pointwise estimates for bilinear singular integrals.

Lemma 8.30. Let T be a bilinear singular integral operator associated with a compact bilinear
Calderon—Zygmund kernel. Let A € (0,1/2). Then for any n > 0, there exists Ay = Ap(n) > 0
such that

Mf(T(fhh)lB(o,A)c)(fE) < M(f1, f2)(x)
for all x € R™ and A > Ap.

Proof. Fix a cube @ and let z € Q. Let n > 0 be an arbitrary number and A > 0 be chosen
later. Since ‘|a|)‘ - |b|)“ < |a — b]*, it is enough to prove

®3) g = ( ]2 T £2)(E) L0, €) — aQPdf) S <M F2)(),

for all A > 0 sufficiently large, where the constant ag = ab + a2Q + a?é will be determined
below. Write f? = fil3¢ and f = = filig)e, ¢t = 1,2. We split

(8.32) IS o+ S+ Fo+ Ia,

where
Soi= (f 108 BO0a- O d&)l,
< T, £52)(E) 0.0 (5)—0@’/\%)%,
<f T, 19 1b0.4 <s)—aérkds)i,
s=(f,

3 1A %
T2 F57)E Lm0 — oy e
By Kolmogorov’s inequality (4.11) and (8.7), there exists Ay = Ag(e) > 0 such that

(8.33) o SIQIIT(SY, £2)1p0,00 ]
< QISP MLt /3l



A CHARACTERIZATION OF COMPACTNESS VIA BILINEAR 71 THEOREM 69

2

S0 fiDse < nM(f1, f2)(@).

i=1

In order to bound #;, i = 1,2,3, we present an estimate. For any £ € @), much as in (8.52),
we have

(334 9= oo KE ¥ ~ Kleauw DA WIS dy =
F(&y,2)
”Z//R ot o O 2N dy

< FUQ)F(@Q) S 275 Fy(rd (25, T) H][

k>0 (,2F+20(Q))

2
Q) E]i(x,Z’fHE(Q)) |fil < F(Q) M(f1, f2)(=),

where Ry := {(y,2) € R*" : 25(Q) < [€ — y| + |€ — 2| < 2"T14(Q)}, and

€ +yl+ €+ 2| >
L+ —yl+[6—2])

Observe that for any A > 16, choosing N := N(A) > 2 so that 4V < A < 4V¥+1 we see that
for each cube @ with 27V < £(Q) <2V and Q N B(0, A)¢ # O,

(8.35) A(Q,2NT) > A —4(Q) — 2V > 4N oV _oN=1 5 N .oV,
Choose

F(e,y.2) = Fi(lE — col) Fa(lé — ] + € - z|>F3<1 T

ah =0, if QN B(0, A)°
(8.36) ag =0, if QN B0, A)F

agy =0, if QN B(0, A)°
Then by (8.34)—(8.36),

% éz (f1,f2 )(cq), otherwise;
®7 2) (fl 7f2)( )7 otherwise;
0 % T(f1°, f3°)(cq), otherwise.

)

)

1

830 A (g [ TN - T o)
Q1 JonB(0,4)
< sup supG(§) S sup F(Q) M(f1, f2)(z) < nM(f1, f2)(),
QEQ(N) £€Q QEQ(N)
provided A > 16 large enough. In the same way, one has
(8.38) /z § UM(fl, fg)(l‘), 1= 2, 3.
Therefore, (8.31) is a consequence of (8.32), (8.33), (8.37), and (8.38). O

Lemma 8.39. Let T be a bilinear singular integral operator associated with a compact bilinear
Calderon—Zygmund kernel. Let X\ € (0,1/2). Then for any n > 0, there exists dg = do(n) > 0
such that

MF((mhT = T)(f1, f2)) (z) < n M(f1, f2)(z) + 0 M(f1, f2)(z + h)
for all z € R™ and 0 < |h| < dp.



70 MINGMING CAO, HONGHAI LIU, ZENGYAN SI, AND KOZO YABUTA

Proof. Fix a cube @) and let x € Q). Let n > 0 be an arbitrary number. It suffices to show

(8.40) 7= ( ]g (T = T)(f1, £2)(€) — ol d§> ’

S nM(fr, f2) () + n M(f1, f2)(x + D),

for all 0 < |h| < d sufficiently small, where the constant cg = aé—i—aé—i—a% will be determined
below. Write f? = fil3g and > = = filig)e, ¢t = 1,2. We split
(8.41) IS o+ Ji+ Fa+ Is,

where

fmcr (0, £9)(€ st) ,

A
(][mT (0, f5° )(é)—%ﬁd&) ,
(fmT (72, £9)(E) - o, |*d£> ,

= (f Jmr =y g0 - appac)”
By Kolmogorov’s inequality (4.11) and (8.8), there exists dy = dg(¢) > 0 such that
(8.42) o SO T = T) (L ), 3w
<n|QI 2 A Nz 17211
2
Sn][UfiDse < nM(fr, f2)(2).

i=1
To dominate #;, i = 1,2,3, we treat two cases: £(Q) > 2|h| and ¢(Q) < 2|h|. Choose
ab =0, if ¢(Q) > 2|h|, aé =T(f), f52) corn) — T(fY, f°)(cg), otherwise;
(343)  ad =0, i6Q) > 2l ad = T(, f)lequn) T (cq),  otherwise:
ab =0, i Q) > 20hl, b = T, f5)(eqen) — T, F57)(cq)s otherwise.
In the case £(Q) > 2|h|, for all £ € Q, there holds

(5.44) 9= [[ K€+ hy) - K w2l dyds
RQn\ 3Q
R
dyd
//Rk@ (€ — ol 1 Ig - zprs W) du dz
)Y 27 i| < Fu(|h]) M(f1, :
A3 H [f sy o S D MU £
where R (&) := {(y,2) € R? : 2K0(Q) < [€ — y| +|€ — 2| < 2F714(Q)}, and

1€ +y| + 1§+ 2|
I+ —yl+16—=

F(6,y,2) == Fy()Ea(€ — gl + |6 — 2By (1 " |) < F(Jh).
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It follows from (8.43) and (8.44) that for each ¢ = 1,2, 3,

(8.45) Ji < sup sup Ho(§) S Fi([h)M(f1, f2)(x) < n M(f1, f2) (@),
Q:6(Q)>2/h] €€Q

provided 0 < |h| < §y small enough.
In the case £(Q) < 2|h|, we have for all z € R",

846)  Sie)= sw s ] %\(3@1 (€y.2) ~ K(ca . 2N AWII ()| dy d=

Q3z  £€Q
£(Q)<2h|
°F(,y,2)
//};k(5 ‘f y’+’§ D2n+6’f1(y)”f2(2)‘dyd2
<F h 2_k6 i| < Fi(|h]) M ) )
D> H [ £ gy 1 S B MU 2
where
F€ns) = Fale o Fa(le ~ ol + 16 = DA (14 e o) < g,
Note that
(8.47) 1S Salz) + Fia(z)
where

Siale)i= s (f\Tfl,fz T(f?afé’o)(CQ)\Ad€>X,

Z(Q <2|h\

>

Fatw)= s (f TR IENO - TUL SN equn) Mok )
Z(Q)<2Ih\
The latter satisfies

>

Fra(e) = sup (f |T<f?,f5°><s>—T(f?,fgoxcwﬁdg)
Q+hoz+h \JQ+h
«Q-+h)<2h]

- (][|Tf1,f2 T(flo,fé’o)(CQ)IAdﬁy2/1,1(<E+h)7

Q3z+h
2(Q)<2|h|
which along with (8.46) and (8.47) gives
(8.48) fl < /171(117) + /1,1(33 + h) < Sp(x) + Sp(xz + h)

S Fi(lh]) M(f1, f2)(x) + Fi(|h]) M(f1, f2)(z + h).

The same argument leads to

(8.49) i S Fu([h) M(fr, f2)(@) + Fu([h)) M(f1, f) (@ + h), 0= 2,3,

71

Consequently, whenever 0 < |h| < dy sufficiently small, we conclude (8.40) from (8.41), (8.42),

(8.45), (8.48), and (8.49).

0
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8.5. Estimates involving bad functions. This section contains some useful estimates,
1
which have been used in the preceding section to prove the L' x L' — L2:°° compactness.

Lemma 8.50. For any n > 0, there exists Ao = Ap(n) > 0 such that for all dyadic cubes Q,

/ T(91,b2.0) ()| dx < mllgnllLeslb2.llLr,  for all A= Ay.
(3Q)cNB(0,A)°

Proof. Let n > 0. Let A > 2! and N = [ log, A] > 5. Consider the case Q € D(N). Then
Q c B(0,(N+2)2Y) and 3Q c B(0,(N +3)2Y) c B(0,22Y71) c B(0,4/2),
which implies (3Q)° N B(0, A)¢ = B(0,A)¢, and for all z € B(0, A)¢ and z € Q,
min{|z — z|, |z + 2|} > |z| — 2| > A— A/2 = A/2 > 16/(Q) > 32|z — cg].
This, along with the cancellation of by ¢ and the Holder condition of K, gives

(8.51) / IT(g1,b0) ()] da
(3Q)°NB(0,A)¢

/B(OA //n (2,y,2) — K(2,,¢0)) 91(y)b2,q(2) dy dz
/|b2Q [/"/B(OA I:v—ylJ)r||afll—(z)||)2n+5F($vyaz)dwdy} dz

A ||gy || Lo~
S gz U/ FgAdxdy}dz
/Q’ @) o—y|+o—z|>A/2 (|7 —y| + |z — 2[)2+° )
S Fs(A)llgillzeellbz.oll

dx

where
F(z,y) = F(lz —y| + [z — 2[) Fa |z — y| + |2 — 2]) F3(|2 + y[ + |z + 2|) < F3(A),

provided the monotonicity of F3 and the boundedness of F} and F5.

Let us treat the case Q ¢ D(N). For any z € (3Q)¢ and z € @, we have |x — y| > (Q) >
2|z — cg|. Then by the cancellation of by ¢, the Holder condition, and Lemma 2.30 part (ii),

T ba))l = | [ (5 G02) ~ K c)nbaol:) dyds

// — 49y F(x,y,2)|g1(y)|b2,q(2)| dy dz,
r2n (|7 —y]

+ |3§‘ _ z|)2n+5

where

Ty +lz+2
F<xvy7z>:=F1<rz—ch>F2<rx—yr+rx—z\>Fs<1+ et R ').

Ltz —y[+ [z - 2]

For any k > 0 and z € Q, set Ri(2) := {(z,y) € R?" : 2K(Q) < |z — y| + |z — 2| < 2F14(Q)}.
Then for any (z,y) € Ri(2),

(8.52) 1+ |z 4+ y| + |z + 2| - 2|z - 2d(2FQ,1)
' I+jz—yl+|le—2 = 1+|z—y|+|z—2 = 1+2-(Q)
1 d(2k 1
>1 dZeD 1ok,

~ 2max{1,2k0(Q)} 2
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This in turn yields for any z € @,

5
(8.53) G(z) == /n /(3@)6 = i(‘ci)_ z])Q"JF‘SF(x’y’Z)’gl (y)| dx dy

é
Sl RE@IPEE@) Y. [ G Reae e D) dsdy

k>0

S llorllz= (@) Fa(¢(Q)) Y~ 27 Fa(xd(2°Q, 1)) =: |lg1 ]| 1< F(Q),

k>0
and hence,
(8.54) / T(g1,b2,0)| da S/ |b2,0(2)|G(2) dz < F(Q)llg1]l L [[b2,0ll 11
(3Q)°NB(0,4)¢ Q
As a consequence (8.51) and (8.54), we deduce
/ (g1, b2,0)| dz < [F3(A) + sup  F(Q)]llbgllzr < nllbgllz,
(3Q)°NB(0,4)¢ Q¢D(N)
provided A > 29 sufficiently large and the fact that limy_e supgegpv) F(Q) = 0 (cf. [18,
Lemma 4.5 (d)]). This completes the proof. O

Lemma 8.55. For any n > 0, there exists Ag = Ap(n) > 0 such that

/ |T(by, bg)(x)\% dx <n,  for all A > Ay.
QeNB(0,A)°

Proof. Let n > 0. Let A > 2! and N = [$logy A] > 5. It suffices to prove that for all
x € Q°NB(0,A)°,

0(Q1)* 0(Q2)?
5 ”b2,Q2”L1 )

(8'56) ’T(bl,le b2,Q2)(£)’ S F3(A)”b1,Q1 HLl 3 3

’x - CQ1’n+2 ‘x - CQz‘n+2

whenever Q1,Q2 € D(N), and

(8.57) T (b1,Q15b2,0.) (@) S Fi(min{l(Q1), £(Q2)}) F2(max{{(Q1), £(Q2)})|[b1,0, || 1
Qs / b2, (2)| £(Q2)7 < 2 > ©

Q2 ‘x - CQ1,2‘N+% 1+ |:17 - CQ1,2|

whenever Q3 ¢ D(N), where |z —cq, ,| := |[v—cg, |+ |r—cg,|. An analogy holds for Q1 ¢ D(N).
Assuming these estimates momentarily, let us conclude the proof as follows. By (CZ-1), we
write

|z — cq, "3

1 2
/ [T (b1, b2)|2 do < / [ § ‘T(bLQl? b27Q2)@ dx
QeNB(0,4)° 280,45 Ly, oo

-1
2
+/ T bl7 ,bg7 dx
QNB(0,A)° E ’ ( Q1 Qz)’

- Q1EN -
Q2¢D(N)

+/ T bl7 ,bg7 dx
QNB(0,A)° Z A Q1 Qz)’

“Q1¢D(N) :
Q26N>

(NI
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= N+ I+ Ss.

We only bound .#; since the terms .#; and 3 can be estimated in a similar way. It follows
from (8.57) and the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality that

I S (21 X So2)2,

l\)l»—l

where
5
Q)2
An= Y lale [ MO e85 ol 51
Q1 (3Qu)° |l‘—C 1|
and
S 1= Z /|b2Q2 ) G(2) dz
Q2¢D(N
with

G(2) ::Fl(E(Q2))F2(£(Q2))/ 0(Q2)2 5F3< 2|z >d$

Qe \x — CQ1,2’n+§ 1+ |3j - CQ1,2|
< F(UQ2)F2(0(Q2)) Y 27 F2 F3(1d(2%Qa, 1)) =: F(Q).
k>0

The last inequality can be obtained as in (8.53) because |z — cq, ,| = |v — cg,| + [z — cq,| >
Q1) +4(Q2) > £(Q2) for all x € Q° C (3Q1)° N (3Q2)°. Accordingly, by (CZ-3),

Ir2 S Y b2l F(Q) S sup  F(Qa) <17,

provided A > Ag sufficiently large. Hence,
Iy S (Ho1 X Sa2)

[SIE

S
Next, let us turn to the proof of (8.56) and (8.57). Let Q1,Q2 € D(N). By symmetry, we

may assume £(Q1) < £(Q2). Then

Q1UQy C B(0,(N +2)2") and 3Q;U3Qy C B(0,2°V71) ¢ B(0,A4/2),
which implies for all x € Q¢ N B(0,A)¢ C (3Q1 U3Q2)° N B(0,A)° = B(0,A)", y € @1, and
z € Q2;

min{|z —yl, [z +y[} > || — [yl = A = A/2 = A/2 > 16((Q1) > 32|y — cq;
and

min{|z — z|, |z + 2|} > |z| —|2] > A—A/2 = A/2 > 160(Q2) > 32|z — cq,|.
These further give

[z -yl =lr—cql,  |r—zl=]r—cql
and
F(z,y,2) == Fi(le —y| + |z — 2 Fa(|lz — y + [ = 2[) F3(|lz + y| + |z + 2]) S F3(A).

Using these estimates, the cancellation of by g,, and the Holder condition of K, we deduce

//R2n (K(x7 Y, Z) - K(mv CQ17Z))b1,Q1 (y)b2,Q2 (Z) dy dz

‘T(bLQl ) b27Q2)(x)‘ =
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Ql 6F(:17 Y,z )
//RQn (|z 2))2 s 101,01 (W) [b2,g. (2)| dy d=

—yl+ |z -
Q1) 0(Q2)
|z — Qs

5 HlezHLl
|3j - CQ1|n+§

(SIS
N[

<
< Fs(A) bl =

which coincides with (8.56).

To justify (8.57), firstly let Q2 ¢ D(N) with £(Q1) < ¢(Q2). Let z € Q°, y € @1, and z € Qs.
Then, we have

min{|z — yl, |z — cq,[} = {Q1) > 2|y — cq,;
min{o — 2|, [z — g} > £(Q2) > 2[z — g,
which implies
[z —cq.l/2 < |v —y| < 3lz —cq,l/2,
[T —cQ,|/2 < o — 2| <3|z —cq,/2,
and
1t Jo =yl + o — 2| <1420 — cg, | + 2l — eyl
<201+ |z — i + |z —cQul) = 2(1 + [z — g, |)-
By the monotonicity of Fy, Fy, F3,

THY +|x+2
F<w,y,z>:=F1<|y—cQ1|>F2<|:c—y|+|x_z|)F3<1+ [z +yl+ [z + 7 )

L+ |z —y|+ |z — 2]
< Fi(U(Q1) Fa(f <Qz>>F3<$—Z|@zy>‘

Now it follows from the cancellation of b ,, the Holder condition of K, and Lemma 2.30 part
(ii) that

|T(b17Q17b27Q2)(33)| = ‘ //]Rzn (K(m,y, Z) - K(x’CQl’Z))bl,Q1(y)b2,Q2 (Z) dy dz

Ql JF(‘T Y,z )
< L e o Wl b, ()] d

which along with the estimates above shows (8.57). Analogously, in the case £(Q1) > £(Q2),
we use the cancellation of b g, to deduce the desired estimate. O

Lemma 8.58. For any n > 0, there exists 69 = do(n) > 0 such that for all 0 < |h| < o,

/(3@ T (g1, bs.0) | d < nllgi |z baglles i £(Q) < 21hl:
and

/(3@) [(Tn T = T)(g91,b2,0) | dx < llgr[|ellba@llLr, i £(Q) > 2|h.

Proof. First, let us handle the case ¢(Q) < 2|h|. For all z € (3Q)¢ and z € @, there holds
|z — z| > £(Q) > 2|z — cg|. Then using the cancellation of by g, the Holder condition of K,
and Lemma 2.30 part (ii), we obtain

/(3@)c |T(91,b2,Q)|dﬂi:/(3Q)c //Q (K(ﬂ:,y, K(g; y’CQ)) ( )sz( )dydz di
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UQ)F(x,y,2 oo
/\ng [// (Q)°F(z,y )||912|LL+6 dxdy} "
le—y|+lz—z>0@) (|7 =yl + |z — 2])
S Fu([hDllgr ] e (b2,

where

Tty +lr+z
F(%yyz)ZZFl(IZ—CQ’)Fz(\x—y’+!w—z!)F3<1+ [z +yl+ | |

< Fi(|h]).
1—Hx—y\+]az—2]>~ 1(‘ ’)

Next, we deal with the case £(Q) > 2|h|. Then for all x € (3Q)¢ and z € @, we have
|x — z| > £(Q) > 2|h|. Then by the Holder condition of K and Lemma 2.30 part (ii),

[ 1mT - Do b0l do
(3Q)¢
(K(x + h7 Y, Z) - K(x7 Y, Z))gl (y)ng(z) dy dz

N /(VgQ)c R2n

h°F .
ey E 0 e gy
Q lo—y|+lz—z1>2ln] (1T — Y| + [z — 2])
S Fu([hDllgr ] nee llb2,.0ll 21

where we have used that

F(e,9,2) = FL(h)Fa(jz — o] + |z — =) F (1 T

dx

T+yYl+|r+z
=ty tlot e >5F1<|h|>.
1+ |z —y|+ |z — 2|

Noting that lim ;o F1(|h|) = 0, we conclude the proof. O
Lemma 8.59. Let h € R™ with |h| > 0. For all x € (3Q1 U3Q2)¢, there holds

0(Q;)?

2
(8.60) IT(b1,0,,b2.0.) @) S Fu(1) T 11b5.0,1120 5
’x — CQ; ’n+2

j=1
whenever £(Q1) < 2|h| and £(Q2) < 2|h|, and
b2

2
(8.61) (70T = T)(b1,qr: b2.@2) (@) S (8D T 1850, | "
- Tr — CQj

+3’
whenever £(Q1) > 2|h| or £(Q2) > 2|h|.

Proof. Let £(Q1) < 2|h| and £(Q2) < 2|h|. By symmetry, we may assume that £(Q1) < £(Q2).
Let x € (3Q1 U3Q2)%, y € Q1, and z € Q2. Then it is easy to see that
[z —y[ > 6Q1) 2 2[y —cqu|  and |z — 2| > £(Q2) > 2|z — cq.|,

which implies |z — y| ~ |z — cg,| and |z — 2| =~ |z — ¢g,|. By the cancellation of by g,, the
Holder condition of K, and Lemma 2.30 part (ii),

’ (bl Q17b2 Qz ’dw = ‘/] x , Y, 2 K(x’CQ17Z))b17Q1(y)b2,Q2(Z) dy dz
0(Q1) 5F(:U y,2)
b dyd
//Rzn ]a;—y\Jr\x ‘)271—1—6‘ 1,01 (V)[[b2.0, (2)| dy dz

[
2

Q)

< Fa(jhl) Hubmjuu‘x e
.

Jj=1
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where

Fla,y) = Ay - cor ) Falle — y] + o — z|>F3<1 n

Tty +|r+=z
2%yl +| '|)<F1<|h|>.

1+ jz—yl+|z—=2
This gives (8.60).
To show (8.61), note that for all z € (3Q1 U3Q2)¢, y € @1, and z € @2,
max{[z —y|, [z — z[} = max{£(Q1), {(Q2)} = 2|hl,
|z —y| >~ |z —cq,|, and |z —z|~|z—cq,l|

This, along with the Holder condition of K and Lemma 2.30 part (ii), implies
[(Th T = T)(b1,Qy b2,Q,) (@)]

//R2 (K(x + h,y,2) — K(z,y, z))bl,Ql (y)b2.g,(2) dy dz

A°F (2, y, 2)
//R2n |x—y|+|:n |)2n+5’le1( Y)llb2,q, (2)| dy d=

[h|2

< RO T Itsoy I et
CQj

j=1 |z —
where
Tty +|r+=z
e e
L+ [z —y|+ |z — 2|

The proof is complete. O

F(e.9,2) = FL(h)Fa(|z — o] + |z — =) F (1 T

9. L*® x L°*° — CMO COMPACTNESS

In this section we aim to show (a) = (e)’ and (e¢) = (c)’ in Theorem 1.1.

9.1. L*° x L*° — CMO compactness implies weighted LP!' x P2 — [P compactness.

Proposition 9.1. Let 0 < A < 1/2. Let T be a bilinear operator associated with a standard
bilinear Calderon—Zygmund kernel. Then the following are equivalent:

(i) T is bounded from L>®(R™) x L>*(R"™) to BMO(R").

(ii) T is bounded from L (w(®) x L>(ws®) to BMOx(w®) for all (w1, w2) € A(ss o0y, where
w = wiwy.

(iii) T is bounded from LP*(R™) x LP2(R™) to LP(R™) for all (or for some) p1,p2 € (1,00],

1_ 1, 1
wherep—p1+p2>0.

(iv) T is bounded from LP*(wh') x LP2(wh?) to LP(wP) for all (or for some) p1,p2 € (1, ]

and for all (wy,wy) € A(py ps), where % = p% + piz >0 and w = wiws.

Proof. We follow the scheme (i) = (iii) = (iv) = (iii) = (ii) = (i). Both (iv) = (iii)

and (ii) = (i) are trivial. Thus, it suffices to prove (i) = (iii), (iii) = (iv), and (iii) = (ii).
First, let us demonstrate (iii) = (iv). Assume (iii) holds. By [36, Proposition 7.4.7], (iii)

holds for all p1,ps € (1,00), which along with [63, Corollary 3.9] gives that (iv) holds for all

p1,p2 € (1,00). The latter and Theorem 2.25 imply (iv) holds for all exponents pi,ps € (1, o<].
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Next, we show (i) = (iii). Assume (i) holds. Let f» be an arbitrary function in L*°(R™).
Define a linear operator

1)@ =T 20 = [ | [ Kpaneds] nw i
= /Rn Kp(z,y) fi(y) dy

Then it is not hard to verify that Ky, is a standard Calderén-Zygmund kernel with a constant
1K1, [lczs) satisfying

(9.2) 1K1 llczey S 1K ezl fallnee-
By definition,
(9.3) T, (f1)llBMO = | T(f1, f2)llBMO S [ f2llzee || f1ll L,

which says that T, is bounded from L*°(R") to BMO(R"). In view of (9.2) and (9.3), a careful
examination of the proof of [56, p. 50] gives

(9-4) ITr, (fOlli < (1K g ez + 1 Tpllze—mmo) 11l S 12l ool fill e

Then by the interpolation theorem [56, p. 43] (see also [36, Theorem 3.4.7] for the precise
bound), the estimates (9.3) and (9.4) imply

(9.5) IT(fr )l = 1T (f)llere S WAl folle, 1 <r <oo,

where the implicit constant is independent of f; and fo. Similarly, given f; € L>°(R"), defining
Ty, (f2)(@) == T(f1, f2)(x) for € R", we deduce

(9.6) ITCfrs f)llre = 1 Tp (F2)llzre S [ fillzeellfollr, 1 <72 <oo.
In view of Theorem 7.22; interpolating between (9.5) and (9.6) yields
1T f)llze S fallze ]l f2llzee
for all 1—1) =14 p% with 1 < p, p1,p2 < oo. This along with [38, Theorem 3] implies (iii) holds.

P
Finally, to justify (iii) = (ii), in view of Theorem 2.26, it suffices to prove

(9.7) MF(T(f1, fo)) (x) S M(f1, fo)(x), = €R™

Assume (iii) holds. Let 2 € R"™ and @ be a cube containing x. Let fiwi, faws € L*(R™). For
each ¢ = 1,2, write fZO = filsg and [ = fil(3g)c. Denote

Ba = T(f7, £5°)(cq) + T(f7°, f3)(cq) + T(fi°, 5°)(cq)-
Using the fact 0 < A < 1/2 and Kolmogorov’s inequality (4.11), we have

08 &= (f T2 = ol ) SIQIIT( ) = Bl s )gil%
where i
= QT D3 v
%y = QT 1)~ T 59 o
Gy = QTR 1) ~ TR, o)l
(

g4 = |Q|_2||T ffoyfé)o) - (fl 7f2 )(CQ)HL%,OO(Q)

Q)
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By Proposition 8.1 and the assumption (iii), 7" is bounded from L!(R") x L*(R") to L%’OO(R"),
which yields
2

(9.9) % S QI AN 151 S T fihse < M(f1, fo)(@).

=1

To estimate ¥;, i = 2, 3,4, note that

(9.10) QIZIS, s lel” Hfllzree g < ][If |d£<sup|f( ),

L?OO

and for any £ € Q,
. dyd
(911) 9= [ s K602~ Kl AW (o) dy =

0(Q 8
~ //Rzn\ 32 (1€ — ] _|_(|5)_ 2|2t |f1()l]f2(2)] dy dz
S M(f1, f2) ().
Hence, invoking (9.10) and (9.11), we conclude

(9.12) 9 <sup¥(§) S M(f1, f2)(@), i=2,3,4
e
Consequently, (9.7) follows from (9.8), (9.9), and (9.12). O

We are ready to prove (¢) = (c)’ in Theorem 1.1. Assume that
(9.13) T is compact from L*°(R"™) x L*°(R") to CMO(R").
Then T is bounded from L*°(R"™) x L>®(R") to BMO(R"), which along with Proposition 9.1
implies
(9.14) T is bounded from L% (v]") x L%(vd*) to LI(v?)

for all g1, g2 € (1,00] and for all (vi,v2) € Ay, q,), Where % = q% + q% > 0 and v = vyvy. Thus,

we apply Theorem 1.14, (9.13), and (9.14) to conclude that

(9.15) T is compact from LP'(w') x LP?(wh?) to LP(wP)
for all p1,pa € (1,00] and for all (w1, w2) € A, p,), Where % = p% + piz > 0 and w = wiws.
This corresponds to (c)’. O

9.2. Hypotheses (H1)—(H3) imply weighted L>* x L*° — CMO compactness. Next, let
us verify (a) = (e)’ in Theorem 1.1. Let 0 < A < 1/2 and (w1, w2) € Ao o0y Set w = wiws.
It suffices to show

lim  sup [Py (T(f1, f2)) | BMOs (woe) = 0,
N=00 | fra || oo <1
I fawz|lLeo <1

which is equivalent to that given € > 0, there exists Ny = Ny(¢) > 1 such that

(9.16) ME(PR(T(fr, f2))) (@)w(z) S el fron || fowsllroe, e @ € R,

It was shown in [55, p. 792] that every cube @ is contained in a shifted dyadic cube Q, € Z,
with £(Qq) < 6¢(Q) for some a € A := {0,1/3}", where

Do = {275([0, )" + m+ (-=1)Fa) : k € Z,m € Z"}.
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Thus, in (9.16), Mf can be restricted to the family of cubes Q € |J,cp Za-

Let fiwi, fowe € L*(R™). For each cube @ € (J,cp Za, there exists a subset Eg C 3Q
such that [Eg| = 0, w(x) < esssupggw, and M(f1, fo)(z)w(z) < [M(f1, f2)w| e~ for all
z € 3Q \ Eq. Denote E :=J,cn Ugeg, Eq- Then |E| =0.

Fix r € R" \ E. Let Q € J,cp Za be an arbitrary cube containing . By the choice of E,
there holds

(9.17) w(z) < essggupw and  M(f1, fo)(x)w(z) < [|IM(f1, fo)w| pee.

For each i = 1,2, write f) = fil3g and f* = = filzg)- Denote
Bq = T(f1s 5°)(cQ) + T(fi% f2)(cq) + T(fi, f5°)(cq)-

Then
5 4
(9.18) ][|PN fl,f2>><s>—5Q|Adg) <3 )
=1
where

f PET(L, 159))(6) —T(f?,fsoch)\ds) ,

>

o)

<7[!PN fl,f2>><s>rkd§>%,

o .
wo)(f,

PET(, FO)E) — T, £9) (o)) d&) ,

>|=

Hi(x) = w(fﬂ)(élPﬁ(T(ffo,fé’o))(S) —T(ff°,f§°)(CQ)ld£>

By Lemma 2.24, we see that wl_l, w2_1 € Ay. This, together with (2.21), yields

1
(9.19) <][ w; " dm) "< ][ w; ' dr, for some r; € (1,00), i=1,2.
Q Q

Let ¢ > 0 and % = % + % Since we have shown (a) = (b) = (c¢) in Theorem 1.1, the
hypotheses (H1)-(H3) imply that 7" is compact from L™ (R"™) x L™(R") to L"(R"™). By the
latter and Theorem 1.6, there exists Ng = Ny(¢) > 1 so that

(9.20) |PYT |l xrrasrr < e, forall N > Np.

Hence, in light of the fact 0 < A < 1/2 < r and Jensen’s inequality, the estimates (9.17), (9.19),
and (9.20) imply that for all N > N,

(9.21) A (z) < w(@)| QTP (T, N er < ew(@)| Q™2 o | 2]l 12
2 1 2 1

gy |Tigy T " < 0 7 oo T "

5sw<x>iﬂl<7§Qmwzr w ) ) (I (ﬁ@wz )

2
< e(essgupw H Il fiw; || Loo <][ wi_1> < e (w1, w2)] A o0 H || fiwi|| Lo
3Q

i=1 =1
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To bound J4(z), i = 2,3,4, let a = (a1, 2) € {(0,00), (00, 0), (oo,oo)}. We claim that for all
€,
(9.22) AG(E) == PR (T(F1, f52)(€) — Pa (T, £52)) (@)
S FEn(@M (f1,f2)($)a

and
(9.23) Jim Fy(Q) = lim_ > F(I) =0,
I¢D(N)
IcQ
where

F(I):= F(UD)FD) > 27 "FRd(2 ).
k>£(Q)/4(I)

(9.22), (9.23), and Theorem 2.26 that

Then it follows from (9.17),
Hi(x) < w(x )Sgpggge%”ﬁ(&) S En(@)IM(fr, f2)wl| Lo

(9.24)

S ellfiwillzee || fawa e, i =2,3,4,
whenever N > Ny large enough. Hence, (9.16) is a consequence of (9.18), (9.21), and (9.24).
Next, we turn to the proof of (9.22). Given £ € @, we have
(9.25) ASE) < D NI, £52), ha)llhr(€) = hilcq)|-
I¢D(N)

IFINQ = 0, then hi(§) = hi(cg) = 0. If Q C I, then hi(§) = hi(cg) = (hr)g. Thus, it
suffices to treat the case I C Q. Besides, |hi(§) — hr(cq)| # 0 implies € € I or ¢g € I. Such
dyadic cubes I can be parametrized by I = Q; € D with Q; C Q and £(Q;) = 2774(Q), j > 0.

Fix a such dyadic cube I = @Q);. Let £ € I and denote

Rii(€) = {(y,2) € B : 280(Q) < € —y| + 1€ — 2| < 2"710(Q)}.
Then for all and y € Ry(£),

1+ E+yl+lE+z o 4¢| . 4d(2F 1)
L=yl +[E—2] = 1+ =yl 4+ |62 = 1+ 2kHH1(T)
d(2k+9 1,1
( ) = rd(2%91,1)

= max{2k+i¢(1),1}
and hence,
F(€:2) = Fille — D Fallg — ol + e — DBy (1+

< Fy (D) Fo(U(1) B (rd (2" 1,T)).
This, along with the cancellation of h; and the Holder condition of K, implies
(9.26) (T £52), ha)l

1€ +yl+1€ + 2| >
L+ —y[+ 16— 2]

v, 2) — K(ery, 2) /& () ;‘2<z>h1<x>dydzds1
R21\(3Q)2

-1 P&y 2)
st Z///R e I\ d d

k>0
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1 27 R By (rd( 2k+ﬂf I))
SUEREDRAN Y 05 Hf

S ER (D) Fy(e(1)) Y 27k +) 5F3(Td(2k+”7]1))/\4(f1,fz)(iv)-
k>0
Then we deduce (9.22) from (9.25) and (9.26).
Finally, let us prove (9.23). Observe that

(9.27) Z F(I) S Z Z 2R (27N) 22_j6F1(2_N) S FAER™Y),
cQ 520 k>j 520
(I)<2—N
and
(9.28) Yo FM LY D 2 PREN) Y 27 RN S RETY).
1CQ j>0 k>j 7>0
£(1)>2N

If 2=V < ¢(I) < 2V and rd(1,2VI) > N, then for any N > 9 and k < ky := [logy(NZ — 1)],
d(2F1,1) > d(1,2VT) + 2V —1/2) — 280(1) /2 > N - 2N — 9+ N,

which gives

d(2*1,1) N-2N _oktN 1
d(2*r, 1) = i =27 kN—-1>N
WD = R T = o S
and
1
(9.29) > DD DD IEDID IR L
ICQ 0<j<]€N]<k<kN 0<]<kN k>kN ]>kN k>]
2-N<p(n)<2N
rd(1,2MNT)>N
SSRHRALUDEID VD IEEED DD Do
j>0 k>3 0<j<kn k>kn I>kn k>j
< Fg(N%) k- 27N L 07RNO 0 as N — 0.
Accordingly, (9.23) follows from (9.27)—(9.29). O

10. APPLICATIONS

This section is devoted to presenting some examples of bilinear operators, which satisfy the
hypotheses (H1), (H2), and (H3). Thus, by Theorem 1.1, they are compact from LP'(wy) X
LP2(wy) to LP(w) for all exponents % = o+ - with 1 < p1,ps < oo, and for all weights

pz
(w1, w2) € Ay py)-

10.1. Bilinear continuous paraproducts. Let us prove Theorem 1.15. Recall that b €
CMO(R™). By [40, Lemma 5.1], we see that

(10.1) 7, is a bilinear Calderén—Zygmund operator
satisfying
m(1,1) =b and w(1,1) = 7%(1,1) =0,
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which yields (H3). Additionally, it was shown in [3, Proposition 3.1] that

(10.2) 7 is compact from LP*(R™) x LP?(R") to LP(R"™)
for all % = p% + p% with p1,p2 € (1,00). Then (H1) and (H2) follow from Theorems 1.10 and
1.11, (10.1), and (10.2). O

10.2. Bilinear dyadic paraproducts. In [72, Chapter 3], Meyer constructed the smooth
1-dimensional wavelets with compact support. Let 1% := ¢ be the father wavelet, and 9! := 1)
be the mother wavelet. Then the n-dimensional wavelet is given by ¢"(z) := [[;-, ¥ (x;),
where n € {0,1}" \ {0}.
Definition 10.3. We say that {¢] : I € D,n € {0,1}" \ {0}} is a system of wavelets if
YP(x) i= 27k 2y (2k 3 — 1), where ¥ is an n-dimensional wavelet and I = 27%([0,1)" +1), and
this collection has the following fundamental properties of a wavelet basis:
(1) Tt is an orthonormal basis of L2(R");
(2) Localization: supp(¢}) C I;
(3) Regularity: |0°%]| < €(I)~1%1=7/2 for any multi-index |a| < Np;
(4) Cancellation: [p, ¢} (x)dx = 0 for any multi-index |a| < Nj.
Since the different 7’s play a minor role, 1] will be often abbreviated as ;.
Next, we would like to show Theorem 1.16. By symmetry, it suffices to consider II,. By
definition, it is easy to see that
,(1,1) =b and IIY(1,1) =1%(1,1) =0,
which verifies (H3). Similarly to (2.15), we define
Pnfi= Y (fvn)yr and  PRf:=f—Pnf,
IeD(N)
Moreover, by Theorem 1.11, the fact P]%,Hb = 1Ip Lbs and Theorem 5.24 applied to b = {b; =
(b,%r)}1eD, We obtain that for all cube I,

(10.4) [(p(17,17),17)| S [IPNIsll 4w pamze + IMpllpaxpas 2 (1 N)] |

< [IPxbllsmo + [IblleMo F (1 N)] |11,
where the implicit constant are independent of I and N. The condition b € CMO(R"™) gives
(10.5) [Pxbllsymo = 0.

i,
Thus, (10.4) and (10.5) imply that II, satisfies the weak compactness property. This shows
(H2).

It remains to justify (H1), i.e., IT, has a compact Calderén—Zygmund kernel:

1;
K(z,y1,y2) = > _(b,n)¢1(2)or(y1)dr(y2), where ¢r := ik
1eD
Let Iy be the smallest dyadic cube in D containing z,y1,y2. Note that for all z,yq,y2 € R™
with |z — y1| + | — yo| > 0,

_1 - _ -
K (e yny)l S Y Ibllesol[ 172l 1172 S Hol 72 S (o =yl + |z — 2)) 7",
I€D:ICI
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which yields
(10.6) lim K(x,y1,y2) = 0.

|z —y1|+|x—y2|—00

Since we will no longer need the vanishing property of ¢;(z), by symmetry, (10.5)—(10.6), and
Lemma 6.1, it suffices to prove that in either case of the following:

(i) max{lz -yl |z —yal} <27V,
(i)  max{|z -y, |z —yol} > 27,
(iif)  max{|z + y1|, |z +yo|} > N2NT2,
we have
|z — 2|
(lz = 1| + [ — ya| )21’

(10.7) 15 (272 bllsyo + [PAlBvo)
whenever |z — 2'| < 1 max{|z — y1|, |z — y2|}, where

(10.8) H = K(z,y1,02) — K (2 yn,y2) = > (b,r) [r(x) — i (a”)] 1 (y1)br (v2)-

1€D

If the inner part in (10.8) is non-zero, then y;,y2 € I and either x € I or 2’ € I. Keeping
Iy C I in mind, we rewrite

(10.9) ( o+ > > (b, hr) [$r(x) — (")) br(y1) b1 (y2) =2 4 + Ho.
IeED(N) I¢D(N)
Let us first deal with J%. Observe that

(10.10) Ao = (P, [er(@) =i (@) ér(yn)or (go)hr ) =: (Pib, ®),
IeD
and
500(:) = (X |[uale) = e ormn)on(u 22 )
IeD
< SRRy () = ha(2)|6r(y1)ér (y2) L1 (2).
IeD
Then,
(10.11) Ispeln< Y dEool o oo @ — o

IeDIoCI ( 12t ™ U(Io)> ™ (o — ya| + [z — yo|)?

Combining (10.10) with (10.11), we obtain

[Pablimso iz — '
(= il + [z — 2T

(10.12) || S [IPabllByollSp®ll S

To proceed, we claim that
(10.13) H = Js, in both cases (ii) and (iii).

Indeed, let I € D be in the sum so that the inner part in (10.8) is non-zero. In case (ii),
(1) > £(Iy) > max{|z — y1|, |z — y2|} > 2V, and hence, I ¢ D(N). If £(I) > 2V then
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I ¢ D(N). If I belongs to the case (iii) with £(1) < 2V, then writing z; := (2 + y;), we have
x; € I C I and |x; —cf| < 4(I)/2 <2N~1 i =1,2. Hence,
rd(Z,2M1) = 27V d(1,2MT) > 27V ¢

> 27" max{lzi| — o — e} > 27 (max|a;] — 2771

=27V (max{|z + y1|, |z +yo|} —2V) > 27N L (V2N 2 2Ny S N,
which shows I ¢ D(N). Thus, (10.13) holds.

Let us turn to the estimate for 7 in case (i). We rewrite

(10.14) cm:<a§jcwm—muwm@wmmm>:@ﬂ»
IeD(N)
Set ko := max{0, —N —log, £(I)}. As done for ®, we have
|z — a| |z — a|
IED(N):IoCI E>ko

Then (10.14) and (10.15) imply
2—2kn

41| S bllsmollSp¥ || < [bllsmolz — | Z (T \2nFl"
i ()

To analyze the last term, we treat two cases as follows. If max{|z — y1|, |z — yo|} < 27N(Ip),
then

e=a| _ 27"V [blpole — o’

(Zo)* 1 = (Jo = ya| + |v — ya )2t

where the implicit constants are independent of N. If max{|z —y1], |z —y2|} > 27V ¢(Ip), then

(10.16) 1] S lIbllsyo

((Io) < 2V max{|z —y1|, |z —yo|} <27 and ko> —N —log, ((Iy) > N,
which in turn leads to

2—2kn < 2_2nNHbHBMO‘x . x/‘
Io)> 0™ (o — ] + @ — ya)2 1

(10.17) l#1] < bllsmolz — 2| Z 7
k>N

Consequently, (10.7) follows from (10.9), (10.12), (10.13), (10.16), and (10.17). O

10.3. Bilinear pseudo-differential operators. For any o € ;”6, we define the seminorm

Pm»Pv‘S(U) = su |8§agaga(x’§’n)‘
B T e (L+ €] + |n])m+olal=p(B+1D

for all multi-indices «, S and 7.

Combining [5, Theorem 2.1] with [38, Corollary 1], one has that for any o € S, with
6 € [0,1),

(10.18) T, is a bilinear Calderén-Zygmund operator.
In what follows, let K, denote the kernel of Tj.
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Proof of Theorem 1.17. Note that IC(l)ﬁ C 81076. It follows from (10.18) that
(10.19) T, is a bilinear Calderén—Zygmund operator.
Considering Theorems 1.10, 1.11, and 1.12, we are reduced to proving that
(10.20) T, is compact from L*(R™) x L*(R") to L*(R"™), k=1,2.

Our proof is a bilinear extension of the proof of [19, Theorem 3.2], which itself builds on the
idea in [26, Theorem E].

Let ¢ be a smooth cut-off function such that 1p 1) <1 < 1p( ). For each j € N, let
(10.21) 65(w, &) = V3 (@)5(€)w (n) == Y2 2)p(2 (2 ).

Then we see that

10.22 oi:=0¢; €8s uniformly in j € N,
j j L6

which along with (10.18) gives

10.23 T,. is a bilinear Calderén—Zygmund operator.

J

By Lemma 4.39, to obtain (10.20), it suffices to show

(10.24) }ggo 1T, - TC’HL4><L4—>L2 =0
and

(10.25) T, is compact from LYR"™) x LY(R™) to L*(R"™), VjeN.

Let us bound ||Ty; — To|lpaxp4— 2. By Lemma 10.44,
0,1,0
(10.26) 1Ko, — Kollcze) = 1Ko —olloze) S Z P, goloj — o),
lal,|B]<2No

where Ny > 2n. From [5, Theorem 2.1] and its proof, it follows that both symbols of 7! and
T2 belong to 81075 and

0,1,
‘(Uj - U)(%gﬂl)‘ 5 PO 0,0 (Uj - U)?

)

10.2 * * 0,1,6
(10.27) (@ — oM@l s Y. P (o - o),
lal,| B,y <2N1

where N1 > n/2 sufficiently large. Pick N := max{Np, N1}. Then together with (10.26) and
(10.27), [38, Corollary 1] implies
0,1,8
(10.28) |To; = Tollpaxpinre S Y. Poghloj—o).
el Bl,1v[<2N

Thus, (10.24) is a consequence of (10.28) and Lemma 10.43.
It remains to demonstrate (10.25). By (10.23) and [38, Theorem 3|, we have

(1029) sup HTO'j(flan)HLZ 5 1.
lfillpa<1
Il f2ll <1

Note that suppo; C {(z,&,n) € R3™ : |z < 27F1 €] < 27+ |p| < 2771} Then,
Ky (z,y,2) =0 and Ty, (f1, f2)(x) =0, forall |z] > AR

J

2
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which yields
(10.30) lim  sup |75, (f1, f2)1B(0,4)

A=00 |14 <1
Il f2llLa<1

LQZO.

We are going to show

(10.31) lim  sup ||7Ty, (f1. f2) — To, (f1. f2)|| 2 = O.
hl=00 | 1] pa<1
I f2ll pa<1

Once this is established, (10.25) follows from Theorem 1.3 and (10.29)—(10.31).
The kernel of T, is given by

(10.32) Koy (w,y,2) = // aj(x,§,n)e2”i[(x_y)'f+(x_z)'mdf dn.
2n
Fix an even number N > n. By definition, we see that o; € Sy, gN and

dg dn
10.33 Ky |l + K, |l + K ax,. oog// <1
( ) || ]HL || AéVO'JHL || A7]]VUJ||L R2n (1 + |£| + |,’7|)2N

Using integration by parts and the fact that e = (—1)k]a:\_2kA'§ei5“ for all k € N and = # 0,
we deduce

(10.34) KAéVoj (x,y,2) = // Aévaj(x, &, n)e2”if'(x_y)e27ri"'(x_z) d¢ dn
RZTL

— //R2n Aév (627ri5'(:ﬂ—y))eQﬂi??'(:E—z)O_j($767,’7) dg d?’]

= (27("% - y’)2NKUj (.Z',y,Z).

Similarly,

(10.35) Kano, (x,y,2) = 27|z — z|)2NKUj (z,y,2).

Thus, it follows from (10.34) and (10.35) that

Koy (7, y,2) + KAé\’oj (2,y,2) + Kang, (7,9, 2)
1+ 2rlz —y|)2N + 27|z — 2])2N ’

which along with (10.33) implies that for any h € R",

(10.36) Koy(v,y,2) =

4
(10.37) Koy (@ — Dy, 2) = Koy (2,9, 2)] S D Ki(w,y,2),
=1
where
K!(z,y,2):= !
N2 T T e — h— g2 + 27|z — h— 2])2V
1

9

1+ 2rla —y)2N + 2n|z — 2[)2N
|Ko;(z — Dy, 2) — Ko (2,9, 2)|
L+ @2rlz — y[)2N + 27|z — 2|)2V
[Kayo; (= hy,2) = Kang, (2,9, 2)]
L+ 27|z — y)2N + 27|z — 2[)2V

2 —
K] (‘Ta Y, Z) T

3 P
Kj ($7 Y, Z) T
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’KA%Vcrj (x - h,y,Z) - KAfl\’crj (‘Taya Z)’

K4 =
i(#:9:2) 1+ 27|z — y])2N + 27|z — 2])2N
Denote
(10.3) Gi@) = [ Kilwa AWl f@)l drds i =1.23.4
Note that
2N-1 IN-1
I4+|z—h—y|l+]z—h—2z2|)"
h =:|h K
1171/, ||Z 1+ |z —y|+|z— |)2Nk1 ||Z w(2,:2
o k/2
If we set ¢p(z) := (1(+1|Z‘|)(2+*1)/2’ then
0= [[ | Khon 2wl o)l dydz < b illa) b < 2l (0),
and hence,
(10.39) IGjlle S |h|Slllgp G s> < |h|81]1€p ok * [ filllzallow * [ f2lll La

< [l ol all 2l s Sup klZe < IRl folll o

Moreover, to control G?, we use (10.32) and the mean value theorem to arrive at

’KU —h Y, 2 ) - Kaj (‘Tayaz)’
// (@ — h, &) — 0w, €, )| dE dn + // o, & m) [ 6 — 1] dg dn
R2n

st [, 19eosta+ onenlagan+ il [ oo gl +nldgan

o (§)25(n) €|+ |n|
S b d¢ dn + |h de dn < |h).,
o e e e+ ] e e e S

which gives

(10.40 G sl [ RO iy s < M. ) o)

and

(10.41) 1G22 < BIIM(fr, f2)llze S IRFL el folll e
The same argument holds for Gg? and G?:

(10.42) G2 S IRl Allzsll folllps, i =3,4.

Therefore, (10.37)—(10.42) lead to

4
17 To; (frs fo) = Toy (Frs f) e S D GG N2 S 1Rl 1 folll s

i=1
which yields (10.31). O

Lemma 10.43. Let 0 < p < 1,0< 6 <1, andm € R. Let o € ICZ:’(S and define o; as in
(10.22). Then for all multi-indices o, 3, and =,

Jlggo Prrfﬁpv&(a —0j) =0.
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Proof. Fix multi-indices «a, £, and ~. By Leibniz’s rule, we have

020 (0 — )@, Eml S Y Sauaa

aptoar=o
Bo+B1=p4
Yoty1=v
= > 102000 oro (e & ml|oy og o7 (1 - 65)(w, &)
aptal=«
Bo+p1=p
Yo+y1=7

If |y | = |B1] = |71] = 0, then by definition and the fact that supp(1—¢;) C {|z|+|&|+|n| > 27},

Salﬂlﬁl S Ca,gﬁ(l‘,g,n)(l + |£| + |’I’]|)m+5|a‘_p(‘ﬁ|+h‘)1{\w\+|§|+‘77|22j}'

ao,B0,70
If |a1| # 0 and |B1]| = |y| = 0, then
091 (1 = ¢) (@, & m)| < 105 ;@) 195 ()18 ()] S 2771 L 9 < gy <2y,
which yields

gonfim < Coopn(, &m)(1 + €] + ’n‘)m+5|a0|_p(|m+|7|)1{2jg|m|g2j+1}

ao,B0,70 ~
< Cog,py(@, & m)(L+ [€] + [p)mHolel=eUBHIDT e s
If |81] # 0 or |y1| # 0, then we may assume that || # 0 and

0219197 (1 — &) (w, &, m)|
<[00 ()10 ()07 b5 ()| S 279 UeaFIBIFMDL o) ) oy Ty <00y
SO+ 1€+ ’77‘)_“51|+m‘)1{\5\22j} <A+ €+ ’U‘)_p(ml|+m‘)1{\x\+|§|+\n|22j}7
provided that 2/ < |¢| <1+ €]+ |n| < 1427+ 4 2/F1 = 5.2/, This in turn implies
gonbim < o oo (T, &) (1 + €] + w)mw\aol—p(lﬁolﬂw\)

ap,Boy0 ~ T
x (1+ €] + |n|)—p(|51|+\71\)1{‘x‘+|§|+m|22j}
) —
< Cag oo (@, &m) (1 + €] + ) ™ HI=PUIFID L ey sy

Since the fact o € K75 gives limy, 4|41y w00 Coar g,y (2, € m) = 0 for all multi-indices o, A

and v/, we utilize the preceding estimates to conclude that lim;_, bepjf(a —0j)=0. O

Lemma 10.44. Let 0 < p<1,0<d <1, meR, and N € N satisfying 2Np > 2n+m > 1.
Let o € S;)’f(; and K, be the kernel of T,. Then for all multi-indices a, 8 and -,

a'<a Pg}:gpfo(a)
58 5y < 8’| <2No
1070y 02 Ko (2,9, 2)| S (J& — y| + |& — 2|)2n+m+2NA=p)+lal+Bl+1’

whenever © # y or x # z, where Ny is an integer such that No > (n + |m| + N)/p.

Proof. Let v and o; be defined in (10.21) and (10.22), respectively. Let K, be the kernel of
T,;. Since o; converges pointwise to o, it follows that K, converges to K, in the sense of
distributions. Hence, it is enough to show the same bound holds for K, uniformly in j € N.
By definition and Leibniz’s rule, there holds

1092072072 04(, &, 1))
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< > 92 0 07 o, €105 ()08 (€)]070 v ()]
aptar=az

Bo+B1=P2
Yo+y1="72

) ’ 775 6 - - -
< D CHBPIS (@)1 + ]+ Iyl =elab D=l
aptap=az

Bo+B1=P2
Yo+y1="72

where the constant C*71 ig independent of j and we have used that for Sy # 0 (or v9 # 0),

az,B2,72
025 (€0 s ()] S 279 or 2791) < (1 4 ] + )0l

provided the construction of ;. Hence,

M, 0,0 . m,p,8
(10’45) Sulg Paz,ﬁz,’yz (UJ) S Z POC17517’Y1 (U)’
7€ aj<az
B1<B2
Y1 <72

Additionally, observe that

(1046) a‘;ayﬁa;/Kaj (wjy7 Z) = //2 e27ri§'(m—y)e27ri77'(m—z)5j(x7677]) d¢ dn,
R n
where
Gi(x,&m) = Y Coe et Pyestr gt gy (. €, m),
altaztaz=«a
with
+|od]+|8]+]v], 0,0 ,0,0
(10‘47) P;’?’ﬁ‘,‘il, 1Bl+[7],p (£a2+ﬁ nas—i—’Y afmll oj (l‘, g’ 77)) S Z Porzri—ia’,ﬁ”,y”(o-j)’
B’<p’
,Y//S,Y/

where the implicit constant is independent of j. By (10.45)—(10.47), it suffices to show

9 75
Y 1pr1<amvy Pogro (05)
(I — y| + |z — z|)2n+rm+2N(1=p)’

(10.48) | Ko, (2,9, 2)] S uniformly in j € N,

whenever x # y or x # z.

We may assume that |x — y| > |z — z|. Thus, |x —y| ~ |z — y| + | — z|. Consider first the
case |v —y| > 1. Let A¢ denote the Laplace operator in the variable {. Using the fact that
et = (—1)k\x]_2kAl§ei§'m for all £ € N and = # 0, we obtain

— 1 No ( 27i-(z—y)\ ,2min-(x—z)
Ko, (%,y,2)] = W //Rzn Ag (e Je oj(@,&,m)d dn

1 2mi&-(x— 2min-(r—=z N,
27|z — y[)2No //Re Elemezmint ’Ag%j(w,&,n)dsdn'

1 5 dg dn
<L % B (a»)//
r—yPNe L D080 (LI Tl 2o

< 1 Z Pm’p’(g(o")(/‘ dé’ >2
= e — g 000 N Jen (14 [g)Nor—%

|B|=2No

1 m,p,8
5 ’x _ y‘2n+m+2N(1—p) Z PO,ﬁ,O (Uj)7
|8]1=2No
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where we have used that 2Ngp — m > 2n and 2Ny > 2n 4+ m + 2N (1 — p).

It remains to deal with the case 0 < r := |z — y| < 1. Letting u := ﬁ and 1 =1 — 1), we
rewrite

Ko, (2,y,2) = T_2n// 2 2mr I @) g (3 e, ) dE dn
R2n
_ .—2n 2mig-u  2mir~in-(z— Z) dé d
, //R e 5@, T (&) (n) dé diy
4 //R% p2miu 2mir ™ - (z—2) oj(z,r e, r )¢(§)1/1(77) d¢ dn

+ po2n /] e27ri£-ue2m'r n-(x— z) ( 1& )w(n) d¢ dn
R2n
= K;J (‘T7y72) + ng (m,y,Z) + ng(x7y7z)'

The condition m + 2n — 1 > 0 implies
KL (e,y.2)| < 2 B o / / (L ]+ nl)™ e d
lg|<2 J <2
~ Py’ aj)/r/r(1+s+t)’”s"—1t"—1dsdt
o Jo

2 2
<P’ aj)/r /T(1+s+t)m+2"_2dsdt
0 0
< R )

To proceed, note that for any |£| > 1 or |n| > 1,

02 (o r ™6™ ) | < B (o) 17 L o el
e B (o) 7 A0 Jg] 4y,

767

provided that 1+ [¢|+[n| > r+[¢[+ |n| > (1 +[¢] + |n])/2. Note also that supp ¢ C {|¢] > 11,

and for any |B] > 0, 8?¢(£) # 0 implies 1 < || < 2. Thus, we use integration by parts to
arrive at

|K§j (l‘,y, 271- o - AN 2m§u e2mir™ n-(z— z) ( 57 )¢(f)¢(n) de dn
[ A et o) v de dy
/ﬁvl} A (o= )| (n)| dé dn
{inl<2}

”_%/ﬁkm} S 1N (o e ) |08l n)] dE dy

{inl<2}” 0<||<2N
S By ronmm GNERR A
NIB\<2N fods /A'f'”} @+l + P @y Tee=m
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m,p,0 —2n—m—2N 1—-
Z P 757 ( p)’
|5\§2N

where we used that for any |5] < 2N,

18l ¢ d
/ T S/ s 51
e=1y L+ [+ Inl) P {lg1=1y €277
Similarly,

K3 (2,y,2)| <r 72" //R% |AY (o (z, v 2,77 1) [[d(n)| dé dn

). 6 p—2n—m—2N(1-p)
< rP™ , dé d
SO )//R (1] + 2o

|8|=2N

Z Pmﬁp’ . —2n—m—2N(1—p)7
|5\ 2N

provided 2Np — m > 2n. Thus, we conclude (10.48) from these estimates above. 0

10.4. Bilinear commutators. Let us present the proof of Theorem 1.18. We will apply the
strategy in the proof of Theorem 1.17. It was proved in [6, Theorem 1] that for any o € 811,0
and Lipschitz function b with Vb € L*°(R"),

(10.49) [b, T, i is a bilinear Calderén—Zygmund operator, k& =1,2.

By the fact that ICiO - 81170 and (10.49), we see that

(10.50) [b, Ty |k is a bilinear Calder6n—Zygmund operator, &k =1,2.

In view of Theorems 1.10, 1.11, and 1.12, it suffices to prove

(10.51) b, T)y]; is compact from L*(R™) x LY(R") to L*(R"), k=1,2.
For each j € N, let ¢; be defined in (10.21). Then it is not hard to check that

oj=0¢; € 81170 uniformly in j € N,
which together with (10.49) gives

(10.52) b, T, ]k is a bilinear Calderén-Zygmund operator,
for all Kk =1,2 and j € N. By Lemma 4.39, to obtain (10.51), it is enough to justify
(10.53) jlijgo 06, T, 1k — [0, Tolie|| pa e pay 2 = 0
and
(10.54) [b, 15, ]k is compact from LA(R") x L*(R") to L?*(R"), VjeN.
We only focus on the case k = 1. The kernel of [b, T,]; is given by
(10.55) Ky (@,y,2) = (b(x) = b(y)) Ko (2,9, 2).
Then it follows from Lemma 10.44 that
(10.56) 1KY, = K lcze) = IKE, Sllozey S Y. Pagolog — o),

|af,|B]<2No
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where Ny > 2n. To avoid the confuse of notation, we use v; and v; instead of o; and o;
respectively in [6, p. 294]. As calculated there, one has

0,1,0 1,1,0 0,1,0 /~ 1,1,0
(10.57) Pa,B,'y(Vj) < Paﬁﬁ(a) and Py (V) < Pa,ﬁﬁ(a)’

where 3 := 3 + 0,...,4,...,0) and 4 :== v+ (0,...,1,...,0). Invoking (10.57) and checking
the proof of [6, Lemmas 7-8], we obtain

¥i 1,1,0
(10.58) 1o, To) (1, Dllemo + 16, T (1L Dllevo S Y Pygo(o),
), |8],17v]1< No

for each i = 1,2, where Ny > 2n large enough. Moreover, from the proof of [6, Lemma 10], we
see that the constant of the weak boundedness property of [b,T,,]; is dominated by

1,1,0
(10.59) Vbl (1T, lpawrire + 1Ty lpaxrinie) S D Pughlo),
‘a|7|5‘7‘7‘SN0

where the above inequality can be shown as (10.28) by means of (10.57). Accordingly, by
(10.56), (10.58), (10.59), and [40, Theorem 1.1] (or [65]), we conclude that

1,1,0
116, T s = [0, To )| e oy 2 S Z Fygyloj— o),
ladl, 8L, [vI<No
which along with Lemma 10.43 gives (10.53).
Next, we prove (10.54). Combining (10.52) with [38, Theorem 3], we achieve

(10.60) sup |16, T, 1 (f1, f2)|| ;2 S 1.
If1llpa<1
If2ll <1

The support of o; implies
Kyi(7,y,2) =0 and [T, ]1(f1, fo)(x) =0, forall |z > 2+t

which gives

(10.61) lim  sup ||[b, To,]1(f1, f2)1p(0,4)|| 2 = O.
A= 1| pa<1
2l pa<1
In view of Theorem 1.3 and (10.60)—(10.61), the estimate (10.54) is reduced to showing
(10.62) lim sup HTh[b,Toj]l(fl,fg) - [b,Toj]l(fl,f2)HL2 =0.
IRI=0]1 71 fa <1
[lf2ll 4 <1

Let N > n be an even number. It follows from (10.33), (10.36), and (10.55) that for any
heRn,

4
(1063) ‘K(I))'j (.Z' - h7y7 Z) - ng (.Z',y,Z)‘ S.z ZK?Z(‘Taya 2)7
i=0
where
K?’O($7y7z) = |b($ - h) - b($)||KO'] ($,y,2§)|,
)| .
PNT @rle —h— g2 + @nle — h— 2N
B 1
1+ @2mle —y|)2N + 27|z — 2|)2V |

b,1 L
K (z,y,2) == |[b(x —h) =
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‘KO' ( —h » Y, )_Kaj(x7y7z)‘

K> (z,y,2) == [b(z — h) — b(y)|

1+ (2nfe — b — y[)2N + 27|z — h — 2[)2N
s R KAy, ( =y, 2) = Kayg, (2,9, 2)|
7@ ,2) = e = ) = M e e R AP

b( )’ ‘KANU ( —h,y,z ) KA%VJj(‘T,y,Z)’
14+ 27z — h—y)?2N + 27|z — h — 2|)2NV°

K;)'A(‘Tayaz) = ’b(‘r - h) -
Set
&)= [ K @r 2 OlIREl e i=0.1.23.4

The fact o, € 81 0 gives

63@) S IVl ]| o PP sy (£, £,

and hence,

(10.64) IGS l2 S IRIIMCSrs f2)llzz S TRl Lol foll o

Since it is not hard to check that
2N—1

b, (A4|z—h—y|+|lz—h—2z)"F
Kjl(xvyv z) HVb”LC’o’h‘ Z

(14 |z —y| + |z — 2[)2N-k-1

)

we use the same argument as in (10.39) to deduce

b7
(10.65) 1G> 2 S 1P fllzall £l 2o
Moreover, analogously to (10.40),

dyd
G (x )<|yvb|yLooyh\// e ’f;l )L“J:i(‘x)‘ yaz — - S RIM(f1, f2)(z — h),

which yields

b
(10.66) 1G22 12 S [BIIM(fr, f2) e S 1B Al fal s
Much as above, there holds
(10.67) IG5 Il S [P A llzall falllzas 6= 3,4,

Consequently, from (10.63)—(10.67), we conclude

4
176, To, ) (f1, f2) = [0, To ) (1 S22 S D NG e S (RILFl L foll o
=0
which justifies (10.62) as desired. O

APPENDIX A. SOME PROPERTIES IN LORENTZ SPACES

Definition A.1. Given a quasi-Banach space X, a function f € X is said to have absolutely
continuous quasi-norm if || f1g,|x — 0 for every sequence {E}}7° | such that Ej, — O p-a.e.

Let X, denote the collection of all functions in X which have absolutely continuous quasi-
norm. If X, = X, then the space X is said to have absolutely continuous quasi-norm.

The set K C X, is said to have uniformly absolutely continuous quasi-norm in X, denoted
by K C UAC(X), if supseg || f1E,[|x — O for every sequence { £} }72, such that Ey — O p-a.e.
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Let M(u) denote the family of all measurable functions in (X, y). The following result gives
a criterion of precompactness quasi-Banach function spaces (cf. [10, Theorem 3.17]), which
improves [1, p. 31, Exercise 8] in the context of Banach function spaces.

Lemma A.2 ([1, 10]). Let X be a quasi-Banach function space and K C X,. Then K is
precompact in X if and only if it is precompact in M(u) and K C UAC(X).

Lemma A.3. For any 0 < p,q < oo, LP4(R™) has absolutely continuous quasi-norm, but
LP>°(R™) does not have absolutely continuous quasi-norm.

Proof. Let 0 < p,q < oo and {Ej}32, be a sequence of measurable sets satisfying £, — O
almost everywhere. Let ¢ > 0 and f € LP9(R"™). For any t > 0, define

1—1 1 11 1
F(t):=t adg(t)r and Fg(t):=t cdp, (t)7,
where df(t) :== [{z € R" : |f(z)| > t}|. Note that df1,, (t) < min{[Ey|,df(t)}, then
klim Fi(t)=0, 0<Fi(t) <F(t), and FeL{(Ry).
—00
Hence, it follows from Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem that
1
lim || f1g,||zr.e = lim p?||Fj||za = O.
k—o0 k—o0
This shows every function in LP?(R™) has absolutely continuous quasi-norm.
To continue, let f(z) = \m]_% and Ej, = B(0,k™!) for each k > 1. Then for any s > 0,
dy(s) = Ho €R":[a 7 > s} = |B(0,57 )| = s Pw,

and
—1y . _n - _
dflEk(S) =z e B0,k ) : || » >s} =k ”yn1{0<s<k%} + s punl{sZk%},
where v, is the volume of the unit ball in R™. Thus,
1 1
1/ 1E, lLre = SugsdflEk(S)” = v = || fllzree.
s>

Since limg_,o |Fx| = 0, this asserts that LP*°°(R™) does not have absolutely continuous quasi-
norm. O

Let u be a Borel measure on R"™. A p-simple function is a finite linear combination of
characteristic functions of measurable subsets in R™, where these subsets may have infinite
p-measure. A finitely p-simple function has the form f = Zj\le ajlp;, where 1 < N < oo,
a; € R, and Bj; are pairwise disjoint measurable sets with ;(B;) < co. When p is the Lebesgue
measure, we shall suppress the presence of .

Lemma A.4. Let w be a weight on R™ such that w € L} (R"). Then €>°(R") is dense in
LP9(w) for all 0 < p,q < oo, but the collection of continuous functions and functions with
compact supports is not dense in LP*°(w) for all 0 < p < oco.

Proof. Let 0 < p,q < co. The density of €>°(R™) in LP9(w) is a consequence of the following
three facts:

(A.5) finitely w-simple functions are dense in LP4(w),

(A.6) every finitely w-simple function can be approximated

in LP%(w) by simple functions with compact supports,
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A7 every characterization function 1g of a bounded measurable
(A7) set can be approximated in LP%(w) by €°(R"™) functions.

The statement (A.5) was given by [35, Theorem 1.4.13]. To show (A.6), it suffices to consider
f = 1g, where E C R" is a measurable set with w(E) < co. Let fy := 1gnp(,n) for each
N > 1. Then supp(fy) C B(0, N), |E0 B(0,N)| < |B(0, )| < o0, and for any 5 > 0,

dfy—f(s) == w({z € R" : [fn(z) — f(z)| > s})
=w({z € E\B(0,N) : 1g(z) > s})
= w(E\B(0, N)) 1{0<s<1}7

which in turn gives

Thus, (A.6) holds.

To prove (A.7), let E be a bounded measurable set such that E C B(0, A) for some A >
1. Write f = 1g. Choose a positive function ¢ € €°(R"™) so that suppy C B(0,1) and
Jgn ¢dx = 1. For any t € (0,1), denote ¢;(x) := t™"o(t"tx) and f; := ¢ * f. It is easy to
check that
fre (gcoo(Rn)v supp ft C B(Ov 2A)7
lim |fi(z) — f(x)| =0, a.e. ze€R",
t—0
sup|fi(2)| < 1p@2a)(®), z € R",
>0
and  1p(a2a) € L' (w),

(A.8)

provided that w € LlOC(R"). Then by Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem,

(A.9) i {| fe = fll 1wy = 0.

Since convergence in measure is a weaker than convergence in either L"(w) of L™*°(w) for any
r € (0,00], the estimate (A.9) enables us to choose a decreasing sequence {t;}7°, C (0,1) such
that

(A.10) lim £, =0 and dj, _p(k7") <27%

k—oo

Moreover, by (A.8) and (A.10),
dftk_f(s) w(B(O 2A)) 0<s< 1,
dftk_f(8)§2 1//€§S§1,

which implies

q [ 1.,ds
1o = £y = P /0 (g _s(5)7]7 %
1
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<w(B(0,24)v k™1 +27F 50, ask — cc.

This completes the proof of (A.7).

Finally, to demonstrate the nondensity, choose w = 1 and f := |z| » € LP>°(R"), let
Y € €(R™) and ¢ be a function with supp¢ C B(0, A) for some A > 0. By the continuity of
1), there exists § > 0 such that

|l (@)] = [(0)]] <
Set sq := max{6~", [1)(0)| + 1}. Then for any s > sg and z € B(0, s #),
@) > s> 50> [$(0)] + 1 > [()].
Thus, f(x) — [¢(s)] > s — sp =: t and
tds_y(t)7 = tl{z € R : |f(z) — d(z)| > t}|»
)¢ |f (@)~ [o@)]] > t}]»

P(z) —(0)] <1, forall x € B(0,9).

which implies

(A.11) If = llLpee > sup
>0

On the other hand, for any s > 0,
df(s) =vps™?  and  dy(s) < |B(0,4)] = v, A",
which implies
dp—g(s) = dy(2s) —dy(s) = s Pvp(27F — sPA"),
and hence,
(A.12) | f — &|lLpoe > sup V,%(2_p — spA")% = Vé/2.
0<s<A P /2

As a consequence of (A.11) and (A.12), we have already proved that there exist 9 > 0 and
f € LP>°(R™) so that ||f — ¢||rre > g for all ¢ € € (R™), and ||f — ¢||Lr.c > o for all
functions ¢ with compact support. This means that the collection of continuous functions and
functions with compact supports is not dense in LP»*°(R™). O

Recall that 75, f(x) := f(x—h) is the translation of a function f on R™ by h € R™. A bilinear
operator T from S(R") x S(R™) — S'(R") is called translation invariant, if

(T (f1, f2)) = T(Thf1,Thf2)
for all f1, fo € S(R™) and all h € R™.

The following is a bilinear extension of [4, Proposition A.1].

Lemma A.13. Let 0 < p,q,p1,q1,p2,q2 < oo. A translation invariant bilinear operator T is
not compact from LPVT(R™) x LP292(R™) to LP9(R™).
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Proof. Since the compactness is stronger than the boundedness, we may assume that T is
bounded from LPV91(R™) x LP>%2(R") to LP4(R™). Pick f € LPv9(R™) and g € LP>%(R™)
such that || f[|Lria = ||g]lr2.e2 = 1 and 0 < ||T'(f, g)|lLre < oo. Let {h;}32; be a sequence in
R™ satisfying lim;_, |h;| = 0co. Then denote f; := Th; [ and gj := 7p;g for every j > 1.

Assume that T is compact from LP14(R™) x LP»%2(R") to LP4(R™). Then by Theorem 1.3,
given £ > 0, there exists A = A(g) > 0 so that

IT(f5,95)1B0,a)llLra < €llfjllLrvallgsllzra = el fllerallglLre =,
for all j > 1. Choose 0 < & < 3| T(f, g)||Lra. Note that for any measurable function ¢,
dg(t) = dg,(t) = {la] < |h;j| = A:|o(z)| > t}], Vj:[h[ > A,

where ¢;(z) 1= ¢(x)1{jz4n;/>a)(z). From the estimates above and the translation invariance
of T', we conclude

€> jliglo IT(f5,95)1B(0,4)c | Lra = jli)ngo IT(f,9)(- = hi)1po,a) L
= jli,n;o IT(fs @)L 1n;1>ayllzea = | T(f, 9)llLea > 2e,

where Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem was used in the last equality. This is a
contradiction. Consequently, 7" is not compact from LPV9'(R™) x LP>%(R"™) to LP9(R™). O

APPENDIX B. INTERPOLATION OF MULTIPLE WEIGHTS

Lemma B.1. Let%:Zm L >0 withpy,...,pm € (1,00 and 2 =37 L with s1,..., s €

i=1 p; i=1%;
[1,00]. Assume that W € Ay and U € Az. Then there exists § € (0,1) such that @ € Ap, where
I 1 e 1 1-6 0
B.2 - = — u= w, wi=u"%0 == — 1=1,...,m.
( ) "" Z ’]"Z ) H (3 (2 7 1 pZ TZ + SZ ) ) )
i=1 i=1
Proof. We only present the proof in the scenario p1,...,pm € (1,00) and s1 = -+ = 8, = ©

because it involves all cases of exponents belonging to [1, 00|, which will reveal the general
strategy. By Lemma 2.24, we see that

1

_1 —pl - .
wl € Apyp, vTm € Ay, wipleAmp;, and v, € A,, i=1,...,m,

which implies

’
v % 1
—_P mp’. —1 —
w T €A mp . w, ¢ €Ay, and v €A m
mp—1 4 ) 1 m—1

, t=1,....m.

mpgfl

In view of (2.21), there exists 7 € (1,00) such that

1 1
(B.3) <][ wP” dm) ’ < ][ wP dx, <][ w T dg;> . < ][ W™ =T dz,
Q Q Q Q

and

1
(B.4) <][ vm da:) ' < ][ v m da, <][ v m da:) (esssupvi) < [U_%]Al,
Q Q Q Q

for every cube @ C R™. Additionally, for each i = 1,...,m, there exists 7; € (1,00) so that

1 1
' T - Ti = 1
(B.5) (7[ wi_pmda:> < ][ w; "dr, <][ vi’”lda:> < ][ v e,
Q Q Q Q
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and

/ /
PiTq

1 P; 1
(B.6) <][ wimpgldx> ' < ][ w," " da, (7[ v[”dm) ' < ][ v; tda,
Q Q Q Q

for every cube @ C R™. Given 6 € (0,1) chosen later, we define u, s, u; and s; as in (B.2), and
pick

(mp—1)(1+0)
mp(l—6)—1"

a=af) :=0mp, k=r(0):=

/ 9p§ .
a; = ai(0) :=0p;(m —1), B; = pi(0) := - 1=1,...,m.

mpl, — 1’

Then one can check that

oo i =D +a)  Opim—1) 1+
(B.7) ki = Kki(0) == 061 — 01 o
_ (pi —)(A +pj(m — 1))
pi(l — 9) -1 ’
and
(B.8) Fi =R (0) == ri(mp; —1)(1 + 5) _ r0(1+ B;)

Copi(mr, —1)(1—0)  (mr]—1)(1—0)5;
. om—=1+0+1/p;
T m—-1)1—-0)+1/p;’

which gives that

lim a(f) =0, lim k(@)=1<7, and
6—0+

lim n,(@) = lim %2(9) =1<m.
0—0+t + 0—0t

0—0
By continuity, there exists some 6 € (0,1) small enough so that
(B.9) l+a<7t, k<7, K <T, and K; <7, i=1,...,m.

1

It follows from (B.2) that u = WTTY T and r = p(1 —0). Along with (B.3), (B.4), and
(B.9), this yields

(B.10) ][ u"dr = ][ (wl%v_%@)p(l_e) dx = ][ wPv =% dx
Q Q Q

Rl

1
][ wP” d:z:> <][ v m d:z:>
Q Q
L Omp
][ wpdx><][ vom da:> ,
Q Q
and

T _ [
(B.11) ][ u mr=1 dx :][ P e
Q Q

IA
TN TN TN

S
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9

_ _ p(1+40) ﬁ Op 140 1+6
(7[ w mpI-0)-1 d:z:> (7[ ymr=1 6 d:z:>
Q Q
1 LQ
__pk T+ op 146 T+
= (7[ w mild:n) <][ pmroT 0 dm)
Q Q

K

_ b7 7(140) 1, Imp_
< w mr-ldr (esssupvm ) mr=T
Q Q

mp—1
mr—1 Om
< <][ w ™ e da:> (esssupv%) T
Q Q
Thus, gathering (B.10) and (B.11), we obtain
(B12) [u"‘] < [wp]Amp [U ]emp'

mr ~J A1

IN

On the other hand, from w; = u} "~ 940, Holder’s inequality, (B.5), (B.7), and (B.9), we
conclude that

Y R B B
(B.13) u, tdr =4 (w v, ) wl dx
Q Q

IN

@
—p (pi—D(A+oy) 1+a,L 1 Op;(m—1) 1t+ay 1+Zyi
(wi z Tpi(1-0)—1 mel)pi(ke)q a;
Q

)
(

N

IN
N N N N

Similarly,

(B.14) ]é u" T da = ]é w, "y T dg

IN

i r! (mp —1)(14B;) \ L ! g(1+5 ) Bi
mpl,—1 W 1+5; _1 m 1+8;
<][ (w; )" (v; )
Q Q
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/
PiTi

i RiBi
- 15 N\ maEm
§<][wimplldx>l Z<][zjl-Tldgc>Z Z
Q Q

4 R By

pj _Ri
< <][ T) — dm) 115; <][ Ui_l d$> 1+8;
Q Q

. e o

Y (mr'gfl)p;(lfe) _ (mrgfl)(lfﬂ)

= <][ wimpl dx) <][ v; 1dx> .
Q Q

i pi—1 and i Pi
pi(1—0) p(1-0)—1 1—-60 p(1—-0)-1

Hence, (B.13) and (B.14) lead to

Note that

/

< ]g uy " dm) < ]g s di’i) 1
()
(4

’_ p;—1
o 1 mp;—1 Pi(1—0)—1
w;, " dx

1 m—1 %
1dw><][vi 1dx> }p ,
Q

which shows

, p;—1 0p;
(B.15) 0 N, S WO, =1,
Therefore, the conclusion @ € Ay follows from (B.12), (B.15), and Lemma 2.24. O

Lemma B.16. A(oo,oo) g U1<p1,p2<oo A(p1,p2) and ﬂlgpl,p2<oo A(m,pz) §Z A(Oopo).

Proof. Let (w1,w2) € A(g,00) and w = wywy. Then Lemma 2.24 implies wl_l,w2_1 € Ay and
wr € Ay. By , there exist 7,72,7 € (1,00) such that

(B.17) wl_?l,wz_?2 €Ay, and wzeA.

Note that

(B.18) ved, = eA, forallfe(0,1).

Takel<r,~§min{r ri}and p; =rl, i =1,2, then%::pll—kl)%:Q—% Eg 2(T ) , which
is equivalent to 525 < &. Using these and (B.17)—(B.18), we obtain

(B.19) w;pi:w;”GAQCAgp;, i=1,2, and w BT €A CA o .

2p—1

Since w1 € A 2 is equivalent to wP € A, the estimate (B.19) and Lemma 2.24 give
2p

A(Pl ,p2) "

To justify (N1<,, py<oo Aip2) € A(oo,c0)s it suffices to prove (w1, w2) € Agp, ) \ A(co,00) I
the following three cases:

(w1, w2) € Ay po)- Thls shows A o) C U1<p17p2<oo

(1) wi(z)=|z|™, we=1,if py =p2 =1
(2)  wi(z) =|z|*(—n/p < a<0), we =1, if p; € (1,00), p2 € [1, 00);
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(3) w1 =1, waz) =|z|*(—n/p < a < 0), if p1 € [1,00), p2 € (1,00).

1 1
: _ 1141 3 _ Pl 1
Write w = wiwz and o = -+ - In case (1), wi = w2 € Ay and w3 € Ay, but wy & Lj, .(R"),

hence wy ¢ As (equivalently, wl_1 ¢ Ag). Thus, it follows from Lemma 2.24 that A1 1)\ A (s0,00)-
In case (2), it is easy to see that 0 < —ap) < np}/p < n(2p] — 1) and —n < ap < 0. Then
’ o 1
wy P e A2p/1 , Wy P2 ¢ A2p/2 (which is interpreted as wj € A; in the case pp = 1), and wP € Ay,
1

but w7 = wy 2 ¢ A;. Then Lemma 2.24 implies Apip2) \ Afoo,00)- A similar argument can
be given in case (3).

Finally, if A(oo,oo) = U1<p1,p2<oo A(P17P2)7 then ﬂlSpl,p2<oo A(m,pz) - U1<p1,pz<oo A(pupz) =
A(s6,00)» Which contradicts the preceding conclusion. Hence, Ao o) & U1<p17p2<oo A pa)- U

REFERENCES

[1] C. Bennett and R. Sharpley, Interpolation of Operators, Academic Press, Boston, 1988.
2] A. Bényi, W. Damian, K. Moen, and R.H. Torres, Compact bilinear commutators: the weighted case,
Michigan Math. J. 64 (2015), 39-51.
3] A. Bényi, G. Li, T. Oh, and R.H. Torres, Compact bilinear operators and paraproducts revisited,
https://arxiv.org/abs/2405.08412.
[4 A. Bényi, G. Li, T. Oh, and R.H. Torres, Compact T(1) theorem u la Stein,
https://arxiv.org/abs/2405.08416.
[5] A. Bényi, D. Maldonado, V. Naibo, and R.H. Torres, On the Hormander classes of bilinear pseudodifferential
operators, Integral Equ. Oper. Theory 67 (2010), 341-364.
[6] A. Bényi and T. Oh, Smoothing of commutators for a Hérmander class of bilinear pseudodifferential oper-
ators, J Fourier Anal. Appl. 20 (2014), 282-300.
[7] A. Bényi and R.H. Torres, Compact bilinear operators and commutators, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 141
(2013), 3609-3621.
[8] J. Bergh and J. Lofstrom, Interpolation Spaces: An Introduction, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1976.
[9] J.M. Bony, Calcul symbolique et propagation des singularités pour les équations aux dérivées partielles
non-linéaires, Ann. Sci. Ec. Norm. Supér. 14 (1981), 209-246.
[10] A. Caetano, A. Gogatishvili, and B. Opic, Compactness in quasi-Banach function spaces and applications
to compact embeddings of Besov-type spaces, Proc. Roy. Soc. Edinburgh Sect. A 146 (2016), 905-927.
[11] A.P. Calderén and A. Zygmund, A note on the interpolation of linear operations, Studia Math. 12 (1951),
194-204.
[12] A.P. Calderén and A. Zygmund, On the existence of certain singular integrals, Acta Math. 88 (1952),
85-139.
[13] M. Cao, J. Chen, Z. Li, F. Liao, K. Yabuta, and J. Zhang, A compact T'1 theorem for singular integrals
associated with Zygmund dilations, https://arxiv.org/abs/2307.13932.
[14] M. Cao, G. Ibafiez-Firnkorn, I.P. Rivera-Rios, Q. Xue, and K. Yabuta, A class of multilinear bounded
oscillation operators on measure spaces and applications, Math. Ann. 388 (2024), 3627-3755.
[15] M. Cao, J.J. Marin, and J.M. Martell, Ezxtrapolation on function and modular spaces, and applications,
Adv. Math. 406 (2022), 108520.
[16] M. Cao, A. Olivo, and K. Yabuta, Extrapolation for multilinear compact operators and applications, Trans.
Amer. Math. Soc. 375 (2022), 5011-5070.
[17] M. Cao and K. Yabuta, A compact multilinear T'1 theorem on product spaces, in preparation.
[18] M. Cao, K. Yabuta, and D. Yang, A compact extension of Journé’s T'1 theorem on product spaces, Trans.
Amer. Math. Soc. (2024), https://doi.org/10.1090/tran/9206.
[19] M. Carro, J.Soria, and R.H. Torres, Extrapolation of compactness for certain pseudodifferential operators,
Rev. Un. Mat. Argentina 66 (2023), 177-186.
[20] L. Chaffee and R.H. Torres, Characterization of compactness of the commutators of bilinear fractional
integral operators, Potential Anal. 43 (2015), 481-494.
[21] M. Christ and J.L. Journé, Polynomial growth estimates for multilinear singular integral operators, Acta
Math. 159 (1987), 51-80.


https://arxiv.org/abs/2405.08412
https://arxiv.org/abs/2405.08416
https://arxiv.org/abs/2307.13932

(22]
23]

24]

A CHARACTERIZATION OF COMPACTNESS VIA BILINEAR 71 THEOREM 103

M. Christ and A. Kiselev, Absolutely continuous spectrum for one-dimensional Schrédinger operators with
slowly decaying potentials: some optimal results, J. Amer. Math. Soc. 11 (1998), 771-797.

F. Cobos, L.M. Ferniandez-Cabrera, and A. Martinez, Interpolation of compact bilinear operators among
quasi-Banach spaces and applications, Math. Nachr. 291 (2018), 2168-2187.

R.R. Coifman and Y. Meyer, On commutators of singular integrals and bilinear singular integrals, Trans.
Amer. Math. Soc. 212 (1975), 315-331.

R.R. Coifman and Y. Meyer, Au dela des opérateurs pseudodifférentiels, Asterisque 57 (1978).

H.O. Cordes, On compactness of commutators of multiplications and convolutions, and boundedness of
pseudodifferential operators, J. Funct. Anal. 18 (1975), 115-131.

D. Cruz-Uribe, J.M. Martell and C. Pérez, Weights, Extrapolation and the Theory of Rubio de Francia,
Operator Theory: Advances and Applications, Vol. 215, Birkh&user/Springer Basel AG, Basel, 2011.

G. David and J.L. Journé, A boundedness criterion for generalized Calderén—Zygmund operators, Ann. of
Math. 120 (1984), 371-397.

G. David and S. Semmes, Singular Integrals and Rectifiable Sets in R™: beyond Lipschitz Graphs, Astérisque
193, 1991.

G. David and S. Semmes, Analysis of and on Uniformly Rectifiable Sets, Mathematical Surveys and Mono-
graphs 38, American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 1993.

M. Fabian, P. Habala, P. Hajek, V. Montesinos, and V. Zizler, Banach space theory. The basis for linear
and nonlinear analysis, Springer, New York, 2011.

C. Fefferman and E.M. Stein, H? spaces of several variables, Acta Math. 129 (1972), 137-193.

J. Garcia-Cuerva and J.L. Rubio de Francia, Weighted norm inequalities and related topics, North-Holland
Math. Studies 116, North-Holland, Amsterdam, 1985.

. Gu, Q. Xue, and K. Yabuta, On some properties of dyadic operators, Taiwa. J. Math. 26 (2022), 521-544.
. Grafakos, Classical Fourier Analysis, Third edition. GTM, 249. Springer, New York, 2014.

. Grafakos, Modern Fourier Analysis, Third edition. GTM, 250. Springer, New York, 2014.

. Grafakos and S. Oh, The Kato-Ponce inequality, Commun. Partial Differ. Equ. 39 (2014), 1128-1157.

. Grafakos and R.H. Torres, Multilinear Calderdn-Zygmund theory, Adv. Math. 165 (2002), 124-164.

. Grafakos and R.H. Torres, Mazimal operator and weighted morm inequalities for multilinear singular
integrals, Indiana Univ. Math. J. 51 (2002), 1261-1276.

J. Hart, A new proof of the bilinear T'(1) theorem, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 142 (2014), 3169-3181.

J. Hart, A bilinear T'(b) theorem for singular integral operators, J. Funct. Anal. 268 (2015), 3680-3733.

S. Hofmann, J.M. Martell, and S. Mayboroda, Uniform rectifiability, Carleson measure estimates, and
approximation of harmonic functions, Duke Math. J. 165 (2016), 2331-2389.

S. Hofmann, J.M. Martell, and I. Uriarte-Tuero, Uniform rectifiability and harmonic measure, II: Poisson
kernels in L? imply uniform rectifiability, Duke Math. J. 163 (2014), 1601-1654.

S. Hofmann, D. Mitrea, M. Mitrea, and A.J. Morris, L?-square function estimates on spaces of homogeneous
type and on uniformly rectifiable sets, Mem. Amer. Math. Soc. 245 (2017), no. 1159.

I. Holmes, M.T. Lacey, and B.D. Wick, Commutators in the two-weight setting, Math. Ann. 367 (2017),
51-80.

I. Holmes, S. Petermichl, and B.D. Wick, Weighted little bmo and two-weight inequalities for Journé com-
mutators, Anal. PDE, 11 (2018), 1693-1740.

T.P. Hytonen, The sharp weighted bound for general Calderdn—Zygmund operators, Ann. of Math. 175
(2012), 1473-1506.

T.P. Hytonen, Representation of singular integrals by dyadic operators, and the Az theorem, Expo. Math.
35 (2017), 166-205.

T. Hytonen, M. Lacey, H. Martikainen, T. Orponen, M.C. Reguera, E. Sawyer, and 1. Uriarte-Tuero, Weak
and strong type estimates for mazximal truncations of Calderén—Zygmund operators on A, weighted spaces,
J. Anal. Math. 118 (2011), 177-220.

T.P. Hytonen and S. Lappas, Extrapolation of compactness on weighted spaces, Rev. Mat. Iberoam. 39
(2023), 91-122.

T.P. Hytonen and S. Lappas, Extrapolation of compactness on weighted spaces: bilinear operators, Indag.
Math. 33 (2022), 397-420.

T. Hytonen, K. Li, H. Martikainen, and E. Vuorinen, Multiresolution analysis and Zygmund dilations,
Amer. J. Math. (2024), to appear.

T. Hytonen, K. Li, J. Tao, and D. Yang, The LP-to-L? compactness of commutators with p > q, Studia
Math. 271 (2023), 85-105.

HEC e



104

[54]

(64]
(65]
(66]
(67]
(68]
(69]
[70]
(7]
(72]
(73]
(74]
(75]
[76]
(77]

(78]

MINGMING CAO, HONGHAI LIU, ZENGYAN SI, AND KOZO YABUTA

T.P. Hytonen, T. Oikari, and J. Sinko, Fractional Bloom boundedness and compactness of commutators,
Forum Math. 35 (2023), 809-830.

T.P. Hytonen and C. Pérez, Sharp weighted bounds involving A, Anal. PDE 6 (2013), 777-818.

J.-L. Journé, Calderon-Zygmund Operators, Pseudodifferential Operators and the Cauchy Integral of
Calderdn, Lecture Notes in Math., 994, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1983.

T. Kato and G. Ponce, Commutator estimates and the Fuler and Navier-Stokes equations, Commun. Pure
Appl. Math. 41 (1988), 891-907.

C.E. Kenig and E.M. Stein, Multilinear estimates and fractional integration, Math. Res. Lett. 6 (1999),
1-15.

A. Kolmogorov, Ueber kompaktheit dr funktionenmengen bei der konvergenz im mittel, Nach. Gess. Wiss.
Gottingen, Math. Phys. KI, 1931: 60-63, 1931.

M. Lacey, E. Terwilleger, and B. Wick, Remarks on product VMO, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 2 (2006),
465-474.

M. Lacey and C. Thiele, L? bounds for the bilinear Hilbert transform for 2 < p < oo, Ann. of Math. 146
(1997), 693-724.

M. Lacey and C. Thiele, On Calderén’s conjecture, Ann. of Math. 149 (1999), 475-496.

A.K. Lerner, S. Ombrosi, C. Pérez, R.H. Torres, and R. Trujillo-Gonzélez, New mazximal functions and
multiple weights for the multilinear Calderén—Zygmund theory, Adv. Math. 220 (2009), 1222-1264.

K. Li, Sparse domination theorem for multilinear singular integral operators with L"-Hdérmander condition,
Michigan Math. J. 67 (2018), 253-265.

K. Li, H. Martikainen, Y. Ou, and E. Vuorinen, Bilinear representation theorem, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc.
371 (2019), 4193-4214.

K. Li, H. Martikainen, and E. Vuorinen, Bilinear Calderén—Zygmund theory on product spaces, J. Math.
Pures Appl. 138 (2020), 356-412.

J.J. Marin, J.M. Martell, D. Mitrea, I. Mitrea, and M. Mitrea, Singular Integral Operators, Quantitative
Flatness, and Boundary Problems, Progr. Math., 344 Birkh&user/Springer, Cham, 2022.

J.M. Martell, D. Mitrea, I. Mitrea, and M. Mitrea, The BMO-Dirichlet problem for elliptic systems in the
upper half-space and quantitative characterizations of VMO, Anal. PDE 12 (2019), 605-720.

H. Martikainen, Representation of bi-parameter singular integrals by dyadic operators, Adv. Math. 229
(2012), 1734-1761.

H. Martikainen and E. Vuorinen, Dyadic-probabilistic methods in bilinear analysis, Mem. Amer. Math. Soc.
274 (2021), No. 1344.

Y. Meyer, Ondelettes et opérateurs, 1I: Opérateurs de Calderon—Zygmund, Hermann, Paris, 1990.

Y. Meyer, Wavelets and Operators, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge (1992).

Y. Meyer, Wavelets, paraproducts and Navier—Stokes equations, Current Developments in Mathematics
1996, International Press, Cambridge, MA (1999), 105-212.

Y. Meyer and R. Coifman, Wavelets, Calderén—Zygmund and Multilinear Operators, Advanced Mathemat-
ics. Cambridge University Press, 1997.

Z. Nieraeth, Quantitative estimates and extrapolation for multilinear weight classes, Math. Ann. 375 (2019),
453-507.

J.-F. Olsen and P. Villarroya, Endpoint estimates for compact Calderén—Zygmund operators, Rev. Mat.
Iberoam. 33 (2017), 1285-1308.

Y. Ou, S. Petermichl, and E. Strouse, Higher order Journé commutators and characterizations of multi-
parameter BMO, Adv. Math. 291 (2016), 24-58.

K.-M. Perfekt, S. Pott, and P. Villarroya, Endpoint compactness of singular integrals and perturbations of
the Cauchy integral, Kyoto J. Math. 57 (2017), 365-393.

M. Riesz, Sur les ensembles compacts de fonctions sommables, Acta Szeged Sect. Math., 1933.

E.M. Stein, Singular Integrals and Differentiability Properties of Functions, Princeton Mathematical Series,
No. 30, Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ, 1970.

E.M. Stein, Harmonic Analysis: Real-variable Methods, Orthogonality, and Oscillatory Integrals, Princeton
Mathematical Series, No. 43, Princeton Univ. Press, 1993.

J.-O. Stromberg, Bounded mean oscillation with Orlicz norms and duality of Hardy spaces, Indiana Univ.
Math. J. 28 (1979), 511-544.

J. Tao, D. Yang, and D. Yang, A new vanishing Lipschitz-type subspace of BMO and compactness of bilinear
commutators, Math. Ann. 386 (2023), 495-531.

M. Tsuji, On the compactness of space LP (p > 0) and its application to integral operators, Kodai Math.
Sem. Rep. 101 (1951), 33-36.



A CHARACTERIZATION OF COMPACTNESS VIA BILINEAR 71 THEOREM 105

[85] A. Uchiyama, On the compactness of operators of the Hankel type, Tohoku Math. J. 30 (1978), 163-171.

[86] P. Villarroya, A characterization of compactness for singular integrals, J. Math. Pures Appl. 104 (2015),
485-532.

[87] M. Wilson, Weighted Littlewood-Paley Theory and Ezponential-Square Integrability, Lecture Notes in Math-
ematics, vol. 1924, Springer, Berlin, 2008.

[88] S. Wu, A wavelet characterization for weighted Hardy spaces, Rev. Mat. Iberoam. 8 (1992), 329-349.

[89] K. Yabuta, A multilinearization of Littlewood—Paley’s g-function and Carleson measures, Tohoku Math. J.
34 (1982), 251-275.

[90] K. Yosida, Functional Analysis, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1995.

MINGMING CAO, INSTITUTO DE CIENCIAS MATEMATICAS CSIC-UAM-UC3M-UCM, CONSEJO SUPERIOR
DE INVESTIGACIONES CIENT{FICAS, C/ NICOLAS CABRERA, 13-15, E-28049 MADRID, SPAIN

Email address: mingming.caoQicmat.es

HoNGHAT Liu, SCHOOL OF MATHEMATICS AND INFORMATION SCIENCE, HENAN POLYTECHNIC UNIVERSITY,
J1aA0zuo 454000, PEOPLE’S REPUBLIC OF CHINA

Email address: hhliu@hpu.edu.cn

ZENGYAN SI, SCHOOL OF MATHEMATICS AND INFORMATION SCIENCE, HENAN POLYTECHNIC UNIVERSITY,
J1aA0zuo 454000, PEOPLE’S REPUBLIC OF CHINA

Email address: zengyan@hpu.edu.cn

K670 YABUTA, RESEARCH CENTER FOR MATHEMATICS AND DATA SCIENCE, KWANSEI GAKUIN UNIVERSITY,
GAKUEN 2-1, SANDA 669-1337, JAPAN

Email address: kyabuta3@kwansei.ac.jp



	1. Introduction
	1.1. The main theorem
	1.2. Compact bilinear dyadic representation
	1.3. Compactness criterions in Lorentz spaces
	1.4. Weighted compactness of dyadic operators
	1.5. Necessary hypotheses
	1.6. Extrapolation of endpoint compactness
	1.7. Endpoint weighted compactness
	1.8. Applications
	1.9. Structure of the paper

	2. Preliminaries
	2.1. Notation
	2.2. Bilinear Calderón–Zygmund operators
	2.3. Dyadic grids
	2.4. Haar functions
	2.5. BMO and CMO spaces
	2.6. Muckenhoupt weights
	2.7. Technical lemmas

	3. A compact bilinear dyadic representation
	3.1. Initial reductions
	3.2. Separated part
	3.3. Adjacent part
	3.4. Nested part

	4. Characterizations of compactness
	4.1. Unweighted Kolmogorov–Riesz theorems
	4.2. Weighted Kolmogorov–Riesz theorems
	4.3. Characterizations of compactness via projection

	5. Weighted Lp1 Lp2 Lp compactness
	5.1. Weighted compactness of bilinear dyadic shifts
	5.2. Weighted compactness of bilinear dyadic paraproducts

	6. The necessity of hypotheses (H1)–(H3)
	6.1. Compact Calderón–Zygmund kernels
	6.2. Weak compactness property
	6.3. CMO conditions

	7. Rubio de Francia extrapolation of compactness
	7.1. Extrapolation from Lp compactness
	7.2. Extrapolation from Lp,  compactness
	7.3. Extrapolation from CMO compactness

	8. L1 L1 L12,  compactness
	8.1. L1 L1 L12,  compactness implies weighted Lp1 Lp2 Lp compactness
	8.2. Hypotheses (H1)–(H3) imply L1 L1 L12,  compactness
	8.3. Hypotheses (H1)–(H3) imply weighted L1 L1 L12,  compactness
	8.4. Pointwise estimates for bilinear singular integrals
	8.5. Estimates involving bad functions

	9. L L CMO compactness
	9.1. L L CMO compactness implies weighted Lp1 Lp2 Lp compactness
	9.2. Hypotheses (H1)–(H3) imply weighted L L CMO compactness

	10. Applications
	10.1. Bilinear continuous paraproducts
	10.2. Bilinear dyadic paraproducts
	10.3. Bilinear pseudo-differential operators
	10.4. Bilinear commutators

	Appendix A. Some properties in Lorentz spaces
	Appendix B. Interpolation of multiple weights
	References

