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A CHARACTERIZATION OF COMPACTNESS VIA BILINEAR T1

THEOREM

MINGMING CAO, HONGHAI LIU, ZENGYAN SI, AND KÔZÔ YABUTA

Abstract. In this paper we solve a long standing problem about the bilinear T1 theorem
to characterize the (weighted) compactness of bilinear Calderón–Zygmund operators. Let T

be a bilinear operator associated with a standard bilinear Calderón–Zygmund kernel. We
prove that T can be extended to a compact bilinear operator from Lp1(wp1

1 ) × Lp2(wp2
2 ) to

Lp(wp) for all exponents 1
p
= 1

p1
+ 1

p2
> 0 with p1, p2 ∈ (1,∞] and for all weights (w1, w2) ∈

A(p1,p2) if and only if the following hypotheses hold: (H1) T is associated with a compact
bilinear Calderón–Zygmund kernel, (H2) T satisfies the weak compactness property, and (H3)
T (1, 1), T ∗1(1, 1), T ∗2(1, 1) ∈ CMO(Rn). This is also equivalent to the endpoint compactness:

(1) T is compact from L1(w1) × L1(w2) to L
1

2
,∞(w

1

2 ) for all (w1, w2) ∈ A(1,1), or (2) T

is compact from L∞(w∞
1 ) × L∞(w∞

2 ) to CMOλ(w
∞) for all (w1, w2) ∈ A(∞,∞). Besides,

any of these properties is equivalent to the fact that T admits a compact bilinear dyadic
representation.

Our main approaches consist of the following new ingredients: (i) a resulting representa-
tion of a compact bilinear Calderón–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 Calderón–Zygmund theory originated in the initial work of Calderón 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 Calderón–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 Calderón 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 Calderón–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 Schrödinger operators [22].

The boundedness of operators on various function spaces is a central theme of the (multi-
linear) Calderón–Zygmund theory. It is therefore natural to ask what conditions to guarantee
the boundedness of T from Lp to Lq. A necessary and sufficient condition for this to happen
is given by the celebrated T1 theorem due to David and Journé [28]. More precisely,

a singular integral T associated with a Calderón–Zygmund

kernel is bounded on L2(Rn) if and only if it satisfies the

weak boundedness property and T1, T ∗1 ∈ BMO(Rn).

In addition, the L2 boundedness is essential to the further analysis, such as achieving Lp

boundedness, the weak type (1, 1) estimate, and weighted norm inequalities. This formulation
of the T1 theorem was extended to the multilinear setting by Christ and Journé [21], while an
alternative expression of the multilinear T1 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(Rn).
This is the case of bilinear Riesz potential [20]. The weighted compactness was investigated in
[2, 83] for bilinear Calderón–Zygmund operators, where the latter weakened the CMO condition
by a new vanishing Lipschitz-type condition. Besides, for non-degenerate Calderón–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 T1 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 T1 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 T1 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 Calderón–Zygmund operators (cf. Definition 2.7) are not compact.
A typical example is the bilinear Riesz transform Rj defined by

Rj(f, g)(x) := p.v.

¨

R2n

(xj − yj) + (xj − zj)

(|x− y|2 + |x− z|2) 2n+1
2

f(y)g(z) dy dz, j = 1, . . . , n,

where xj is the j-th coordinate of x. Given a bilinear operator T , if we define its adjoints via

〈T (f1, f2), g〉 = 〈T ∗1(g, f2), f1〉 = 〈T ∗2(f1, g), f2〉,
then by the translation invariance property of Rj and the antisymmetry of its kernel,

Rj(1, 1) = 0 = 〈Rj(1Q,1Q),1Q〉 = 〈R∗1
j (1Q,1Q),1Q〉 = 〈R∗2

j (1Q,1Q),1Q〉,
but Lemma A.13 implies that

Rj is not compact from Lp1 × Lp2 to Lp for all 1
p = 1

p1
+ 1

p2
with p1, p2 ∈ (1,∞).

This means that the assumption of bilinear Calderón–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 Calderón–Zygmund op-
erators.

Second, in the bilinear setting, the natural range for compactness is Lp1 × Lp2 → Lp for
1
p = 1

p1
+ 1

p2
with p1, p2 ∈ (1,∞), 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, I2, I3 make it impossible to establish good estimates for
the pair 〈T (ψI1 , ψI2), ψI3〉 in terms of the space and frequency localization of bump functions
using wavelet analysis as in [86], and for the pair 〈T (hI1 , hI2), hI3〉 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 Lp1(wp11 ) × Lp2(wp22 ) → Lp(wp) compactness, this problem
involves a genuinely bilinear nature because the right class of weights is A(p1,p2) introduced in
[63], which is strictly richer than Ap1 × Ap2 . In the context of the natural multiple weights
class A(p1,p2), 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 Ap×Ap with p, p1, p2 ∈ (1,∞), 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 T1 theorem
which is not only valid for the natural multiple weights class A(p1,p2) but also enables us to
work with the endpoint exponents pi = 1 or pi = ∞.

1.1. The main theorem. Now let us proceed to formulate some basic definitions and present
our theorem. Let X , Y , Z be quasi-normed spaces and let T : X × Y → Z be a bilinear
operator. We say that T is bounded from X × Y to Z if

‖T‖X ×Y →Z := inf
{
C0 > 0 : ‖T (f, g)‖Z ≤ C0‖f‖X ‖g‖Y , ∀ (f, g) ∈ X × Y

}
<∞.

We say that T is compact from X × Y to Z if for all bounded sets A × B ⊂ X × Y , the
set T (A,B) is precompact in Z , i.e. T (A,B) is a compact subset of Z . Equivalently, T is
compact if for all bounded sequences {(fk, gk)} ⊂ X × Y , the sequence {T (fk, gk)} 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 Calderón–Zygmund kernel (cf. Definition 2.2),

(H2) T satisfies the weak compactness property (cf. Definition 2.8),

(H3) T (1, 1), T ∗1(1, 1), T ∗2(1, 1) ∈ CMO(Rn) (cf. Definition 2.17).

More definitions and notation are given in Section 2.

Our main result is a compact bilinear T1 theorem as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let 0 < λ < 1/2. Let T : S(Rn)×S(Rn) → S ′(Rn) be a bilinear operator asso-
ciated with a standard bilinear Calderón–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).

(c) T is a compact operator from Lp1(Rn)×Lp2(Rn) to Lp(Rn) for all p1, p2 ∈ (1,∞], where
1
p = 1

p1
+ 1

p2
> 0.

(c)′ T is a compact operator from Lp1(wp11 )× Lp2(wp22 ) to Lp(wp) for all p1, p2 ∈ (1,∞] and
for all (w1, w2) ∈ A(p1,p2), where

1
p = 1

p1
+ 1

p2
> 0 and w = w1w2.

(d) T is a compact operator from L1(Rn)× L1(Rn) to L
1
2
,∞(Rn).

(d)′ T is a compact operator from L1(w1) × L1(w2) to L
1
2
,∞(w

1
2 ) for all (w1, w2) ∈ A(1,1),

where w = w1w2.
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(e) T is a compact operator from L∞(Rn)× L∞(Rn) to CMO(Rn).

(e)′ T is a compact operator from L∞(w∞
1 ) × L∞(w∞

2 ) to CMOλ(w
∞) for all (w1, w2) ∈

A(∞,∞), where w = w1w2.

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

(a) =⇒ (b) =⇒ (c)′ =⇒ (c) =⇒ (a),

(a) =⇒ (d)′ =⇒ (d) =⇒ (c)′, and

(a) =⇒ (e)′ =⇒ (e) =⇒ (c)′.

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 i, j, k ∈ N and a dyadic grid D, we define the compact bilinear dyadic shift as

S
i,j,k
D (f1, f2) :=

∑

Q∈D

Ai,j,kQ (f1, f2)

with

Ai,j,kQ (f1, f2) :=
∑

I∈Di(Q)
J∈Dj(Q)
K∈Dk(Q)

aI,J,K,Q〈f1, h̃I〉〈f2, h̃J〉hK ,

where Di(Q) := {I ∈ D : I ⊂ Q, ℓ(I) = 2−iℓ(Q)}, (h̃I , h̃J) ∈
{
(hI , hJ ), (hI , h

0
J ), (h

0
I , hJ )

}
, and

the coefficients aI,J,K,Q satisfy

|aI,J,K,Q| ≤ F(Q)
|I| 12 |J | 12 |K| 12

|Q|2
with

F(Q) ≤ 1 and lim
N→∞

FN := lim
N→∞

sup
Q 6∈Q(N)

F(Q) = 0.

Given a sequence of complex numbers b := {bI}I∈D such that

‖b‖BMOD
:= sup

Q∈D

(
1

|Q|
∑

I∈D: I⊂Q

|bI |2
) 1

2

≤ 1,

the bilinear dyadic paraproduct is defined by

Πb(f1, f2) :=
∑

I∈D

bI 〈f1〉I〈f2〉I hI .

We say that b := {bI}I∈D ∈ CMO(Rn) if ‖b‖BMOD
≤ 1 and

lim
N→∞

sup
D

sup
Q∈D

1

|Q|
∑

I /∈D(N): I⊂Q

|bI |2 = 0.
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Definition 1.2. Given a bilinear operator T , we say that T admits a compact bilinear dyadic
representation if there exists a constant C0 ∈ (0,∞) so that for all compactly supported and
bounded functions f1, f2, and f3,

〈
T (f1, f2), f3

〉
= C0 Eω

∞∑

k=0

k∑

i=0

2−kδ/2
〈
S
i,k
Dω

(f1, f2), f3
〉
+ C0 Eω

〈
Πb0

ω
(f1, f2), f3

〉

+ C0 Eω
〈
Π∗1

b1
ω
(f1, f2), f3

〉
+ C0 Eω

〈
Π∗2

b2
ω
(f1, f2), f3

〉
,

where S
i,k
Dω

is a finite sum of cancellative shifts S
i,i,k
Dω

, Si,i+1,k
Dω

, and adjoints of such operators.
In addition, Πbω is the bilinear dyadic paraproduct with bω := {bI}I∈Dω ∈ CMO(Rn).

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 Calderón–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 Hytönen in [47, 48] to settle the well-knowns A2 conjecture for gen-
eral Calderón–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 Calderón–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 L1 × L1 → L
1
2
,∞, it is natural to study compactness criterions in Lorentz spaces Lp,q(Rn).

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 τh be the translation operator, i.e., τhf(x) := f(x− h) for all x, h ∈ Rn.

Theorem 1.3. Let 0 < p, q <∞ and K ⊂ Lp,q(Rn). Then K is precompact in Lp,q(Rn) if and
only if the following are satisfied:

(a) sup
f∈K

‖f‖Lp,q <∞,

(b) lim
A→∞

sup
f∈K

‖f1B(0,A)c‖Lp,q = 0,

(c) lim
|h|→0

sup
f∈K

‖τhf − f‖Lp,q = 0.

Moreover, in the case q = ∞, 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 Lp,q(w). To be precise, we obtain the following
result.

Theorem 1.4. Let w be a weight so that w,w−λ ∈ L1
loc(R

n) for some λ > 0. Let 0 < p, q <∞
and K ⊂ Lp,q(w). Then K is precompact in Lp,q(w) if the following are satisfied:

(a) sup
f∈K

‖f‖Lp,q(w) <∞,

(b) lim
A→∞

sup
f∈K

‖f1B(0,A)c‖Lp,q(w) = 0,

(c) lim
|h|→0

sup
f∈K

‖τhf − f‖Lp,q(w) = 0.

Moreover, (a) and (b) are necessary, but (c) is not. In the case q = ∞, 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,q(w) with
q ∈ (0,∞), 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, q are allowed to
be quasi-Banach.

Theorem 1.5. Let w ∈ Ap0 for some p0 ∈ (1,∞). Let 0 < p, q < ∞ and K ⊆ Lp,q(w). Let
0 < a < min{p/p0, q, 1}. Then K ⊆ Lp,q(w) is precompact if and only if the following are
satisfied:

(a) sup
f∈K

‖f‖Lp,q(w) <∞,

(b) lim
A→∞

sup
f∈K

‖f1B(0,A)c‖Lp,q(w) = 0,

(c) lim
r→0

sup
f∈K

∥∥∥∥
(
 

B(0,r)
|τyf − f |a dy

) 1
a
∥∥∥∥
Lp,q(w)

= 0.

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

From Theorems 1.3–1.5, we see that the precompactness in Lp,∞(Rn) 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,∞) and all weights w ∈ L1

loc(R
n)

(cf. Lemma A.4). Besides, the space Lp,∞(Rn) with p ∈ (0,∞) 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(Rn) and
CMO(Rn), they are not lattices, which means that |f | ≤ |g| does not imply ‖f‖BMO ≤ ‖g‖BMO.
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,∞(Rn) and
CMO(Rn). 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 1
p = 1

p1
+ 1

p2
> 0 with p1, p2 ∈ (1,∞].

(1) Assume that T is bounded from Lp1(Rn)×Lp2(Rn) to Lp(Rn). Then T is compact from
Lp1(Rn)× Lp2(Rn) to Lp(Rn) if and only if limN→∞ ‖P⊥

N T‖Lp1×Lp2→Lp = 0.
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(2) Assume that T is bounded from L1(Rn)×L1(Rn) to L
1
2
,∞(Rn). Then T is compact from

L1(Rn) × L1(Rn) to L
1
2
,∞(Rn) if limN→∞ ‖P⊥

N T‖L1×L1→L
1
2 ,∞ = 0. But the converse

fails.

(3) Assume that T is bounded from L∞(Rn) × L∞(Rn) to BMO(Rn). Then T is compact
from L∞(Rn)×L∞(Rn) to CMO(Rn) if and only if limN→∞ ‖P⊥

N T‖L∞×L∞→BMO = 0.

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,∞). 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, EωS
i,j,k
Dω

is compact from Lp1(wp11 )×Lp2(wp22 ) to Lp(wp) for

all p1, p2 ∈ (1,∞] and for all (w1, w2) ∈ A(p1,p2), where
1
p = 1

p1
+ 1

p2
> 0 and w = w1w2.

Theorem 1.8. Let bω := {bI}I∈Dω ∈ CMO(Rn) for each ω ∈ Ω. Then EωΠbω , EωΠ
∗1
bω

, and

EωΠ
∗2
bω

are compact from Lp1(wp11 ) × Lp2(wp22 ) to Lp(wp) for all p1, p2 ∈ (1,∞] and for all

(w1, w2) ∈ A(p1,p2), where
1
p = 1

p1
+ 1

p2
> 0 and w = w1w2.

Theorem 1.9. Assume that T is a bilinear operator such that

T is compact from Lp1(up11 )× Lp2(up22 ) to Lp(up)

for some 1
p = 1

p1
+ 1

p2
> 0 with p1, p2 ∈ [1,∞] and for some (u1, u2) ∈ A(p1,p2), where u = u1u2;

and

T is bounded from Lq1(vq11 )× Lq2(vq22 ) to Lq(vq)

for some 1
q = 1

q1
+ 1

q2
with q1, q2 ∈ [1,∞] and for all (v1, v2) ∈ A(q1,q2), where v = v1v2. Then

T is compact from Lr1(wr11 )× Lr2(wr22 ) to Lr(wr)

for all r1, r2 ∈ (1,∞] and for all (w1, w2) ∈ A(r1,r2), where
1
r = 1

r1
+ 1

r2
> 0 and w = w1w2.

1.5. Necessary hypotheses. The implication (c) =⇒ (a) follows from Theorems 1.10–1.12.
Indeed, it just requires the compactness holding for one triple of exponents (p, p1, p2) ∈ (1,∞)3

to justify the hypotheses (H1)–(H3).

Theorem 1.10. Let T be a bilinear operator associated with a standard bilinear Calderón–
Zygmund kernel K. Let 1

p = 1
p1

+ 1
p2

with p, p1, p2 ∈ (1,∞). If T is compact from Lp1(Rn) ×
Lp2(Rn) to Lp(Rn), then K is a compact bilinear Calderón–Zygmund kernel.

Theorem 1.11. Let 1
p = 1

p1
+ 1

p2
with p, p1, p2 ∈ (1,∞). If a bilinear operator T is bounded

from Lp1(Rn)× Lp2(Rn) to Lp(Rn), then

|〈T (1I ,1I),1I〉| .
[
‖P⊥

N T‖Lp1×Lp2→Lp + ‖T‖Lp1×Lp2→LpF (I; 2N)
]
|I|,
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for all I ∈ D and N ∈ N, where

F (I;N) := F1(2
N ℓ(I))F2(2

−Nℓ(I))F3(N
−1 rd(I, 2N I)),

F1(t) := (1 + t−1)−
n
p , and F2(t) = F3(t) := 1[0,1](t).

In particular, if T is compact from Lp1(Rn) × Lp2(Rn) to Lp(Rn), then it satisfies the weak
compactness property.

Theorem 1.12. Let T be a bilinear operator associated with a standard bilinear Calderón–
Zygmund kernel K. Let 1

p = 1
p1

+ 1
p2

with p, p1, p2 ∈ (1,∞). If T is compact from Lp1(Rn) ×
Lp2(Rn) to Lp(Rn), then T (1, 1), T ∗1(1, 1), T ∗2(1, 1) ∈ CMO(Rn).

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 Lr1 × Lr2 → Lr compactness, where r1, r2 ∈ (1,∞).
As seen above, Theorems 1.3–1.5 do not give the necessary conditions of precompactness in
the space Lp,∞(Rn), 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 Ls,t(Rn) com-
pactness, where s 6= ∞ and t 6= ∞. In Lorentz space Ls,t(Rn), Theorem 1.3 is a sufficient and
necessary of precompactness, and to conclude the Lr1 × Lr2 → Lr 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 R2. 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 Lp1(Rn)× Lp2(Rn) to Lp,∞(Rn)

for some 1
p = 1

p1
+ 1

p2
with p1, p2 ∈ [1,∞], and

T is bounded from Lq1(vq11 )× Lq2(vq22 ) to Lq(vq)

for some 1
q = 1

q1
+ 1

q2
with q1, q2 ∈ [1,∞] and for all (v1, v2) ∈ A(q1,q2), where v = v1v2. Then

T is compact from Lr1(wr11 )× Lr2(wr22 ) to Lr(wr)

for all r1, r2 ∈ (1,∞] and for all (w1, w2) ∈ A(r1,r2), where
1
r = 1

r1
+ 1

r2
> 0 and w = w1w2.

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 Lr1 × Lr2 → Lr 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∞(Rn)× L∞(Rn) to CMO(Rn),

and

T is bounded from Lq1(vq11 )× Lq2(vq22 ) to Lq(vq)

for some 1
q = 1

q1
+ 1

q2
with q1, q2 ∈ [1,∞] and for all (v1, v2) ∈ A(q1,q2), where v = v1v2. Then

T is compact from Lr1(wr11 )× Lr2(wr22 ) to Lr(wr)

for all r1, r2 ∈ (1,∞] and for all (w1, w2) ∈ A(r1,r2), where
1
r = 1

r1
+ 1

r2
> 0 and w = w1w2.
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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 L1×L1 → L
1
2
,∞ compactness.

The latter is proved by Theorem 1.3 and the Calderón–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
Calderón–Zygmund operator T ,

M#(Tf)(x) .Mrf(x), x ∈ Rn, r > 1.

But this inequality does not hold for r = 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(∞,∞). This is the main reason why we use CMOλ 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 Φ,Ψ ∈ C∞
c (Rn) be radial functions such

that supp(Φ) ⊂ B(0, 1),
´

Rn Φ(x) dx = 1,
´

Rn Ψ(x) dx = 0, and
´∞
0 |Ψ̂(te1)|2 dtt = 1, where

e1 := (1, 0, . . . , 0). For any t > 0, define convolution operators

Ptf := Φt ∗ f and Qtf := Ψt ∗ f,

where Φt(x) := t−nΦ(t−1x) and Ψt(x) := t−nΨ(t−1x). Given b ∈ BMO(Rn), the bilinear
continuous paraproduct πb is defined by

πb(f, g) :=

ˆ ∞

0
Qt

(
(Qtb)(Ptf)(Ptg)

) dt
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 T1 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
T1 theorem [40].

Theorem 1.15. For any b ∈ CMO(Rn), πb 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 {ψI}I∈D be a
system of wavelets (cf. Definition 10.3). Given a function b ∈ BMO(Rn), we define bilinear
dyadic paraproducts as

Πb(f1, f2) :=
∑

I∈D

〈b, ψI〉〈f1〉I〈f2〉I ψI ,

Π∗1
b (f1, f2) :=

∑

I∈D

〈b, ψI〉〈f1, ψI〉〈f2〉I
1I

|I| ,

Π∗2
b (f1, f2) :=

∑

I∈D

〈b, ψI〉〈f1〉I〈f2, ψI〉
1I

|I| .

Theorem 1.16. Let b ∈ CMO(Rn). Then each operator T ∈ {Πb,Π∗1
b ,Π

∗2
b } satisfies the

hypotheses (H1), (H2), and (H3).
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Let us proceed to the third example. Given a symbol σ, the bilinear pseudo-differential
operator Tσ is defined by

Tσ(f1, f2)(x) :=

¨

R2n

σ(x, ξ1, ξ2)e
2πix·(ξ1+ξ2)f̂1(ξ1)f̂2(ξ2) dξ1 dξ2,

for all f1, f2 ∈ S(Rn), where f̂(ξ) :=
´

Rn e
−2πix·ξf(x) dx. Given m ∈ R and ρ, δ ∈ [0, 1], we say

that σ ∈ Km
ρ,δ if it satisfies

∣∣∂αx ∂βξ ∂γησ(x, ξ, η)
∣∣ ≤ Cα,β,γ(x, ξ, η)(1 + |ξ|+ |η|)m+δ|α|−ρ(|β|+|γ|),

for all multi-indices α, β and γ, where Cα,β,γ is a bounded function satisfying

lim
|x|+|ξ|+|η|→∞

Cα,β,γ(x, ξ, η) = 0.

We say that σ ∈ Smρ,δ if the above function Cα,β,γ depends only on α, β, and γ.

In the linear case, the condition σ ∈ Km
ρ,δ implicitly originated in [26] to establish L2 com-

pactness of Tσ, and was further adapted in [19] to obtain weighted Lp compactness of Tσ.

Theorem 1.17. Let σ ∈ K0
1,δ with δ ∈ [0, 1). Then the bilinear pseudo-differential operator

Tσ satisfies the hypotheses (H1), (H2), and (H3).

Our last example is bilinear commutators. A function b on Rn is called Lipschitz if there
exists a constant C0 ∈ (0,∞) such that

|b(x)− b(y)| ≤ C0 |x− y| for all x, y ∈ Rn.

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

[b, T ]1(f1, f2) := b T (f1, f2)− T (bf1, f2),

[b, T ]2(f1, f2) := b T (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(Rn), the corresponding kernel of commutators is not a (bilinear) Calderón–Zygmund
kernel. Considering this fact and the bilinear Calderón–Zygmund kernel shown in [6], we use
the condition σ ∈ Km

ρ,δ as above to obtain the following result.

Theorem 1.18. Let σ ∈ K1
1,0 and b be a Lipschitz function with ∇b ∈ L∞(Rn). Then the

bilinear commutators [b, Tσ ]1 and [b, Tσ ]2 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 Calderón–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 A~p
with exponents pi = ∞.
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2. Preliminaries

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

• For convenience, we use ℓ∞ metric on Rn.
• Let N := {0, 1, 2, . . .} be the set of natural numbers.
• Write I = [−1

2 ,
1
2)
n and λI := [−λ

2 ,
λ
2 )
n for any λ > 0.

• Given p ∈ (1,∞), let p′ denote the Hölder conjugate exponent of p, i.e., 1
p +

1
p′ = 1.

• The translation operator is defined by τhf(x) := f(x− h) for all x, h ∈ Rn.
• For any p ∈ (0,∞] and a weight w on Rn, we simply write ‖f‖Lp(wp) := ‖fw‖Lp .

• For a measurable set A ⊂ Rn with 0 < |A| <∞, write 〈f〉A =
ffl

A f dx := 1
|A|

´

A f dx.

• By a cube I in Rn we mean I :=
∏n
i=1[ai, ai + ℓ), where ai ∈ R and ℓ > 0.

• Let Q denote the family of all cubes in Rn.
• Let D denote a generic dyadic grid on Rn (see Section 2.3).
• For every N ∈ N, set Q(N) := {I ∈ Q : 2−N ≤ ℓ(I) ≤ 2N , rd(I, 2N I) ≤ N} and
D(N) := D ∩Q(N).

• For any cube I ⊂ Rn, we denote its center by cI and its sidelength by ℓ(I). For any
λ > 0, we denote by λI the cube with the center cI and sidelength λℓ(I).

• The distance between cubes I and J is given by d(I, J) := inf{|x− y| : x ∈ I, y ∈ J}.
• The relative distance between cubes I and J is defined by rd(I, J) := d(I,J)

max{ℓ(I),ℓ(J)} .

• Let C (Rn) be the space of continuous functions on Rn.
• Let C∞

c (Rn) be the collection of smooth functions with compact support on Rn.
• Let S(Rn) denote the class of Schwarz functions on Rn, and let S ′(Rn) denote the space
of tempered distributions.

• We shall use A . B and A ≃ B to mean, respectively, that A ≤ CB and 0 < c ≤ A/B ≤
C, where the constants c 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 Calderón–Zygmund operators.

Definition 2.1. Let F consist of all triples (F1, F2, F3) of bounded functions F1, F2, F3 :
[0,∞) → [0,∞) satisfying

lim
t→0

F1(t) = lim
t→∞

F2(t) = lim
t→∞

F3(t) = 0.

Let F0 be the collection of all bounded functions F : Q → [0,∞) satisfying

lim
ℓ(Q)→0

F (Q) = lim
ℓ(Q)→∞

F (Q) = lim
|cQ|→∞

F (Q) = 0.

Definition 2.2. Let ∆ be the diagonal of Rn × Rn × Rn. A function K : (R3n \∆) → C is
called a compact bilinear Calderón–Zygmund kernel if there exists δ ∈ (0, 1] such that

|K(x, y, z)| ≤ F (x, y, z)

(|x− y|+ |x− z|)2n ,(2.3)
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|K(x, y, z) −K(x′, y, z)| ≤ F (x, y, z)
|x− x′|δ

(|x − y|+ |x− z|)2n+δ(2.4)

whenever |x− x′| ≤ max{|x− y|, |x− z|}/2,

|K(x, y, z) −K(x, y′, z)| ≤ F (x, y, z)
|y − y′|δ

(|x − y|+ |x− z|)2n+δ(2.5)

whenever |y − y′| ≤ max{|x− y|, |x− z|}/2,

|K(x, y, z) −K(x, y, z′)| ≤ F (x, y, z)
|y − y′|δ

(|x − y|+ |x− z|)2n+δ(2.6)

whenever |z − z′| ≤ max{|x− y|, |x− z|}/2, where
F (x, y, z) := F1(|x− y|+ |x− z|)F2(|x− y|+ |x− z|)F3(|x+ y|+ |x+ z|)

with the triple (F1, F2, F3) ∈ F .

We say that K is a standard bilinear Calderón–Zygmund kernel if the function F above is
replaced by a uniform constant C ≥ 1. The smallest constant C is denoted by ‖K‖CZ(δ).

Definition 2.7. We say that a bilinear operator T : S(Rn) × S(Rn) → S ′(Rn) is associated
with a compact (or standard) bilinear Calderón–Zygmund kernel if there exists a compact (or
standard) bilinear Calderón–Zygmund kernel K such that

〈T (f1, f2), g〉 =
ˆ

R3n

K(x, y, z)f1(y)f2(z)g(x) dx dy dz,

for any f1, f2, g ∈ S(Rn) with supp(f1) ∩ supp(f2) ∩ supp(g) = Ø.

An operator T is called a bilinear Calderón–Zygmund operator if it is associated with a
standard bilinear Calderón–Zygmund kernel and can be boundedly extended from Lq1(Rn)×
Lq2(Rn) to Lq(Rn) for some 1

q = 1
q1

+ 1
q2

with q1, q2 ∈ (1,∞).

Definition 2.8. Let T : S(Rn) × S(Rn) → S ′(Rn) be a bilinear operator. We say that T
satisfies the weak compactness property if there exists F ∈ F0 such that

|〈T (1Q,1Q),1Q〉| ≤ F (Q)|Q|, for all 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 D0 be the standard dyadic grid on Rn:

D0 :=
{
2−k([0, 1)n +m) : k ∈ Z, m ∈ Zn

}
.

Let Ω := ({0, 1}n)Z and let Pω be the natural probability measure on Ω: each component ωj
has an equal probability 2−n of taking any of the 2n values in {0, 1}n, and all components
are independent of each other. Given ω = (ωj)j∈Z ∈ Ω, the random dyadic grid Dω on Rn is
defined by

Dω :=

{
Q+ ω := Q+

∑

j:2−j<ℓ(Q)

2−jωj : Q ∈ D0

}
.

By a dyadic grid D we mean that D = Dω for some ω ∈ Ω.

A cube Q ∈ D = Dω is called bad if there exists a cube Q′ ∈ D such that

ℓ(Q′) ≥ 2rℓ(Q) and d(Q, ∂Q′) ≤ 2ℓ(Q)γℓ(Q′)1−γ .
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Here γ = δ
2(2n+δ) , where δ > 0 appears in the kernel estimates. Otherwise a cube is called good.

Let Dω,good denote the family of good cubes in Dω. Note that πgood := Pω(Q + ω is good)
is independent of the choice of Q ∈ D0. The appearing parameter r is a large enough fixed
constant so that πgood > 0.

2.4. Haar functions. Let hI be an L2 normalized Haar function related to I ∈ D, where D
is a dyadic grid on Rn. With this we mean that hI , I = I1×· · ·× In, is one of the 2n functions
hηI , η = (η1, . . . , ηn) ∈ {0, 1}n, defined by

hηI := hη1I1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ hηnIn ,

where h0Ii = |Ii|−
1
21Ii and h1Ii = |Ii|−

1
2 (1I−i

− 1I+i
) for every i = 1, . . . , n. Here I−i and I+i

are the left and right halves of the interval Ii respectively. If η 6= 0, the Haar function is
cancellative :

´

Rn hI dx = 0. All the cancellative Haar functions form an orthonormal basis of

L2(Rn). If f ∈ L2(Rn), we may write

f =
∑

I∈D

∑

η∈{0,1}n\{0}

〈f, hηI 〉h
η
I .

However, we suppress the finite η summation and just write f =
∑

I∈D〈f, hI〉hI .
Given k ∈ N and Q ∈ D, let Dk(Q) := {I ∈ D : I ⊂ Q, ℓ(I) = 2−kℓ(Q)}. Define

∆Qf :=
∑

Q′∈ch(Q)

(
〈f〉Q′ − 〈f〉Q

)
1Q′ and ∆k

Qf :=
∑

I∈Dk(Q)

∆If.

Then for every p ∈ (1,∞) and f ∈ Lp(Rn), there holds

f =
∑

Q∈D

∆Qf =
∑

Q∈D

〈f, hQ〉hQ,(2.9)

where the convergence takes place unconditionally (that is, independently of the order) in
Lp(Rn).

Given k ∈ N and a dyadic grid D, define the dyadic square function as

SkDf :=

( ∑

Q∈D

|∆k
Qf |2

) 1
2

.

For k = 0, denote SD := S0
D. It follows from [87, Exercise 3.7] that

‖SDf‖Lr ≃ ‖f‖Lr , for all r ∈ (0,∞).(2.10)

Moreover, it was shown in [87, Theorem 2.5] that for any r ∈ (0,∞) and v ∈ A∞,

‖f‖Lr(v) . ‖SkDf‖Lr(v), ∀ k ∈ N,(2.11)

Given k ∈ Z, we define the operators

E2kf :=
∑

Q∈D: ℓ(Q)=2k

〈f〉Q 1Q and D2kf := E2k−1f −E2kf.(2.12)

Then it is not hard to check that

E2kf =
∑

Q∈D: ℓ(Q)>2k

∆Qf, D2kf =
∑

Q∈D: ℓ(Q)=2k

∆Qf,(2.13)
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and
∥∥∥∥
(∑

k∈Z

|D2kf |2
) 1

2
∥∥∥∥
Lr

≃ ‖f‖Lr , for all r ∈ (0,∞).(2.14)

Given N ∈ N, we define the projection operator and its orthogonal operator by

PNf :=
∑

Q∈D(N)

〈f, hQ〉hQ and P⊥
N f := f − PNf,(2.15)

with convergence interpreted pointwise almost everywhere. Then there holds

sup
N∈N

‖P⊥
N f‖Lr . ‖f‖Lr , for all r ∈ (0,∞).(2.16)

Indeed, by (2.10), for all N ∈ N,

‖PNf‖Lr ≃ ‖SD(PNf)‖Lr =

∥∥∥∥
( ∑

Q∈D

|∆Q(PNf)|2
) 1

2
∥∥∥∥
Lr

=

∥∥∥∥
( ∑

Q∈D(N)

|∆Qf |2
) 1

2
∥∥∥∥
Lr

≤ ‖SDf‖Lr ≃ ‖f‖Lr ,

where the implicit constants are independent of N .

2.5. BMO and CMO spaces.

Definition 2.17. A locally integrable function f : Rn → C belongs to BMO(Rn) if

‖f‖BMO := sup
Q∈Q

 

Q
|f(x)− 〈f〉Q|dx <∞.

Let CMO(Rn) denote the closure of C∞
c (Rn) in BMO(Rn). Additionally, the space CMO(Rn)

is endowed with the norm of BMO(Rn).

By [60] and [85], we see that f ∈ CMO(Rn) if and only if

f ∈ BMO(Rn) and lim
N→∞

‖P⊥
N f‖BMO = 0.(2.18)

Let H1(Rn) denote the Hardy space (cf. [80, Chapter VII, Section 3]). It was shown by
Fefferman and Stein [32] that BMO(Rn) is the dual space of H1(Rn).

Given λ > 0, the sharp maximal function M#
λ is defined by

M#
λ f(x) := sup

Q∋x
inf
c∈R

(
 

Q
|f(y)− c|λ dy

) 1
λ

.

When λ = 1, denote M# = M#
λ . The operator M#

λ was introduced by Strömberg [82] and is

a modification of M# of Fefferman and Stein [32]. In addition, it was shown in [82, p. 518]
that

‖f‖BMO ≃ ‖M#
λ f‖L∞ , 0 < λ <∞.(2.19)

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 λ > 0 and 0 < w(x) < ∞ a.e. x ∈ Rn. We say that a locally integrable
function f : Rn → C belongs to BMOλ(w

∞) if

‖f‖BMOλ(w∞) := ‖(M#
λ f)w‖L∞ <∞.

We say that a function f : Rn → C belongs to CMOλ(w
∞) if

f ∈ BMOλ(w
∞) and lim

N→∞
‖P⊥

N f‖BMOλ(w∞) = 0.

2.6. Muckenhoupt weights. A measurable function w on Rn is called a weight if 0 < w(x) <
∞ for a.e. x ∈ Rn. Given p ∈ (1,∞), we define the Muckenhoupt class Ap as the collection of
all weights w on Rn satisfying

[w]Ap := sup
Q∈Q

(
 

Q
w dx

)(
 

Q
w1−p′ dx

)p−1

<∞.

In the endpoint case p = 1, we say that w ∈ A1 if

[w]A1 := sup
Q∈Q

(
 

Q
w dx

)(
ess sup

Q
w−1

)
<∞.

Then, we define A∞ :=
⋃
p≥1Ap.

Let us recall two properties of Muckenhoupt classes. The first one is the reverse Hölder
inequality: for every w ∈ Ap with p ∈ [1,∞],

(
 

Q
wrw dx

) 1
rw

.

 

Q
w dx, for each cube Q,(2.21)

where rw ∈ (1,∞). The second one is the openness of the class Ap: for any p ∈ (1,∞),

w ∈ Ap =⇒ w ∈ Ap−ε for some ε ∈ (0, p − 1).(2.22)

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, . . . , pm ≤ ∞ and ~w = (w1, . . . , wm)
with 0 < w1, . . . , wm <∞ a.e. on Rn, we say that ~w ∈ A~p if

[~w]A~p
:= sup

Q∈Q

(
 

Q
wp dx

) 1
p
m∏

i=1

(
 

Q
w

−p′i
i dx

) 1
p′
i <∞,

where 1
p =

∑m
i=1

1
pi

and w =
∏m
i=1 wi. If pi = 1,

( ffl
Q w

−p′i
i dx

)1/p′i is understood as (ess infQ wi)
−1;

and if p = ∞,
( ffl

Q w
p dx

) 1
p is understood as ess supQ w.

The following characterization of the class A~p was essentially contained in [63, Theorem
3.6]. Although [63, Theorem 3.6] only concerns the setting 1 ≤ p1, . . . , pm < ∞, some minor
modifications of its proof will give the corresponding result in the case pi = ∞ for some/all
i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}.
Lemma 2.24. Let ~p = (p1, . . . , pm) with 1 ≤ p1, . . . , pm ≤ ∞ and let ~w = (w1, . . . , wm) be a
vector of weights. Then

~w ∈ A~p ⇐⇒ wp ∈ Amp and w
−p′i
i ∈ Amp′i , i = 1, . . . ,m,

where 1
p =

∑m
i=1

1
pi

and w =
∏m
i=1wi. If pi = 1, w

−p′i
i ∈ Amp′i is understood as w

1/m
i ∈ A1; and

if p = ∞, wp ∈ Amp is understood as w−1/m ∈ A1.
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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 q1, . . . , qm ∈ [1,∞] such that

‖f‖Lq(vq)

(
resp. ‖f‖Lq,∞(vq)

)
≤ C1

m∏

i=1

‖fi‖Lqi (v
qi
i ), ∀ (f, f1, . . . , fm) ∈ F ,

for all ~v ∈ A~q, where
1
q =

∑m
i=1

1
qi

and v =
∏m
i=1 vi. Then

‖f‖Lp(wp)

(
resp. ‖f‖Lp,∞(wp)

)
≤ C2

m∏

i=1

‖fi‖Lpi(w
pi
i ), ∀ (f, f1, . . . , fm) ∈ F ,

for all p1, . . . , pm ∈ (1,∞] and for all ~w ∈ A~p, where
1
p =

∑m
i=1

1
pi
> 0 and w =

∏m
i=1wi.

To give a characterization of A~p, let us define the multilinear maximal operator

M(~f)(x) := sup
Q∋x

m∏

i=1

 

Q
|fi(yi)| dyi,

where the supremum is taken over all cubes Q ∈ Q containing x. In the case m = 1, we write

M = M and Mλf =M(|f |λ) 1
λ for any λ > 0.

Theorem 2.26. Let p1, . . . , pm ∈ (1,∞]. Then ~w ∈ A~p if and only if M is bounded from

Lp1(wp11 )× · · · × Lpm(wpmm ) to Lp(wp), where 1
p =

∑m
i=1

1
pi

and w =
∏m
i=1wi.

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

To show the sufficiency, assume that ~w ∈ A ~∞ and w =
∏m
i=1 wi. By [55, p. 792], each cube Q

is contained in a shifted dyadic cube Qα ∈ Dα with ℓ(Qα) ≤ 6ℓ(Q) for some α ∈ Λ := {0, 1/3}n,
where

Dα :=
{
2−k

(
[0, 1)n +m+ (−1)kα

)
: k ∈ Z,m ∈ Zn

}
.

Thus,

(2.27) M(~f)(x) . sup
α∈Λ

MDα(
~f)(x) := sup

α∈Λ
sup
Q∈Dα
Q∋x

m∏

i=1

 

Q
|fi| dyi, x ∈ Rn.

For each cube Q ∈ ⋃
α∈Λ Dα, there exists a subset EQ ⊂ Q such that |EQ| = 0 and w(x) ≤

ess supQ w for all x ∈ Q \ EQ. Denote E :=
⋃
α∈Λ

⋃
Q∈Dα

EQ. Then |E| = 0 and for all

x ∈ Rn \ E,

(2.28) sup
α∈Λ

sup
Q∈Dα
Q∋x

w(x)

ess sup
Q

w
≤ 1.

Gathering (2.27) and (2.28), we obtain that for any x ∈ Rn \ E,

M(~f)(x)w(x) . w(x) sup
α∈Λ

sup
Q∈Dα
Q∋x

m∏

i=1

‖fiwi‖L∞

(
 

Q
w−1
i dyi

)
≤ [~w]A ~∞

m∏

i=1

‖fiwi‖L∞ ,

which asserts that ‖M(~f)w‖L∞ .
∏m
i=1 ‖fiwi‖L∞ for all ~w ∈ A ~∞. By Theorem 2.25, this

implies that M is bounded from Lp1(wp11 )×· · ·×Lpm(wpmm ) to Lp(wp) for all p1, . . . , pm ∈ (1,∞]
and ~w ∈ A~p.
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To demonstrate the necessity, assume that M is bounded from Lp1(wp11 )× · · · × Lpm(wpmm )

to Lp(wp). First, consider the case p1 = · · · = pm = ∞. Let fi = w−1
i , i = 1, . . . ,m.

Let Q be a cube. By definition, there exists a subset EQ ⊂ Q such that |EQ| = 0 and

M(~f)(x)w(x) ≤ ‖M(~f )w‖L∞ for all x ∈ Q \ EQ. Then for all x ∈ Q \ EQ,

w(x)

m∏

i=1

(
 

Q
w−1
i dyi

)
≤ ‖M(~f )w‖L∞ .

m∏

i=1

‖fiwi‖L∞ = 1,

which shows ~w ∈ A ~∞.

Next, let us handle the case pi 6= ∞ for some i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}. There exists a subset I1 ⊂
{1, . . . ,m} such that #I1 ≥ 1, pi 6= ∞ for each i ∈ I1, and pj = ∞ for each j ∈ I2 :=

{1, . . . ,m}\I1. Note that 1
p :=

∑m
i=1

1
pi
> 0. Let Q be a cube. Let ~f satisfy 0 <

∏m
i=1〈|fi|〉Q <

∞. Then for any 0 < λ <
∏m
i=1〈|fi|〉Q,

λwp(Q)
1
p ≤ λwp({x ∈ Rn : M(~f1Q)(x) > λ})

1
p ≤ ‖M(~f1Q)w‖Lp .

m∏

i=1

‖fi1Qwi‖Lpi .

Letting λ→
∏m
i=1〈|fi|〉Q, we have

wp(Q)
1
p

m∏

i=1

〈|fi|〉Q .

m∏

i=1

‖fi1Qwi‖Lpi .

Pick fi = w
−p′i
i for every i ∈ I1, and fj = w−1

j for every j ∈ I2. Thus, the above inequality
gives

wp(Q)
1
p

∏

i∈I1

〈w−p′i
i 〉Q

∏

j∈I2

〈w−1
j 〉Q . |Q|

1
p

∏

i∈I1

〈w−p′i
i 〉

1
pi
Q ,

which implies ~w ∈ A~p as desired. �

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
n . Assume that a bounded and decreasing

function F2 : [0,∞) → [0,∞) satisfies limt→∞ F2(t) = 0. Then there exists a bounded and

decreasing function F̃2 : [0,∞) → [0,∞) satisfying limt→∞ F̃2(t) = 0 such that for all cubes
I, J ∈ Rn with ℓ(I) = ℓ(J), I ∩ J = Ø, and d(I, J) = 0,

I1 :=

(
 

I

 

J
F2(|x− y|)r dx dy

) 1
r

. F̃2(ℓ(I)),

and

I2 :=

(
 

I

 

J

1

|x− y|sn dx dy
) 1

s

. |I|−1.

Lemma 2.30. Given (F1, F2, F3) ∈ F , let

F (x, y, z) := F1(|x− y|+ |x− z|)F2(|x− y|+ |x− z|)F3(|x+ y|+ |x+ z|).

(i) There exists a triple (F ′
1, F

′
2, F

′
3) ∈ F such that F ′

1 is monotone increasing, F ′
2 and F ′

3

are monotone decreasing, and

F (x, y, z) ≤ F ′(x, y, z) := F ′
1(|x− y|+ |x− z|)F ′

2(|x− y|+ |x− z|)(2.31)
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× F ′
3

(
1 +

|x+ y|+ |x+ z|
1 + |x− y|+ |x− z|

)
.

(ii) Assume that F1 is monotone increasing. Then there exist δ′ ∈ (0, δ) and (F ′
1, F

′
2, F

′
3) ∈

F such that F ′
1 is monotone increasing, F ′

2 and F ′
3 are monotone decreasing, and

F (x, y, z)
|x− x′|δ

(|x − y|+ |x− z|)2n+δ ≤ F ′(x, y, z)
|x− x′|δ′

(|x− y|+ |x− z|)2n+δ′ ,(2.32)

whenever |x− x′| ≤ max{|x− y|, |x− z}/2, where

F ′(x, y, z) := F ′
1(|x− x′|)F ′

2(|x− y|+ |x− z|)F ′
3

(
1 +

|x+ y|+ |x+ z|
1 + |x− y|+ |x− z|

)
.(2.33)

Proof. Note that |x+ y|+ |x+ z| ≥ |x+y|+|x+z|
1+|x−y|+|x−z| . Then by definition,

lim
|x−y|+|x−z|→0

F (x, y, z) = lim
|x−y|+|x−z|→∞

F (x, y, z)(2.34)

= lim
1+

|x+y|+|x+z|
1+|x−y|+|x−z|

→∞

F (x, y, z) = 0.

Define

F ′
1(t) := sup

|x−y|+|x−z|≤t
F (x, y, z)

1
3 ,

F ′
2(t) := sup

|x−y|+|x−z|≥t
F (x, y, z)

1
3 ,

F ′
3(t) := sup

1+ |x+y|+|x+z|
1+|x−y|+|x−z|

≥t

F (x, y, z)
1
3 .

It is obvious that F ′
1 is bounded and monotone increasing, both F ′

2 and F ′
3 are bounded and

monotone decreasing. Moreover, (2.34) implies that (F ′
1, F

′
2, F

′
3) ∈ F ,

F (x, y, z)
1
3 ≤ F ′

i (|x− y|+ |x− z|), i = 1, 2,(2.35)

and

F (x, y, z)
1
3 ≤ F ′

3

(
1 +

|x+ y|+ |x+ z|
1 + |x− y|+ |x− z|

)
.(2.36)

Thus, (2.31) is a consequence of (2.35) and (2.36).

To prove part (ii), pick δ′ ∈ (0, δ) and denote

F (x, y, z;x′) := F (x, y, z)
|x− x′|δ−δ′

(|x− y|+ |x− z|)δ−δ′(2.37)

for all |x− x′| ≤ max{|x− y|, |x− z|}/2. We claim that

lim
|x−x′|→0

F (x, y, z;x′) = lim
|x−y|+|x−z|→∞

F (x, y, z;x′)(2.38)

= lim
1+ |x+y|+|x−z|

1+|x−y|+|x−z|
→∞

F (x, y, z;x′) = 0.

Indeed, the last two limits in (2.38) follow from (2.34). To show the first one, assume that
there exists a sequence {(xk, yk, zk;x′k)}k∈N such that |xk − x′k| ≤ max{|xk − yk|, |xk − zk|}/2
with limk→∞ |xk − x′k| = 0, but

inf
k
F (xk, yk, zk;x

′
k) > 0.(2.39)
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If lim infk→∞
|xk−x

′
k|

|xk−yk|+|xk−zk|
= 0, then the finiteness of F gives lim infk→∞ F (xk, yk, zk;x

′
k) = 0,

which contradicts (2.39). If lim infk→∞
|xk−x

′
k|

|xk−yk|+|xk−zk|
> 0, then there exist a constant C0 > 0

and a subsequence (which we relabel) {(xk, yk, zk, x′k)}k∈N such that |xk − yk| + |xk − zk| ≤
C0|xk − x′k|. By the monotonicity of F1 and that limk→∞ |xk − x′k| = 0, we conclude

0 ≤ F (xk, yk, zk;x
′
k) ≤ F (xk, yk, zk)

. F1(|xk − yk|+ |xk − zk|) ≤ F1(C0|xk − x′k|) → 0,

as k → ∞. Thus, limk→∞ F (xk, yk, zk;x
′
k) = 0, which contradicts (2.39). Consequently, the

first limit in (2.38) holds.

Define

F ′
1(t) := sup

|x−x′|≤t
F (x, y, z;x′)

1
3 ,

F ′
2(t) := sup

|x−y|+|x−z|≥t
F (x, y, z;x′)

1
3 ,

F ′
3(t) := sup

1+ |x+y|+|x+z|
1+|x−y|+|x−z|

≥t

F (x, y, z;x′)
1
3 .

It is easy to check that F ′
1 is bounded and monotone increasing, both F ′

2 and F ′
3 are bounded

and monotone decreasing. Besides, (2.38) gives that (F ′
1, F

′
2, F

′
3) ∈ F ,

F (x, y, z;x′)
1
3 ≤ F ′

1(|x− x′|), F (x, y, z;x′)
1
3 ≤ F ′

2(|x− y|+ |x− z|),(2.40)

and

F (x, y, z;x′)
1
3 ≤ F ′

3

(
1 +

|x+ y|+ |x+ z|
1 + |x− y|+ |x− z|

)
.(2.41)

Therefore, (2.40) and (2.41) imply

F (x, y, z) |x − x′|δ
(|x− y|+ |x− z|)2n+δ =

F (x, y, z;x′) |x− x′|δ′

(|x− y|+ |x− z|)2n+δ′ ≤ F ′(x, y, z) |x − x′|δ′

(|x− y|+ |x− z|)2n+δ′ ,

which coincides with (2.32). The proof is complete. �

Lemma 2.42. The following statements hold:

(1) If the estimates in Definition 2.2 are satisfied for different triples (F 1
1 , F

1
2 , F

1
3 ) ∈ F and

(F 2
1 , F

2
2 , F

2
3 ) ∈ F respectively, then they also hold for a new triple (F1, F2, F3) ∈ F .

(2) If the weak compactness property in Definition 2.8 is satisfied for different functions
F1 ∈ F0 and F2 ∈ F0 respectively, then it also holds for a new function F ∈ F0.

(3) For each triple (F1, F2, F3) ∈ F in Definitions 2.2, we may assume that F1 is monotone
increasing while F2 and F3 are monotone decreasing.

(4) Since any dilation of functions in F0 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 1
1 , F

1
2 , F

1
3 ) ∈ F and (F 2

1 , F
2
2 , F

2
3 ) ∈ F in Definition

2.2, if we define

Fj := max{F 1
j , F

2
j }, j = 1, 2, 3,
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then the size and Hölder conditions hold for (F1, F2, F3) ∈ F . Item (2) can be shown in the
same way. To show item (3), given (F1, F2, F3) ∈ F in Definitions 2.2, we define

F ∗
1 (t) := sup

0≤s≤t
F1(s), F ∗

2 (t) := sup
s≥t

F2(s), and F ∗
3 (t) := sup

s≥t
F3(s).

Then it is easy to check that all estimates in Definitions 2.2 are satisfies for (F ∗
1 , F

∗
2 , F

∗
3 ) ∈

F , F ∗
1 is monotone increasing, F ∗

2 and F ∗
3 are monotone decreasing. Items (4) and (5) are

direct. �

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 F0 and F 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〉 = Eω
∑

I1,I2,I3∈Dω

〈T (∆I1f1,∆I2f2),∆I3f3〉

= Eω
∑

I3∈Dω

∑

I1∈Dω
ℓ(I3)≤ℓ(I1)

∑

I2∈Dω
ℓ(I3)≤ℓ(I2)

〈T (∆I1f1,∆I2f2),∆I3f3〉

+ Eω
∑

I2∈Dω

∑

I1∈Dω
ℓ(I2)≤ℓ(I1)

∑

I3∈Dω
ℓ(I2)<ℓ(I3)

〈T (∆I1f1,∆I2f2),∆I3f3〉

+ Eω
∑

I1∈Dω

∑

I2∈Dω
ℓ(I1)<ℓ(I2)

∑

I3∈Dω
ℓ(I1)<ℓ(I3)

〈T (∆I1f1,∆I2f2),∆I3f3〉

=: S1 + S2 + S3.

Throughout this paper, we only focus on S1 since other two terms can be shown with minor
modifications. It follows from (2.13) that

S1 = Eω
∑

I3∈Dω

〈
T (Eωℓ(I3)/2f1, E

ω
ℓ(I3)/2

f2),∆I3f3
〉

= Eω
∑

I3∈D0

〈
T (Eωℓ(I3)/2f1, E

ω
ℓ(I3)/2

f2),∆I3+ωf3
〉
.

Note that 1good(I3 + ω) depends on ωj for 2−j ≥ ℓ(I3), while both Eωℓ(I3)/2f1 and Eωℓ(I3)/2f2

depend on ωj for 2−j < ℓ(I3)/2 < ℓ(I3), and ∆I3+ωf3 depends on ωj for 2−j < ℓ(I3). Then
using independence, we arrive at

S1 =
1

πgood

∑

I3∈D0

Eω
[
1good(I3 + ω)

]
Eω

[〈
T (Eωℓ(I3)/2f1, E

ω
ℓ(I3)/2

f2),∆I3+ωf3
〉]

=
1

πgood

∑

I3∈D0

Eω
[
1good(I3 + ω)

〈
T (Eωℓ(I3)/2f1, E

ω
ℓ(I3)/2

f2),∆I3+ωf3
〉]

=
1

πgood
Eω

∑

I3∈Dω,good

〈
T (Eωℓ(I3)/2f1, E

ω
ℓ(I3)/2

f2),∆I3f3
〉
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=
1

πgood
Eω

∑

I3∈Dω,good

∑

I1∈Dω
ℓ(I3)≤ℓ(I1)

∑

I2∈Dω
ℓ(I3)≤ℓ(I2)

〈T (∆I1f1,∆I2f2),∆I3f3〉

=:
1

πgood
EωS1(ω).

In what follows, fix ω, and let D = Dω and S1 = S1(ω). By (2.13), we have

S1 =
∑

I3∈Dgood

∑

I1∈D
ℓ(I3)≤ℓ(I1)

∑

I2∈D
ℓ(I1)≤ℓ(I2)

〈T (∆I1f1,∆I2f2),∆I3f3〉

+
∑

I3∈Dgood

∑

I2∈D
ℓ(I3)≤ℓ(I2)

∑

I1∈D
ℓ(I2)<ℓ(I1)

〈T (∆I1f1,∆I2f2),∆I3f3〉

=
∑

I3∈Dgood

∑

I1∈D
ℓ(I3)≤ℓ(I1)

〈T (∆I1f1, Eℓ(I1)/2f2),∆I3f3〉

+
∑

I3∈Dgood

∑

I2∈D
ℓ(I3)≤ℓ(I2)

〈T (Eℓ(I2)f1,∆I2f2),∆I3f3〉

=: S1,1 + S1,2.

By symmetry, we will be mainly concerned with the first term S1,1:

S1,1 =
∑

I3∈Dgood

∑

I1,I2∈D
ℓ(I3)≤ℓ(I2)=2ℓ(I1)

〈T (∆I1f1, 〈f2〉I21I2),∆I3f3〉.

Furthermore, we split

S1,1 = S 1
1,1 + S 2

1,1 + S 3
1,1,(3.1)

where

S 1
1,1 :=

∑

I1,I2∈D, I3∈Dgood

ℓ(I3)≤ℓ(I1)=2ℓ(I2)
max{d(I3,I1), d(I3,I2)}>2ℓ(I3)γℓ(I2)1−γ

〈T (hI1 , h0I2), hI3〉〈f1, hI1〉〈f2, h
0
I2〉〈f3, hI3〉,

S 2
1,1 :=

∑

I1,I2∈D, I3∈Dgood

ℓ(I3)≤ℓ(I1)=2ℓ(I2)
max{d(I3,I1), d(I3,I2)}≤2ℓ(I3)γℓ(I2)1−γ

I3∩I1=Ø or I3∩I2=Ø or I3=I1

〈T (hI1 , h0I2), hI3〉〈f1, hI1〉〈f2, h
0
I2〉〈f3, hI3〉,

S 3
1,1 :=

∑

I1,I2∈D, I3∈Dgood

ℓ(I1)=2ℓ(I2), I3⊂I2⊂I1

〈T (hI1 , h0I2), hI3〉〈f1, hI1〉〈f2, h
0
I2〉〈f3, hI3〉.

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

Henceforth, given (F1, F2, F3) ∈ F , we define

F̃2(t) :=

∞∑

k=0

2−kθF2(2
−kt) and F̃3(I) :=

∞∑

k=0

2−kθF3(rd(2
kI, I)),(3.2)
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where the parameter θ ∈ (0, 1) is harmless and small enough. By homogeneity, we may assume
that

‖F‖L∞ ≤ 2−n, ‖Fi‖L∞ ≤ 1, i = 1, 2, 3, and ‖F̃j‖L∞ ≤ 1, j = 2, 3,

where F ∈ F0 comes from Definition 2.8.

3.2. Separated part. We begin with the term S 1
1,1. In the current scenario, by [65, Lemma

4.1], there exists a minimal cube Q := I1 ∨ I2 ∨ I3 ∈ D such that

I1 ∪ I2 ∪ I3 ⊂ Q and max{d(I3, I1), d(I3, I2)} & ℓ(I3)
γℓ(Q)1−γ .(3.3)

Observe that for all x ∈ I3, y ∈ I1, and z ∈ I2,

max{|x− y|, |x− z|} ≥ max{d(I3, I1), d(I3, I2)}(3.4)

> 2ℓ(I3)
γℓ(I2)

1−γ ≥ 2γℓ(I3) ≥ 21+γ |x− cI3 |
and

1 +
|x+ y|+ |x+ z|

1 + |x− y|+ |x− z| ≥
2(|y|+ |z|)

1 + |x− y|+ |x− z|(3.5)

≥ 4 d(Q, I)

1 + 2ℓ(Q)
≥ d(Q, I)

max{ℓ(Q), 1} = rd(Q, I).

Hence, by the monotoncity of F1, F2, and F3, (3.4) and (3.5) yield

F (x, y, z) := F1(|x− cI3 |)F2(|x− y|+ |x− z|)F3

(
1 +

|x+ y|+ |x+ z|
1 + |x− y|+ |x− z|

)
(3.6)

≤ F1(ℓ(I3))F2(ℓ(I3))F3(rd(Q, I)) =: F (I1, I2, I3, Q).

In light of (3.3), (3.4), and (3.6), we use the cancellation of hI3 and the Hölder condition of K
to deduce

|〈T (hI1 , h0I2), hI3〉| ≤
ˆ

R3n

F (x, y, z) ℓ(I3)
δ

(|x− y|+ |x− z|)2n+δ |hI1(y)||h
0
I2(z)||hI3(x)| dx dy dz(3.7)

≤ F (I1, I2, I3, Q) ℓ(I3)
δ

max{d(I3, I1), d(I3, I2)}2n+δ
|I1|

1
2 |I2|

1
2 |I3|

1
2

≤ C1
F (I1, I2, I3, Q) ℓ(I3)

δ

[ℓ(I3)γℓ(Q)1−γ ]2n+δ
|I1|

1
2 |I2|

1
2 |I3|

1
2

= C1

[
ℓ(I3)

ℓ(Q)

] δ
2

F (I1, I2, I3, Q)
|I1|

1
2 |I2|

1
2 |I3|

1
2

|Q|2 .

Let C0 ∈ (0,∞) be a universal constant chosen later. Set

aI1,I2,I3,Q :=
〈T (hI1 , h0I2), hI3〉
C0[ℓ(I3)/ℓ(Q)]

δ
2

if I1, I2 ∈ D and I3 ∈ Dgood satisfy ℓ(I3) ≤ ℓ(I1) = 2ℓ(I2), max{d(I3, I1), d(I3, I2)} >
2ℓ(I3)

γℓ(I2)
1−γ , and I1 ∨ I2 ∨ I3 = Q, and otherwise set aI1,I2,I3,Q = 0. This enables us

to rewrite

S 1
1,1 =

∑

0≤i≤k
Q∈D

∑

I1,I2∈D,I3∈Dgood

max{d(I3,I1), d(I3,I2)}>2ℓ(I3)γℓ(I2)1−γ

2ℓ(I2)=ℓ(I1)=2−iℓ(Q)

ℓ(I3)=2−kℓ(Q), I1∨I2∨I3=Q

〈T (hI1 , h0I2), hI3〉〈f1, hI1〉〈f2, h
0
I2〉〈f3, hI3〉
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= C0

∑

0≤i≤k

2−kδ/2
∑

Q∈D

∑

I1∈Di(Q)
I2∈Di+1(Q)
I3∈Dk(Q)

aI1,I2,I3,Q〈f1, hI1〉〈f2, h0I2〉〈f3, hI3〉

= C0

∞∑

k=0

k∑

i=0

2−kδ/2
〈
S
i,i+1,k
D , f3

〉
,

where we have used that for any C0 ≥ C1, the estimate (3.7) and the condition (F1, F2, F3) ∈ F
imply

|aI1,I2,I3,Q| ≤ F(Q)
|I1|

1
2 |I2|

1
2 |I3|

1
2

|Q|2(3.8)

with

F(Q) ≤ 1 and lim
N→∞

FN := lim
N→∞

sup
Q 6∈Q(N)

F(Q) = 0.(3.9)

In the current scenario, the exact form of F(Q) is given by

F(Q) := F1(ℓ(Q))F2(2
−kℓ(Q))F3(rd(Q, I)).

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 Q :=
I1 ∨ I2 ∨ I3 ∈ D such that

I1 ∪ I2 ∪ I3 ⊂ Q and ℓ(Q) ≤ 2rℓ(I3).(3.10)

We would like to prove

|〈T (hI1 , h0I2), hI3〉| ≤ C2

[
ℓ(I3)

ℓ(Q)

] δ
2

F (I1, I2, I3, Q)
|I1|

1
2 |I2|

1
2 |I3|

1
2

|Q|2 ,(3.11)

where F (I1, I2, I3, Q) := F (I2) if I3 = I1 and I2 ∈ ch(I3), otherwise

F (I1, I2, I3, Q) := F1(ℓ(I3))F̃2(ℓ(I3))F3(rd(Q, I)).

Recall that F̃2 is defined in (3.2).

First, consider the case I3 ∩ I1 = Ø. In this case, d(I3, I1) ≤ 2ℓ(I3)
γℓ(I2)

1−γ ≤ 2ℓ(I1), and
hence, I3 ⊂ 7I1 \ I1. Then the size condition gives

|〈T (hI1 , h0I2), hI3〉| ≤ |I1|−
1
2 |I2|−

1
2 |I3|−

1
2

ˆ

I2

ˆ

I1

ˆ

I3

F (x, y, z) dx dy dz

(|x− y|+ |x− z|)2n ,(3.12)

where

F (x, y, z) := F1(|x− y|+ |x− z|)F2(|x− y|+ |x− z|)F3

(
1 +

|x+ y|+ |x+ z|
1 + |x− y|+ |x− z|

)
.

Let β ∈ (0, 1) be an auxiliary parameter. Note that for any x ∈ I3, we have I2 − x ⊂ {|z| ≤
ℓ(Q)} and

ˆ

I2

dz

|x− z|n−β =

ˆ

I2−x

dz

|z|n−β .

ˆ ℓ(Q)

0
tβ−1 dt . ℓ(Q)β .(3.13)

Additionally, given q ∈ (1, n+1
n+β ), Lemma 2.29 yields

ˆ

I1

ˆ

7I1\I1

F2(|x− y|)
|x− y|n+β dx dy(3.14)
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≤
[
ˆ

I1

ˆ

7I1\I1

dx dy

|x− y|q(n+β)
]1

q
[
ˆ

I1

ˆ

7I1\I1

F2(|x− y|)q′dx dy
] 1

q′

. |I1|
2
q
−1−β

n F̃2(ℓ(I1))|I1|
2
q′ ≤ F̃2(ℓ(I3))|I1| ℓ(I1)−β,

and for all (x, y, z) ∈ I3 × I1 × I2, |x− y|+ |x− z| ≤ 2ℓ(Q) ≤ 2r+1ℓ(I3) and

1 +
|x+ y|+ |x+ z|

1 + |x− y|+ |x− z| ≥
2(|y|+ |z|)

1 + |x− y|+ |x− z|(3.15)

≥ 4 d(Q, I)

1 + 2ℓ(Q)
≥ d(Q, I)

max{ℓ(Q), 1} = rd(Q, I).

Hence, invoking (3.10)–(3.15), we arrive at

|〈T (hI1 , h0I2), hI3〉| . |I1|−
1
2 |I2|−

1
2 |I3|−

1
2F1(ℓ(I3))F3(rd(Q, I))(3.16)

×
ˆ

I1

ˆ

7I1\I1

F2(|x− y|)
|x− y|n+β

(
ˆ

I2

dz

|x− z|n−β
)
dx dy

. F1(ℓ(I3))F̃2(ℓ(I3))F3(rd(Q, I))
|I1|

1
2 |I2|

1
2 |I3|

1
2

|Q|2
(
ℓ(I3)

ℓ(Q)

) δ
2

.

In the same way, we have the same bound in the case I3 ∩ I2 = Ø.

Next, we treat the case I3 ∩ I2 6= Ø and I3 = I1. Obviously, I2 ∈ ch(I3). Then we rewrite

〈T (hI3 , h0I2), hI3〉 =
∑

I′3,I
′′
3 ∈ch(I3)

〈hI3〉I′3〈hI3〉I′′3 |I2|
− 1

2 〈T (1I′3 ,1I2),1I′′3 〉.(3.17)

If I ′3 = I2 = I ′′3 , the weak compactness property implies

|〈T (1I2 ,1I2),1I2〉| ≤ F (I2) |I2|.(3.18)

If I ′′3 6= I2, then I
′′
3 ⊂ 3I2 \ I2, which is similar to the case I3∩ I1 = Ø. As in (3.16), there holds

|〈T (1I′3 ,1I2),1I′′3 〉| . F1(ℓ(I
′′
3 ))F̃2(ℓ(I

′
3))F3(rd(Q, I))

|I ′3||I2||I ′′3 |
|Q|2

(
ℓ(I ′′3 )

ℓ(Q)

) δ
2

(3.19)

. F1(ℓ(I3))F̃2(ℓ(I3))F3(rd(Q, I))
|I1||I2||I3|

|Q|2
(
ℓ(I3)

ℓ(Q)

) δ
2

.

Analogously, in the case I ′3 6= I2, one has

|〈T (1I′3 ,1I2),1I′′3 〉| = |〈T ∗1(1I′′3 ,1I2),1I′3〉|(3.20)

. F1(ℓ(I3))F̃2(ℓ(I3))F3(rd(Q, I))
|I1||I2||I3|

|Q|2
(
ℓ(I3)

ℓ(Q)

) δ
2

.

Gathering (3.17)–(3.20), we obtain (3.11).

In this situation, one has ℓ(I1) ≃ ℓ(I2) ≃ ℓ(I3) ≃ ℓ(Q). Letting

F(Q) := max
{ ∑

Q′∈ch(Q)

F (Q′), F1(ℓ(Q))F̃2(ℓ(Q))F3(rd(Q, I))
}
,

we invoke (3.11) to obtain

|〈T (hI1 , h0I2), hI3〉| ≤ C2

[
ℓ(I3)

ℓ(Q)

] δ
2

F(Q)
|I1|

1
2 |I2|

1
2 |I3|

1
2

|Q|2 .(3.21)
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Set

aI1,I2,I3,Q :=
〈T (hI1 , h0I2), hI3〉
C0[ℓ(I3)/ℓ(Q)]

δ
2

if I1, I2 ∈ D and I3 ∈ Dgood satisfy ℓ(I3) ≤ ℓ(I1) = 2ℓ(I2), max{d(I3, I1) d(I3, I2)} ≤
2ℓ(I3)

γℓ(I2)
1−γ , and I3 ∩ I1 = Ø or I3 ∩ I2 = Ø or I3 = I1, and otherwise set aI1,I2,I3,Q = 0.

Then by (3.21) and that (F1, F2, F3) ∈ F , we see that (3.8) and (3.9) hold whenever C0 ≥
max{C1, C2}. Thus, in light of (3.10) and (3.11), we have

S 2
1,1 =

∑

0≤i≤k≤r

∑

Q∈D

∑

I1,I2∈D, I3∈Dgood

max{d(I3,I1), d(I3,I2)}≤2ℓ(I3)γℓ(I2)1−γ

I3∩I1=Ø or I3∩I2=Ø or I3=I1
2ℓ(I2)=ℓ(I1)=2−iℓ(Q)

ℓ(I3)=2−kℓ(Q), I1∨I2∨I3=Q

〈T (hI1 , h0I2), hI3〉〈f1, hI1〉〈f2, h
0
I2〉〈f3, hI3〉

= C0

∑

0≤i≤k≤r

2−kδ/2
∑

Q∈D

∑

I1∈Di(Q)
I2∈Di+1(Q)
I3∈Dk(Q)

aI1,I2,I3,Q〈f1, hI1〉〈f2, h0I2〉〈f3, hI3〉

= C0

r∑

k=0

k∑

i=0

2−kδ/2
〈
S
i,i+1,k
D , f3

〉
.

3.4. Nested part. By definition, there holds

S 3
1,1 =

∑

I3∈Dgood

∑

I2⊃I3

〈
T (h

I
(1)
2

, h0I2), hI3
〉
〈f1, hI(1)2

〉〈f2, h0I2〉〈f3, hI3〉.

We begin with the decomposition

〈T (h
I
(1)
2

,1I2), hI3〉 = 〈h
I
(1)
2

〉I2〈T (1, 1), hI3〉 − 〈h
I
(1)
2

〉I2〈T (1,1Ic2 ), hI3〉+ 〈T (φI2 ,1I2), hI3〉,

where φI2 := 1Ic2

(
h
I
(1)
2

− 〈h
I
(1)
2

〉I2
)
. This allows us to write

S 3
1,1 = S 3,1

1,1 − S 3,2
1,1 + S 3,3

1,1 ,(3.22)

where

S 3,1
1,1 :=

∑

I3∈Dgood

∑

I2⊃I3

〈h
I
(1)
2

〉I2〈T (1, 1), hI3〉〈f1, hI(1)2

〉〈f2〉I2〈f3, hI3〉,

S 3,2
1,1 :=

∑

I3∈Dgood

∑

I2⊃I3

〈h
I
(1)
2

〉I2〈T (1,1Ic2 ), hI3〉〈f1, hI(1)2

〉〈f2〉I2〈f3, hI3〉,

S 3,3
1,1 :=

∑

I3∈Dgood

∑

I2⊃I3

〈T (φI2 ,1I2), hI3〉〈f1, hI(1)2

〉〈f2〉I2〈f3, hI3〉.

Likewise, considering S1,2, we obtain the corresponding paraproduct term

S 3,1
1,2 :=

∑

I3∈Dgood

∑

I2⊃I3

〈h
I
(1)
2

〉I2〈T (1, 1), hI3〉〈f1〉I(1)2
〈f2, hI(1)2

〉〈f3, hI3〉.

Note that

〈f, hI(1)〉〈hI(1)〉I = 〈f〉I − 〈f〉I(1) ,
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which gives

〈f1, hI(1)2
〉〈h

I
(1)
2

〉I2〈f2〉I2 + 〈f1〉I(1)2
〈f2, hI(1)2

〉〈h
I
(1)
2

〉I2 = 〈f1〉I2〈f2〉I2 − 〈f1〉I(1)2
〈f2〉I(1)2

.

Hence, this leads to

S 3,1
1,1 + S 3,1

1,2 =
∑

I3∈Dgood

〈T (1, 1), hI3〉〈f1〉I3〈f2〉I3〈f3, hI3〉 = C0

〈
Πb(f1, f2), f3

〉
,(3.23)

where we set

bI = C−1
0 〈T (1, 1), hI 〉, if I ∈ Dgood,

otherwise set bI = 0. Choose C0 ≥ max{C1, C2, ‖T (1, 1)‖BMO}. Then the fact T (1, 1) ∈
CMO(Rn) implies the sequence b := {bI}I∈D belongs to CMO(Rn).

To analyze S 3,2
1,1 , we claim that

|〈h
I
(1)
2

〉I2 ||〈T (1,1Ic2 ), hI3〉| ≤ C3

[
ℓ(I3)

ℓ(I2)

] δ
2

F (I2, I3)|I2|−
1
2 |I3|

1
2 ,(3.24)

where

F (I2, I3) := F1(ℓ(I3))F̃2(ℓ(I3))F̃3(I2).(3.25)

Recall that F̃2 and F̃3 are defined in (3.2). Indeed, if ℓ(I2) > 2rℓ(I3), then for all x ∈ I3 and
z ∈ Ic2, the goodness of I3 yields

|x− z| ≥ d(I3, I
c
2) > 2ℓ(I3)

γℓ(I2)
1−γ ≥ ℓ(I3)

1
2 ℓ(I2)

1
2 ≥ ℓ(I3) ≥ 2|x− cI3 |,(3.26)

which together with the Hölder condition of K implies

|〈T (13I3 ,1Ic2 ), hI3〉| ≤ |I3|−
1
2

ˆ

Ic2

ˆ

3I3

ˆ

I3

F (x, y, z)ℓ(I3)
δ

(|x− y|+ |x− z|)2n+δ dx dy dz,(3.27)

where

F (x, y, z) := F1(|x− cI3 |)F2(|x− y|+ |x− z|)F3

(
1 +

|x+ y|+ |x+ z|
1 + |x− y|+ |x− z|

)
.(3.28)

The inequality (3.13) gives
ˆ

3I3

dy

|x− y|n−β . ℓ(I3)
β, x ∈ I3,(3.29)

and for any α > 0 and ℓ := ℓ(I3)
1
2 ℓ(I2)

1
2 ,

ψ(α) :=

ˆ

I3

ˆ

|x−z|≥ℓ
F3

(
4|x|

1 + |x− z|

)
dz dx

|x− z|n+α(3.30)

≤
∑

k≥0

ˆ

I3

ˆ

2kℓ≤|x−z|<2k+1ℓ
(2kℓ)−n−αF3(rd(2

kI2, I)) dz dx

. |I3|
[
ℓ(I3)

1
2 ℓ(I2)

1
2
]−α∑

k≥0

2−kαF3(rd(2
kI2, I))

provided that for all x ∈ I3 and 2kℓ ≤ |x− z| < 2k+1ℓ,

4|x|
1 + |x− z| ≥

4 d(2kI2, 0)

1 + 2k+1ℓ(I2)
≥ d(2kI2, 0)

max{2kℓ(I2), 1}
= rd(2kI2, I).
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Then it follows from (3.26)–(3.30) that

|〈T (13I3 ,1Ic2 ), hI3〉| . F1(ℓ(I3))F2(ℓ(I3))|I3|−
1
2 ℓ(I3)

δ+βψ(δ + β)(3.31)

. F1(ℓ(I3))F2(ℓ(I3))F̃3(I2)|I3|
1
2

(
ℓ(I3)

ℓ(I2)

) δ
2

.

On the other hand, by (3.26), we see that for any x ∈ I3, y ∈ (3I3)
c, and z ∈ Ic2,

|x− y|+ |x− z| ≥ max{|x− y|, |x− z|} ≥ |x− z|
≥ ℓ(I3)

1
2 ℓ(I2)

1
2 =: ℓ ≥ ℓ(I3) ≥ 2|x− cI3 |,

which along with the Hölder condition of K leads to

|〈T (1(3I3)c ,1Ic2), hI3〉| ≤ |I3|−
1
2

ˆ

I3

[
ˆ

Ic2

ˆ

(3I3)c

ℓ(I3)
δF (x, y, z)

(|x− y|+ |x− z|)2n+δ dy dz
]
dx,

where F (x, y, z) is defined in (3.28). Given k ≥ 0 and x ∈ I3 ⊂ I2, letting

Rk(x) := {(y, z) ∈ R2n : 2kℓ ≤ |x− y|+ |x− z| < 2k+1ℓ},
we have for all (y, z) ∈ Rk(x),

1 +
|x+ y|+ |x+ z|

1 + |x− y|+ |x− z| ≥
4|x|

1 + 2k+1ℓ(I2)
≥ d(2kI2, 0)

max{2kℓ(I2), 1}
= rd(2kI2, I).

Thus, using the estimates above and the monotonicity of F1, F2, F3, we conclude

|〈T (1(3I3)c ,1Ic2 ), hI3〉| . F1(ℓ(I3))F2(ℓ(I3))|I3|−
1
2 ℓ(I3)

δ(3.32)

×
ˆ

I3

[∑

k≥0

¨

Rk(x)

F3(rd(2
kI2, I))

(2kℓ)2n+δ
dy dz

]
dx

. F1(ℓ(I3))F2(ℓ(I3))|I3|
1
2 ℓ(I3)

δℓ−δ
∑

k≥0

2−kδF3(rd(2
kI2, I))

≤ F1(ℓ(I3))F2(ℓ(I3))F̃3(I2)|I3|
1
2

(
ℓ(I3)

ℓ(I2)

) δ
2

.

Consequently, (3.31) and (3.32) imply (3.24) in the case ℓ(I2) > 2rℓ(I3).

To treat the case ℓ(I2) ≤ 2rℓ(I3), we split

〈T (1,1Ic2 ), hI3〉 = 〈T (13I3 ,13I2\I2), hI3〉+ 〈T (13I3 ,1(3I2)c), hI3〉
+ 〈T (1(3I3)c ,13I2\I2), hI3〉+ 〈T (1(3I3)c ,1(3I2)c), hI3〉.

The first term is similar to 〈T (hI1 , h0I2), hI3〉 in the case I3∩ I2 = Ø 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) respectively, but

now ℓ is replaced by ℓ(I3). Eventually, both are dominated by F1(ℓ(I3))F2(ℓ(I3))F̃3(I2)|I3|
1
2 ,

which together with ℓ(I2) ≃ ℓ(I3) gives the estimate as desired. This shows (3.24) in the case
ℓ(I2) ≤ 2rℓ(I3).

For S 3,3
1,1 , we have

|〈T (φI2 ,1I2), hI3〉| ≤ C4

[
ℓ(I3)

ℓ(I2)

] δ
2

F (I2, I3)|I2|−
1
2 |I3|

1
2 ,(3.33)
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where F (I2, I3) is defined in (3.25). Indeed, in the case ℓ(I2) > 2rℓ(I3), it is similar to
〈T (1(3I3)c ,1Ic2 ), hI3〉. If ℓ(I2) ≤ 2rℓ(I3), we split

〈T (φI2 ,1I2), hI3〉 = 〈T (φI213I2\I2 ,1I2), hI3〉+ 〈T (φI21(3I2)c ,1I2), hI3〉,

where the last two terms are similar to 〈T (13I3 ,13I2\I2), hI3〉 and 〈T (13I3 ,1(3I2)c), hI3〉 respec-
tively.

Now set

aI2,I3 :=
〈h
I
(1)
2

〉I2〈T (1,1Ic2 ), hI3〉+ 〈T (φI2 ,1I2), hI3〉

C0[ℓ(I3)/ℓ(I2)]
δ
2

if I2 ∈ D and I3 ∈ Dgood satisfy I3 ⊂ I2, and otherwise set aI2,I3 = 0. For any k ≥ 0 and
I3 ∈ Dk(I2), let

F(I2) := F1(ℓ(I2))F̃2(2
−kℓ(I2))F̃2(I2).

Then the estimates (3.24) and (3.33) and that (F1, F2, F3) ∈ F imply both (3.8) and (3.9)
hold whenever

C0 ≥ max{C1, C2, C3 + C4, ‖T (1, 1)‖BMO}.

Consequently, by (3.24) and (3.33), we deduce

S 3,2
1,1 + S 3,3

1,1 = C0

∞∑

k=0

2−kδ/2
∑

I2∈D

∑

I3∈Dk(I2)

aI2,I3〈f1, hI(1)2

〉〈f2, h0I2〉〈f3, hI3〉

= C0

∞∑

k=1

2−kδ/2
〈
S
0,1,k
D , f3

〉
.

For the remaining terms, one can obtain the corresponding dyadic shifts symmetrically
and similarly. To guarantee (3.8) holds, choose C0 to be the largest one of finite bounds
‖T (1, 1)‖BMO, ‖T ∗1(1, 1)‖BMO, ‖T ∗2(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 <∞, w ∈ Ap, and K ⊂ Lp,q(w). Then K is precompact in Lp,q(w)
if and only if the following are satisfied:

(a) sup
f∈K

‖f‖Lp,q(w) <∞,

(b) lim
A→∞

sup
f∈K

‖f1B(0,A)c‖Lp,q(w) = 0,

(c) lim
r→0

sup
f∈K

‖f − 〈f〉B(·,r)‖Lp,q(w) = 0.

Moreover, in the case q = ∞, 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 Lp,q(w). In particular,
K is totally bounded. Given ε > 0, there exists a finite number of functions {fj}Nj=1 ⊂ K such

that K ⊆ ⋃N
k=1B(fk, ε), where

B(fk, ε) :=
{
f ∈ Lp,q(Rn) : ‖f − fk‖Lp,q(w) < ε

}
, k = 1, . . . , N.

Let f ∈ K be an arbitrary function. Then there exists some k ∈ {1, . . . , N},
‖f − fk‖Lp,q(w) ≤ ε.(4.2)

which gives

‖f‖Lp,q(w) . ‖f − fk‖Lp,q(w) + ‖fk‖Lp,q(w) ≤ ε+ max
1≤k≤N

‖fk‖Lp,q(w).

This shows the condition (a). Note that

w ∈ Ap =⇒ w,w
− 1

p−1 ∈ L1
loc(R

n).(4.3)

Since C∞
c (Rn) is dense in Lp,q(w) (cf. Lemma A.4), there exists gk ∈ C∞

c (Rn) such that

‖fk − gk‖Lp,q(w) ≤ ε,

which together with (4.2) implies

‖f − gk‖Lp,q(w) . ‖f − fk‖Lp,q(w) + ‖fk − gk‖Lp,q(w) . ε.(4.4)

Set supp gk ⊂ B(0, Ak) for each k = 1, . . . , N , and A0 := max{A1, . . . , AN}. Then for any
A ≥ A0, by (4.2) and (4.4),

‖f1B(0,A)c‖Lp,q(w) . ‖f − gk‖Lp,q(w) + ‖gk1B(0,A)c‖Lp,q(w) . ε.

which justifies the condition (b). To proceed, we split

‖f − 〈f〉B(·,r)‖Lp,q(w) . ‖f − gk‖Lp,q(w) + ‖gk − 〈gk〉B(·,r)‖Lp,q(w)(4.5)

+ ‖〈gk〉B(·,r) − 〈f〉B(·,r)‖Lp,q(w).

Since gk ∈ C∞
c (Rn), there exists some r0 > 0 so that

sup
|x−y|<r0

|gk(x)− gk(y)| ≤ εw(B(0, 2A0))
− 1

p .

Hence, for any 0 < r < min{r0, A0}, this in turn gives

‖gk − 〈gk〉B(·,r)‖Lp,q(w) ≤
∥∥∥∥1B(0,2A0)

 

B(0,r)
|gk(·)− gk(·+ y)| dy

∥∥∥∥
Lp,q(w)

. ε.(4.6)

To treat the last term, observe that

|〈gk〉B(x,r) − 〈f〉B(x,r)| ≤
 

B(x,r)
|f − gk| dy ≤M(f − gk)(x),

and

‖Mh‖Ls,t(v) . ‖h‖Ls,t(v), 1 < s <∞, 1 ≤ t ≤ ∞, v ∈ As,(4.7)

where the latter was given in [15, eq. (2.55)]. In view of (4.4), these in turn yield

‖〈gk〉B(·,r) − 〈f〉B(·,r)‖Lp,q(w) ≤ ‖M(f − gk)‖Lp,q(w) . ‖f − gk‖Lp,q(w) . ε.(4.8)

Gathering (4.2)–(4.8), we deduce that for any r ∈ (0, r0),

‖f − 〈f〉B(·,r)‖Lp,q(w) . ε, 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
ε > 0, the conditions (b) and (c) imply that there exist A > 0 and r > 0 such that

‖f1B(0,A)c‖Lp,q(w) ≤ ε and ‖f − 〈f〉B(·,r)‖Lp,q(w) ≤ ε, ∀ f ∈ K.(4.9)

By (2.22), there exists κ ∈ (1, p) so that w ∈ Aκ. Thus, w,w
1−κ′ ∈ L1

loc(R
n). Pick p0 ∈ (1, p/κ),

p1 ∈ (κp0, p), and s =
p1
p0
. Then,

1

s− 1
<

1

κ− 1
and

κ− 1

s− 1

1

p0s′
=
κ− 1

p1
.(4.10)

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

(
 

E
|f |s dµ

) 1
s

≤
(

t

t− s

) 1
s

µ(E)−
1
t ‖f‖Lt,∞(E), 0 < s < t <∞,(4.11)

where E is a measurable set with 0 < µ(E) <∞.

Fix x ∈ B(0, A), and denote B := B(x, r) ⊂ B(0, 2A+r) =: B0. Then by Hölder’s inequality,
(4.10), and (4.11),

(
 

B
|f |p0 dz

) 1
p0

=

(
 

B
|f |p0w 1

sw− 1
s dz

) 1
p0

(4.12)

≤
(
 

B
|f |p1w dz

) 1
p1

(
 

B
w− 1

s−1 dz

) 1
p0s

′

≤
(
w(B)

|B|

) 1
p1

(
 

B
|f |p1 dw

) 1
p1

(
 

B
w− 1

κ−1 dz

)κ−1
s−1

1
p0s

′

.

(
w(B)

|B|

) 1
p1

w(B)−
1
p ‖f‖Lp,∞(w)

(
 

B
w1−κ′ dz

) κ−1
p1

. |B|−
κ
p1w(B)

1
p1

− 1
pw1−κ′(B)

κ−1
p1 ‖f‖Lp,∞(w)

. r
−nκ

p1 w(B0)
1
p1

− 1
pw1−κ′(B0)

κ−1
p1 ‖f‖Lp,q(w).

The fact w,w1−κ′ ∈ L1
loc(R

n) gives w(B0), w
1−κ′(B0) < ∞. Now invoking (4.12), we have for

any x, y ∈ B(0, A),

(4.13) |〈f〉B(x,r)| . r
−nκ

p1 w(B0)
1
p1

− 1
pw1−κ′(B0)

κ−1
p1 ‖f‖Lp,q(w),

and

|〈f〉B(x,r) − 〈f〉B(y,r)| ≤
1

|B(0, r)|

ˆ

Rn

|f(z)||1B(x,r) − 1B(y,r)| dz(4.14)

. r−n
(
ˆ

B(x,r)∪B(y,r)
|f |p0 dz

) 1
p0

(
ˆ

Rn

|1B(x,r) − 1B(y,r)|p
′
0 dz

) 1
p′
0

. r
− n

p′
0
−nκ

p1 w(B0)
1
p1

− 1
pw1−κ′(B0)

κ−1
p1 ‖f‖Lp,q(w)

(
ˆ

Rn

|1B(x,r) − 1B(y,r)| dz
) 1

p′
0
.

It follows from the condition (a) and (4.13)–(4.14) that {〈f〉B(x,r)}f∈K is equi-bounded and

equi-continuous on the closed ball B(0, A). Hence, by the classical Ascoli–Arzelà theorem (cf.
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[90, p. 85]), it is precompact in C (B(0, A)), and hence, totally bounded in C (B(0, A)). Then,
one can find a finite number of functions {fj}Nj=1 ⊂ K such that

inf
1≤j≤N

sup
|x|≤A

|〈f〉B(x,r) − 〈fj〉B(x,r)| ≤ εw(B(0, A))
− 1

p for all f ∈ K,

which gives that for each f ∈ K there exists j ∈ {1, . . . , N} such that

(4.15) sup
|x|≤A

|〈f〉B(x,r) − 〈fj〉B(x,r)| ≤ εw(B(0, A))−
1
p .

Consequently, we utilize (4.9) and (4.15) to arrive at

‖f − fj‖Lp,q(w) . ‖(f − fj)1B(0,A)‖Lp,q(w) + ‖(f − fj)1B(0,A)c‖Lp,q(w)

. ‖(f − 〈f〉B(·,r))1B(0,A)‖Lp,q(w) + ‖(〈f〉B(·,r) − 〈fj〉B(·,r))1B(0,A)‖Lp,q(w)

+ ‖(〈fj〉B(·,r) − fj)1B(0,A)‖Lp,q(w) + ‖f1B(0,A)c‖Lp,q(w) + ‖fj1B(0,A)c‖Lp,q(w)

≤ ‖f − 〈f〉B(·,r)‖Lp,q(w) + εw(B(0, A))
− 1

p ‖1B(0,A)‖Lp,q(w)

+ ‖fj − 〈fj〉B(·,r)‖Lp,q(w) + ‖f1B(0,A)c‖Lp,q(w) + ‖fj1B(0,A)c‖Lp,q(w)

. 5ε,

which shows that K is totally bounded. Therefore, K is precompact in Lp,q(w).

Finally, let us treat the case q = ∞. 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 <∞, denote

w ≡ 1 ∈ Ap and f(x) := |x|−
1
p1{x>0}.

Then ‖f‖Lp,∞ = 1. Let r > 0. For any 0 < x < r,
 

B(x,r)
f(y) dy =

1

2r

ˆ x+r

0
y
− 1

p dy =
p

2r(p − 1)
(x+ r)

1− 1
p ,

and hence, for all 0 < x < 2r
(p−1

2p

)p
,

f(x)−
 

B(x,r)
f(y) dy ≥ x

− 1
p − p

2r(p− 1)
(2r)

1− 1
p >

x−
1
p

2
.

Then for every λ > p′(2r)
− 1

p (equivalently, (2λ)−p < 2r
(p−1

2p

)p
), the above inequality gives

|{x ∈ R : |f(x)− 〈f〉B(x,r)| > λ}| ≥
∣∣∣∣
{
0 < x < 2r

(p− 1

2p

)p
:
x
− 1

p

2
> λ

}∣∣∣∣ = (2λ)−p,

which immediately implies

‖f − 〈f〉B(·,r)‖Lp,∞ ≥ 1/2, for all r > 0.(4.16)

Additionally, for all A > 0 and 0 < λ < A
− 1

p ,

λ|{x ∈ B(0, A)c : |f(x)| > λ}|
1
p = λ(λ−p −A)

1
p = (1−Aλp)

1
p ,

which leads to

‖f1B(0,A)c‖Lp,∞ = 1, for all A > 0.(4.17)

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. �
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Proof of Theorem 1.3. Before starting the proof, let us give some reductions. Denote

K+ := {f+ : f ∈ K} and K− := {f− : f ∈ K},
where

f+ := (|f |+ f)/2 and f− := (|f | − f)/2.

Then for all f, g ∈ K and x ∈ Rn,

0 ≤ f+(x) ≤ |f(x)|, |f+(x)− g+(x)| ≤ |f(x)− g(x)|,
0 ≤ f−(x) ≤ |f(x)|, |f−(x)− g−(x)| ≤ |f(x)− g(x)|,
and |f(x)− g(x)| ≤ |f+(x)− g+(x)|+ |f−(x)− g−(x)|,

which along with (τhf)
± = τhf

± implies that

(a)–(c) hold for K ⇐⇒ (a)–(c) hold for K+ and K−,

and

K is precompact in Lp,q(Rn) ⇐⇒ K+ and K− are precompact in Lp,q(Rn).

Considering these, we may assume that K is a family of non-negative functions.

Pick a positive number a such that a < min{1, p, q}. Then 1 < p
a ,

q
a < ∞. Setting Ka :=

{fa : f ∈ K}, we claim that

(a)–(c) hold for K ⊂ Lp,q(Rn) ⇐⇒ (a)–(c) hold for Ka ⊂ L
p
a
, q
a (Rn),(4.18)

and

K is precompact in Lp,q(Rn) ⇐⇒ Ka is precompact in L
p
a
, q
a (Rn).(4.19)

To justify (4.18) and (4.19), we present an elementary calculation (cf. [84]): for any α ∈ (0, 1),

(4.20) |sα − tα| ≤ |s− t|α ≤ 1

α

(
s+ t

|s− t|

)1−α

|sα − tα|, for all s, t > 0.

Then for all f, g ∈ K,

‖fa − ga‖
L

p
a ,

q
a
≤ ‖|f − g|a‖

L
p
a ,

q
a
= ‖f − g‖aLp,q .(4.21)

Fix ε > 0 and f, g ∈ K, then denote

Eε :=

{
x ∈ Rn :

f(x) + g(x)

|f(x)− g(x)| ≤
1

ε

}
.

By (4.20), we have

‖f − g‖Lp,q ≤ ‖|f − g|a1Eε‖
1
a

L
p
a ,

q
a
+ ‖(f − g)1Ec

ε
‖Lp,q(4.22)

. εa−1‖|fa − ga|1Eε‖
1
a

L
p
a ,

q
a
+ ε‖(f + g)1Ec

ε
‖Lp,q

. εa−1‖fa − ga‖
1
a

L
p
a ,

q
a
+ ε‖fa‖

1
a

L
p
a ,

q
a
+ ε‖ga‖

1
a

L
p
a ,

q
a

≤ εa−1‖fa − ga‖
1
a

L
p
a ,

q
a
+ 2εK0,

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

K0 := sup
f∈K

‖f‖Lp,q = sup
f∈K

‖fa‖
1
a

L
p
a ,

q
a
.

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 Ka is precompact in L
p
a
, q
a (Rn), and let {fj} be an arbitrary sequence of functions in K.

By the precompactness of Ka, one can find a Cauchy subsequence of {faj } (which we relabel).

Then K0 := supj ‖faj ‖
1
a

L
p
a ,

q
a
<∞, and given ε > 0, there exists an integer N = N(ε) such that

for all i, j ≥ N ,

(4.23) ‖fai − faj ‖L p
a ,

q
a
≤ εa.

Fix i, j ≥ N . By (4.23), the estimate (4.22) applied to (f, g) = (fi, fj) implies

‖fi − fj‖Lp,q . εa−1‖fai − faj ‖
1
a

L
p
a ,

q
a
+ 2εK0 ≤ εa + 2εK0,

where the implicit constants are independent of i, j, and ε. This asserts that {fj} is a Cauchy
sequence in K ⊂ Lp,q(Rn). Thus, by the completeness of Lp,q(Rn), K is precompact in Lp,q(Rn).

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

‖f − 〈f〉B(·,r)‖Lp,q ≤
∥∥∥∥
 

B(0,r)
|f − τyf | dy

∥∥∥∥
Lp,q

(4.24)

.

 

B(0,r)
‖f − τyf‖Lp,q dy ≤ sup

|h|<r
‖τhf − f‖Lp,q ,

where to achieve the second inequality, we used the duality between Lp,q(Rn) and Lp
′,q′(Rn),

and Fubini’s theorem. To show the necessity, we assume that K is precompact in Lp,q(Rn).
Let ε > 0 be an arbitrary number. Then, there exists a finite number of functions {fj}Nj=1 ⊂
Lp,q(Rn) such that for each f ∈ K, there exists some j ∈ {1, . . . , N} such that ‖f−fj‖Lp,q(Rn) ≤
ε. Hence,

sup
f∈K

‖f‖Lp,q ≤ sup
f∈K

(
inf

1≤j≤N
‖f − fj‖Lp,q + sup

1≤j≤N
‖fj‖Lp,q

)
≤ ε+ sup

1≤j≤N
‖fj‖Lp,q ,

which proves the condition (a) holds.

Let f ∈ K. Then

‖f − fj‖Lp,q ≤ ε, for some j ∈ {1, . . . , N}.(4.25)

Since C∞
c (Rn) is dense in Lp,q(Rn) (cf. Lemma A.4), there exists gj ∈ C∞

c (Rn) such that
‖fj − gj‖Lp,q ≤ ε. This together with (4.25) gives

‖f − gj‖Lp,q ≤ ‖f − fj‖Lp,q + ‖fj − gj‖Lp,q ≤ 2ε.(4.26)

If we let A0 > 0 satisfy
⋃N
j=1 supp gj ⊂ B(0, A0), then for any A ≥ A0, (4.26) implies

‖f1B(0,A)c‖Lp,q . ‖f − gj‖Lp,q + ‖gj1B(0,A)c‖Lp,q ≤ 2ε,

which coincides with the condition (b). Moreover, by the fact gj ∈ C∞
c (Rn), there exists

δ0 = δ0(ε) > 0 such that

sup
|x−y|<δ0

|gj(x)− gj(y)| ≤ ε|B(0, 2A0)|−
1
p .(4.27)

Consequently, for every |h| < min{δ0, A0}, the inequality (4.27) yields

(4.28) ‖τhgj − gj‖Lp,q ≤ ε|B(0, 2A0)|−
1
p ‖1B(0,2A0)‖Lp,q . ε,
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provided supp(τhgj − gj) ⊂ B(0, 2A0). Invoking (4.26) and (4.28), we deduce that for all
|h| < min{δ0, A0},

‖τhf − f‖Lp,q ≤ ‖τhf − τhgj‖Lp,q + ‖τhgj − gj‖Lp,q + ‖gj − f‖Lp,q

= 2‖f − gj‖Lp,q + ‖τhgj − gj‖Lp,q . 5ε,

where the implicit constant is independent of ε, h, and f . This immediately implies the
condition (c) as desired.

It remains to deal with the case 0 < p <∞ and q = ∞. As above, we are reduced to treating
the case 1 < p < ∞. The sufficiency of (a), (b), and (c) is a consequence of Theorem 4.1 and

(4.24) with q = ∞. To obtain the latter, we use the duality between Lp,∞(Rn) and Lp
′,1(Rn),

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

f(x) := |x|−
1
p1{x>0}, x ∈ R.

Then ‖f‖Lp,∞ = 1, and for any h > 0, τhf(x) = |x− h|−
1
p if x > h, τhf(x) = 0 if x ≤ h. Thus,

for all h > 0 and λ > h
− 1

p ,

|{x ∈ R : |τhf(x)− f(x)| > λ}| ≥ |{0 < x < h : |τhf(x)− f(x)| > λ}|

= |{0 < x < h : |x|−
1
p > λ}| = λ−p,

which gives

‖τhf − f‖Lp,∞ ≥ 1, for all h > 0.

This asserts that K := {f} is a compact set in Lp,∞(R), but does not satisfy the condition
(c). �

4.2. Weighted Kolmogorov–Riesz theorems.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Write p0 := 1 + 1
λ . By the rescaling argument as in the proof of

Theorem 1.3, it suffices to consider the case p20 < p, q < ∞. Pick p1 ∈ (p20, p) and s = p1
p0
.

Similarly to (4.24), there holds

‖f − 〈f〉B(·,r)‖Lp,q(w) .

 

B(0,r)
‖f − τyf‖Lp,q(w) dy ≤ sup

|h|<r
‖τhf − f‖Lp,q(w).

Thus, the proof is analogous to that of the sufficiency of Theorem 4.1, where κ is replaced by
p0.

Since C∞
c (Rn) is dense in Lp,q(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 ∈ A2 and 0 < p = q <∞.

When q = ∞, 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. �

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 K is a family of non-negative functions.
Since

∣∣fa(x)− 〈fa〉B(x,r)

∣∣ ≤
 

B(0,r)
|τyf(x)− f(x)|a dy,
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the conditions (a)–(c) imply

sup
f∈K

‖fa‖
L

p
a ,

q
a (w)

<∞,(4.29)

lim
A→∞

sup
f∈K

‖fa1B(0,A)c‖L p
a ,

q
a (w)

= 0,(4.30)

lim
r→0

sup
f∈K

‖fa − 〈fa〉B(·,r)‖L p
a ,

q
a (w)

= 0.(4.31)

Note that 1 < p
a ,

q
a < ∞ and w ∈ Ap0 ⊂ A p

a
. Then by Theorem 4.1 and (4.29)–(4.31),

Ka := {fa : f ∈ K} is precompact in L
p
a
, q
a (w). Much as in (4.19), one can prove that K is

precompact in Lp,q(w).

To justify the necessity, assume that K is precompact in Lp,q(w). The condition w ∈ Ap0
implies w,w1−p′0 ∈ L1

loc(R
n). Then this, together with Theorem 1.4, gives the conditions (a)

and (b). To check (c), let ε > 0. By the precompactness of K, there exists a finite number of
functions {fj}Nj=1 ⊂ K such that inf1≤j≤N ‖f − fj‖Lp,q(w) ≤ ε for all f ∈ K. Fix f ∈ K. Then

there is some j ∈ {1, . . . , N} such that

‖f − fj‖Lp,q(w) ≤ ε.(4.32)

By Lemma A.4, C∞
c (Rn) is dense in Lp,q(w). Then for each j ∈ {1, . . . , N}, there exists

gj ∈ C∞
c (Rn) so that ‖fj − gj‖Lp,q(w) ≤ ε, which gives

‖f − gj‖Lp,q(w) . ‖f − fj‖Lp,q(w) + ‖fj − gj‖Lp,q(w) ≤ 2ε,(4.33)

and

sup
|x−y|<r0

|gj(x)− gj(y)| ≤ εw(B(0, 2A0))
− 1

p for some r0 > 0,(4.34)

where
⋃N
j=1 supp(gj) ⊂ B(0, A0). We split

I :=

∥∥∥∥
(
 

B(0,r)
|τyf − f |a dy

) 1
a
∥∥∥∥
Lp,q(w)

(4.35)

.

∥∥∥∥
(
 

B(0,r)
|τyf − τygj |a dy

) 1
a
∥∥∥∥
Lp,q(w)

+

∥∥∥∥
(
 

B(0,r)
|τygj − gj|a dy

) 1
a
∥∥∥∥
Lp,q(w)

+

∥∥∥∥
(
 

B(0,r)
|gj − f |a dy

) 1
a
∥∥∥∥
Lp,q(w)

=: I1 + I2 + I3.

It follows from the fact w ∈ Ap0 ⊂ A p
a
, (4.7), and (4.33) that

I1 ≤
∥∥M

(
|f − gj|a

) 1
a
∥∥
Lp,q(w)

=
∥∥M

(
|f − gj |a

)∥∥ 1
a

L
p
a ,

q
a (w)

(4.36)

. ‖|f − gj |a‖
1
a

L
p
a ,

q
a (w)

= ‖f − gj‖Lp,q(w) . 2ε.
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For all 0 < r < min{r0, A0}, using (4.34) and that supp(τygj − gj) ⊂ B(0, 2A0) for any |y| < r,
we have

I2 ≤ ‖1B(0,2A0)‖Lp,q(w) sup
|x−y|<r0

|gj(x)− gj(y)| . ε.(4.37)

Additionally, (4.33) implies

I3 = ‖gj − f‖Lp,q(w) . 2ε.(4.38)

Now gathering (4.35)–(4.38), we conclude that

I . 5ε, for all 0 < r < min{r0, A0}.

This yields (c).

In the case q = ∞, the sufficiency of (a)–(c) is the same as above because of the rescaling
argument and Theorem 4.1 with q = ∞. By Theorem 4.1 again, the condition (b) is not
necessary. Pick

f(x) := |x|−
1
p1{x>0}, x ∈ R.

Then ‖f‖Lp,∞ = 1. Let r > 0 and 0 < x < r/2. We have

Srf(x) :=

(
 

B(0,r)
|τyf(x)− f(x)|a dy

) 1
a

≥
(

1

2r

ˆ r

r
2

|τyf(x)− f(x)|a dy
) 1

a

=

(
1

2r

ˆ r

r
2

|x|−
a
p dy

) 1
a

= 4−
1
a |x|−

1
p ,

which gives

|{x ∈ R : Srf(x) > λ}| ≥ |{0 < x < r/2 : Srf(x) > λ}|

≥ |{0 < x < r/2 : 4−
1
ax−

1
p > λ}| = min

{
r/2, 4−

p
aλ−p

}
= 4−

p
aλ−p,

provided λ > 4
1
a (r/2)

1
p . Hence,

‖Srf‖Lp,∞ ≥ 4−
1
a , for all r > 0.

This shows that the compact subset K := {f} in Lp,∞(R) does not satisfy the condition (c). �

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 X1 and X2 be Banach spaces and Y be a quasi-Banach space. For each
j ∈ N, let Tj be a compact bilinear operator from X1 × X2 to Y . If a bilinear operator
T : X1 × X2 → Y satisfies

lim
j→∞

‖Tj − T‖X1×X2→Y = 0,

then T is compact from X1 × X2 to Y .
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Proof of Theorem 1.6. We begin with showing item (1). Let us first prove the sufficiency.
Assume that limN→∞ ‖P⊥

N T‖Lp1×Lp2→Lp = 0. Note that PN is a finite-dimensional operator for
each N ∈ N. Then, by [31, Proposition 15.1], {PNT}N∈N is a collection of compact operators
from Lp1(Rn)×Lp2(Rn) to Lp(Rn). By Lemma 4.39 and that limN→∞ ‖PNT−T‖Lp1×Lp2→Lp =
limN→∞ ‖P⊥

N T‖Lp1×Lp2→Lp = 0, we conclude that T is compact from Lp1(Rn) × Lp2(Rn) to
Lp(Rn).

To show the necessity, let T be compact from Lp1(Rn)× Lp2(Rn) to Lp(Rn). Then

K :=
{
T (f1, f2) : ‖f1‖Lpi ≤ 1, i = 1, 2

}

is a precompact subset in Lp(Rn). It suffices to demonstrate that

lim
N→∞

sup
‖f1‖Lp1 ≤1

‖f2‖Lp2 ≤1

‖P⊥
N (T (f1, f2))‖Lp = 0.(4.40)

Assume that (4.40) does not hold. Then there exist ε0 > 0 and a sequence {fki }∞k=1 with

‖fki ‖Lpi (Rn) ≤ 1, i = 1, 2, so that

‖P⊥
k (T (fk1 , f

k
2 ))‖Lp ≥ ε0.(4.41)

By the precompactness of K, one can find a subsequence (which we relabel) {fki }∞k=1 so that

lim
k→∞

‖fki − fi‖Lpi = 0 for some fi ∈ Lpi(Rn), i = 1, 2.(4.42)

Observe that

lim
k→∞

‖P⊥
k (T (f1, f2))‖Lp = 0,(4.43)

and by (2.16) and the Lp1 × Lp2 → Lp boundedness of T ,

sup
k≥1

‖P⊥
k T‖Lp1×Lp2→Lp . ‖T‖Lp1×Lp2→Lp <∞.(4.44)

We split

‖P⊥
k (T (fk1 , f

k
2 ))‖Lp

≤ ‖P⊥
k (T (f1, f2))‖Lp + ‖P⊥

k (T (f1, f
k
2 − f2))‖Lp + ‖P⊥

k (T (fk1 − f1, f
k
2 ))‖Lp

≤ ‖P⊥
k (T (f1, f2))‖Lp + ‖P⊥

k T‖Lp1×Lp2→Lp‖f1‖Lp1‖fk2 − f2‖Lp2

+ ‖P⊥
k T‖Lp1×Lp2→Lp‖fk1 − f1‖Lp1‖fk2 ‖Lp2 ,

which along with (4.42)–(4.44) leads to

lim
k→∞

‖P⊥
k (T (fk1 , f

k
2 ))‖Lp = 0.

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, hI0〉〈f2, hI0〉1I0 ,
where I0 = [0, 1). Since T is a finite-dimensional operator, it is compact from L1(Rn) ×
L1(Rn) → L

1
2
,∞(Rn). Choose f1 = f2 = hI0 such that ‖f1‖L1 = ‖f2‖L1 = 1. Then for any

N ≥ 1,

P⊥
N T (f1, f2) = P⊥

N 1I0 = 1I0 −
∑

I∈D(N)

〈1I0 , hI〉hI .
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Given I ∈ D(N), if 〈1I0 , hI〉 6= 0, then I0 ( I, hence I = [0, 2k) with 1 ≤ k ≤ N and

〈1I0 , hI〉 = 〈hI〉I0 = |I|− 1
2 = 2−

k
2 . This gives

P⊥
N T (f1, f2) = 1[0,1) +

N∑

k=1

2−k1[2k−1,2k) −
N∑

k=1

2−k1[0,2k−1).(4.45)

Note that
N∑

k=1

2−k1[0,2k−1) =

N∑

k=1

2−k1[0,1) +

N∑

k=2

2−k
k−1∑

j=1

1[2j−1,2j)(4.46)

=
N∑

k=1

2−k1[0,1) +
N−1∑

j=1

N∑

k=j+1

2−k1[2j−1,2j)

= (1− 2−N )1[0,1) +

N−1∑

j=1

(2−j − 2−N )1[2j−1,2j).

Combining (4.45) with (4.46), we obtain

P⊥
N T (f1, f2) = 2−N1[0,1) +

N∑

k=1

2−N1[2k−1,2k) + 2−N1[2N−1,2N ) = 2−N1[0,2N ),

which implies for any N ≥ 1,

sup
λ>0

λ|{x ∈ R : |P⊥
N T (f1, f2)(x)| > λ}|2 ≥ sup

0<λ<2−N

λ|{x ∈ [0, 2N ) : 2−N > λ}|2

= sup
0<λ<2−N

λ22N = 2N → ∞, as N → ∞.

This shows limN→∞ ‖P⊥
N T‖L1×L1→L

1
2 ,∞ 6= 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

lim
k→∞

‖P⊥
k (T (f1, f2))‖BMO = 0, whenever f1, f2 ∈ L∞(Rn),(4.47)

and

sup
k≥1

‖P⊥
k T‖L∞×L∞→BMO <∞.(4.48)

Indeed, (4.47) follows from that T (f1, f2) ∈ CMO(Rn). To prove (4.48), note that for any
k ≥ 1 and b ∈ BMO(Rn),

|Pkb| ≤
∑

I∈D(k)

|〈b, hI〉| |hI | ≤ #D(k) sup
I∈D

|〈b, hI〉| |I|−
1
2 ≤ Ck ‖b‖BMOD

≤ Ck ‖b‖BMO.

Hence, for all k ≥ 1 and f1, f2 ∈ L∞(Rn),

‖P⊥
k T (f1, f2)‖BMO ≤ ‖PkT (f1, f2)‖BMO + ‖T (f1, f2)‖BMO

≤ 2‖PkT (f1, f2)‖L∞ + ‖T (f1, f2)‖BMO

≤ (2Ck + 1) ‖T (f1, f2)‖BMO ≤ C ′
k ‖f1‖L∞‖f2‖L∞ ,

where the constant C ′
k is independent of f1 and f2, which means

‖P⊥
k T‖L∞×L∞→BMO ≤ C ′

k, for each k ≥ 1.(4.49)
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Moreover, (4.47) implies

sup
k≥1

‖P⊥
k (T (f1, f2))‖BMO ≤ C(f1, f2), for all f1, f2 ∈ L∞(Rn).(4.50)

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

The following result will provide us great convenience in practice.

Lemma 4.51. Let 1
p = 1

p1
+ 1

p2
with p, p1, p2 ∈ (1,∞). Let {αj}j≥0 be a sequence of positive

numbers satisfying
∑

j≥0 αj <∞. Assume that a bilinear operator T satisfies the following:

(1) T =
∑

j≥0 αj Tj , where each Tj is a bilinear operator.

(2) supj≥0 ‖Tj‖Lp1×Lp2→Lp ≤ C0 <∞.

(3) For every j ≥ 0, Tj is compact from Lp1(Rn)× Lp2(Rn) to Lp(Rn).

Then, T is compact from Lp1(Rn)× Lp2(Rn) to Lp(Rn).

Proof. For each N ≥ 1, let TN :=
∑N

j=0 αj Tj . Then TN is compact from Lp1(Rn) × Lp2(Rn)

to Lp(Rn). Note that

‖T − TN‖Lp1×Lp2→Lp =

∥∥∥∥
∑

j>N

αjTj

∥∥∥∥
Lp1×Lp2→Lp

≤
∑

j>N

αj‖Tj‖Lp1×Lp2→Lp ≤ C0

∑

j>N

αj ,

which tends to zero as N → ∞. This and Lemma 4.39 imply the compactness of T . �

5. Weighted Lp1 × Lp2 → Lp compactness

Now let us conclude (b) =⇒ (c)′ 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

T is compact from Lp1(Rn)× Lp2(Rn) to Lp(Rn)(5.1)

for all 1
p = 1

p1
+ 1
p2

with p, p1, p2 ∈ (1,∞). On the other hand, (H2) and (H3) respectively imply

the weak boundedness property and T (1, 1), T ∗1(1, 1), T ∗2(1, 1) ∈ BMO(Rn), which yields [65,
Theorem 1.1]. The later along with Theorems 5.3 and 5.24 gives that

T is bounded from Lq1(vq11 )× Lq2(vq22 ) to Lp(vq)(5.2)

for all 1
q = 1

q1
+ 1

q2
with q, q1, q2 ∈ (1,∞) and for all (v1, v2) ∈ A(q1,q2), where v = v1v2. Thus,

the conclusion (c)′ follows from (5.1), (5.2), and Theorem 1.9.

5.1. Weighted compactness of bilinear dyadic shifts. In order to show Theorem 1.7, we

first establish the weighted boundedness of dyadic shifts Si,j,kD .

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

sup
D

‖Si,j,kD (f1, f2)‖Lp(wp) . ‖f1‖Lp1 (w
p1
1 )‖f2‖Lp2 (w

p2
2 ),

for all p1, p2 ∈ (1,∞] and for all (w1, w2) ∈ A(p1,p2), where
1
p = 1

p1
+ 1

p2
> 0 and w = w1w2.

Proof. By symmetry, it suffices to treat the case h̃I = hI . Noting that

〈∆i
Qf, hI〉 = 〈f, hI〉1{I∈Di(Q)},
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we have

|〈Si,j,kD (f1, f2), f3〉| ≤ ‖Ai,k
D (f1, f2, f3)‖L1 ,

where

A
i,k
D (f1, f2, f3) :=

∑

Q∈D

〈|∆i
Qf1|〉Q〈|f2|〉Q〈|∆k

Qf3|〉Q 1Q.

By duality and Theorem 2.25, we are deduced to showing

sup
D

‖Ai,k
D (f1, f2, f3)‖Lp(wp) .

3∏

i=1

‖fi‖Lpi (w
pi
i ),(5.4)

for all p1, p2, p3 ∈ (1,∞) and for all (w1, w2, w3) ∈ A(p1,p2,p3), where
1
p = 1

p1
+ 1

p2
+ 1

p3
and

w = w1w2w3.

Let 1
p = 1

p1
+ 1

p2
+ 1

p3
with 1 < p, p1, p2, p3 < ∞, and let (w1, w2, w3) ∈ A(p1,p2,p3). Write

w = w1w2w3. By Theorem 2.25 again, it is enough to prove (5.4) for such exponents (p1, p2, p3)
and weights (w1, w2, w3). Let p4 = p′, w4 = w−1, and f4w4 ∈ Lp4 with ‖f4w4‖Lp4 ≤ 1. Observe
that

〈|∆k
Qf |,1Q〉 = 〈∆k

Qf, ϕ
k
Q,f 〉 = 〈f,∆k

Qϕ
k
Q,f 〉,(5.5)

where |ϕkQ,f | ≤ 1Q. Setting

Φi,k :=
∑

Q∈D

〈|∆i
Qf1|〉Q〈|f2|〉Q〈|f4|〉Q∆k

Qϕ
k
Q,f3 ,

we use the fact ∆k
Q′∆k

Qf = ∆k
Qf 1{Q′=Q} to arrive at

SkDΦi,k .

( ∑

Q∈D

∣∣〈|∆i
Qf1|〉Q〈|f2|〉Q〈|f4|〉Q

∣∣21Q
)1

2

,

which together with (2.11) gives

|〈Ai,k
D (f1, f2, f3), f4〉| ≤

∑

Q∈D

〈|∆i
Qf1|〉Q〈|f2|〉Q〈f3,∆k

Qϕ
k
Q,f3〉〈|f4|〉Q

≤ ‖f3w3‖Lp3‖Φi,kw−1
3 ‖

Lp′
3
. ‖f3w3‖Lp3‖(SkDΦi,k)w−1

3 ‖
Lp′

3

. ‖f3w3‖Lp3

∥∥∥∥
( ∑

Q∈D

∣∣〈|∆i
Qf1|〉Q〈|f2|〉Q〈|f4|〉Q

∣∣21Q
) 1

2

w−1
3

∥∥∥∥
Lp′

3

.

Fix a sequence of functions {fQ3 }Q∈D satisfying
∥∥( ∑

Q∈D
|fQ3 |2

) 1
2
∥∥
Lp3

≤ 1. By duality, it suffices

to prove

I :=

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

Rn

∑

Q∈D

〈|∆i
Qf1|〉Q〈|f2|〉Q〈|f4|〉Q1QfQ3 w−1

3 dx

∣∣∣∣ .
∏

i=1,2,4

‖fiwi‖Lpi .(5.6)

By (5.5) and (2.11), there holds

I ≤
∑

Q∈D

〈f1,∆i
Qϕ

i
Q,f1〉〈|f2|〉Q〈|f4|〉Q〈|f

Q
3 |w−1

3 〉Q(5.7)

=: 〈f1w1,Φiw
−1
1 〉 ≤ ‖f1w1‖Lp1‖Φiw−1

1 ‖
Lp′

1
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. ‖f1w1‖Lp1‖(SiDΦi)w−1
1 ‖

L
p′
1
,

where

Φi :=
∑

Q∈D

〈|f2|〉Q〈|fQ3 |w−1
3 〉Q〈|f4|〉Q∆i

Qϕ
i
Q,f1 ,

and

SiDΦi .

( ∑

Q∈D

∣∣〈|f2|〉Q〈|fQ3 |w−1
3 〉Q〈|f4|〉Q

∣∣21Q
) 1

2

≤
( ∑

Q∈D

M(f2, f
Q
3 w

−1
3 , f4)

2

) 1
2

.

Note that
1

p′1
=

1

p2
+

1

p3
+

1

p4
, w−1

1 = w2w3w4, and (w2, w3, w4) ∈ A(p2,p3,p4).

Thus,

‖(SiDΦi)w−1
1 ‖

Lp′
1
≤

∥∥∥∥
( ∑

Q∈D

M(f2, f
Q
3 w

−1
3 , f4)

2

) 1
2

w−1
1

∥∥∥∥
L
p′
1

(5.8)

.
∏

i=2,4

‖fiwi‖Lpi ×
∥∥∥∥
( ∑

Q∈D

|fQ3 w−1
3 |2

)1
2

w3

∥∥∥∥
Lp3

≤
∏

i=2,4

‖fiwi‖Lpi ,

where we have used the vector-valued inequality
∥∥∥∥
( ∑

k1,...,km

|M(fk11 , . . . , fkmm )|2
) 1

2
∥∥∥∥
Lr(vr)

.

m∏

i=1

∥∥∥∥
(∑

ki

|fkii |2
) 1

2
∥∥∥∥
Lri(v

ri
i )

,(5.9)

for all ~r = (r1, . . . , rm) ∈ (1,∞)m and for all ~v = (v1, . . . , vm) ∈ A~r, 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). �

Proof of Theorem 1.7. Without loss of generality, we may assume that h̃I = hI . For sim-

plicity, denote SD := S
i,j,k
D . Fix 1

p = 1
p1

+ 1
p2

with p, p1, p2 ∈ (1,∞). By Theorems 1.9 and

5.3, it suffices to prove that EωSDω is compact from Lp1(Rn)×Lp2(Rn) to Lp(Rn). In light of
Theorem 1.3, we are deduced to showing the following estimates

sup
‖f1‖Lp1≤1
‖f2‖Lp2≤1

‖EωSDω(f1, f2)‖Lp . 1,(5.10)

lim
A→∞

sup
‖f1‖Lp1≤1
‖f2‖Lp2≤1

‖EωSDω(f1, f2)1B(0,A)c‖Lp = 0,(5.11)

lim
|v|→0

sup
‖f1‖Lp1≤1
‖f2‖Lp2≤1

‖τv EωSDω(f1, f2)− EωSDω(f1, f2)‖Lp = 0.(5.12)

Note that (5.10) immediately follows from Theorem 5.3.

To justify (5.11), given N ∈ N, we define

SND f :=
∑

Q/∈D(N)

Ai,j,kQ f.

Observe that

∆k
Q′

(
Ai,j,kQ (f1, f2)

)
= Ai,j,kQ (f1, f2)1{Q′=Q} = Ai,j,kQ (∆i

Q′f1, f2),(5.13)
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∆k
Q

(
SND (f1, f2)

)
= Ai,j,kQ (f1, f2)1{Q 6∈D(N)},(5.14)

|Ai,j,kQ (f1, f2)| ≤ FN 〈|f1|〉Q〈|f2|〉Q 1Q, for all Q /∈ D(N).(5.15)

Then it follows from (5.13)–(5.15) that

‖SND f‖Lp ≃
∥∥∥∥
( ∑

Q∈D

∣∣∆k
Q

(
SND (f1, f2)

)∣∣2
) 1

2
∥∥∥∥
Lp

(5.16)

=

∥∥∥∥
( ∑

Q 6∈D(N)

|Ai,j,kQ (f1, f2)|2
) 1

2
∥∥∥∥
Lp

=

∥∥∥∥
( ∑

Q 6∈D(N)

|Ai,j,kQ (∆i
Qf1, f2)|2

) 1
2
∥∥∥∥
Lp

≤ FN

∥∥∥∥
( ∑

Q∈D

〈|∆i
Qf1|〉2Q〈|f2|〉2Q1Q

) 1
2
∥∥∥∥
Lp

≤ FN

∥∥∥∥
( ∑

Q∈D

|∆i
Qf1|2

) 1
2

MDf2

∥∥∥∥
Lp

≤ FN

∥∥∥∥
( ∑

Q∈D

|∆i
Qf1|2

) 1
2
∥∥∥∥
Lp1

‖MDf2‖Lp2

. FN‖f1‖Lp1‖f2‖Lp2 ,

where the implicit constants are independent of D, N , f1, and f2.

Let A ≥ 210 and N := [12 log2A] > 2. Note that for any ω ∈ Ω and K ∈ Dω(N),

K ⊂ {|x| ≤ (N + 2)2N} ⊂ {|x| ≤ 22N} ⊂ {|x| ≤ A}.(5.17)

Thus, by Minkowski’s inequality, (5.16), and (5.17),

‖EωSDω(f1, f2)1{|·|>A}‖Lp ≤ Eω‖SDω(f1, f2)1{|·|>A}‖Lp

= Eω‖SNDω
(f1, f2)1{|·|>A}‖Lp . FN‖f1‖Lp1‖f2‖Lp2 ,

where the implicit constant is independent of A, ω, f1, and f2. This gives (5.11).

In order to demonstrate (5.12), observe that

‖τvEωSDω(f1, f2)− EωSDω(f1, f2)‖Lp ≤ Eω‖τvSDω(f1, f2)− SDω(f1, f2)‖Lp .(5.18)

Let 0 < |v| < 2−j−10 and a ≥ 2 be an integer chosen later. Then there exists an integer
N = N(v) ≥ 5 such that 2−a(N+1) ≤ 2j+1|v| < 2−aN . We split

‖τvSDω(f1, f2)− SDω(f1, f2)‖Lp ≤ Ξ1(v;ω, f1, f2) + Ξ2(v;ω, f1, f2),(5.19)

where

Ξ1(v;ω, f1, f2) :=

∥∥∥∥
∑

Q/∈Dω(N)

∑

I∈Di(Q)
J∈Dj(Q)
K∈Dk(Q)

αI,J,K,Q〈f1, hI〉〈f2, h̃J 〉(τvhK − hK)

∥∥∥∥
Lp

,
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Ξ2(v;ω, f1, f2) :=

∥∥∥∥
∑

Q∈Dω(N)

∑

I∈Di(Q)
J∈Dj(Q)
K∈Dk(Q)

αI,J,K,Q〈f1, hI〉〈f2, h̃J 〉(τvhK − hK)

∥∥∥∥
Lp

.

By changing variables and (5.16), we obtain

Ξ1(v;ω, f1, f2) ≤ ‖τvSNDω
(f1, f2)‖Lp + ‖SNDω

(f1, f2)‖Lp(5.20)

= 2‖SNDω
(f1, f2)‖Lp . FN‖f1‖Lp1‖f2‖Lp2 ,

where the implicit constant is independent of v, ω, f1, and f2. Since |v| → 0 implies N → ∞,
(3.9) and (5.20) imply

lim
|v|→0

sup
ω∈Ω

sup
‖f1‖Lp1≤1
‖f2‖Lp2≤1

Ξ1(v;ω, f1, f2) = 0.(5.21)

Observe that for any N ≥ 2,

#Dω(N) ≤ #
{
K ∈ Dω : 2−N ≤ ℓ(K) ≤ 2N ,K ⊂ 22N+1I

}
(5.22)

≤
∑

−N≤k≤N

2(2N+1)n2−kn ≤ 2(2N+1)n2nN+1 = 23nN+n+1.

Thus,

Ξ2(v;ω, f1, f2) ≤
∑

Q∈Dω(N)

〈|f1|〉Q〈|f2|〉Q
∑

K∈Dk(Q)

|K| 12 ‖τvhK − hK‖Lp

.
∑

Q∈Dω(N)

|Q|−
1
p ‖f1‖Lp1‖f2‖Lp2

∑

K∈Dk(Q)

|v|
1
p ℓ(K)

1
p
(n−1)

≤
∑

Q∈Dω(N)

2kn2−k
n
p (2−kℓ(Q))−

1
p |v|

1
p ‖f1‖Lp1‖f2‖Lp2

≤ 23nN+n+12k(n−
n
p
+ 1

p
)2

N
p
(
2−j−12−aN

) 1
p ‖f1‖Lp1‖f2‖Lp2

≤ 2kn+n+12
N
p
(3np+1−a)‖f1‖Lp1‖f2‖Lp2 .

Taking a > 3np+ 1, we see that

lim
|v|→0

sup
ω∈Ω

sup
‖f1‖Lp1≤1
‖f2‖Lp2≤1

Ξ2(v;ω, f1, f2) = 0.(5.23)

Therefore, (5.12) is a consequence of (5.18), (5.19), (5.21), and (5.23). �

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 := {bI}I∈D ∈ BMOD and Tb ∈ {Πb,Π
∗1
b
,Π∗2

b
}, there holds

‖Tb‖Lp1 (w
p1
1 )×Lp2 (w

p2
2 )→Lp(wp) . ‖b‖BMOD

,

for all p1, p2 ∈ (1,∞] and for all (w1, w2) ∈ A(p1,p2), where
1
p = 1

p1
+ 1

p2
> 0, w = w1w2, and

the implicit constant is independent of b and D.
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Proof. By duality, it suffices to consider Πb. The H1-BMO duality (see [88]) gives

|〈Πb(f1, f2), f3〉| . ‖b‖BMOD
‖SDΦ‖L1 ,(5.25)

where

Φ :=
∑

I∈D

〈f1〉I〈f2〉I〈f3, hI〉hI .

Observe that

SDΦ =

(∑

I∈D

|〈f1〉I〈f2〉I〈f3, hI〉|2
1I

|I|

) 1
2

=: SD(f1, f2, f3).(5.26)

By duality, (5.25)–(5.26), and Theorem 2.25, we are reduced to proving

‖SD(f1, f2, f3)w‖Lp .

3∏

i=1

‖fiwi‖Lpi(5.27)

for all p1, p2, p3 ∈ (1,∞) and for all (w1, w2, w3) ∈ A(p1,p2,p3), where
1
p = 1

p1
+ 1

p2
+ 1

p3
and

w = w1w2w3.

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 {aI(x)}I∈D, we have

∥∥∥∥
(∑

I∈D

|aI |2
) 1

2

w

∥∥∥∥
Lp

= sup

{∣∣∣∣
ˆ

Rn

∑

I∈D

aI bI w dx

∣∣∣∣ :
∥∥∥∥
(∑

I∈D

|bI |2
) 1

2
∥∥∥∥
Lp′

≤ 1

}
.

Fix a sequence of functions {f I3 }I∈D satisfying
∥∥( ∑

I∈D
|f I3 |2

) 1
2
∥∥
Lp′ ≤ 1. It suffices to demonstrate

J :=

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

Rn

∑

I∈D

〈f1〉I〈f2〉I〈f3, hI〉1I |I|−
1
2 f I3 w dx

∣∣∣∣ .
3∏

i=1

‖fiwi‖Lpi .

By Hölder’s inequality,

J =
∣∣∣
〈
f3w3,

∑

I∈D

〈f1〉I〈f2〉I〈f I3 w〉I |I|
1
2 hI w

−1
3

〉∣∣∣(5.28)

=: |〈f3w3,Ψw
−1
3 〉| ≤ ‖f3w3‖Lp3‖Ψw−1

3 ‖
L
p′
3
,

and

SDΨ =

(∑

I∈D

|〈f1〉I〈f2〉I〈f I3w〉I |21I
) 1

2

≤
(∑

I∈D

M(f1, f2, f
I
3w)

2

) 1
2

.

Observe that
1

p′3
=

1

p1
+

1

p2
+

1

p′
, w−1

3 = w1w2w
−1, and (w1, w2, w

−1) ∈ A(p1,p2,p′).

Then (5.9) implies

‖(SDΦ)w−1
3 ‖

Lp′
3
≤

∥∥∥∥
(∑

I∈D

M(f1, f2, f
I
3w)

2

) 1
2

w−1
3

∥∥∥∥
Lp′

3

(5.29)

. ‖f1w1‖Lp1‖f2w2‖Lp2

∥∥∥∥
(∑

I∈D

|f I3w|2
) 1

2

w−1

∥∥∥∥
Lp′



A CHARACTERIZATION OF COMPACTNESS VIA BILINEAR T1 THEOREM 47

≤ ‖f1w1‖Lp1‖f2w2‖Lp2 .

Hence, it follows from (5.28)–(5.29) and (2.11) that

J ≤ ‖f3w3‖Lp3‖Φw−1
3 ‖

L
p′
3
. ‖f3w3‖Lp3‖(SDΦ)w−1

3 ‖
L
p′
3
.

3∏

i=1

‖fiwi‖Lpi .

This completes the proof. �

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 {αQ}Q∈D satisfy
∑

Q′∈D:Q′⊂Q

αQ ≤ A |Q|, ∀Q ∈ D.

Then for all p ∈ (1,∞) and f ∈ Lp(Rn),
( ∑

Q∈D

αQ|〈f〉Q|p
) 1

p

≤ A
1
p p′‖f‖Lp .

Proof of Theorem 1.8. We only present the proof for EωΠbω 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 EωΠbω is compact from L4(Rn)× L4(Rn) to L2(Rn). With Theorem 1.3 in hand, this is
reduced to proving that

sup
‖f1‖L4≤1
‖f2‖L4≤1

‖EωΠbω(f1, f2)‖L2 . 1,(5.31)

lim
A→∞

sup
‖f1‖L4≤1
‖f2‖L4≤1

‖EωΠbω(f1, f2)1{|·|>A}‖L2 = 0,(5.32)

lim
|v|→0

sup
‖f1‖L4≤1
‖f2‖L4≤1

‖τv EωΠbω(f1, f2)− EωΠbω (f1, f2)‖L2 = 0.(5.33)

Theorem 5.24 gives (5.31) at once.

Denote bNω :=
{
bI1{I /∈Dω(N)}

}
I∈Dω

. Then bω ∈ CMO(Rn) gives

lim
N→∞

sup
ω∈Ω

‖bNω ‖BMODω
= 0.(5.34)

As did in (5.17), Minkowski’s inequality and Theorem 5.24 yield

‖EωΠbω(f1, f2)1{|·|>A}‖L2 ≤ Eω‖Πbω (f1, f2)1{|·|>A}‖L2

= Eω‖ΠbN
ω
(f1, f2)1{|·|>A}‖L2 ≤ Eω‖ΠbN

ω
(f1, f2)‖L2

. Eω‖bNω ‖BMODω
‖f1‖L4‖f2‖L4 ≤ sup

ω∈Ω
‖bNω ‖BMODω

‖f1‖L4‖f2‖L4 ,

which together with (5.34) implies (5.32).

To proceed, note that

‖τvEωΠbω(f1, f2)− EωΠbω(f1, f2)‖L2 ≤ Eω‖τvΠbω (f1, f2)−Πbω(f1, f2)‖L2(5.35)

Let 0 < |v| ≤ 1
16 and a ≥ 2 be an integer chosen later. Then there exists an integer N =

N(v) ≥ 2 so that 2−a(N+1) < |v| ≤ 2−aN . We split

‖τvΠbω(f1, f2)−Πbω(f1, f2)‖L2 ≤ Υ1(v;ω, f1, f2) + Υ2(v;ω, f1, f2),(5.36)
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where

Υ1(v;ω, f1, f2) :=

∥∥∥∥
∑

I /∈Dω(N)

bI〈f1〉I〈f2〉I(τvhI − hI)

∥∥∥∥
L2

,

Υ2(v;ω, f1, f2) :=

∥∥∥∥
∑

I∈Dω(N)

bI〈f1〉I〈f2〉I(τvhI − hI)

∥∥∥∥
L2

.

For the first term, we use Theorem 5.24 to deduce

Υ1(v;ω, f1, f2) ≤ 2

∥∥∥∥
∑

I /∈Dω(N)

bI〈f1〉I〈f2〉IhI
∥∥∥∥
L2

= 2‖ΠbN
ω
(f1, f2)‖L2 . sup

ω∈Ω
‖bNω ‖BMODω

‖f1‖L4‖f2‖L4 ,

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

lim
|v|→0

sup
ω∈Ω

sup
‖f1‖L4≤1
‖f2‖L4≤1

Υ1(v;ω, f1, f2) = 0.(5.37)

To estimate Υ2, observe that
∑

I∈Dω: I⊂Q

|bI |2 ≤ ‖b‖2BMODω
|Q| ≤ |Q|, ∀Q ∈ Dω.(5.38)

Then, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, (5.22), (5.38), and Lemma 5.30,

Υ2(v;ω, f1, f2) ≤
∑

I∈Dω(N)

|bI ||〈f1〉I ||〈f2〉I |‖τvhI − hI‖L2

.
∑

I∈Dω(N)

|bI ||〈f1〉I ||〈f2〉I ||v|
1
2 ℓ(I)−

1
2

≤ |v| 12 ℓ(I)− 1
2
[
#Dω(N)

] 1
2

[ ∑

I∈Dω

|bI |2|〈f1〉I |2|〈f2〉I |2
] 1

2

≤ 2−a
N
2 2

N
2 2

1
2
(3nN+n+1)

2∏

i=1

[ ∑

I∈Dω

|bI |2|〈fi〉I |4
] 1

4

. 2
N
2
(3n+1−a)‖f1‖L4‖f2‖L4 ,

where the implicit constant are independent of v, ω, f1, and f2. Choosing a > 3n + 1, this
immediately implies

lim
|v|→0

sup
ω∈Ω

sup
‖f1‖L4≤1
‖f2‖L4≤1

Υ2(v;ω, f1, f2) = 0.(5.39)

Consequently, (5.33) follows from (5.35)–(5.39). The proof is complete. �

6. The necessity of hypotheses (H1)–(H3)

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



A CHARACTERIZATION OF COMPACTNESS VIA BILINEAR T1 THEOREM 49

6.1. Compact Calderón–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
|x−y|+|x−z|→∞

K(x, y, z) = 0.

Then K satisfies the size condition (2.3) with another triple (F ′
1, F

′
2, F

′
3) ∈ F .

Proof. We first claim that

|K(x, y, z) −K(x′, y′, z′)| ≤ F (x, y, z)
(|x − x′|+ |y − y′|+ |z − z′|)δ

(|x− y|+ |x− z|)2n+δ(6.2)

whenever |x− x′|+ |y − y′|+ |z − z′| ≤ (|x− y|+ |x− z|)/8. Indeed, for such x, y and z, the
condition (2.4) and Lemma 2.42 give

|K(x, y, z) −K(x′, y, z)| ≤ F1(x, y, z)
|x− x′|δ

(|x − y|+ |x− z|)2n+δ ,(6.3)

where

F1(x, y, z) := F1,1(|x− y|+ |x− z|)F1,2(|x− y|+ |x− z|)F1,3(|x+ y|+ |x+ z|),
and (F1,1, F1,2, F1,3) ∈ F with F1,1 being monotone increasing, F1,2 and F1,3 being monotone
decreasing. It is easy to verify that

3

4
≤ |x′ − y|+ |x′ − z|

|x− y|+ |x− z| ≤ 5

4
,(6.4)

and

|y − y′| ≤ (|x− y|+ |x− z|)/8 ≤ (|x′ − y|+ |x′ − z|)/6,
which together with (2.5) implies

|K(x′, y, z)−K(x′, y′, z)| ≤ F1(x
′, y, z)

|y − y′|δ
(|x′ − y|+ |x′ − z|)2n+δ(6.5)

≤ 22n+δF1(x
′, y, z)

|y − y′|δ
(|x − y|+ |x− z|)2n+δ .

Define

F2,1(t) := sup
|x−y|+|x−z|≤t

8|x−x′|≤|x−y|+|x−z|

(
22n+δF1(x

′, y, z)
) 1

3 ,

F2,2(t) := sup
|x−y|+|x−z|≥t

8|x−x′|≤|x−y|+|x−z|

(
22n+δF1(x

′, y, z)
) 1

3 ,

F2,3(t) := sup
|x+y|+|x+z|≥t

8|x−x′|≤|x−y|+|x−z|

(
22n+δF1(x

′, y, z)
) 1

3 ,

and then set

F2(x, y, z) := F2,1(|x− y|+ |x− z|)F2,2(|x− y|+ |x− z|)F2,3(|x+ y|+ |x+ z|).
Thus, F2,1 is bounded and monotone increasing, both F2,2 and F2,3 are bounded and monotone
decreasing, and

22n+δF1(x
′, y, z) ≤ F2(x, y, z).(6.6)
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Together with (6.4), the property limt→0 F1,1(t) = limt→∞ F1,2(t) = 0 implies limt→0 F2,1(t) =
limt→∞ F2,2(t) = 0. Moreover, if |x+ y|+ |x + z| ≤ |x− y|+ |x− z|, then limt→∞ F1,2(t) = 0
gives limt→∞ F2,3(t) = 0. If |x+ y|+ |x+ z| ≥ |x− y|+ |x− z|, then

|x′ + y|+ |x′ + z| ≥ |x− y|+ |x− z| − 2|x− x′|
≥ |x− y|+ |x− z| − (|x− y|+ |x− z|)/4 ≥ 3(|x− y|+ |x− z|)/4,

which along with limt→∞ F1,3(t) = 0 yields limt→∞ F2,3(t) = 0. This shows (F2,1, F2,2, F2,3) ∈
F . Collecting (6.4)–(6.6), we conclude

|K(x′, y, z)−K(x′, y′, z)| ≤ F2(x, y, z)
|y − y′|δ

(|x − y|+ |x− z|)2n+δ .(6.7)

Much as above, there exists (F3,1, F3,2, F3,3) ∈ F such that

|K(x′, y′, z)−K(x′, y′, z′)| ≤ F3(x, y, z)
|z − z′|δ

(|x − y|+ |x− z|)2n+δ ,(6.8)

where

F3(x, y, z) := F3,1(|x− y|+ |x− z|)F3,2(|x− y|+ |x− z|)F3,3(|x+ y|+ |x+ z|).
Hence, as did in the proof of Lemma 2.42, (6.2) is a consequence of (6.3), (6.7), and (6.8).

Let x, y, z ∈ Rn with x 6= y or x 6= z. Let a = 7/6. We may assume that x ≥ y and x ≥ z.
Let x0 = x, y0 = y, and z0 = z. For each k ≥ 1, define

xk = xk−1 + (|xk−1 − yk−1|+ |xk−1 − zk−1|)/24,
yk = yk−1 − (|xk−1 − yk−1|+ |xk−1 − zk−1|)/24,
zk = zk−1 − (|xk−1 − yk−1|+ |xk−1 − zk−1|)/24.

Then for any k ≥ 0, xk ≥ yk, xk ≥ zk, and

|xk − yk|+ |xk − zk| = a(|xk−1 − yk−1|+ |xk−1 − zk−1|),
|xk + yk|+ |xk + zk| = |xk−1 + yk−1|+ |xk−1 + zk−1|,

which gives

|xk − yk|+ |xk − zk| = ak(|x− y|+ |x− z|),(6.9)

|xk + yk|+ |xk + zk| = |x+ y|+ |x+ z|.(6.10)

Moreover,

|xk−1 − xk|+ |yk−1 − yk|+ |zk−1 − zk| ≤ (|xk−1 − yk−1|+ |xk−1 − zk−1|)/8,
which along with (6.2) implies

|K(xk−1, yk−1, zk−1)| ≤ |K(xk, yk, zk)|+
F (xk−1, yk−1, zk−1)

(|xk−1 − yk−1|+ |xk−1 − zk−1|)2
.

Iterating the inequality above, we have

|K(x, y, z)| ≤ lim
k→∞

|K(xk, yk, zk)|+
∞∑

k=0

F (xk, yk, zk)

(|xk − yk|+ |xk − zk|)2
.

Choosing

F ′
3(t) := F3(t) and F ′

i (t) :=

∞∑

k=0

a−kFi(a
kt), i = 1, 2,
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we see that (F ′
1, F

′
2, F

′
3) ∈ F , and (6.9)–(6.10) imply

|K(x, y, z)| . F ′(x, y, z)

(|x− y|+ |x− z|)2 ,

where

F ′(x, y, z) := F ′
1(|x− y|+ |x− z|)F ′

2(|x− y|+ |x− z|)F ′
3(|x+ y|+ |x+ z|).

The proof is complete. �

Given λ > 0, y ∈ Rn, and a function Φ on Rn, we denote

τyΦ(x) := Φ(x− y) and Φλ(x) := λ−nΦ(λ−1x), x ∈ Rn.

Lemma 6.11. Let T be a bilinear operator associated with a standard bilinear Calderón–
Zygmund kernel K with the parameter δ ∈ (0, 1]. Let 0 < ε < 2−δ‖K‖CZ(δ), x

′ ∈ Rn and

(x, y, z) ∈ R3n \ ∆ such that |x − x′| ≤ 1
4 max{|x − y|, |x − z|}. Then for any 0 < λi <

(ε‖K‖−1
CZ(δ))

1
δ |x− x′|, i = 1, 2, 3,

|〈T (τyΦλ2 , τzΦλ3), τxΦλ1〉 −K(x, y, z)| . ε |x− x′|δ
(|x− y|+ |x− z|)2n+δ ,(6.12)

|〈T (τyΦλ2 , τzΦλ3), τxΦλ1 − τx′Φλ1〉| .
|x− x′|δ

(|x− y|+ |x− z|)2n+δ ,(6.13)

where Φ is a positive smooth function such that suppΦ ⊂ I and
´

Rn Φ dx = 1.

Proof. Fix 0 < λi < (ε‖K‖−1
CZ(δ))

1
δ |x− x′|, i = 1, 2, 3. For any vi ∈ supp(Φλi), we see that

4max
i

|vi| ≤ 2max
i
λi ≤ |x− x′| ≤ max{|x− y|, |x− z|}/4,

which implies

|x− x′| ≤ max{|x+ v1 − y − v2|, |x+ v1 − z − v3|}/2,(6.14)

|v1| ≤ max{|x− y − v2|, |x− z − v3|}/2,(6.15)

|v2| ≤ max{|x− y|, |x− z − v3|}/2,(6.16)

|v3| ≤ max{|x− y|, |x− z|}/2.(6.17)

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

|K(x+ v1, y + v2, z + v3)−K(x, y, z)|
≤ |K(x+ v1, y + v2, z + v3)−K(x, y + v2, z + v3)|
+ |K(x, y + v2, z + v3)−K(x, y, z + v3)|
+ |K(x, y, z + v3)−K(x, y, z)|

.
|v1|δ

(|x− y − v2|+ |x− z − v3|)2n+δ

+
|v2|δ

(|x− y|+ |x− z − v3|)2n+δ
+

|v3|δ
(|x− y|+ |x− z|)2n+δ

.
maxi λ

δ
i

(|x− y|+ |x− z|)2n+δ .
ε |x− x′|δ

(|x− y|+ |x− z|)2n+δ .
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Hence, we arrive at

LHS of (6.12) =

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

R3n

[K(x+ v1, y + v2, z + v3)−K(x, y, z)]
3∏

i=1

Φλi(vi) dvi

∣∣∣∣

.

ˆ

R3n

ε|x− x′|δ
(|x− y|+ |x− z|)2n+δ

3∏

i=1

Φλi(vi) dvi ≤
ε|x− x′|δ

(|x− y|+ |x− z|)2n+δ .

To prove (6.13), we use (2.4) and (6.14) to obtain

|K(v1, v2, v3)| := |K(x+ v1, y + v2, z + v3)−K(x′ + v1, y + v2, z + v3)|

.
|x− x′|δ

(|x+ v1 − y − v2|+ |x+ v1 − z − v3|)2n+δ
≃ |x− x′|δ

(|x− y|+ |x− z|)2n+δ .

As a consequence,

LHS of (6.13) =

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

R3n

K(v1, v2, v3)
3∏

i=1

Φλi(vi) dvi

∣∣∣∣ .
|x− x′|δ

(|x− y|+ |x− z|)2n+δ .

The proof is complete. �

Proof of Theorem 1.10. By symmetry and Lemma 6.1, it suffices to prove that there exists
δ′ ∈ (0, δ) such that

sup
x′∈Rn:x′ 6=x

|x−x′|≤max{|x−y|,|x−z|}/2

E(x, y, z;x′) → 0,

whenever |x−x′| → 0, or |x−y|+ |x−z| → ∞, or |x+y|+ |x+z| → ∞ and |x−y|+ |x−z| ≃ 1,
where

E(x, y, z;x′) := |x− x′|−δ′ |K(x, y, z)−K(x′, y, z)|
(|x− y|+ |x− z|)−(2n+δ′)

,

since the smoothness condition (2.4) gives

E(x, y, z;x′) . |x− x′|δ−δ′

(|x− y|+ |x− z|)δ−δ′ . 1,

whenever |x− x′| ≤ max{|x− y|, |x− z|}/2. The above immediately implies that

(6.18)
lim
k→∞

E(xk, yk, zk;x′k) = 0 for any sequence {(xk, yk, zk)}k∈N
with |xk − x′k| ≤ max{|xk − yk|, |xk − zk|}/2

such that

(6.19) lim
k→∞

|xk − x′k|
|xk − yk|+ |xk − zk|

= 0.

This means that it remains to demonstrate (6.18) when {(xk, yk, zk)}k∈N does not satisfy (6.19)
but satisfies one of the following:

(6.20)
(i) |xk − x′k| → 0, (ii) |xk − yk|+ |xk − zk| → ∞,

(iii) |xk + yk|+ |xk + zk| → ∞ and |xk − yk|+ |xk − zk| ≃ 1.

In this scenario, there exists c0 ∈ (0, 1/2) and a subsequence (which we relabel) {(xk, yk, zk)}k∈N
such that

(6.21) c0 <
|xk − x′k|

|xk − yk|+ |xk − zk|
≤ 1

2
, ∀k ∈ N.
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Let (xk, yk, zk) and x
′
k satisfy (6.21). Let 0 < ε < 2−δC be fixed and arbitrarily small. We

choose a sequence {λk}k∈N such that

(C−1ε)1/δ |xk − x′k|/2 ≤ λk ≤ (C−1ε)1/δ |xk − x′k|.(6.22)

Using (6.21), (6.12) and (6.22), we deduce that

E(xk, yk, zk;x′k) ≤ Cδ
′

0 (|xk − yk|+ |xk − zk|)2n|K(xk, yk, zk)−K(x′k, yk, zk)|(6.23)

≤ 2Cδ
′

0 ε+ Cδ
′

0 (|xk − yk|+ |xk − zk|)2n∆(xk, yk, zk;x
′
k)

. ε+ |xk − x′k|2n∆(xk, yk, zk;x
′
k),

where ∆(xk, yk, zk;x
′
k) := |〈T (τykΦλk , τzkΦλk), τxkΦλk − τx′kΦλk〉|. If we denote

(6.24)
fk := |xk − x′k|

n
p′
1 τykΦλk , gk := |xk − x′k|

n
p′
2 τzkΦλk ,

and hk := |xk − x′k|
n
p
(
τxkΦλk − τx′kΦλk

)
,

then (6.22) yields

‖fk‖Lp1 = (λ−1
k |xk − x′k|)

n
p′
1 ‖Φ‖Lp1 . ε

− n
δp′

1 ,

‖gk‖Lp2 = (λ−1
k |xk − x′k|)

n
p′
2 ‖Φ‖Lp2 . ε

− n
δp′

2 ,

‖hk‖Lp′ . (λ−1
k |xk − x′k|)

n
p ‖Φ‖Lp′ . ε−

n
δp ,

This says that {fk} is a bounded sequence in Lp1(Rn) and {gk} is a bounded sequence in
Lp2(Rn). Then by the compactness of T , there exists a convergent subsequence (which we
relabel) {T (fk, gk)}. This gives that for any η > 0 chosen later, there is Nη > 0 such that for
all k, j > Nη,

‖T (fk, gk)− T (fj, gj)‖Lp < η.(6.25)

Thus, by (6.23)–(6.25), we have for all k, j > Nη,

E(xk, yk, zk;x′k) . ε+ |〈T (fk, gk), hk〉|
. ε+ |〈T (fk, gk)− T (fj, gj), hk〉|+ |〈T (fj , gj), hk〉|
. ε+ ‖T (fk, gk)− T (fj, gj)‖Lp(Rn)‖hk‖Lp′ + |〈T (fj, gj), hk〉|
. ε+ ηε−

n
δp + |〈T (fj , gj), hk〉| . ε+ |〈T (fj , gj), hk〉|,

provided η < ε1+
n
δp . To complete the proof, it suffices to show that for given k > Nη, there

exists j = j(k) > Nη sufficiently large such that

|〈T (fj , gj), hk〉| . ε.(6.26)

To proceed, we rewrite 〈T (fj , gj), hk〉 as

〈T (fj, gj), hk〉 = |xj − x′j|n(2−
1
p
)|xk − x′k|

n
p 〈T (τyjΦλj , τzjΦλj), τxkΦλk − τx′kΦλk〉.

Recall that T is compact from Lp1(Rn) × Lp2(Rn) to Lp(Rn). This and [38, Theorem 3] give
that

T is bounded from Lq1(Rn)× Lq2(Rn) to Lq(Rn),(6.27)

for all 1
q = 1

q1
+ 1
q2

with q1, q2 ∈ (1,∞). Choose 1
q = 1

q1
+ 1
q2

with q, q1, q2 ∈ (1,∞). Accordingly,

we use (6.27) to deduce that

|〈T (fj , gj), hk〉| . |xj − x′j|n(2−
1
p
)|xk − x′k|

n
p ‖τyjΦλj‖Lq1(6.28)
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× ‖τzjΦλj‖Lq2‖τxkΦλk − τx′kΦλk‖Lq′

. |xj − x′j|n(2−
1
p
)|xk − x′k|

n
p λ

− n
q′
1

j λ
− n

q′
2

j λ
n
q

k

. ε−
2n
δ

( |xk − x′k|
|xj − x′j|

)n( 1
p
− 1

q
)

= ε−
2n
δ

( |xj − x′j|
|xk − x′k|

)n( 1
p′
− 1

q′
)

.

If the sequence {(xk, yk, zk)} satisfies the case (i) in (6.20) and (6.21), then for fixed k > Nη,
we choose j > k large enough and q ∈ (1, p) in (6.28) so that

|〈T (fj, gj), hk〉| . ε−
2n
δ

( |xj − x′j |
|xk − x′k|

)n( 1
p′
− 1

q′
)

< ε.

If the sequence {(xk, yk, zk)} satisfies the case (ii) in (6.20) and (6.21), then |xk − x′k| → ∞.
For fixed k > Nη, we choose j > k large enough and q ∈ (p,∞) in (6.28) so that

|〈T (fj , gj), hk〉| . ε−
2n
δ

( |xk − x′k|
|xj − x′j |

)n( 1
p
− 1

q
)

< ε.

If the sequence {(xk, yk, zk)} satisfies the case (iii) in (6.20) and (6.21), then

2(|yk|+ |zk|) ≥ (|xk + yk|+ |xk + zk|)− (|xk − yk|+ |xk − zk|),
which implies limk→∞(|yk|+ |zk|) = ∞, and furthermore, limj→∞ |xk − yj|+ |xk − zj| = ∞ for
any fixed k. Therefore, fixed k > Nη, we use (6.13) and (6.21), and choose j > k sufficiently
large to conclude that

|〈T (fj, gj), hk〉| .
|xj − x′j|

n(2− 1
p
)|xk − x′k|

n
p
+δ

(|xk − yj|+ |xk − zj|)2n+δ
.

1

(|xk − yj|+ |xk − zj |)2n+δ
< ε.

This shows (6.26) and completes the proof. �

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

〈T (1I ,1I),1I〉 = 〈PN (T (1I ,1I)),1I〉+ 〈P⊥
N (T (1I ,1I)),1I 〉.(6.29)

By Hölder’s inequality,

|〈P⊥
N (T (1I ,1I)),1I〉| ≤ ‖P⊥

N T‖Lp1×Lp2→Lp‖1I‖Lp1‖1I‖Lp2‖1I‖Lp′(6.30)

= ‖P⊥
N T‖Lp1×Lp2→Lp |I|,

and by the boundedness of T ,

|〈PN (T (1I ,1I)),1I〉| ≤ ‖PN‖Lp→Lp‖T‖Lp1×Lp2→Lp |I|(6.31)

. ‖T‖Lp1×Lp2→LpF (I; 2N) |I|
for any I ∈ D(2N).

To proceed, fix I /∈ D(2N). It suffices to consider the following three cases:

(i) ℓ(I) < 2−2N , (ii) ℓ(I) > 22N , (iii) 2−2N ≤ ℓ(I) ≤ 22N and rd(I, 22N I) > 2N.

Since PN ◦ PN = PN = P ∗
N , we have

〈PN (T (1I ,1I)),1I 〉 = 〈P 2
N (T (1I ,1I)),1I 〉 = 〈PN (T (1I ,1I)), PN1I〉.(6.32)
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By the cancellation of Haar functions, there holds

PN1I =
∑

J∈D(N):I(J

〈1I , hJ〉hJ .(6.33)

Observe that if J ∈ D(N) with I ( J , then in case (ii), there holds ℓ(J) > 2N , and in case
(iii), we have

d(J, 2N I) ≥ d(I, 2N I)− ℓ(J) ≥ 2N · 22N − 2N > N2N , hence, rd(J, 2N I) > N.

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

〈PN (T (1I ,1I)),1I 〉 = 0, for any I in cases (ii) and (iii).(6.34)

Let us next treat the case (i). By definition, one can find a sequence of dyadic cubes
{Ij}Nj=−N such that {J ∈ D(N) : I ( J} = {Ij}Nj=−N and ℓ(Ij) = 2j . Then (6.33) gives

‖PN1I‖Lp′ ≤
N∑

j=−N

|〈1I , hIj 〉|‖hIj‖Lp′ ≤
N∑

j=−N

|I||Ij |−1+ 1
p′(6.35)

=
N∑

j=−N

2−jn/p|I| . 2Nn/p|I|,

Now collecting (6.32) and (6.35), we conclude

|〈PN (T (1I ,1I)),1I〉| ≤ ‖PN‖Lp→Lp‖T (1I ,1I)‖Lp‖PN1I‖Lp′(6.36)

. ‖PN‖Lp→Lp‖T‖Lp1×Lp2→Lp |I|
1
p1 |I|

1
p2 2

Nn
p |I|

≤ ‖PN‖Lp→Lp‖T‖Lp1×Lp2→Lp(22N ℓ(I))
n
p |I|

≃ ‖PN‖Lp→Lp‖T‖Lp1×Lp2→LpF (I; 2N) |I|.

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

Furthermore, if T is compact from Lp1(Rn) × Lp2(Rn) to Lp(Rn), then Theorem 1.6 gives
that

lim
N→∞

‖P⊥
N T‖Lp1×Lp2→Lp = 0,

which together with supN∈N ‖PN‖Lp→Lp . 1 yields the weak compactness property. �

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 Calderón–
Zygmund kernel K with parameter δ ∈ (0, 1]. Let Φ ∈ C∞

c (Rn) be a cut-off function such that
1B(0,1) ≤ Φ ≤ 1B(0,2). Let I ⊂ Rn be a cube and let f ∈ C∞

c (Rn) have compact support in I
and mean zero. Then the following hold:

(1) For any a ∈ Rn, the limit

L (f) := lim
k→∞

〈
T
(
Φ
( · − a

2kℓ(I)

)
,Φ

( · − a

2kℓ(I)

))
, f

〉
exists.
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(2) For all a ∈ Rn and k ∈ N such that 2k ≥ √
n+ |a− xI |/ℓ(I), we have

∣∣∣∣L (f)−
〈
T
(
Φ
( · − a

2kℓ(I)

)
,Φ

( · − a

2kℓ(I)

))
, f

〉∣∣∣∣

. 2−kδ(1 + |a− xI |/ℓ(I))δ
∞∑

k′=0

2−k
′δF (2k

′+k|I|)‖f‖L1 ,

where F (t) := F1(t)F2(t)F3

(
1 + a

1+t

)
.

(3) The limit above is independent of the parameter a ∈ Rn and the function Φ.

(4) If T is bounded from Lp1(Rn)×Lp2(Rn) to Lp(Rn) for some 1
p = 1

p1
+ 1

p2
with p, p1, p2 ∈

(1,∞), then L is a bounded linear functional on H1(Rn). In particular, by the duality
between H1(Rn) and BMO(Rn), we define T (1, 1) as

L (f) = 〈T (1, 1), f〉.

Proof. Fix a ∈ Rn and k ∈ N with 2k ≥ √
n+ 2|a− xI |/ℓ(I), and write Ψk := Φ

(
·−a

2kℓ(I)

)
. It is

easy to see that supp(Ψk) ⊂ {x : |x − a| ≤ 2k+1ℓ(I)} and supp(Ψk+1 − Ψk) ⊂ {x : 2kℓ(I) <
|x− a| ≤ 2k+2ℓ(I)}. Let x ∈ supp(f) ⊂ I and y ∈ supp(Ψk+1 −Ψk). Then we have

|x− a| ≤ |x− xI |+ |a− xI | ≤ ℓ(I)(
√
n/2 + |a− xI |/ℓ(I)) ≤ 2k−1ℓ(I) < |y − a|/2,

and hence, |x−y| ≥ |y−a|−|x−a| > |x−a| ≥ 0. This means supp(f)∩supp(Ψk+1−Ψk) = Ø.
Moreover, if we denote

Fa(x, y, z) := F1(|x− a|)F2(|y − a|+ |z − a|)F3

(
1 +

a

1 + |y − a|+ |z − a|

)
,

then

Fa(x, y, z) ≤ F1(2
k|I|)F2(2

k+1|I|)F3

(
1 +

a

1 + 2k+3|I|

)

. F1(2
k|I|)F2(2

k|I|)F3

(
1 +

a

1 + 2k|I|

)
= F (2k|I|),

where we used the monotonicity properties of F1, F2 and F3.

We are going to show that {〈T (Ψk,Ψk), f〉}k≥1 is a Cauchy sequence. Note that

|〈T (Ψk+1,Ψk+1), f〉 − 〈T (Ψk,Ψk), f〉|(6.38)

≤ |〈T (Φk+1 −Ψk,Ψk), f〉|+ |〈T (Ψk+1,Ψk+1 −Ψk), f〉|.
By the disjoint support, the mean zero of f , and |x− a| ≤ max{|y − a|, |z − a|}/2, we obtain

|〈T (Ψk+1 −Ψk,Ψk), f〉|(6.39)

=

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

R3n

[K(x, y, z)−K(a, y, z)](Ψk+1 −Ψk)(y)Ψk(z)f(x) dx dy dz

∣∣∣∣

.

ˆ

R3n

|x− a|δFa(x, y, z)
(|y − a|+ |z − a|)2n+δ 1supp(Ψk+1−Ψk)(y)Ψk(z)|f(x)| dx dy dz

. (2kℓ(I))n|I|F (2k|I|)
ˆ

R2n

(ℓ(I) + |a− xI |)δ
(2kℓ(I))2n+δ

Φ
( z − a

2kℓ(I)

)
|f(x)| dx dz

. 2−kδ(1 + |a− xI |/ℓ(I))δF (2k|I|)‖f‖L1 .
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Similarly, one has

|〈T (Ψk,Ψk+1 − Φk), f〉| . 2−kδ(1 + |a− xI |/ℓ(I))δF (2k|I|)‖f‖L1 ,

which together (6.38) and (6.39) implies

|〈T (Ψk+1,Ψk+1), f〉 − 〈T (Ψk,Ψk), f〉| . 2−kδ(1 + |a− xI |/ℓ(I))δF (2k|I|)‖f‖L1 .(6.40)

Since F1, F2, F3 are bounded, (6.40) gives that {〈T (Ψk,Ψk), f〉}k≥1 is a Cauchy sequence.
Therefore, the limit in item (1) exists, which we denote by La(f). This shows item (1).

Additionally,

La(f)− 〈T (Ψk,Ψk), f〉 = La(f)− 〈T (Ψk+j+1,Ψk+j+1), f〉

+

k+j∑

k′=k

(
〈T (Ψk′+1,Ψk′+1), f〉 − 〈T (Ψk′ ,Ψk′), f〉

)
.

Letting j → ∞ and invoking (6.40), we obtain

|La(f)− 〈T (Ψk,Ψk), f〉| ≤
∞∑

k′=k

(
〈T (Ψk′+1,Ψk′+1), f〉 − 〈T (Ψk′ ,Ψk′), f〉

)

. (1 + |a− xI |/ℓ(I))δ
∞∑

k′=k

2−k
′δF (2k

′ |I|)‖f‖L1

= 2−kδ(1 + |a− xI |/ℓ(I))δ
∞∑

k′=0

2−k
′δF (2k

′+k|I|)‖f‖L1 .

This shows item (2).

Finally, to show item (4), we modify the definition of Ψk above into Ψk := Φ
(

·−xI
2kℓ(I)

)
. Then

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

|L (f)| ≤ |L (f)− 〈T (Ψk,Ψk), f〉|+ 〈T (Ψ0,Ψ0), f〉|

+
k−1∑

k′=0

(
〈T (Ψk′+1,Ψk′+1), f〉 − 〈T (Ψk′ ,Ψk′), f〉

)

. 2−kδ‖f‖L1(Rn) + ‖Ψ0‖Lp1 (Rn)‖Ψ0‖Lp2‖f‖Lp′

+

k−1∑

k′=0

2−k
′δF (2k

′ |I|)‖f‖L1

. 1.

Thus, we assert that L is a bounded linear functional on H1(Rn). The proof is complete. �

Proof of Theorem 1.12. By symmetry, it suffices to show T (1, 1) ∈ CMO(Rn), which follows
from

T (1, 1) ∈ BMO(Rn) and lim
N→∞

〈P⊥
N (T (1, 1)), f〉 = 0,(6.41)

uniformly for all f ∈ C∞
c (Rn) in the unit ball of H1(Rn) with mean zero and support in a dyadic

cube I ⊂ Rn. By Theorem 1.10, we see thatK is a compact bilinear Calderón–Zygmund kernel.
This together with Lemma 6.37 item (4) implies that T (1, 1) ∈ BMO(Rn).
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Note that

PNf =
∑

J∈DN

(
|J | 12 〈f, hJ〉

)(
|J |− 1

2hJ
)

is a finite linear combination of 1-atoms |J |− 1
2hJ . Then, PNf ∈ H1(Rn), hence

P⊥
N f = f − PNf ∈ H1(Rn).

Since P⊥
N is self-adjoint, we invoke T (1, 1) ∈ BMO(Rn) and P⊥

N f ∈ H1(Rn) to obtain

〈P⊥
N (T (1, 1)), f〉 = 〈T (1, 1), P⊥

N f〉 = L (P⊥
N f),(6.42)

where the functional L is defined in Lemma 6.37.

Let ε > 0 be an arbitrary number. Choose k ∈ N so that 2−kδ < ε. Since T is compact from
Lp1(Rn)× Lp2(Rn) to Lp(Rn), by Theorem 1.6, there exists N0 > 0 such that for all N > N0,

‖P⊥
N T‖Lp1×Lp2→Lp ≤ 2

− kn
p ε.(6.43)

Considering that supp(f) ⊂ I and supp(hJ ) ⊂ J , we rewrite

L (P⊥
N f) = L (h) +

∑

J∈Dc
N :I(J

〈f, hJ〉L (hJ),(6.44)

where ϕ :=
∑

J∈Dc
N :J⊂I〈f, hJ〉hJ with

‖ϕ‖Lp′ ≤ ‖f‖Lp′ . |I|−
1
p .

To proceed, choose a cut-off function Φ ∈ S(Rn) satisfying 1B(0,1) ≤ Φ ≤ 1B(0,2), and set

ΦI(x) := Φ
(
x−xI
2kℓ(I)

)
. By Hölder’s inequality and (6.43),

I1 := |〈P⊥
N (T (ΦI ,ΦI)), ϕ〉|

. ‖P⊥
N T‖Lp1×Lp2→Lp‖ΦI‖Lp1‖ΦI‖Lp2‖ϕ‖Lp′

. 2−
kn
p ε (2kℓ(I))

n
p1 (2kℓ(I))

n
p2 |I|−

1
p = ε,(6.45)

and Lemma 6.37 applied to f = ϕ and a = xI gives

I2 := |L (ϕ) − 〈P⊥
N (T (ΦI ,ΦI), ϕ〉|(6.46)

. 2−kδ
∞∑

k′=0

2−k
′δF (2k

′+k|I|)‖ϕ‖L1 . ε,

since supp(ϕ) ⊂ I and F is bounded. Analogously, writing ΨJ(x) := Φ
(
x−xI
2kℓ(J)

)
, we have

I1,J := |〈P⊥
N (T (ΨJ ,ΨJ)), hJ 〉|

. ‖P⊥
N T‖Lp1×Lp2→Lp‖ΨJ‖Lp1‖ΨJ‖Lp2‖hJ‖Lp′

. 2−
kn
p ε (2kℓ(J))

n
p1 (2kℓ(J))

n
p2 |J |−

1
p = ε|J | 12 ,

and for any J ) I,

I2,J := |L (hJ )− 〈P⊥
N (T (ΨJ ,ΨJ)), hJ 〉| . (2kℓ(J)/ℓ(I))−δ‖hJ‖L1 ,

which respectively yields
∑

J∈Dc
N :I(J

|〈f, hJ 〉|I1,J . ε
∑

J∈Dc
N :I(J

|I||J |− 3
2‖f‖L1 . ε

∑

j≥1

2−j . ε,(6.47)
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and

∑

J∈Dc
N :I(J

|〈f, hJ〉|I2,J . 2−kδ
∑

J∈Dc
N :I(J

(
ℓ(I)

ℓ(J)

)δ
‖f‖L1‖hJ‖L∞‖hJ‖L1(6.48)

. 2−kδ
∑

j≥1

2−jδ‖f‖L1 . ε.

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

L (P⊥
N f) ≤ I1 + I2 +

∑

J∈Dc
N :I(J

|〈f, hJ 〉|(I1,J + I2,J) . ε,

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

7. Rubio de Francia extrapolation of compactness

7.1. Extrapolation from Lp compactness. The proof of Theorem 1.9 is essentially con-
tained in [16], which does not consider the endpoint case pi = ∞, or/and qi = ∞, or/and
ri = ∞. We give an outline of the proof. It needs three main ingredients:

• the target spaces Lri(wrii ) can be written as the interpolation space of Lpi(upii ) and

Lq̃i(vq̃ii ), for which T is compact from Lp1(up11 )×Lp2(up22 ) → Lp(up) and T is bounded

from Lq̃1(vq̃11 ) × Lq̃2(vq̃22 ) → Lq̃(vq̃). 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 ∞, so that we can handle the endpoint case ri = ∞.

• a characterization of precompactness in Ls(w) for s ∈ (0,∞) and w ∈ A∞. This was
established in [16, Theorem 2.10]. To apply it, we here put the restriction p 6= ∞ and
r 6= ∞.

• the interpolation for compact bilinear operators [16, Theorem 3.6], which has involved
exponents pi, qi ∈ [1,∞]. Thus, it can be used directly in the current scenario.

More details are left to the reader. �

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 1
pk

= 1
pk1

+ 1
pk2

with 0 < pk1 , p
k
2 ≤ ∞, k = 0, 1, 2. Assume that T is a bilinear

operator such that

‖T (1E1 ,1E2)‖Lp0,∞ ≤ C0|E1|
1

p0
1 |E2|

1

p0
2 ,

‖T (1E1 ,1E2)‖Lp1,∞ ≤ C1|E1|
1

p1
1 |E2|

1

p1
2 ,

‖T (1E1 ,1E2)‖Lp2,∞ ≤ C2|E1|
1

p2
1 |E2|

1

p2
2 ,

for all measurable sets Ej ⊂ Rn with |Ej | < ∞, j = 1, 2. If the points ( 1
p01
, 1
p02
), ( 1

p11
, 1
p12
), and

( 1
p21
, 1
p22
) form a triangle in R2, then

‖T‖Lp1×Lp2→Lp . Cθ00 C
θ1
1 C

θ2
2 ,
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for all θ0 + θ1 + θ2 = 1 with 0 < θ0, θ1, θ2 < 1, and for all 1
p = 1

p1
+ 1

p2
with

1

p
=
θ0
p0

+
θ1
p1

+
θ2
p2

and
1

pj
=
θ0
p0j

+
θ1
p1j

+
θ2
p2j
, j = 1, 2.

Proof of Theorem 1.13. Let 1
r = 1

r1
+ 1

r2
with r1, r2 ∈ (1,∞). It suffices to show

T is compact from Lr1(Rn)× Lr2(Rn) to Lr(Rn).(7.2)

Assuming (7.2) momentarily, we conclude the proof as follows. By Theorem 2.25, the Lq1(vq11 )×
Lq2(vq22 ) → Lq(vq) boundedness implies

T is bounded from Ls1(us11 )× Ls2(us22 ) to Ls(us),(7.3)

for all s1, s2 ∈ (1,∞) and for all (u1, u2) ∈ A(s1,s2), where
1
s = 1

s1
+ 1

s2
and u = u1u2. Thus,

the desired conclusion immediately follows from Theorem 1.9, (7.2), and (7.3).

Let us next justify (7.2). Recall that

T is compact from Lp1(Rn)× Lp2(Rn) to Lp,∞(Rn).(7.4)

Pick 1
q = 1

q1
+ 1

q2
with q1, q2 ∈ (1,∞), q1 6= p1, and q2 6= p2. The estimate (7.3) gives

T is bounded from Lq1(Rn)× Lq2(Rn) to Lq(Rn).(7.5)

Given θ ∈ (0, 1), define

1

r0
=

1− θ

p
+
θ

q
and

1

r0j
=

1− θ

pj
+
θ

qj
, j = 1, 2.(7.6)

Then properly choose θ ∈ (0, 1) such that the point ( 1
r01
, 1
r02
) is different from ( 1

r1
, 1
r2
). In

addition, for each k = 1, 2, take 1
rk

= 1
rk1

+ 1
rk2

with 1 < rk1 , r
k
2 <∞ so that

(7.7)
the points ( 1

r01
, 1
r02
), ( 1

r11
, 1
r12
), and ( 1

r21
, 1
r22
) form a triangle in R2,

whose interior contains the target point ( 1
r1
, 1
r2
).

This enables us to write

1

r
=
θ0
r0

+
θ1
r1

+
θ2
r2

and
1

rj
=
θ0
r0j

+
θ1
r1j

+
θ2
r2j
, j = 1, 2,(7.8)

for some θ0, θ1, θ2 ∈ (0, 1) satisfying θ0 + θ1 + θ2 = 1.

Fix 0 < s < min{p, q, 1}. Then Lp,∞(Rn) and Lq(Rn) 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 q0 = q1 = q = r = s yields

T is compact from Lr
0
1,s(Rn)× Lr

0
2,s(Rn) to Lr

0,s(Rn),(7.9)

where we have used the real interpolation (cf. [8, Theorem 5.3.1]):
(
Lp0,q0(Rn), Lp1,q1(Rn)

)
ϑ,q

= Lp,q(Rn)

for all 0 < p0 6= p1 ≤ ∞, 0 < q0, q1, q ≤ ∞, 1
p
= 1−ϑ

p0
+ ϑ

p1
, and 0 < ϑ < 1.

Let ε > 0 be an arbitrary number and E1, E2 ⊂ Rn be measurable sets with |E1|, |E2| <∞.
By (7.9) and Theorem 1.3, there exist A0 = A0(ε) > 0 and δ0 = δ0(ε) > 0 such that

‖T (1E1 ,1E2)‖Lr0,∞ . ‖T (1E1 ,1E2)‖Lr0,s ≤ C1|E1|
1

r0
1 |E2|

1

r0
2 ,(7.10)
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‖T (1E1 ,1E2)1B(0,A)c‖Lr0,∞ . ‖T (1E1 ,1E2)1B(0,A)c‖Lr0,s ≤ ε|E1|
1

r0
1 |E2|

1

r0
2 ,(7.11)

‖(τhT − T )(1E1 ,1E2)‖Lr0,∞ . ‖(τhT − T )(1E1 ,1E2)‖Lr0,s ≤ ε|E1|
1

r0
1 |E2|

1

r0
2 ,(7.12)

for all A ≥ A0 and 0 < |h| ≤ δ0, where C1 is an absolute constant. In addition, by (7.3), one
has

‖T (1E1 ,1E2)‖Lr1,∞ . ‖T (1E1 ,1E2)‖Lr1 ≤ C2|E1|
1

r1
1 |E2|

1

r1
2 ,(7.13)

for some uniform constant C2, which further implies

‖T (1E1 ,1E2)1B(0,A)c‖Lr1,∞ ≤ C2|E1|
1

r1
1 |E2|

1

r1
2 , for all A > 0,(7.14)

‖(τhT − T )(1E1 ,1E2)‖Lr1,∞ ≤ C3|E1|
1

r1
1 |E2|

1

r1
2 , for all h ∈ Rn.(7.15)

Likewise,

‖T (1E1 ,1E2)‖Lr2,∞ ≤ C4|E1|
1

r2
1 |E2|

1

r2
2 ,(7.16)

‖T (1E1 ,1E2)1B(0,A)c‖Lr2,∞ ≤ C4|E1|
1

r2
1 |E2|

1

r2
2 , for all A > 0,(7.17)

‖(τhT − T )(1E1 ,1E2)‖Lr2,∞ ≤ C5|E1|
1

r2
1 |E2|

1

r2
2 , for all h ∈ Rn.(7.18)

We mention that all constants C1, . . . , C5 are independent of ε, E1, E2, A, and h.

By (7.7), (7.8), (7.10), (7.13), (7.16), and Theorem 7.1, there holds

(7.19) sup
‖f1‖Lr1≤1
‖f2‖Lr2≤1

‖T (f1, f2)‖Lr ≤ Cθ01 C
θ1
2 C

θ2
4 .

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

‖T (f1, f2)1B(0,A)c‖Lr ≤ εθ0Cθ12 C
θ2
4 ‖f1‖Lr1‖f2‖Lr2 , for all A ≥ A0,

which leads to

lim
A→∞

sup
‖f1‖Lr1≤1
‖f2‖Lr2≤1

‖T (f1, f2)1B(0,A)c‖Lr = 0.(7.20)

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

‖(τhT − T )(f1, f2)‖Lr ≤ εθ0Cθ13 C
θ2
5 ‖f1‖Lr1‖f2‖Lr2 , for all 0 < |h| ≤ δ0,

which means

lim
|h|→0

sup
‖f1‖Lr1≤1
‖f2‖Lr2≤1

‖(τhT − T )(f1, f2)‖Lr = 0.(7.21)

Therefore, (7.2) follows at once from (7.19)–(7.21) and Theorem 1.3 with p = q = r. �
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7.3. Extrapolation from CMO compactness. To prove Theorem 1.14, we will use the
following bilinear interpolation by Calderón and Zygmund [11, Theorem B1].

Theorem 7.22. Let 0 < p0, q0 ≤ ∞ with 1 ≤ p1, p2, q1, q2 ≤ ∞. Assume that T is a bilinear
operator such that

‖T‖Lp1×Lp2→Lp0 ≤ C0,

‖T‖Lq1×Lq2→Lq0 ≤ C1.

Then

‖T‖Lr1×Lr2→Lr0 ≤ C1−θ
0 Cθ1 ,

where

0 < θ < 1,
1

r0
=

1− θ

p0
+
θ

q0
, and

1

rj
=

1− θ

pj
+
θ

qj
> 0, j = 1, 2.

Proof of Theorem 1.14. Let 1
r = 1

r1
+ 1

r2
> 0 with r1, r2 ∈ (1,∞]. We claim that

T is compact from Lr1(Rn)× Lr2(Rn) to Lr(Rn).(7.23)

Let us see how (7.23) implies the required weighted compactness. In view of Theorem 2.25,
the Lq1(vq11 )× Lq2(vq22 ) → Lq(vq) boundedness gives

T is bounded from Ls1(us11 )× Ls2(us22 ) to Ls(us),(7.24)

for all s1, s2 ∈ (1,∞] and for all (u1, u2) ∈ A(s1,s2), where
1
s = 1

s1
+ 1

s2
> 0 and u = u1u2.

Hence, the desired result is a consequence of (7.23), (7.24), and Theorem 1.9.

It remains to demonstrate (7.23). Let ε > 0 be an arbitrary number. In light of Theorem
1.6, the L∞ × L∞ → CMO compactness implies that there exists N0 = N0(ε) ≥ 1 such that

‖P⊥
N T‖L∞×L∞→BMO ≤ ε, for all N ≥ N0.(7.25)

Firs, we treat the case r1 6= ∞ and r2 = ∞ (the case r1 = ∞ and r2 6= ∞ can be handled
symmetrically). Pick q1 ∈ (1, r1) and α = 1− q1

r1
∈ (0, 1). Then 1

r1
= 1−α

q1
+ α

∞ . The estimates

(2.16) and (7.24) lead to

‖P⊥
N T‖Lq1×L∞→Lq1 ≤ C0‖T‖Lq1×L∞→Lq1 ≤ C1, for all N ≥ 1,(7.26)

where the constants C0 and C1 are independent of N . Using (7.25)–(7.26) and the linear
interpolation (cf. [35, Theorem 1.3.4]), we obtain

‖P⊥
N T‖Lr1×L∞→Lr1 ≤ C1−α

1 εα, for all N ≥ N0,(7.27)

which together with Theorem 1.6 implies that T is compact from Lr1(Rn)×L∞(Rn) to Lr1(Rn).

Next, let us analyze the case r1 6= ∞ and r2 6= ∞. Let s1 ∈ (1,∞). As shown in (7.27),
there holds

‖P⊥
N T‖Ls1×L∞→Ls1 ≤ C1−α

1 εα, for all N ≥ N0.(7.28)

Now choose t1, t2 ∈ (1,∞) such that the point ( 1
r1
, 1
r2
) lies in the segment connecting ( 1

t1
, 1
t2
)

and ( 1
s1
, 1
∞). This means

1

r1
=

1− β

t1
+
β

s1
and

1

r2
=

1− β

t2
+
β

∞ , for some β ∈ (0, 1).(7.29)

Set 1
t =

1
t1
+ 1

t2
. By (7.24) and (2.16),

‖P⊥
N T‖Lt1×Lt2→Lt ≤ C2‖T‖Lt1×Lt2→Lt ≤ C3, for all N ≥ 1,(7.30)
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where C2 and C3 are independent of N . Invoking Theorem 7.22 and (7.29), we interpolate
between (7.28) and (7.30) to achieve

‖P⊥
N T‖Lr1×Lr2→Lr ≤ C1−β

3 (C1−α
1 εα)β, for all N ≥ N0.

This shows

lim
N→∞

‖PNT − T‖Lr1×Lr2→Lr = lim
N→∞

‖P⊥
N T‖Lr1×Lr2→Lr = 0.

Consequently, by Lemma 4.39, T is compact from Lr1(Rn)× Lr2(Rn) to Lr(Rn). �

8. L1 × L1 → L
1
2
,∞ compactness

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

8.1. L1 × L1 → L
1
2
,∞ compactness implies weighted Lp1 × Lp2 → Lp compactness.

Proposition 8.1. Let T be a bilinear operator associated with a standard bilinear Calderón–
Zygmund kernel. Then the following are equivalent:

(i) T is bounded from L1(Rn)× L1(Rn) to L
1
2
,∞(Rn).

(ii) T is bounded from L1(w2) × L1(w1) to L
1
2
,∞(w

1
2 ) for all (w1, w2) ∈ A(1,1), where w =

w1w2.

(iii) T is bounded from Lp1(Rn) × Lp2(Rn) to Lp(Rn) for all (or for some) p1, p2 ∈ (1,∞],
where 1

p = 1
p1

+ 1
p2
> 0.

(iv) T is bounded from Lp1(wp11 ) × Lp2(wp22 ) to Lp(wp) for all (or for some) p1, p2 ∈ (1,∞]
and for all (w1, w2) ∈ A(p1,p2), where

1
p = 1

p1
+ 1

p2
> 0 and w = w1w2.

Proof. It 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 1

p = 1
p1

+ 1
p2

with p1, p2 ∈ (1,∞], 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, p2 ∈ (1,∞), which
along with [63, Corollary 3.9] gives that (ii) holds. �

Let us justify (d) =⇒ (c)′ in Theorem 1.1. Let T be a bilinear operator associated with a
standard bilinear Calderón–Zygmund kernel such that

T is compact from L1(Rn)× L1(Rn) to L
1
2
,∞(Rn).(8.2)

In particular,

T is bounded from L1(Rn)× L1(Rn) to L
1
2
,∞(Rn),

which together with Proposition 8.1 yields

T is bounded from Lq1(vq11 )× Lq2(vq22 ) to Lq(vq)(8.3)

for all q1, q2 ∈ (1,∞) and for all (v1, v2) ∈ A(q1,q2), where
1
q = 1

q1
+ 1

q2
and v = v1v2. In light of

(8.2) and (8.3), we invoke Theorem 1.13 to conclude that

T is compact from Lp1(wp11 )× Lp2(wp22 ) to Lp(wp)(8.4)

for all p1, p2 ∈ (1,∞] and for all (w1, w2) ∈ A(p1,p2), where
1
p = 1

p1
+ 1

p2
> 0 and w = w1w2. �
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8.2. Hypotheses (H1)–(H3) imply L1 × L1 → L
1
2
,∞ compactness.

Theorem 8.5. Let T be a bilinear operator associated with a standard bilinear Calderón–
Zygmund kernel. Assume that T satisfies the hypotheses (H1), (H2), and (H3). Then T can

be extended to a compact operator from L1(Rn)× L1(Rn) to L
1
2
,∞(Rn).

In view of Theorem 1.3, it suffices to prove the following estimates:

sup
‖f1‖L1≤1
‖f2‖L1≤1

‖T (f1, f2)‖
L

1
2 ,∞ <∞,(8.6)

lim
A→∞

sup
‖f1‖L1≤1
‖f2‖L1≤1

‖T (f1, f2)1B(0,A)c‖L 1
2 ,∞ = 0,(8.7)

lim
|h|→0

sup
‖f1‖L1≤1
‖f2‖L1≤1

‖(τhT − T )(f1, f2)‖
L

1
2 ,∞ = 0.(8.8)

By the hypotheses (H2) and (H3), T satisfies the weak boundedness property and T (1, 1),
T ∗1(1, 1), T ∗2(1, 1) ∈ BMO(Rn). This, along with [65, Theorem 1.1] and estimates for bilinear
dyadic shifts and paraproducts in [65, Section 3], implies that

T is bounded from Lr1(Rn)× Lr2(Rn) to Lr(Rn),(8.9)

for all 1
r = 1

r1
+ 1

r2
with 1 < r, r1, r2 <∞. Then it follows from (8.9) and [38, Theorem 1] that

‖T‖
L1×L1→L

1
2 ,∞ . 1.

Thus, (8.6) holds.

To show (8.7), by homogeneity, it is enough to show that given ε > 0, there exists A0 > 0
such that

I := |{x ∈ B(0, A)c : |T (f1, f2)(x)| > 1}| . ε‖f1‖
1
2

L1‖f2‖
1
2

L1 ,(8.10)

for all A ≥ A0 and f1, f2 ∈ L1(Rn). Without loss of generality we may assume that ‖f1‖L1 =
‖f2‖L1 = 1. Fix ε > 0. For each j = 1, 2, applying the Calderón–Zygmund decomposition to
the function fj at height α = ε−1 (cf. [35, Theorem 5.3.1]), we obtain the following:

(CZ-1) fj = gj + bj = gj +
∑

Q∈Λj
bj,Q;

(CZ-2) ‖gj‖Ls ≤ (2nε−1)1−
1
s ‖fj‖

1
s

L1 for all s ∈ [1,∞];

(CZ-3) supp(bj,Q) ⊂ Q,
´

Rn bj,Q dx = 0, and ‖bj,Q‖L1 ≤ 2n+1ε−1|Q|;
(CZ-4) the dyadic cubes {Q}Q∈Λj are disjoint and

∑
Q∈Λj

|Q| ≤ ε‖fj‖L1 .

Denote Ω :=
⋃2
j=1

⋃
Q∈Λj

3Q. Then, |Ω| . ε. By (CZ-1), we have

I ≤ |{x ∈ B(0, A)c : |T (g1, g2)(x)| > 1/4}|(8.11)

+ |{x ∈ B(0, A)c : |T (g1, b2)(x)| > 1/4}|
+ |{x ∈ B(0, A)c : |T (b1, g2)(x)| > 1/4}|
+ |{x ∈ B(0, A)c : |T (b1, b2)(x)| > 1/4}|

=: Ig,g + Ig,b + Ib,g + Ib,b.
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Choose p, p1, p2 ∈ (1,∞) so that 1
p = 1

p1
+ 1
p2
. Recall that it has been shown that the hypotheses

(H1)–(H3) imply the Lp1 × Lp2 → Lp compactness of T . Thus, by Theorem 1.3 applied to
p = q, there exists A0 = A0(ε) > 0 and δ0 = δ0(ε) > 0 so that

‖T (h1, h2)1B(0,A)c‖Lp ≤ ε2‖h1‖Lp1‖h2‖Lp2 , for all A ≥ A0,(8.12)

‖(τhT − T )(h1, h2)‖Lp ≤ ε2‖h1‖Lp1‖h2‖Lp2 , for all 0 < |h| ≤ δ0,(8.13)

for all h1 ∈ Lp1(Rn) and h2 ∈ Lp2(Rn). Then for all A ≥ A0, (CZ-2) and (8.12) give

Ig,g . ‖T (g1, g2)1B(0,A)c‖pLp . ε2p‖g1‖pLp1‖g2‖pLp2 . ε
p[2−(1− 1

p1
)−(1− 1

p2
)]
= ε.(8.14)

By Lemma 8.50 applied to η = ε2 and (CZ-2)–(CZ-4), there holds

Ig,b ≤ |Ω|+ |{x ∈ Ωc ∩B(0, A)c : |T (g1, b2)(x)| > 1/4}|(8.15)

. ε+
∑

Q

ˆ

(3Q)c∩B(0,A)c
|T (g1, b2,Q)(x)| dx

. ε+ ε2‖g1‖L∞

∑

Q

‖b2,Q‖L1 . ε.

Symmetrically,

Ib,g . ε.(8.16)

By Lemma 8.55, for any A ≥ A0 large enough,

Ib,b ≤ |Ω|+ |{x ∈ Ωc ∩B(0, A)c : |T (b1, b2)(x)| > 1/4}|(8.17)

. |Ω|+
ˆ

Ωc∩B(0,A)c
|T (b1, b2)(x)|

1
2 dx . ε.

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 ε > 0, there
exists δ0 = δ0(ε) > 0 such that

J := |{x ∈ Rn : |(τhT − T )(f1, f2)(x)| > 1}| . ε‖f1‖
1
2

L1‖f2‖
1
2

L1 ,(8.18)

for all 0 < |h| ≤ δ0 and f1, f2 ∈ L1(Rn). Assume that ‖f1‖L1 = ‖f2‖L1 = 1. By the Calderón–
Zygmund decomposition above, we have

J ≤ |{x ∈ Rn : |(τhT − T )(g1, g2)(x)| > 1/4}|(8.19)

+ |{x ∈ Rn : |(τhT − T )(g1, b2)(x)| > 1/4}|
+ |{x ∈ Rn : |(τhT − T )(b1, g2)(x)| > 1/4}|
+ |{x ∈ Rn : |(τhT − T )(b1, b2)(x)| > 1/4}|

=: Jg,g + Jg,b + Jb,g + Jb,b.
Let 0 < |h| ≤ δ0. Then (CZ-2) and (8.13) give

Jg,g . ‖(τhT − T )(g1, g2)‖pLp . ε2p‖g1‖pLp1‖g2‖pLp2 . ε
p[2−(1− 1

p1
)−(1− 1

p2
)]
= ε.(8.20)

To bound Jg,b, we split

Jg,b ≤
∣∣∣
{
x ∈ Rn :

∑

Q

|(τhT − T )(g1, b2,Q)(x)| > 1/4
}∣∣∣
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≤
∣∣∣
{
x ∈ Rn :

∑

ℓ(Q)≤2|h|

|τhT (g1, b2,Q)(x)| > 1/16
}∣∣∣

+
∣∣∣
{
x ∈ Rn :

∑

ℓ(Q)≤2|h|

|T (g1, b2,Q)(x)| > 1/16
}∣∣∣

+
∣∣∣
{
x ∈ Rn :

∑

ℓ(Q)>2|h|

|(τhT − T )(g1, b2,Q)(x)| > 1/8
}∣∣∣

= 2
∣∣∣
{
x ∈ Rn :

∑

ℓ(Q)≤2|h|

|T (g1, b2,Q)(x)| > 1/16
}∣∣∣

+
∣∣∣
{
x ∈ Rn :

∑

ℓ(Q)>2|h|

|(τhT − T )(g1, b2,Q)(x)| > 1/8
}∣∣∣

. |Ω|+
∑

ℓ(Q)≤2|h|

ˆ

Ωc

|T (g1, b2,Q)|+
∑

ℓ(Q)>2|h|

ˆ

Ωc

|(τhT − T )(g1, b2,Q)|.

Thus, by Lemma 8.58 applied to η = ε2 and (CZ-2)–(CZ-4),

Jg,b . |Ω|+ ε2‖g1‖L∞

∑

Q

‖b2,Q‖L1 . ε.(8.21)

Analogously,

Jb,g . ε.(8.22)

As above, to analyze Jb,b, we write

Jb,b ≤
∣∣∣
{
x ∈ Rn :

∑

Q1,Q2

|(τhT − T )(b1,Q1 , b2,Q2)(x)| > 1/4
}∣∣∣

≤
∣∣∣
{
x ∈ Rn :

∑

ℓ(Q1)≤2|h|
ℓ(Q2)≤2|h|

|(τhT − T )(b1,Q1 , b2,Q2)(x)| > 1/8
}∣∣∣

+
∣∣∣
{
x ∈ Rn :

∑

ℓ(Q1)>2|h|
Q2∈Λ2

|(τhT − T )(b1,Q1 , b2,Q2)(x)| > 1/16
}∣∣∣

+
∣∣∣
{
x ∈ Rn :

∑

Q1∈Λ1

ℓ(Q2)>2|h|

|(τhT − T )(b1,Q1 , b2,Q2)(x)| > 1/16
}∣∣∣

=: J 1
b,b + J 2

b,b + J 3
b,b.

Invoking (8.60) and the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality, we obtain

J 1
b,b ≤ 2

∣∣∣
{
x ∈ Rn :

∑

ℓ(Q1)≤2|h|
ℓ(Q2)≤2|h|

|T (b1,Q1 , b2,Q2)(x)| > 1/16
}∣∣∣

. |Ω|+
ˆ

Ωc

[ ∑

ℓ(Q1)≤2|h|
ℓ(Q2)≤2|h|

|T (b1,Q1 , b2,Q2)(x)|
] 1

2

dx
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. |Ω|+ F1(|h|)
1
2

ˆ

Ωc

2∏

j=1

[∑

Qj

‖bj,Qj‖L1

ℓ(Qj)
δ
2

|x− cQj |n+
δ
2

] 1
2

dx

≤ |Ω|+ F1(|h|)
1
2

2∏

j=1

[∑

Qj

‖bj,Qj‖L1

ˆ

(3Qj)c

ℓ(Qj)
δ
2

|x− cQj |n+
δ
2

dx

] 1
2

. |Ω|+ F1(|h|)
1
2 . ε,

for any 0 < |h| ≤ δ0 sufficiently small, provided (CZ-3)–(CZ-4) and that limt→0 F1(t) = 0.
Much as in the same way, the inequality (8.61) implies

J 2
b,b . |Ω|+

ˆ

Ωc

[ ∑

ℓ(Q1)>2|h|
Q2∈Λ2

|T (b1,Q1 , b2,Q2)(x)|
] 1

2

dx . |Ω|+ F1(|h|)
1
2 . ε.

Symmetrically, one has

J 3
b,b . ε.

Gathering the estimates above, we achieve

Jb,b ≤ J 1
b,b + J 2

b,b + J 3
b,b . ε.(8.23)

Therefore, (8.18) follows from (8.19)–(8.23). �

8.3. Hypotheses (H1)–(H3) imply weighted L1 × L1 → L
1
2
,∞ compactness.

Theorem 8.24. Let T be a bilinear operator associated with a standard bilinear Calderón–
Zygmund kernel. Assume that T satisfies the hypotheses (H1), (H2), and (H3). Then T can

be extended to a compact operator from L1(w1)×L1(w2) to L
1
2
,∞(w

1
2 ) for all (w1, w2) ∈ A(1,1),

where w = w1w2.

Let (w1, w2) ∈ A(1,1) and w = w1w2. Then w
1
2 ∈ A1 by Lemma 2.24. In view of Theorem

1.4, it suffices to prove the following estimates:

sup
‖f1‖L1(w1)

≤1

‖f2‖L1(w2)
≤1

‖T (f1, f2)‖
L

1
2 ,∞(w

1
2 )
<∞,(8.25)

lim
A→∞

sup
‖f1‖L1(w1)

≤1

‖f2‖L1(w2)
≤1

‖T (f1, f2)1B(0,A)c‖L 1
2 ,∞(w

1
2 )

= 0,(8.26)

lim
|h|→0

sup
‖f1‖L1(w1)

≤1

‖f2‖L1(w2)
≤1

‖(τhT − T )(f1, f2)‖
L

1
2 ,∞(w

1
2 )

= 0.(8.27)

It follows from (8.9) and [63, Corollary 3.9] that

T is bounded from L1(w1)× L1(w2) to L
1
2
,∞(w

1
2 ),

which gives (8.25). It was shown in [32] that for all 0 < p, λ <∞ and w ∈ A∞,

(8.28) ‖f‖Lp(w) ≤ ‖Mλf‖Lp(w) . ‖M#
λ f‖Lp(w),
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for any function f for which the left-hand side is finite. Let ε > 0 and 0 < λ < 1
2 . By (8.28),

Lemma 8.39, and [63, Theorem 3.3], there exists δ0 = δ(ε) > 0 so that for all 0 < |h| ≤ δ0,
∥∥(τh − T )T (f1, f2)

∥∥
L

1
2 ,∞(w

1
2 )

.
∥∥M#

λ

(
(τhT − T )(f1, f2)

)∥∥
L

1
2 ,∞(w

1
2 )

(8.29)

≤ ε‖M(f1, f2)‖
L

1
2 ,∞(w

1
2 )

+ ε‖M(f1, f2)(·+ h)‖
L

1
2 ,∞(w

1
2 )

= 2ε‖M(f1, f2)‖
L

1
2 ,∞(w

1
2 )

. ε‖f1‖L1(w1)‖f2‖L1(w2),

for all functions fi ∈ L1(wi)∩L∞
c (Rn), i = 1, 2. Note that in the first inequality above, to use

(8.28), it requires
∥∥Mλ

(
T (f1, f2)

)∥∥
L

1
2 ,∞(w

1
2 )
< ∞, which can be checked as in [63, p. 1248].

Since simple functions in Lp(v) is dense in Lp(v) for any p ∈ [1,∞) 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. �

8.4. Pointwise estimates for bilinear singular integrals.

Lemma 8.30. Let T be a bilinear singular integral operator associated with a compact bilinear
Calderón–Zygmund kernel. Let λ ∈ (0, 1/2). Then for any η > 0, there exists A0 = A0(η) > 0
such that

M#
λ

(
T (f1, f2)1B(0,A)c

)
(x) ≤ ηM(f1, f2)(x)

for all x ∈ Rn and A ≥ A0.

Proof. Fix a cube Q and let x ∈ Q. Let η > 0 be an arbitrary number and A > 0 be chosen
later. Since

∣∣|a|λ − |b|λ
∣∣ ≤ |a− b|λ, it is enough to prove

J :=

(
 

Q
|T (f1, f2)(ξ)1B(0,A)c (ξ)− αQ|λ dξ

) 1
λ

. ηM(f1, f2)(x),(8.31)

for all A > 0 sufficiently large, where the constant αQ = α1
Q + α2

Q + α3
Q will be determined

below. Write f0i = f113Q and f∞i = f11(3Q)c , i = 1, 2. We split

J . J0 + J1 + J2 + J3,(8.32)

where

J0 :=

(
 

Q
|T (f01 , f02 )(ξ)1B(0,A)c(ξ)|λ dξ

) 1
λ

,

J1 :=

(
 

Q
|T (f01 , f∞2 )(ξ)1B(0,A)c (ξ)− α1

Q|λ dξ
) 1

λ

,

J2 :=

(
 

Q
|T (f∞1 , f02 )(ξ)1B(0,A)c (ξ)− α2

Q|λ dξ
) 1

λ

,

J3 :=

(
 

Q
|T (f∞1 , f∞2 )(ξ)1B(0,A)c (ξ)− α3

Q|λ dξ
) 1

λ

.

By Kolmogorov’s inequality (4.11) and (8.7), there exists A0 = A0(ε) > 0 such that

J0 . |Q|−2‖T (f01 , f02 )1B(0,A)c‖L 1
2 ,∞(8.33)

≤ η|Q|−2‖f01 ‖L1‖f02 ‖L1
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. η
2∏

i=1

〈|fi|〉3Q ≤ ηM(f1, f2)(x).

In order to bound Ji, i = 1, 2, 3, we present an estimate. For any ξ ∈ Q, much as in (8.52),
we have

GQ(ξ) :=

¨

R2n\(3Q)2
|K(ξ, y, z) −K(cQ, y, z)||f1(y)||f2(z)| dy dz(8.34)

.
∑

k≥0

¨

Rk

ℓ(Q)δF (ξ, y, z)

(|ξ − y|+ |ξ − z|)2n+δ |f1(y)||f2(z)| dy dz

. F1(ℓ(Q))F2(ℓ(Q))
∑

k≥0

2−kδF3(rd(2
kQ, I))

2∏

i=1

 

B(x,2k+2ℓ(Q))
|fi|

=: F (Q)

2∏

i=1

 

B(x,2k+2ℓ(Q))
|fi| ≤ F (Q)M(f1, f2)(x),

where Rk := {(y, z) ∈ R2n : 2kℓ(Q) ≤ |ξ − y|+ |ξ − z| < 2k+1ℓ(Q)}, and

F (ξ, y, z) := F1(|ξ − cQ|)F2(|ξ − y|+ |ξ − z|)F3

(
1 +

|ξ + y|+ |ξ + z|
1 + |ξ − y|+ |ξ − z|

)
.

Observe that for any A ≥ 16, choosing N := N(A) ≥ 2 so that 4N ≤ A < 4N+1, we see that
for each cube Q with 2−N ≤ ℓ(Q) ≤ 2N and Q ∩B(0, A)c 6= Ø,

d(Q, 2N I) ≥ A− ℓ(Q)− 2N−1 ≥ 4N − 2N − 2N−1 > N · 2N .(8.35)

Choose

(8.36)

α1
Q = 0, if Q ∩B(0, A)c = Ø, α1

Q = T (f01 , f
∞
2 )(cQ), otherwise;

α2
Q = 0, if Q ∩B(0, A)c = Ø, α2

Q = T (f∞1 , f02 )(cQ), otherwise;

α3
Q = 0, if Q ∩B(0, A)c = Ø, α3

Q = T (f∞1 , f∞2 )(cQ), otherwise.

Then by (8.34)–(8.36),

J1 .

(
1

|Q|

ˆ

Q∩B(0,A)c
|T (f01 , f∞2 )(ξ)− T (f01 , f

∞
2 )(cQ)|s dξ

) 1
s

(8.37)

≤ sup
Q/∈Q(N)

sup
ξ∈Q

GQ(ξ) . sup
Q/∈Q(N)

F (Q)M(f1, f2)(x) ≤ ηM(f1, f2)(x),

provided A ≥ 16 large enough. In the same way, one has

Ji ≤ ηM(f1, f2)(x), i = 2, 3.(8.38)

Therefore, (8.31) is a consequence of (8.32), (8.33), (8.37), and (8.38). �

Lemma 8.39. Let T be a bilinear singular integral operator associated with a compact bilinear
Calderón–Zygmund kernel. Let λ ∈ (0, 1/2). Then for any η > 0, there exists δ0 = δ0(η) > 0
such that

M#
λ

(
(τhT − T )(f1, f2)

)
(x) ≤ ηM(f1, f2)(x) + ηM(f1, f2)(x+ h)

for all x ∈ Rn and 0 < |h| ≤ δ0.
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Proof. Fix a cube Q and let x ∈ Q. Let η > 0 be an arbitrary number. It suffices to show

J :=

(
 

Q
|(τhT − T )(f1, f2)(ξ)− αQ|λ dξ

) 1
λ

(8.40)

. ηM(f1, f2)(x) + ηM(f1, f2)(x+ h),

for all 0 < |h| ≤ δ0 sufficiently small, where the constant αQ = α1
Q+α

2
Q+α

3
Q will be determined

below. Write f0i = f113Q and f∞i = f11(3Q)c , i = 1, 2. We split

J . J0 + J1 + J2 + J3,(8.41)

where

J0 :=

(
 

Q
|(τhT − T )(f01 , f

0
2 )(ξ)|λ dξ

) 1
λ

,

J1 :=

(
 

Q
|(τhT − T )(f01 , f

∞
2 )(ξ)− α1

Q|λ dξ
) 1

λ

,

J2 :=

(
 

Q
|(τhT − T )(f∞1 , f02 )(ξ)− α2

Q|λ dξ
) 1

λ

,

J3 :=

(
 

Q
|(τhT − T )(f∞1 , f∞2 )(ξ) − α3

Q|λ dξ
) 1

λ

.

By Kolmogorov’s inequality (4.11) and (8.8), there exists δ0 = δ0(ε) > 0 such that

J0 . |Q|−2‖(τhT − T )(f01 , f
0
2 )‖L 1

2 ,∞(8.42)

≤ η|Q|−2‖f01 ‖L1‖f02 ‖L1

. η

2∏

i=1

〈|fi|〉3Q ≤ ηM(f1, f2)(x).

To dominate Ji, i = 1, 2, 3, we treat two cases: ℓ(Q) > 2|h| and ℓ(Q) ≤ 2|h|. Choose

(8.43)

α1
Q = 0, if ℓ(Q) > 2|h|, α1

Q = T (f01 , f
∞
2 )(cQ+h)− T (f01 , f

∞
2 )(cQ), otherwise;

α2
Q = 0, if ℓ(Q) > 2|h|, α2

Q = T (f∞1 , f02 )(cQ+h)− T (f∞1 , f02 )(cQ), otherwise;

α3
Q = 0, if ℓ(Q) > 2|h|, α3

Q = T (f∞1 , f∞2 )(cQ+h)− T (f∞1 , f∞2 )(cQ), otherwise.

In the case ℓ(Q) > 2|h|, for all ξ ∈ Q, there holds

HQ(ξ) :=

¨

R2n\(3Q)2
|K(ξ + h, y, z) −K(ξ, y, z)||f1(y)||f2(z)| dy dz(8.44)

.
∑

k≥0

¨

Rk(ξ)

|h|δF (ξ, y, z)
(|ξ − y|+ |ξ − z|)2n+δ |f1(y)||f2(z)| dy dz

. F1(|h|)
∑

k≥0

2−kδ
2∏

i=1

 

B(x,2k+2ℓ(Q))
|fi| ≤ F1(|h|)M(f1, f2)(x),

where Rk(ξ) := {(y, z) ∈ R2n : 2kℓ(Q) ≤ |ξ − y|+ |ξ − z| < 2k+1ℓ(Q)}, and

F (ξ, y, z) := F1(|h|)F2(|ξ − y|+ |ξ − z|)F3

(
1 +

|ξ + y|+ |ξ + z|
1 + |ξ − y|+ |ξ − z|

)
. F1(|h|).



A CHARACTERIZATION OF COMPACTNESS VIA BILINEAR T1 THEOREM 71

It follows from (8.43) and (8.44) that for each i = 1, 2, 3,

Ji ≤ sup
Q: ℓ(Q)>2|h|

sup
ξ∈Q

HQ(ξ) . F1(|h|)M(f1, f2)(x) ≤ ηM(f1, f2)(x),(8.45)

provided 0 < |h| ≤ δ0 small enough.

In the case ℓ(Q) ≤ 2|h|, we have for all x ∈ Rn,

Sh(x) := sup
Q∋x

ℓ(Q)≤2|h|

sup
ξ∈Q

¨

R2n\(3Q)2
|K(ξ, y, z) −K(cQ, y, z)||f1(y)||f2(z)| dy dz(8.46)

.
∑

k≥0

¨

Rk(ξ)

ℓ(Q)δF (ξ, y, z)

(|ξ − y|+ |ξ − z|)2n+δ |f1(y)||f2(z)| dy dz

. F1(|h|)
∑

k≥0

2−kδ
2∏

i=1

 

B(x,2k+2ℓ(Q))
|fi| ≤ F1(|h|)M(f1, f2)(x),

where

F (ξ, y, z) := F1(|ξ − cQ|)F2(|ξ − y|+ |ξ − z|)F3

(
1 +

|ξ + y|+ |ξ + z|
1 + |ξ − y|+ |ξ − z|

)
. F1(|h|).

Note that

J1 . J1,1(x) + J1,2(x),(8.47)

where

J1,1(x) := sup
Q∋x

ℓ(Q)≤2|h|

(
 

Q
|T (f01 , f∞2 )(ξ)− T (f01 , f

∞
2 )(cQ)|λ dξ

) 1
λ

,

J1,2(x) := sup
Q∋x

ℓ(Q)≤2|h|

(
 

Q
|τhT (f01 , f∞2 )(ξ)− T (f01 , f

∞
2 )(cQ+h)|λ dξ

) 1
λ

.

The latter satisfies

J1,2(x) = sup
Q+h∋x+h
ℓ(Q+h)≤2|h|

(
 

Q+h
|T (f01 , f∞2 )(ξ)− T (f01 , f

∞
2 )(cQ+h)|λ dξ

) 1
λ

= sup
Q∋x+h
ℓ(Q)≤2|h|

(
 

Q
|T (f01 , f∞2 )(ξ)− T (f01 , f

∞
2 )(cQ)|λ dξ

) 1
λ

= J1,1(x+ h),

which along with (8.46) and (8.47) gives

J1 . J1,1(x) + J1,1(x+ h) ≤ Sh(x) + Sh(x+ h)(8.48)

. F1(|h|)M(f1, f2)(x) + F1(|h|)M(f1, f2)(x+ h).

The same argument leads to

Ji . F1(|h|)M(f1, f2)(x) + F1(|h|)M(f1, f2)(x+ h), i = 2, 3.(8.49)

Consequently, whenever 0 < |h| ≤ δ0 sufficiently small, we conclude (8.40) from (8.41), (8.42),
(8.45), (8.48), and (8.49). �
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8.5. Estimates involving bad functions. This section contains some useful estimates,

which have been used in the preceding section to prove the L1 × L1 → L
1
2
,∞ compactness.

Lemma 8.50. For any η > 0, there exists A0 = A0(η) > 0 such that for all dyadic cubes Q,
ˆ

(3Q)c∩B(0,A)c
|T (g1, b2,Q)(x)| dx ≤ η‖g1‖L∞‖b2,Q‖L1 , for all A ≥ A0.

Proof. Let η > 0. Let A ≥ 210 and N = [12 log2A] ≥ 5. Consider the case Q ∈ D(N). Then

Q ⊂ B(0, (N + 2)2N ) and 3Q ⊂ B(0, (N + 3)2N ) ⊂ B(0, 22N−1) ⊂ B(0, A/2),

which implies (3Q)c ∩B(0, A)c = B(0, A)c, and for all x ∈ B(0, A)c and z ∈ Q,

min{|x− z|, |x+ z|} ≥ |x| − |z| ≥ A−A/2 = A/2 ≥ 16ℓ(Q) ≥ 32|z − cQ|.
This, along with the cancellation of b2,Q and the Hölder condition of K, gives

ˆ

(3Q)c∩B(0,A)c
|T (g1, b2,Q)(x)| dx(8.51)

=

ˆ

B(0,A)c

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

Q

ˆ

Rn

(
K(x, y, z) −K(x, y, cQ)

)
g1(y)b2,Q(z) dy dz

∣∣∣∣ dx

.

ˆ

Q
|b2,Q(z)|

[
ˆ

Rn

ˆ

B(0,A)c

ℓ(Q)δ |g1(y)|
(|x− y|+ |x− z|)2n+δF (x, y, z) dx dy

]
dz

.

ˆ

Q
|b2,Q(z)|

[
¨

|x−y|+|x−z|≥A/2

Aδ ‖g1‖L∞

(|x− y|+ |x− z|)2n+δ F3(A) dx dy

]
dz

. F3(A)‖g1‖L∞‖b2,Q‖L1 ,

where

F (x, y) := F1(|x− y|+ |x− z|)F2(|x− y|+ |x− z|)F3(|x+ y|+ |x+ z|) . F3(A),

provided the monotonicity of F3 and the boundedness of F1 and F2.

Let us treat the case Q /∈ D(N). For any x ∈ (3Q)c and z ∈ Q, we have |x − y| ≥ ℓ(Q) ≥
2|z − cQ|. Then by the cancellation of b2,Q, the Hölder condition, and Lemma 2.30 part (ii),

|T (g1, b2,Q)(x)| =
∣∣∣∣
¨

R2n

(
K(x, y, z)−K(x, y, cQ)

)
g1(y)b2,Q(z) dy dz

∣∣∣∣

.

¨

R2n

ℓ(Q)δ

(|x− y|+ |x− z|)2n+δ F (x, y, z)|g1(y)||b2,Q(z)| dy dz,

where

F (x, y, z) := F1(|z − cQ|)F2(|x− y|+ |x− z|)F3

(
1 +

|x+ y|+ |x+ z|
1 + |x− y|+ |x− z|

)
.

For any k ≥ 0 and z ∈ Q, set Rk(z) := {(x, y) ∈ R2n : 2kℓ(Q) ≤ |x− y|+ |x− z| < 2k+1ℓ(Q)}.
Then for any (x, y) ∈ Rk(z),

1 +
|x+ y|+ |x+ z|

1 + |x− y|+ |x− z| ≥
2|z|

1 + |x− y|+ |x− z| ≥
2 d(2kQ, I)

1 + 2k+1ℓ(Q)
(8.52)

≥ 1

2

d(2kQ, I)

max{1, 2kℓ(Q)} =
1

2
rd(2kQ, I).



A CHARACTERIZATION OF COMPACTNESS VIA BILINEAR T1 THEOREM 73

This in turn yields for any z ∈ Q,

G(z) :=

ˆ

Rn

ˆ

(3Q)c

ℓ(Q)δ

(|x− y|+ |x− z|)2n+δF (x, y, z)|g1(y)| dx dy(8.53)

. ‖g1‖L∞F1(ℓ(Q))F2(ℓ(Q))
∑

k≥0

¨

Rk(z)

ℓ(Q)δ

(2kℓ(Q))2n+δ
F3(rd(2

kQ, I)) dx dy

. ‖g1‖L∞F1(ℓ(Q))F2(ℓ(Q))
∑

k≥0

2−kδF3(rd(2
kQ, I)) =: ‖g1‖L∞F (Q),

and hence,
ˆ

(3Q)c∩B(0,A)c
|T (g1, b2,Q)| dx .

ˆ

Q
|b2,Q(z)|G(z) dz . F (Q)‖g1‖L∞‖b2,Q‖L1 .(8.54)

As a consequence (8.51) and (8.54), we deduce
ˆ

(3Q)c∩B(0,A)c
|T (g1, b2,Q)| dx .

[
F3(A) + sup

Q/∈D(N)
F (Q)

]
‖bQ‖L1 ≤ η‖bQ‖L1 ,

provided A ≥ 210 sufficiently large and the fact that limN→∞ supQ/∈D(N) F (Q) = 0 (cf. [18,

Lemma 4.5 (d)]). This completes the proof. �

Lemma 8.55. For any η > 0, there exists A0 = A0(η) > 0 such that
ˆ

Ωc∩B(0,A)c
|T (b1, b2)(x)|

1
2 dx . η, for all A ≥ A0.

Proof. Let η > 0. Let A ≥ 210 and N = [12 log2A] ≥ 5. It suffices to prove that for all
x ∈ Ωc ∩B(0, A)c,

|T (b1,Q1 , b2,Q2)(x)| . F3(A)‖b1,Q1‖L1
ℓ(Q1)

δ
2

|x− cQ1 |n+
δ
2

‖b2,Q2‖L1
ℓ(Q2)

δ
2

|x− cQ2 |n+
δ
2

(8.56)

whenever Q1, Q2 ∈ D(N), and

|T (b1,Q1 , b2,Q2)(x)| . F1(min{ℓ(Q1), ℓ(Q2)})F2(max{ℓ(Q1), ℓ(Q2)})‖b1,Q1‖L1(8.57)

× ℓ(Q1)
δ
2

|x− cQ1 |n+
δ
2

ˆ

Q2

|b2,Q2(z)| ℓ(Q2)
δ
2

|x− cQ1,2 |n+
δ
2

F3

(
2|z|

1 + |x− cQ1,2 |

)
dz

whenever Q2 /∈ D(N), where |x−cQ1,2 | := |x−cQ1 |+|x−cQ2 |. An analogy holds for Q1 /∈ D(N).
Assuming these estimates momentarily, let us conclude the proof as follows. By (CZ-1), we
write

ˆ

Ωc∩B(0,A)c
|T (b1, b2)|

1
2 dx ≤

ˆ

Ωc∩B(0,A)c

[ ∑

Q1,Q2∈D(N)

|T (b1,Q1 , b2,Q2)|
] 1

2

dx

+

ˆ

Ωc∩B(0,A)c

[ ∑

Q1∈Λ1

Q2 /∈D(N)

|T (b1,Q1 , b2,Q2)|
] 1

2

dx

+

ˆ

Ωc∩B(0,A)c

[ ∑

Q1 6∈D(N)
Q2∈Λ2

|T (b1,Q1 , b2,Q2)|
] 1

2

dx
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=: I1 + I2 + I3.

We only bound I2 since the terms I1 and I3 can be estimated in a similar way. It follows
from (8.57) and the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality that

I2 . (I2,1 × I2,2)
1
2 ,

where

I2,1 :=
∑

Q1

‖b1,Q1‖L1

ˆ

(3Q1)c

ℓ(Q1)
δ
2

|x− cQ1 |n+
δ
2

dx .
∑

Q1

‖b1,Q1‖L1 . 1,

and

I2,2 :=
∑

Q2 /∈D(N)

ˆ

Q2

|b2,Q2(z)|G(z) dz,

with

G(z) := F1(ℓ(Q2))F2(ℓ(Q2))

ˆ

Ωc

ℓ(Q2)
δ
2

|x− cQ1,2 |n+
δ
2

F3

(
2|z|

1 + |x− cQ1,2 |

)
dx

. F1(ℓ(Q2))F2(ℓ(Q2))
∑

k≥0

2−k
δ
2F3(rd(2

kQ2, I)) =: F (Q2).

The last inequality can be obtained as in (8.53) because |x − cQ1,2 | = |x− cQ1 | + |x − cQ2 | ≥
ℓ(Q1) + ℓ(Q2) ≥ ℓ(Q2) for all x ∈ Ωc ⊂ (3Q1)

c ∩ (3Q2)
c. Accordingly, by (CZ-3),

I2,2 .
∑

Q2 /∈D(N)

‖b2,Q2‖L1F (Q2) . sup
Q2 /∈D(N)

F (Q2) ≤ η2,

provided A ≥ A0 sufficiently large. Hence,

I2 . (I2,1 × I2,2)
1
2 . η.

Next, let us turn to the proof of (8.56) and (8.57). Let Q1, Q2 ∈ D(N). By symmetry, we
may assume ℓ(Q1) ≤ ℓ(Q2). Then

Q1 ∪Q2 ⊂ B(0, (N + 2)2N ) and 3Q1 ∪ 3Q2 ⊂ B(0, 22N−1) ⊂ B(0, A/2),

which implies for all x ∈ Ωc ∩ B(0, A)c ⊂ (3Q1 ∪ 3Q2)
c ∩ B(0, A)c = B(0, A)c, y ∈ Q1, and

z ∈ Q2,

min{|x− y|, |x+ y|} ≥ |x| − |y| ≥ A−A/2 = A/2 ≥ 16ℓ(Q1) ≥ 32|y − cQ1 |,
and

min{|x− z|, |x+ z|} ≥ |x| − |z| ≥ A−A/2 = A/2 ≥ 16ℓ(Q2) ≥ 32|z − cQ2 |.
These further give

|x− y| ≃ |x− cQ1 |, |x− z| ≃ |x− cQ2 |,
and

F (x, y, z) := F1(|x− y|+ |x− z|)F2(|x− y|+ |x− z|)F3(|x+ y|+ |x+ z|) . F3(A).

Using these estimates, the cancellation of b1,Q1 , and the Hölder condition of K, we deduce

|T (b1,Q1 , b2,Q2)(x)| =
∣∣∣∣
¨

R2n

(
K(x, y, z)−K(x, cQ1 , z)

)
b1,Q1(y)b2,Q2(z) dy dz

∣∣∣∣
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.

¨

R2n

ℓ(Q1)
δF (x, y, z)

(|x− y|+ |x− z|)2n+δ |b1,Q1(y)||b2,Q2(z)| dy dz

. F3(A)‖b1,Q1‖L1

ℓ(Q1)
δ
2

|x− cQ1 |n+
δ
2

‖b2,Q2‖L1

ℓ(Q2)
δ
2

|x− cQ2 |n+
δ
2

,

which coincides with (8.56).

To justify (8.57), firstly let Q2 /∈ D(N) with ℓ(Q1) ≤ ℓ(Q2). Let x ∈ Ωc, y ∈ Q1, and z ∈ Q2.
Then, we have

min{|x− y|, |x− cQ1 |} ≥ ℓ(Q1) ≥ 2|y − cQ1 |,
min{|x− z|, |x− cQ2 |} ≥ ℓ(Q2) ≥ 2|z − cQ2 |,

which implies

|x− cQ1 |/2 ≤ |x− y| ≤ 3|x− cQ1 |/2,
|x− cQ2 |/2 ≤ |x− z| ≤ 3|x− cQ2 |/2,

and

1 + |x− y|+ |x− z| ≤ 1 + 2|x− cQ1 |+ 2|x− cQ2 |
≤ 2(1 + |x− cQ1 |+ |x− cQ2 |) =: 2(1 + |x− cQ1,2 |).

By the monotonicity of F1, F2, F3,

F (x, y, z) := F1(|y − cQ1 |)F2(|x− y|+ |x− z|)F3

(
1 +

|x+ y|+ |x+ z|
1 + |x− y|+ |x− z|

)

≤ F1(ℓ(Q1))F2(ℓ(Q2))F3

(
2|z|

1 + |x− cQ1,2 |

)
.

Now it follows from the cancellation of b1,Q1 , the Hölder condition of K, and Lemma 2.30 part
(ii) that

|T (b1,Q1 , b2,Q2)(x)| =
∣∣∣∣
¨

R2n

(
K(x, y, z)−K(x, cQ1 , z)

)
b1,Q1(y)b2,Q2(z) dy dz

∣∣∣∣

.

¨

R2n

ℓ(Q1)
δF (x, y, z)

(|x− y|+ |x− z|)2n+δ |b1,Q1(y)||b2,Q2(z)| dy dz,

which along with the estimates above shows (8.57). Analogously, in the case ℓ(Q1) > ℓ(Q2),
we use the cancellation of b2,Q2 to deduce the desired estimate. �

Lemma 8.58. For any η > 0, there exists δ0 = δ0(η) > 0 such that for all 0 < |h| ≤ δ0,
ˆ

(3Q)c
|T (g1, b2,Q)| dx ≤ η‖g1‖L∞‖b2,Q‖L1 , if ℓ(Q) ≤ 2|h|;

and
ˆ

(3Q)c
|(τhT − T )(g1, b2,Q)| dx ≤ η‖g1‖L∞‖b2,Q‖L1 , if ℓ(Q) > 2|h|.

Proof. First, let us handle the case ℓ(Q) ≤ 2|h|. For all x ∈ (3Q)c and z ∈ Q, there holds
|x − z| ≥ ℓ(Q) ≥ 2|z − cQ|. Then using the cancellation of b2,Q, the Hölder condition of K,
and Lemma 2.30 part (ii), we obtain

ˆ

(3Q)c
|T (g1, b2,Q)| dx =

ˆ

(3Q)c

∣∣∣∣
¨

Q

(
K(x, y, z)−K(x, y, cQ)

)
g1(y)b2,Q(z) dy dz

∣∣∣∣ dx
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.

ˆ

Q
|b2,Q(z)|

[
¨

|x−y|+|x−z|≥ℓ(Q)

ℓ(Q)δF (x, y, z)‖g1‖L∞

(|x− y|+ |x− z|)2n+δ dx dy
]
dz

. F1(|h|)‖g1‖L∞‖b2,Q‖L1 ,

where

F (x, y, z) := F1(|z − cQ|)F2(|x− y|+ |x− z|)F3

(
1 +

|x+ y|+ |x+ z|
1 + |x− y|+ |x− z|

)
. F1(|h|).

Next, we deal with the case ℓ(Q) > 2|h|. Then for all x ∈ (3Q)c and z ∈ Q, we have
|x− z| ≥ ℓ(Q) ≥ 2|h|. Then by the Hölder condition of K and Lemma 2.30 part (ii),

ˆ

(3Q)c
|(τhT − T )(g1, b2,Q)| dx

=

ˆ

(3Q)c

∣∣∣∣
¨

R2n

(
K(x+ h, y, z)−K(x, y, z)

)
g1(y)b2,Q(z) dy dz

∣∣∣∣ dx

.

ˆ

Q
|b2,Q(z)|

[
¨

|x−y|+|x−z|≥2|h|

|h|δF (x, y, z)‖g1‖L∞

(|x− y|+ |x− z|)2n+δ dx dy
]
dz

. F1(|h|)‖g1‖L∞‖b2,Q‖L1 ,

where we have used that

F (x, y, z) = F1(|h|)F2(|x− y|+ |x− z|)F3

(
1 +

|x+ y|+ |x+ z|
1 + |x− y|+ |x− z|

)
. F1(|h|).

Noting that lim|h|→0 F1(|h|) = 0, we conclude the proof. �

Lemma 8.59. Let h ∈ Rn with |h| > 0. For all x ∈ (3Q1 ∪ 3Q2)
c, there holds

|T (b1,Q1 , b2,Q2)(x)| . F1(|h|)
2∏

j=1

‖bj,Qj‖L1

ℓ(Qj)
δ
2

|x− cQj |n+
δ
2

,(8.60)

whenever ℓ(Q1) ≤ 2|h| and ℓ(Q2) ≤ 2|h|, and

|(τhT − T )(b1,Q1 , b2,Q2)(x)| . F1(|h|)
2∏

j=1

‖bj,Qj‖L1

|h| δ2
|x− cQj |n+

δ
2

,(8.61)

whenever ℓ(Q1) > 2|h| or ℓ(Q2) > 2|h|.

Proof. Let ℓ(Q1) ≤ 2|h| and ℓ(Q2) ≤ 2|h|. By symmetry, we may assume that ℓ(Q1) ≤ ℓ(Q2).
Let x ∈ (3Q1 ∪ 3Q2)

c, y ∈ Q1, and z ∈ Q2. Then it is easy to see that

|x− y| ≥ ℓ(Q1) ≥ 2|y − cQ1 | and |x− z| ≥ ℓ(Q2) ≥ 2|z − cQz |,
which implies |x − y| ≃ |x − cQ1 | and |x − z| ≃ |x − cQ2 |. By the cancellation of b1,Q1 , the
Hölder condition of K, and Lemma 2.30 part (ii),

|T (b1,Q1 , b2,Q2)(x)| dx =

∣∣∣∣
¨

R2n

(
K(x, y, z) −K(x, cQ1 , z)

)
b1,Q1(y)b2,Q2(z) dy dz

∣∣∣∣

.

¨

R2n

ℓ(Q1)
δF (x, y, z)

(|x− y|+ |x− z|)2n+δ |b1,Q1(y)||b2,Q2(z)| dy dz

. F1(|h|)
2∏

j=1

‖bj,Qj‖L1

ℓ(Qj)
δ
2

|x− cQj |n+
δ
2

,
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where

F (x, y) := F1(|y − cQ1 |)F2(|x− y|+ |x− z|)F3

(
1 +

|x+ y|+ |x+ z|
1 + |x− y|+ |x− z|

)
. F1(|h|).

This gives (8.60).

To show (8.61), note that for all x ∈ (3Q1 ∪ 3Q2)
c, y ∈ Q1, and z ∈ Q2,

max{|x− y|, |x− z|} ≥ max{ℓ(Q1), ℓ(Q2)} ≥ 2|h|,
|x− y| ≃ |x− cQ1 |, and |x− z| ≃ |x− cQ2 |.

This, along with the Hölder condition of K and Lemma 2.30 part (ii), implies

|(τhT − T )(b1,Q1 , b2,Q2)(x)|

=

∣∣∣∣
¨

R2n

(
K(x+ h, y, z) −K(x, y, z)

)
b1,Q1(y)b2,Q2(z) dy dz

∣∣∣∣

.

¨

R2n

|h|δF (x, y, z)
(|x− y|+ |x− z|)2n+δ |b1,Q1(y)||b2,Q2(z)| dy dz

. F1(|h|)
2∏

j=1

‖bj,Qj‖L1
|h| δ2

|x− cQj |n+
δ
2

,

where

F (x, y, z) = F1(|h|)F2(|x− y|+ |x− z|)F3

(
1 +

|x+ y|+ |x+ z|
1 + |x− y|+ |x− z|

)
. F1(|h|).

The proof is complete. �

9. L∞ × L∞ → CMO compactness

In this section we aim to show (a) =⇒ (e)′ and (e) =⇒ (c)′ in Theorem 1.1.

9.1. L∞ × L∞ → CMO compactness implies weighted Lp1 × Lp2 → Lp compactness.

Proposition 9.1. Let 0 < λ < 1/2. Let T be a bilinear operator associated with a standard
bilinear Calderón–Zygmund kernel. Then the following are equivalent:

(i) T is bounded from L∞(Rn)× L∞(Rn) to BMO(Rn).

(ii) T is bounded from L∞(w∞
1 )×L∞(w∞

2 ) to BMOλ(w
∞) for all (w1, w2) ∈ A(∞,∞), where

w = w1w2.

(iii) T is bounded from Lp1(Rn) × Lp2(Rn) to Lp(Rn) for all (or for some) p1, p2 ∈ (1,∞],
where 1

p = 1
p1

+ 1
p2
> 0.

(iv) T is bounded from Lp1(wp11 ) × Lp2(wp22 ) to Lp(wp) for all (or for some) p1, p2 ∈ (1,∞]
and for all (w1, w2) ∈ A(p1,p2), where

1
p = 1

p1
+ 1

p2
> 0 and w = w1w2.

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, p2 ∈ (1,∞), which along with [63, Corollary 3.9] gives that (iv) holds for all
p1, p2 ∈ (1,∞). The latter and Theorem 2.25 imply (iv) holds for all exponents p1, p2 ∈ (1,∞].
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Next, we show (i) =⇒ (iii). Assume (i) holds. Let f2 be an arbitrary function in L∞(Rn).
Define a linear operator

Tf2(f1)(x) := T (f1, f2)(x) =

ˆ

Rn

[
ˆ

Rn

K(x, y, z)f2(z) dz

]
f1(y) dy

=:

ˆ

Rn

Kf2(x, y) f1(y) dy.

Then it is not hard to verify that Kf2 is a standard Calderón–Zygmund kernel with a constant
‖Kf2‖CZ(δ) satisfying

‖Kf2‖CZ(δ) . ‖K‖CZ(δ)‖f2‖L∞ .(9.2)

By definition,

‖Tf2(f1)‖BMO = ‖T (f1, f2)‖BMO . ‖f2‖L∞‖f1‖L∞ ,(9.3)

which says that Tf2 is bounded from L∞(Rn) to BMO(Rn). In view of (9.2) and (9.3), a careful
examination of the proof of [56, p. 50] gives

‖Tf2(f1)‖H1 .
(
‖Kf2‖CZ(δ) + ‖Tf2‖L∞→BMO

)
‖f1‖L1 . ‖f2‖L∞‖f1‖L1 .(9.4)

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

‖T (f1, f2)‖Lr1 = ‖Tf2(f1)‖Lr1 . ‖f1‖Lr1‖f2‖L∞ , 1 < r1 <∞,(9.5)

where the implicit constant is independent of f1 and f2. Similarly, given f1 ∈ L∞(Rn), defining
Tf1(f2)(x) := T (f1, f2)(x) for x ∈ Rn, we deduce

‖T (f1, f2)‖Lr2 = ‖Tf1(f2)‖Lr2 . ‖f1‖L∞‖f2‖Lr2 , 1 < r2 <∞.(9.6)

In view of Theorem 7.22, interpolating between (9.5) and (9.6) yields

‖T (f1, f2)‖Lp . ‖f1‖Lp1‖f2‖Lp2 ,

for all 1
p = 1

p1
+ 1

p2
with 1 < p, p1, p2 <∞. This along with [38, Theorem 3] implies (iii) holds.

Finally, to justify (iii) =⇒ (ii), in view of Theorem 2.26, it suffices to prove

M#
λ

(
T (f1, f2)

)
(x) . M(f1, f2)(x), x ∈ Rn.(9.7)

Assume (iii) holds. Let x ∈ Rn and Q be a cube containing x. Let f1w1, f2w2 ∈ L∞(Rn). For
each i = 1, 2, write f0i = fi13Q and f∞i = fi1(3Q)c . Denote

βQ := T (f01 , f
∞
2 )(cQ) + T (f∞1 , f02 )(cQ) + T (f∞1 , f∞2 )(cQ).

Using the fact 0 < λ < 1/2 and Kolmogorov’s inequality (4.11), we have

G :=

(
 

Q
|T (f1, f2)− βQ|λ dy

) 1
λ

. |Q|−2‖T (f1, f2)− βQ‖
L

1
2 ,∞(Q)

.

4∑

i=1

Gi,(9.8)

where

G1 := |Q|−2‖T (f01 , f02 )‖L 1
2 ,∞(Q)

,

G2 := |Q|−2‖T (f01 , f∞2 )− T (f01 , f
∞
2 )(cQ)‖

L
1
2 ,∞(Q)

,

G3 := |Q|−2‖T (f∞1 , f02 )− T (f∞1 , f02 )(cQ)‖L 1
2 ,∞(Q)

,

G4 := |Q|−2‖T (f∞1 , f∞2 )− T (f∞1 , f∞2 )(cQ)‖
L

1
2 ,∞(Q)

.
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By Proposition 8.1 and the assumption (iii), T is bounded from L1(Rn)×L1(Rn) to L
1
2
,∞(Rn),

which yields

G1 . |Q|−2‖f01 ‖L1‖f02 ‖L1 .

2∏

i=1

〈|fi|〉3Q ≤ M(f1, f2)(x).(9.9)

To estimate Gi, i = 2, 3, 4, note that

|Q|−2‖f‖
L

1
2 ,∞(Q)

≤ |Q|−1‖f‖L1,∞(Q) ≤
 

Q
|f(ξ)| dξ ≤ sup

ξ∈Q
|f(ξ)|,(9.10)

and for any ξ ∈ Q,

G (ξ) :=

¨

R2n\(3Q)2
|K(ξ, y, z) −K(cQ, y, z)||f1(y)||f2(z)| dy dz(9.11)

.

¨

R2n\(3Q)2

ℓ(Q)δ

(|ξ − y|+ |ξ − z|)2n+δ |f1(y)||f2(z)| dy dz

. M(f1, f2)(x).

Hence, invoking (9.10) and (9.11), we conclude

Gi ≤ sup
ξ∈Q

G (ξ) . M(f1, f2)(x), i = 2, 3, 4.(9.12)

Consequently, (9.7) follows from (9.8), (9.9), and (9.12). �

We are ready to prove (e) =⇒ (c)′ in Theorem 1.1. Assume that

T is compact from L∞(Rn)× L∞(Rn) to CMO(Rn).(9.13)

Then T is bounded from L∞(Rn) × L∞(Rn) to BMO(Rn), which along with Proposition 9.1
implies

T is bounded from Lq1(vq11 )× Lq2(vq22 ) to Lq(vq)(9.14)

for all q1, q2 ∈ (1,∞] and for all (v1, v2) ∈ A(q1,q2), where
1
q = 1

q1
+ 1

q2
> 0 and v = v1v2. Thus,

we apply Theorem 1.14, (9.13), and (9.14) to conclude that

T is compact from Lp1(wp11 )× Lp2(wp22 ) to Lp(wp)(9.15)

for all p1, p2 ∈ (1,∞] and for all (w1, w2) ∈ A(p1,p2), where
1
p = 1

p1
+ 1

p2
> 0 and w = w1w2.

This corresponds to (c)′. �

9.2. Hypotheses (H1)–(H3) imply weighted L∞ × L∞ → CMO compactness. Next, let
us verify (a) =⇒ (e)′ in Theorem 1.1. Let 0 < λ < 1/2 and (w1, w2) ∈ A(∞,∞). Set w = w1w2.
It suffices to show

lim
N→∞

sup
‖f1w1‖L∞≤1
‖f2w2‖L∞≤1

‖P⊥
N (T (f1, f2))‖BMOλ(w∞) = 0,

which is equivalent to that given ε > 0, there exists N0 = N0(ε) ≥ 1 such that

M#
λ

(
P⊥
N (T (f1, f2))

)
(x)w(x) . ε‖f1w1‖L∞‖f2w2‖L∞ , a.e. x ∈ Rn.(9.16)

It was shown in [55, p. 792] that every cube Q is contained in a shifted dyadic cube Qα ∈ Dα

with ℓ(Qα) ≤ 6ℓ(Q) for some α ∈ Λ := {0, 1/3}n, where
Dα :=

{
2−k

(
[0, 1)n +m+ (−1)kα

)
: k ∈ Z,m ∈ Zn

}
.
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Thus, in (9.16), M#
λ can be restricted to the family of cubes Q ∈ ⋃

α∈Λ Dα.

Let f1w1, f2w2 ∈ L∞(Rn). For each cube Q ∈ ⋃
α∈Λ Dα, there exists a subset EQ ⊂ 3Q

such that |EQ| = 0, w(x) ≤ ess sup3Q w, and M(f1, f2)(x)w(x) ≤ ‖M(f1, f2)w‖L∞ for all
x ∈ 3Q \EQ. Denote E :=

⋃
α∈Λ

⋃
Q∈Dα

EQ. Then |E| = 0.

Fix x ∈ Rn \ E. Let Q ∈ ⋃
α∈Λ Dα be an arbitrary cube containing x. By the choice of E,

there holds

w(x) ≤ ess sup
3Q

w and M(f1, f2)(x)w(x) ≤ ‖M(f1, f2)w‖L∞ .(9.17)

For each i = 1, 2, write f0i = fi13Q and f∞i = fi1(3Q)c . Denote

βQ := T (f01 , f
∞
2 )(cQ) + T (f∞1 , f02 )(cQ) + T (f∞1 , f∞2 )(cQ).

Then

H (x) := w(x)

(
 

Q
|P⊥
N (T (f1, f2))(ξ)− βQ|λ dξ

) 1
λ

≤
4∑

i=1

Hi(x),(9.18)

where

H1(x) := w(x)

(
 

Q
|P⊥
N (T (f01 , f

0
2 ))(ξ)|λ dξ

) 1
λ

,

H2(x) := w(x)

(
 

Q
|P⊥
N (T (f01 , f

∞
2 ))(ξ) − T (f01 , f

∞
2 )(cQ)| dξ

) 1
λ

,

H3(x) := w(x)

(
 

Q
|P⊥
N (T (f∞1 , f02 ))(ξ) − T (f∞1 , f02 )(cQ)| dξ

) 1
λ

,

H4(x) := w(x)

(
 

Q
|P⊥
N (T (f∞1 , f∞2 ))(ξ) − T (f∞1 , f∞2 )(cQ)| dξ

) 1
λ

.

By Lemma 2.24, we see that w−1
1 , w−1

2 ∈ A2. This, together with (2.21), yields

(
 

Q
w−ri
i dx

) 1
ri

.

 

Q
w−1
i dx, for some ri ∈ (1,∞), i = 1, 2.(9.19)

Let ε > 0 and 1
r = 1

r1
+ 1

r2
. Since we have shown (a) =⇒ (b) =⇒ (c) in Theorem 1.1, the

hypotheses (H1)–(H3) imply that T is compact from Lr1(Rn) × Lr2(Rn) to Lr(Rn). By the
latter and Theorem 1.6, there exists N0 = N0(ε) ≥ 1 so that

‖P⊥
N T‖Lr1×Lr2→Lr ≤ ε, for all N ≥ N0.(9.20)

Hence, in light of the fact 0 < λ < 1/2 < r and Jensen’s inequality, the estimates (9.17), (9.19),
and (9.20) imply that for all N ≥ N0,

H1(x) ≤ w(x)|Q|− 1
r ‖P⊥

N (T (f01 , f
0
2 ))‖Lr ≤ εw(x)|Q|− 1

r ‖f01 ‖Lr1‖f02 ‖Lr2(9.21)

. εw(x)

2∏

i=1

(
 

3Q
|fiwi|riw−ri

i

) 1
ri

. εw(x)

2∏

i=1

‖fiwi‖L∞

(
 

3Q
w−ri
i

) 1
ri

. ε
(
ess sup

3Q
w
) 2∏

i=1

‖fiwi‖L∞

(
 

3Q
w−1
i

)
≤ ε [(w1, w2)]A(∞,∞)

2∏

i=1

‖fiwi‖L∞ .
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To bound Hi(x), i = 2, 3, 4, let α = (α1, α2) ∈
{
(0,∞), (∞, 0), (∞,∞)

}
. We claim that for all

ξ ∈ Q,

H α
Q (ξ) := |P⊥

N (T (fα1
1 , fα2

2 ))(ξ) − P⊥
N (T (fα1

1 , fα2
2 ))(cQ)|(9.22)

. FN (Q)M(f1, f2)(x),

and

lim
N→∞

FN (Q) := lim
N→∞

∑

I /∈D(N)
I⊂Q

F (I) = 0,(9.23)

where

F (I) := F1(ℓ(I))F2(ℓ(I))
∑

k≥ℓ(Q)/ℓ(I)

2−kδF3(rd(2
kI, I)).

Then it follows from (9.17), (9.22), (9.23), and Theorem 2.26 that

Hi(x) ≤ w(x) sup
α

sup
ξ∈Q

H α
Q (ξ) . FN (Q)‖M(f1, f2)w‖L∞(9.24)

. ε‖f1w1‖L∞‖f2w2‖L∞ , i = 2, 3, 4,

whenever N ≥ N0 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 ξ ∈ Q, we have

H α
Q (ξ) ≤

∑

I 6∈D(N)

|〈T (fα1
1 , fα2

2 ), hI〉||hI(ξ)− hI(cQ)|.(9.25)

If I ∩ Q = Ø, then hI(ξ) = hI(cQ) = 0. If Q ( I, then hI(ξ) = hI(cQ) = 〈hI〉Q. Thus, it
suffices to treat the case I ⊂ Q. Besides, |hI(ξ) − hI(cQ)| 6= 0 implies ξ ∈ I or cQ ∈ I. Such
dyadic cubes I can be parametrized by I = Qj ∈ D with Qj ⊂ Q and ℓ(Qj) = 2−jℓ(Q), j ≥ 0.

Fix a such dyadic cube I = Qj . Let ξ ∈ I and denote

Rk(ξ) := {(y, z) ∈ R2n : 2kℓ(Q) ≤ |ξ − y|+ |ξ − z| < 2k+1ℓ(Q)}.
Then for all and y ∈ Rk(ξ),

1 +
|ξ + y|+ |ξ + z|

1 + |ξ − y|+ |ξ − z| ≥
4|ξ|

1 + |ξ − y|+ |ξ − z| ≥
4 d(2k+jI, I)

1 + 2k+j+1ℓ(I)

≥ d(2k+jI, I)

max{2k+jℓ(I), 1} = rd(2k+jI, I)

and hence,

F (ξ, y, z) := F1(|ξ − cI |)F2(|ξ − y|+ |ξ − z|)F3

(
1 +

|ξ + y|+ |ξ + z|
1 + |ξ − y|+ |ξ − z|

)

≤ F1(ℓ(I))F2(ℓ(I))F3(rd(2
k+jI, I)).

This, along with the cancellation of hI and the Hölder condition of K, implies

|〈T (fα1
1 , fα2

2 ), hI〉|(9.26)

=

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

I

¨

R2n\(3Q)2
(K(ξ, y, z) −K(cI , y, z))f

α1
1 (y)fα2

2 (z)hI (x) dy dz dξ

∣∣∣∣

. |I|− 1
2

∑

k≥0

ˆ

I

¨

Rk(ξ)

ℓ(I)δF (ξ, y, z)

(|ξ − y|+ |ξ − z|)2n+δ |f1(y)||f2(z)| dy dz dξ
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. |I| 12F1(ℓ(I))F2(ℓ(I))
∑

k≥0

2−kδF3(rd(2
k+jI, I))

[ℓ(Q)/ℓ(I)]δ

2∏

i=1

 

B(x,2k+2ℓ(Q))
|fi|

. |I| 12F1(ℓ(I))F2(ℓ(I))
∑

k≥0

2−(k+j)δF3(rd(2
k+jI, I))M(f1, f2)(x).

Then we deduce (9.22) from (9.25) and (9.26).

Finally, let us prove (9.23). Observe that
∑

I⊂Q
ℓ(I)<2−N

F (I) .
∑

j≥0

∑

k≥j

2−kδF1(2
−N ) .

∑

j≥0

2−jδF1(2
−N ) . F1(2

−N ),(9.27)

and
∑

I⊂Q
ℓ(I)>2N

F (I) .
∑

j≥0

∑

k≥j

2−kδF2(2
N ) .

∑

j≥0

2−jδF2(2
N ) . F2(2

−N ).(9.28)

If 2−N ≤ ℓ(I) ≤ 2N and rd(I, 2N I) > N , then for any N ≥ 9 and k ≤ kN := [log2(N
1
2 − 1)],

d(2kI, I) ≥ d(I, 2N I) + (2N−1 − 1/2) − 2kℓ(I)/2 ≥ N · 2N − 2k+N ,

which gives

rd(2kI, I) =
d(2kI, I)

max{2kℓ(I), 1} ≥ N · 2N − 2k+N

2k+N
= 2−kN − 1 ≥ N

1
2 ,

and
∑

I⊂Q
2−N≤ℓ(I)≤2N

rd(I,2N I)>N

F (I) .
∑

0≤j≤kN

∑

j≤k≤kN

+
∑

0≤j≤kN

∑

k>kN

+
∑

j>kN

∑

k≥j

2−kδF3(N
1
2 )(9.29)

.
∑

j≥0

∑

k≥j

2−kδF3(N
1
2 ) +

∑

0≤j≤kN

∑

k>kN

2−kδ +
∑

j>kN

∑

k≥j

2−kδ

. F3(N
1
2 ) + kN · 2−kN δ + 2−kN δ → 0, as N → ∞.

Accordingly, (9.23) follows from (9.27)–(9.29). �

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 Lp1(w1) ×
Lp2(w2) to Lp(w) for all exponents 1

p = 1
p1

+ 1
p2

with 1 < p1, p2 < ∞, and for all weights

(w1, w2) ∈ A(p1,p2).

10.1. Bilinear continuous paraproducts. Let us prove Theorem 1.15. Recall that b ∈
CMO(Rn). By [40, Lemma 5.1], we see that

πb is a bilinear Calderón–Zygmund operator(10.1)

satisfying

πb(1, 1) = b and π∗1b (1, 1) = π∗2b (1, 1) = 0,
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which yields (H3). Additionally, it was shown in [3, Proposition 3.1] that

πb is compact from Lp1(Rn)× Lp2(Rn) to Lp(Rn)(10.2)

for all 1
p = 1

p1
+ 1

p2
with p1, p2 ∈ (1,∞). Then (H1) and (H2) follow from Theorems 1.10 and

1.11, (10.1), and (10.2). �

10.2. Bilinear dyadic paraproducts. In [72, Chapter 3], Meyer constructed the smooth
1-dimensional wavelets with compact support. Let ψ0 := φ be the father wavelet, and ψ1 := ψ
be the mother wavelet. Then the n-dimensional wavelet is given by ψη(x) :=

∏n
i=1 ψ

ηi(xi),
where η ∈ {0, 1}n \ {0}.
Definition 10.3. We say that

{
ψηI : I ∈ D, η ∈ {0, 1}n \ {0}

}
is a system of wavelets if

ψηI (x) := 2nk/2ψη(2kx− l), where ψη is an n-dimensional wavelet and I = 2−k([0, 1)n + l), and
this collection has the following fundamental properties of a wavelet basis:

(1) It is an orthonormal basis of L2(Rn);
(2) Localization: supp(ψηI ) ⊂ I;

(3) Regularity: |∂αψηI | . ℓ(I)−|α|−n/2 for any multi-index |α| ≤ N0;
(4) Cancellation:

´

Rn x
αψηI (x) dx = 0 for any multi-index |α| ≤ N1.

Since the different η’s play a minor role, ψηI will be often abbreviated as ψI .

Next, we would like to show Theorem 1.16. By symmetry, it suffices to consider Πb. By
definition, it is easy to see that

Πb(1, 1) = b and Π∗1
b (1, 1) = Π∗2

b (1, 1) = 0,

which verifies (H3). Similarly to (2.15), we define

PNf :=
∑

I∈D(N)

〈f, ψI〉ψI and P⊥
Nf := f −PNf,

Moreover, by Theorem 1.11, the fact P⊥
NΠb = ΠP⊥

N b
, and Theorem 5.24 applied to b = {bI =

〈b, ψI〉}I∈D, we obtain that for all cube I,

|〈Πb(1I ,1I),1I〉| .
[
‖P⊥

NΠb‖L4×L4→L2 + ‖Πb‖L4×L4→L2F (I;N)
]
|I|(10.4)

.
[
‖P⊥

N b‖BMO + ‖b‖BMOF (I;N)
]
|I|,

where the implicit constant are independent of I and N . The condition b ∈ CMO(Rn) gives

lim
N→∞

‖P⊥
N b‖BMO = 0.(10.5)

Thus, (10.4) and (10.5) imply that Πb satisfies the weak compactness property. This shows
(H2).

It remains to justify (H1), i.e., Πb has a compact Calderón–Zygmund kernel:

K(x, y1, y2) :=
∑

I∈D

〈b, ψI〉ψI(x)φI(y1)φI(y2), where φI :=
1I

|I| .

Let I0 be the smallest dyadic cube in D containing x, y1, y2. Note that for all x, y1, y2 ∈ Rn

with |x− y1|+ |x− y2| > 0,

|K(x, y1, y2)| .
∑

I∈D:I0⊂I

‖b‖BMO

∥∥|I|− 1
2ψI

∥∥
H1 |I|−2 . |I0|−2 . (|x− y1|+ |x− y2|)−2n,
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which yields

lim
|x−y1|+|x−y2|→∞

K(x, y1, y2) = 0.(10.6)

Since we will no longer need the vanishing property of ψI(x), by symmetry, (10.5)–(10.6), and
Lemma 6.1, it suffices to prove that in either case of the following:

(i) max{|x− y1|, |x− y2|} < 2−3N ,

(ii) max{|x− y1|, |x− y2|} > 2N ,

(iii) max{|x+ y1|, |x+ y2|} > N2N+2,

we have

|K | .
(
2−2nN‖b‖BMO + ‖P⊥

N b‖BMO

) |x− x′|
(|x− y1|+ |x− y2|)2n+1

,(10.7)

whenever |x− x′| ≤ 1
2 max{|x− y1|, |x− y2|}, where

K := K(x, y1, y2)−K(x′, y1, y2) =
∑

I∈D

〈b, ψI〉
[
ψI(x)− ψI(x

′)
]
φI(y1)φI(y2).(10.8)

If the inner part in (10.8) is non-zero, then y1, y2 ∈ I and either x ∈ I or x′ ∈ I. Keeping
I0 ⊂ I in mind, we rewrite

K =

( ∑

I∈D(N)

+
∑

I /∈D(N)

)
〈b, hI〉

[
ψI(x)− ψI(x

′)
]
φI(y1)φI(y2) =: K1 + K2.(10.9)

Let us first deal with K2. Observe that

K2 =
〈
P⊥
Nb,

∑

I∈D

[
ψI(x)− ψI(x

′)
]
φI(y1)φI(y2)hI

〉
=: 〈P⊥

N b,Φ〉,(10.10)

and

SDΦ(z) =

(∑

I∈D

∣∣[hI(x)− hI(x
′)
]
φI(y1)φI(y2)

∣∣21I(z)
|I|

) 1
2

≤
∑

I∈D

|I|− 1
2

∣∣hI(x)− hI(x
′)
∣∣φI(y1)φI(y2)1I(z).

Then,

‖SDΦ‖L1 ≤
∑

I∈D:I0⊂I

|x− x′|
ℓ(I)2n+1

.
|x− x′|
ℓ(I0)2n+1

.
|x− x′|

(|x− y1|+ |x− y2|)2n+1
.(10.11)

Combining (10.10) with (10.11), we obtain

|K2| . ‖P⊥
N b‖BMO‖SDΦ‖L1 .

‖P⊥
N b‖BMO |x− x′|

(|x− y1|+ |x− y2|)2n+1
.(10.12)

To proceed, we claim that

K = K2, in both cases (ii) and (iii).(10.13)

Indeed, let I ∈ D be in the sum so that the inner part in (10.8) is non-zero. In case (ii),
ℓ(I) ≥ ℓ(I0) ≥ max{|x − y1|, |x − y2|} > 2N , and hence, I /∈ D(N). If ℓ(I) > 2N , then
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I /∈ D(N). If I belongs to the case (iii) with ℓ(I) ≤ 2N , then writing xi :=
1
2 (x+ yi), we have

xi ∈ I0 ⊂ I and |xi − cI | ≤ ℓ(I)/2 ≤ 2N−1, i = 1, 2. Hence,

rd(I, 2N I) = 2−N d(I, 2N I) ≥ 2−N |cI |
≥ 2−N max

i=1,2
{|xi| − |xi − cI |} ≥ 2−N

(
max
i=1,2

|xi| − 2N−1
)

= 2−N−1
(
max{|x+ y1|, |x + y2|} − 2N

)
≥ 2−N−1(N2N+2 − 2N ) > N,

which shows I /∈ D(N). Thus, (10.13) holds.

Let us turn to the estimate for K1 in case (i). We rewrite

K1 =

〈
b,

∑

I∈D(N)

(
ψI(x)− ψI(x

′)
)
φI(y1)φI(y2)hI

〉
=: 〈b,Ψ〉.(10.14)

Set k0 := max{0,−N − log2 ℓ(I0)}. As done for Φ, we have

‖SDΨ‖L1 .
∑

I∈D(N):I0⊂I

|x− x′|
ℓ(I)2n+1

=
∑

k≥k0

|x− x′|
(2kℓ(I0))2n+1

.(10.15)

Then (10.14) and (10.15) imply

|K1| . ‖b‖BMO‖SDΨ‖L1 . ‖b‖BMO|x− x′|
∑

k≥k0

2−2kn

ℓ(I0)2n+1
.

To analyze the last term, we treat two cases as follows. If max{|x− y1|, |x− y2|} ≤ 2−N ℓ(I0),
then

|K1| . ‖b‖BMO
|x− x′|
ℓ(I0)2n+1

≤ 2−2nN‖b‖BMO|x− x′|
(|x− y1|+ |x− y2|)2n+1

,(10.16)

where the implicit constants are independent of N . If max{|x− y1|, |x− y2|} > 2−N ℓ(I0), then

ℓ(I0) < 2N max{|x− y1|, |x− y2|} ≤ 2−2N and k0 ≥ −N − log2 ℓ(I0) ≥ N,

which in turn leads to

|K1| . ‖b‖BMO|x− x′|
∑

k≥N

2−2kn

ℓ(I0)2n+1
.

2−2nN‖b‖BMO|x− x′|
(|x− y1|+ |x− y2|)2n+1

.(10.17)

Consequently, (10.7) follows from (10.9), (10.12), (10.13), (10.16), and (10.17). �

10.3. Bilinear pseudo-differential operators. For any σ ∈ Smρ,δ, we define the seminorm

Pm,ρ,δα,β,γ (σ) := sup
x, ξ, η∈Rn

∣∣∂αx ∂βξ ∂
γ
ησ(x, ξ, η)

∣∣
(1 + |ξ|+ |η|)m+δ|α|−ρ(|β|+|γ|)

for all multi-indices α, β and γ.

Combining [5, Theorem 2.1] with [38, Corollary 1], one has that for any σ ∈ S0
1,δ with

δ ∈ [0, 1),

Tσ is a bilinear Calderón–Zygmund operator.(10.18)

In what follows, let Kσ denote the kernel of Tσ.
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Proof of Theorem 1.17. Note that K0
1,δ ⊂ S0

1,δ. It follows from (10.18) that

Tσ is a bilinear Calderón–Zygmund operator.(10.19)

Considering Theorems 1.10, 1.11, and 1.12, we are reduced to proving that

Tσ is compact from L4(Rn)× L4(Rn) to L2(Rn), k = 1, 2.(10.20)

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 ψ be a smooth cut-off function such that 1B(0,1) ≤ ψ ≤ 1B(0,2). For each j ∈ N, let

φj(x, ξ, η) = ψj(x)ψj(ξ)ψj(η) := ψ(2−jx)ψ(2−jξ)ψ(2−jη).(10.21)

Then we see that

σj := σφj ∈ S0
1,δ uniformly in j ∈ N,(10.22)

which along with (10.18) gives

Tσj is a bilinear Calderón–Zygmund operator.(10.23)

By Lemma 4.39, to obtain (10.20), it suffices to show

lim
j→∞

∥∥Tσj − Tσ
∥∥
L4×L4→L2 = 0(10.24)

and

Tσj is compact from L4(Rn)× L4(Rn) to L2(Rn), ∀j ∈ N.(10.25)

Let us bound ‖Tσj − Tσ‖L4×L4→L2 . By Lemma 10.44,

‖Kσj −Kσ‖CZ(δ) = ‖Kσj−σ‖CZ(δ) .
∑

|α|,|β|≤2N0

P 0,1,δ
α,β,0(σj − σ),(10.26)

where N0 > 2n. From [5, Theorem 2.1] and its proof, it follows that both symbols of T ∗1
σ and

T ∗2
σ belong to S0

1,δ and

(10.27)

|(σj − σ)(x, ξ, η)| . P 0,1,δ
0,0,0 (σj − σ),

|(σ∗kj − σ∗k)(x, ξ, η)| .
∑

|α|,|β|,|γ|≤2N1

P 0,1,δ
α,β,γ(σj − σ),

where N1 > n/2 sufficiently large. Pick N := max{N0, N1}. Then together with (10.26) and
(10.27), [38, Corollary 1] implies

‖Tσj − Tσ‖L4×L4→L2 .
∑

|α|,|β|,|γ|≤2N

P 0,1,δ
α,β,γ(σj − σ).(10.28)

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

sup
‖f1‖L4≤1
‖f2‖L4≤1

∥∥Tσj (f1, f2)
∥∥
L2 . 1.(10.29)

Note that suppσj ⊂ {(x, ξ, η) ∈ R3n : |x| ≤ 2j+1, |ξ| ≤ 2j+1, |η| ≤ 2j+1}. Then,
Kσj (x, y, z) = 0 and Tσj (f1, f2)(x) = 0, for all |x| > 2j+1,
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which yields

lim
A→∞

sup
‖f1‖L4≤1
‖f2‖L4≤1

∥∥Tσj (f1, f2)1B(0,A)c
∥∥
L2 = 0.(10.30)

We are going to show

lim
|h|→∞

sup
‖f1‖L4≤1
‖f2‖L4≤1

∥∥τhTσj (f1, f2)− Tσj (f1, f2)
∥∥
L2 = 0.(10.31)

Once this is established, (10.25) follows from Theorem 1.3 and (10.29)–(10.31).

The kernel of Tσj is given by

Kσj (x, y, z) =

¨

R2n

σj(x, ξ, η)e
2πi[(x−y)·ξ+(x−z)·η]dξ dη.(10.32)

Fix an even number N > n. By definition, we see that σj ∈ S−2N
1,0 and

‖Kσj‖L∞ + ‖K∆N
ξ σj

‖L∞ + ‖K∆N
η σj

‖L∞ .

¨

R2n

dξ dη

(1 + |ξ|+ |η|)2N . 1.(10.33)

Using integration by parts and the fact that eiξ·x = (−1)k|x|−2k∆k
ξe
iξ·x for all k ∈ N and x 6= 0,

we deduce

K∆N
ξ σj

(x, y, z) =

¨

R2n

∆N
ξ σj(x, ξ, η)e

2πiξ·(x−y)e2πiη·(x−z) dξ dη(10.34)

=

¨

R2n

∆N
ξ

(
e2πiξ·(x−y)

)
e2πiη·(x−z)σj(x, ξ, η) dξ dη

= (2π|x− y|)2NKσj (x, y, z).

Similarly,

K∆N
η σj

(x, y, z) = (2π|x − z|)2NKσj (x, y, z).(10.35)

Thus, it follows from (10.34) and (10.35) that

Kσj (x, y, z) =
Kσj (x, y, z) +K∆N

ξ σj
(x, y, z) +K∆N

η σj
(x, y, z)

1 + (2π|x − y|)2N + (2π|x − z|)2N ,(10.36)

which along with (10.33) implies that for any h ∈ Rn,

|Kσj (x− h, y, z) −Kσj (x, y, z)| .
4∑

i=1

Ki
j(x, y, z),(10.37)

where

K1
j (x, y, z) :=

∣∣∣∣
1

1 + (2π|x − h− y|)2N + (2π|x − h− z|)2N

− 1

1 + (2π|x − y|)2N + (2π|x− z|)2N
∣∣∣∣,

K2
j (x, y, z) :=

|Kσj (x− h, y, z) −Kσj (x, y, z)|
1 + (2π|x− y|)2N + (2π|x − z|)2N ,

K3
j (x, y, z) :=

|K∆N
ξ σj

(x− h, y, z) −K∆N
ξ σj

(x, y, z)|
1 + (2π|x− y|)2N + (2π|x− z|)2N ,
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K4
j (x, y, z) :=

|K∆N
η σj

(x− h, y, z) −K∆N
η σj

(x, y, z)|
1 + (2π|x− y|)2N + (2π|x− z|)2N .

Denote

Gi
j(x) :=

¨

R2n

Ki
j(x, y, z)|f1(y)| |f2(z)| dy dz, i = 1, 2, 3, 4.(10.38)

Note that

K1
j (x, y, z) . |h|

2N−1∑

k=0

(1 + |x− h− y|+ |x− h− z|)−k
(1 + |x− y|+ |x− z|)2N−k−1

=: |h|
2N−1∑

k=0

K1
j,k(x, y, z).

If we set φk(x) :=
(1+|x−h|)−k/2

(1+|x|)(2N−k−1)/2 , then

G1
j,k(x) :=

¨

R2n

K1
j,k(x, y, z)|f1(y)| |f2(z)| dy dz ≤ φk ∗ |f1|(x)φk ∗ |f2|(x),

and hence,

‖G1
j‖L2 . |h| sup

k
‖G1

j,k‖L2 ≤ |h| sup
k

‖φk ∗ |f1|‖L4‖φk ∗ |f2|‖L4(10.39)

≤ |h|‖f1‖L4‖f2|‖L4 sup
k

‖φk‖2L1 . |h|‖f1‖L4‖f2|‖L4 .

Moreover, to control G2
j , we use (10.32) and the mean value theorem to arrive at

|Kσj (x− h, y, z) −Kσj (x, y, z)|

≤
¨

R2n

|σj(x− h, ξ, η) − σj(x, ξ, η)| dξ dη +
¨

R2n

|σj(x, ξ, η)|
∣∣e2πih·(ξ+η) − 1

∣∣ dξ dη

. |h|
¨

R2n

|∇xσj(x+ θh, ξ, η)| dξ dη + |h|
¨

R2n

|σj(x, ξ, η)||ξ + η| dξ dη

. |h|
¨

R2n

ψ2j(ξ)ψ2j(η)

(1 + |ξ|+ |η|)2N dξ dη + |h|
¨

R2n

|ξ|+ |η|
(1 + |ξ|+ |η|)2N dξ dη . |h|,

which gives

G2
j(x) . |h|

¨

R2n

|f1(y)| |f2(z)|
(1 + |x− y|+ |x− z|)2N dy dz . |h|M(f1, f2)(x),(10.40)

and

‖G2
j‖L2 . |h|‖M(f1, f2)‖L2 . |h|‖f1‖L4‖f2|‖L4 .(10.41)

The same argument holds for G3
j and G4

j :

‖Gi
j‖L2 . |h|‖f1‖L4‖f2|‖L4 , i = 3, 4.(10.42)

Therefore, (10.37)–(10.42) lead to

‖τhTσj (f1, f2)− Tσj (f1, f2)‖L2 .

4∑

i=1

‖Gi
j‖L2 . |h|‖f1‖L4‖f2|‖L4 ,

which yields (10.31). �

Lemma 10.43. Let 0 < ρ ≤ 1, 0 ≤ δ ≤ 1, and m ∈ R. Let σ ∈ Km
ρ,δ and define σj as in

(10.22). Then for all multi-indices α, β, and γ,

lim
j→∞

Pm,ρ,δα,β,γ (σ − σj) = 0.
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Proof. Fix multi-indices α, β, and γ. By Leibniz’s rule, we have

|∂αx ∂βξ ∂γη (σ − σj)(x, ξ, η)| .
∑

α0+α1=α
β0+β1=β
γ0+γ1=γ

Sα1,β1,γ1
α0,β0,γ0

=:
∑

α0+α1=α
β0+β1=β
γ0+γ1=γ

|∂α0
x ∂β0ξ ∂

γ0
η σ(x, ξ, η)||∂α1

x ∂β1ξ ∂
γ1
η (1− φj)(x, ξ, η)|.

If |α1| = |β1| = |γ1| = 0, then by definition and the fact that supp(1−φj) ⊂ {|x|+|ξ|+|η| ≥ 2j},

Sα1,β1,γ1
α0,β0,γ0

. Cα,β,γ(x, ξ, η)(1 + |ξ|+ |η|)m+δ|α|−ρ(|β|+|γ|)1{|x|+|ξ|+|η|≥2j}.

If |α1| 6= 0 and |β1| = |γ1| = 0, then

|∂α1
x (1− φj)(x, ξ, η)| ≤ |∂α1

x ψj(x)||ψj(ξ)||ψj(η)| . 2−j|α1|1{2j≤|x|≤2j+1},

which yields

Sα1,β1,γ1
α0,β0,γ0

. Cα0,β,γ(x, ξ, η)(1 + |ξ|+ |η|)m+δ|α0 |−ρ(|β|+|γ|)1{2j≤|x|≤2j+1}

≤ Cα0,β,γ(x, ξ, η)(1 + |ξ|+ |η|)m+δ|α|−ρ(|β|+|γ|)1{|x|+|ξ|+|η|≥2j}.

If |β1| 6= 0 or |γ1| 6= 0, then we may assume that |β1| 6= 0 and

|∂α1
x ∂β1ξ ∂

γ1
η (1− φj)(x, ξ, η)|

≤ |∂α1
x ψj(x)||∂β1ξ ψj(ξ)||∂γ1η ψj(η)| . 2−j(|α1|+|β1|+|γ1|)1{2j≤|ξ|≤2j+1}1{|η|≤2j+1}

. (1 + |ξ|+ |η|)−(|β1|+|γ1|)1{|ξ|≥2j} ≤ (1 + |ξ|+ |η|)−ρ(|β1|+|γ1|)1{|x|+|ξ|+|η|≥2j},

provided that 2j ≤ |ξ| ≤ 1 + |ξ|+ |η| ≤ 1 + 2j+1 + 2j+1 = 5 · 2j . This in turn implies

Sα1,β1,γ1
α0,β0,γ0

. Cα0,β0,γ0(x, ξ, η)(1 + |ξ|+ |η|)m+δ|α0|−ρ(|β0|+|γ0|)

× (1 + |ξ|+ |η|)−ρ(|β1|+|γ1|)1{|x|+|ξ|+|η|≥2j}

≤ Cα0,β0,γ0(x, ξ, η)(1 + |ξ|+ |η|)m+δ|α|−ρ(|β|+|γ|)1{|x|+|ξ|+|η|≥2j}.

Since the fact σ ∈ Km
ρ,δ gives lim|x|+|ξ|+|η|→∞Cα′,β′,γ′(x, ξ, η) = 0 for all multi-indices α′, β′,

and γ′, we utilize the preceding estimates to conclude that limj→∞ Pm,ρ,δα,β,γ (σ − σj) = 0. �

Lemma 10.44. Let 0 < ρ ≤ 1, 0 ≤ δ ≤ 1, m ∈ R, and N ∈ N satisfying 2Nρ > 2n +m > 1.
Let σ ∈ Smρ,δ and Kσ be the kernel of Tσ. Then for all multi-indices α, β and γ,

|∂αx ∂βy ∂γzKσ(x, y, z)| .

∑
α′≤α

|β′|≤2N0

Pm,ρ,δα′,β′,0(σ)

(|x− y|+ |x− z|)2n+m+2N(1−ρ)+|α|+|β|+|γ|
,

whenever x 6= y or x 6= z, where N0 is an integer such that N0 ≥ (n+ |m|+N)/ρ.

Proof. Let ψ and σj be defined in (10.21) and (10.22), respectively. Let Kσj be the kernel of
Tσj . Since σj converges pointwise to σ, it follows that Kσj converges to Kσ in the sense of
distributions. Hence, it is enough to show the same bound holds for Kσj uniformly in j ∈ N.
By definition and Leibniz’s rule, there holds

|∂α2
x ∂β2ξ ∂

γ2
η σj(x, ξ, η)|
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≤
∑

α0+α1=α2
β0+β1=β2
γ0+γ1=γ2

Cα1,β1,γ1
α2,β2,γ2

|∂α1
x ∂β1ξ ∂

γ1
η σ(x, ξ, η)||∂α0

x ψj(x)||∂β0ξ ψj(ξ)||∂γ0η ψj(η)|

≤
∑

α0+α1=α2
β0+β1=β2
γ0+γ1=γ2

Cα1,β1,γ1
α2,β2,γ2

Pm,ρ,δα1,β1,γ1
(σ)(1 + |ξ|+ |η|)m+δ|α1 |−ρ(|β1|+|γ1|)−|β0|−|γ0|,

where the constant Cα1,β1,γ1
α2,β2,γ2

is independent of j and we have used that for β0 6= 0 (or γ0 6= 0),

|∂β0ξ ψj(ξ)||∂γ0η ψj(η)| . 2−j|β0| (or 2−j|γ0|) . (1 + |ξ|+ |η|)−|β0|−|γ0|,

provided the construction of ψj . Hence,

sup
j∈N

Pm,ρ,δα2,β2,γ2
(σj) .

∑

α1≤α2
β1≤β2
γ1≤γ2

Pm,ρ,δα1,β1,γ1
(σ).(10.45)

Additionally, observe that

∂αx ∂
β
y ∂

γ
zKσj (x, y, z) =

¨

R2n

e2πiξ·(x−y)e2πiη·(x−z)σ̃j(x, ξ, η) dξ dη,(10.46)

where

σ̃j(x, ξ, η) =
∑

α1+α2+α3=α

Cα1,α2

α,β,γ ξ
α2+β ηα3+γ ∂α1

x σj(x, ξ, η),

with

P
m+|α|+|β|+|γ|,ρ,δ
α′,β′,γ′

(
ξα2+β ηα3+γ ∂α1

x σj(x, ξ, η)
)
.

∑

β′′≤β′

γ′′≤γ′

Pm,ρ,δα1+α′,β′′,γ′′(σj),(10.47)

where the implicit constant is independent of j. By (10.45)–(10.47), it suffices to show

|Kσj (x, y, z)| .
∑

|β′|≤2N0
Pm,ρ,δ0,β′,0 (σj)

(|x− y|+ |x− z|)2n+m+2N(1−ρ)
, uniformly in j ∈ N,(10.48)

whenever x 6= y or x 6= z.

We may assume that |x− y| ≥ |x− z|. Thus, |x− y| ≃ |x− y|+ |x− z|. Consider first the
case |x − y| ≥ 1. Let ∆ξ denote the Laplace operator in the variable ξ. Using the fact that

eiξ·x = (−1)k|x|−2k∆k
ξe
iξ·x for all k ∈ N and x 6= 0, we obtain

|Kσj (x, y, z)| =
1

(2π|x − y|)2N0

∣∣∣∣
¨

R2n

∆N0
ξ (e2πiξ·(x−y))e2πiη·(x−z)σj(x, ξ, η) dξ dη

∣∣∣∣

=
1

(2π|x − y|)2N0

∣∣∣∣
¨

R2n

e2πiξ·(x−y)e2πiη·(x−z)∆N0
ξ σj(x, ξ, η) dξ dη

∣∣∣∣

.
1

|x− y|2N0

∑

|β|=2N0

Pm,ρ,δ0,β,0 (σj)

¨

R2n

dξ dη

(1 + |ξ|+ |η|)2N0ρ−m

≤ 1

|x− y|2N0

∑

|β|=2N0

Pm,ρ,δ0,β,0 (σj)

(
ˆ

Rn

dξ

(1 + |ξ|)N0ρ−
m
2

)2

.
1

|x− y|2n+m+2N(1−ρ)

∑

|β|=2N0

Pm,ρ,δ0,β,0 (σj),
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where we have used that 2N0ρ−m > 2n and 2N0 ≥ 2n+m+ 2N(1 − ρ).

It remains to deal with the case 0 < r := |x− y| < 1. Letting u := x−y
|x−y| and ψ̃ := 1−ψ, we

rewrite

Kσj (x, y, z) = r−2n

¨

R2n

e2πiξ·ue2πir
−1η·(x−z)σj(x, r

−1ξ, r−1η) dξ dη

= r−2n

¨

R2n

e2πiξ·ue2πir
−1η·(x−z)σj(x, r

−1ξ, r−1η)ψ(ξ)ψ(η) dξ dη

+ r−2n

¨

R2n

e2πiξ·ue2πir
−1η·(x−z)σj(x, r

−1ξ, r−1η)ψ̃(ξ)ψ(η) dξ dη

+ r−2n

¨

R2n

e2πiξ·ue2πir
−1η·(x−z)σj(x, r

−1ξ, r−1η)ψ̃(η) dξ dη

=: K1
σj (x, y, z) +K2

σj (x, y, z) +K3
σj (x, y, z).

The condition m+ 2n− 1 > 0 implies

|K1
σj (x, y, z)| ≤ r−2nPm,ρ,δ0,0,0 (σj)

ˆ

|ξ|≤2

ˆ

|η|≤2
(1 + r−1|ξ|+ r−1|η|)m dξ dη

≃ Pm,ρ,δ0,0,0 (σj)

ˆ 2
r

0

ˆ 2
r

0
(1 + s+ t)msn−1tn−1 ds dt

≤ Pm,ρ,δ0,0,0 (σj)

ˆ 2
r

0

ˆ 2
r

0
(1 + s+ t)m+2n−2 ds dt

≤ Pm,ρ,δ0,0,0 (σj)(1 + r−1)m+2n

. Pm,ρ,δ0,0,0 (σj) r
−2n−m−2N(1−ρ).

To proceed, note that for any |ξ| ≥ 1 or |η| ≥ 1,
∣∣∂βξ

(
σj(x, r

−1ξ, r−1η)
)∣∣ ≤ Pm,ρ,δ0,β,0 (σj) r

−|β|(1 + r−1|ξ|+ r−1|η|)m−ρ|β|

≃ Pm,ρ,δ0,β,0 (σj) r
−m−|β|(1−ρ)(1 + |ξ|+ |η|)m−ρ|β|,

provided that 1+ |ξ|+ |η| ≥ r+ |ξ|+ |η| ≥ (1+ |ξ|+ |η|)/2. Note also that supp ψ̃ ⊂ {|ξ| ≥ 1},
and for any |β| > 0, ∂βξ ψ̃(ξ) 6= 0 implies 1 ≤ |ξ| ≤ 2. Thus, we use integration by parts to
arrive at

|K2
σj (x, y, z)| =

r−2n

(2π)2N

∣∣∣∣
¨

R2n

∆N
ξ

(
e2πiξ·u

)
e2πir

−1η·(x−z)σj(x, r
−1ξ, r−1η)ψ̃(ξ)ψ(η) dξ dη

∣∣∣∣

≤ r−2n

¨

R2n

∣∣∆N
ξ

(
σj(x, r

−1ξ, r−1η)ψ̃(ξ)
)∣∣|ψ(η)| dξ dη

. r−2n

¨

{|ξ|≥1}
{|η|≤2}

∣∣∆N
ξ

(
σj(x, r

−1ξ, r−1η)
)∣∣|ψ̃(ξ)||ψ(η)| dξ dη

+ r−2n

¨

{1≤|ξ|≤2}
{|η|≤2}

∑

0<|β|≤2N

∣∣∂2N−β
ξ

(
σj(x, r

−1ξ, r−1η)
)∣∣|∂βξ ψ̃(ξ)||ψ(η)| dξ dη

.
∑

|β|≤2N

Pm,ρ,δ0,β,0 (σj)

¨

{|ξ|≥1}
{|η|≤2}

r−2n−m−(2N−β)(1−ρ)|ξ|−|β|

(1 + |ξ|+ |η|)(2N−|β|)ρ−m
dξ dη
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.
∑

|β|≤2N

Pm,ρ,δ0,β,0 (σj) r
−2n−m−2N(1−ρ),

where we used that for any |β| ≤ 2N ,
ˆ

{|ξ|≥1}

|ξ|−|β| dξ

(1 + |ξ|+ |η|)(2N−|β|)ρ−m
≤
ˆ

{|ξ|≥1}

dξ

|ξ|2Nρ−m . 1.

Similarly,

|K3
σj (x, y, z)| ≤ r−2n

¨

R2n

∣∣∆N
ξ

(
σj(x, r

−1ξ, r−1η)
)∣∣|ψ̃(η)| dξ dη

≤
∑

|β|=2N

Pm,ρ,δ0,β,0 (σj)

¨

R2n

r−2n−m−2N(1−ρ)

(1 + |ξ|+ |η|)2Nρ−m dξ dη

.
∑

|β|=2N

Pm,ρ,δ0,β,0 (σj) r
−2n−m−2N(1−ρ),

provided 2Nρ−m > 2n. Thus, we conclude (10.48) from these estimates above. �

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 σ ∈ S1

1,0

and Lipschitz function b with ∇b ∈ L∞(Rn),

[b, Tσ ]k is a bilinear Calderón–Zygmund operator, k = 1, 2.(10.49)

By the fact that K1
1,0 ⊂ S1

1,0 and (10.49), we see that

[b, Tσ ]k is a bilinear Calderón–Zygmund operator, k = 1, 2.(10.50)

In view of Theorems 1.10, 1.11, and 1.12, it suffices to prove

[b, Tσ ]k is compact from L4(Rn)× L4(Rn) to L2(Rn), k = 1, 2.(10.51)

For each j ∈ N, let φj be defined in (10.21). Then it is not hard to check that

σj := σφj ∈ S1
1,0 uniformly in j ∈ N,

which together with (10.49) gives

[b, Tσj ]k is a bilinear Calderón–Zygmund operator,(10.52)

for all k = 1, 2 and j ∈ N. By Lemma 4.39, to obtain (10.51), it is enough to justify

lim
j→∞

∥∥[b, Tσj ]k − [b, Tσ ]k
∥∥
L4×L4→L2 = 0(10.53)

and

[b, Tσj ]k is compact from L4(Rn)× L4(Rn) to L2(Rn), ∀j ∈ N.(10.54)

We only focus on the case k = 1. The kernel of [b, Tσ]1 is given by

Kb
σ(x, y, z) := (b(x)− b(y))Kσ(x, y, z).(10.55)

Then it follows from Lemma 10.44 that

‖Kb
σj −Kb

σ‖CZ(δ) = ‖Kb
σj−σ‖CZ(δ) .

∑

|α|,|β|≤2N0

P 1,1,0
α,β,0(σj − σ),(10.56)
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where N0 > 2n. To avoid the confuse of notation, we use νj and ν̃j instead of σj and σ̃j
respectively in [6, p. 294]. As calculated there, one has

P 0,1,0
α,β,γ(νj) . P 1,1,0

α,β̃,γ
(σ) and P 0,1,0

α,β,γ(ν̃j) . P 1,1,0
α,β,γ̃(σ),(10.57)

where β̃ := β + (0, . . . , j, . . . , 0) and γ̃ := γ + (0, . . . , 1, . . . , 0). Invoking (10.57) and checking
the proof of [6, Lemmas 7–8], we obtain

‖[b, Tσ ]1(1, 1)‖BMO + ‖[b, Tσ ]∗i1 (1, 1)‖BMO .
∑

|α|,|β|,|γ|≤N0

P 1,1,0
α,β,γ(σ),(10.58)

for each i = 1, 2, where N0 > 2n large enough. Moreover, from the proof of [6, Lemma 10], we
see that the constant of the weak boundedness property of [b, Tσ]1 is dominated by

‖∇b‖L∞

(
‖Tνj‖L4×L4→L2 + ‖Tν̃j‖L4×L4→L2

)
.

∑

|α|,|β|,|γ|≤N0

P 1,1,0
α,β,γ(σ),(10.59)

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

∥∥[b, Tσj ]1 − [b, Tσ]1
∥∥
L4×L4→L2 .

∑

|α|,|β|,|γ|≤N0

P 1,1,0
α,β,γ(σj − σ),

which along with Lemma 10.43 gives (10.53).

Next, we prove (10.54). Combining (10.52) with [38, Theorem 3], we achieve

sup
‖f1‖L4≤1
‖f2‖L4≤1

∥∥[b, Tσj ]1(f1, f2)
∥∥
L2 . 1.(10.60)

The support of σj implies

Kσj (x, y, z) = 0 and [b, Tσj ]1(f1, f2)(x) = 0, for all |x| > 2j+1,

which gives

lim
A→∞

sup
‖f1‖L4≤1
‖f2‖L4≤1

∥∥[b, Tσj ]1(f1, f2)1B(0,A)c
∥∥
L2 = 0.(10.61)

In view of Theorem 1.3 and (10.60)–(10.61), the estimate (10.54) is reduced to showing

lim
|h|→0

sup
‖f1‖L4≤1
‖f2‖L4≤1

∥∥τh[b, Tσj ]1(f1, f2)− [b, Tσj ]1(f1, f2)
∥∥
L2 = 0.(10.62)

Let N > n be an even number. It follows from (10.33), (10.36), and (10.55) that for any
h ∈ Rn,

|Kb
σj (x− h, y, z) −Kb

σj (x, y, z)| .
4∑

i=0

K
b,i
j (x, y, z),(10.63)

where

K
b,0
j (x, y, z) := |b(x− h)− b(x)||Kσj (x, y, z)|,

K
b,1
j (x, y, z) := |b(x− h)− b(y)|

∣∣∣∣
1

1 + (2π|x− h− y|)2N + (2π|x− h− z|)2N

− 1

1 + (2π|x− y|)2N + (2π|x− z|)2N
∣∣∣∣,
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K
b,2
j (x, y, z) := |b(x− h)− b(y)|

|Kσj (x− h, y, z) −Kσj (x, y, z)|
1 + (2π|x − h− y|)2N + (2π|x − h− z|)2N ,

K
b,3
j (x, y, z) := |b(x− h)− b(y)|

|K∆N
ξ σj

(x− h, y, z) −K∆N
ξ σj

(x, y, z)|
1 + (2π|x − h− y|)2N + (2π|x − h− z|)2N ,

K
b,4
j (x, y, z) := |b(x− h)− b(y)|

|K∆N
η σj

(x− h, y, z) −K∆N
η σj

(x, y, z)|
1 + (2π|x − h− y|)2N + (2π|x − h− z|)2N .

Set

G
b,i
j (x) :=

¨

R2n

K
b,i
j (x, y, z)|f1(y)| |f2(z)| dy dz, i = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4.

The fact σj ∈ S−2N
1,0 gives

G
b,0
j (x) . ‖∇b‖L∞ |h|

¨

R2n

|f1(y)| |f2(z)|
(1 + |x− y|+ |x− z|)2N dy dz . |h|M(f1, f2)(x),

and hence,

‖Gb,0
j ‖L2 . |h|‖M(f1, f2)‖L2 . |h|‖f1‖L4‖f2‖L4 .(10.64)

Since it is not hard to check that

K
b,1
j (x, y, z) . ‖∇b‖L∞ |h|

2N−1∑

k=0

(1 + |x− h− y|+ |x− h− z|)−k
(1 + |x− y|+ |x− z|)2N−k−1

,

we use the same argument as in (10.39) to deduce

‖Gb,1
j ‖L2 . |h|‖f1‖L4‖f2|‖L4 .(10.65)

Moreover, analogously to (10.40),

G
b,2
j (x) . ‖∇b‖L∞ |h|

¨

R2n

|f1(y)| |f2(z)| dy dz
(1 + |x− h− y|+ |x− h− z|)2N−1

. |h|M(f1, f2)(x− h),

which yields

‖Gb,2
j ‖L2 . |h|‖M(f1, f2)‖L2 . |h|‖f1‖L4‖f2|‖L4 .(10.66)

Much as above, there holds

‖Gb,i
j ‖L2 . |h|‖f1‖L4‖f2|‖L4 , i = 3, 4.(10.67)

Consequently, from (10.63)–(10.67), we conclude

‖τh[b, Tσj ](f1, f2)− [b, Tσj ](f1, f2)‖L2 .

4∑

i=0

‖Gb,i
j ‖L2 . |h|‖f1‖L4‖f2|‖L4 ,

which justifies (10.62) as desired. �

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 ‖f1Ek

‖X → 0 for every sequence {Ek}∞k=1 such that Ek → Ø µ-a.e.

Let Xa denote the collection of all functions in X which have absolutely continuous quasi-
norm. If Xa = X, then the space X is said to have absolutely continuous quasi-norm.

The set K ⊂ Xa is said to have uniformly absolutely continuous quasi-norm in X, denoted
by K ⊂ UAC(X), if supf∈K ‖f1Ek

‖X → 0 for every sequence {Ek}∞k=1 such that Ek → Ø µ-a.e.
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Let M(µ) denote the family of all measurable functions in (Σ, µ). 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 ⊂ Xa. Then K is
precompact in X if and only if it is precompact in M(µ) and K ⊂ UAC(X).

Lemma A.3. For any 0 < p, q < ∞, Lp,q(Rn) has absolutely continuous quasi-norm, but
Lp,∞(Rn) does not have absolutely continuous quasi-norm.

Proof. Let 0 < p, q < ∞ and {Ek}∞k=1 be a sequence of measurable sets satisfying Ek → Ø
almost everywhere. Let ε > 0 and f ∈ Lp,q(Rn). For any t > 0, define

F (t) := t1−
1
q df (t)

1
p and Fk(t) := t1−

1
q df1Ek

(t)
1
p ,

where df (t) := |{x ∈ Rn : |f(x)| > t}|. Note that df1Ek
(t) ≤ min{|Ek|, df (t)}, then

lim
k→∞

Fk(t) = 0, 0 ≤ Fk(t) ≤ F (t), and F ∈ Lq(R+).

Hence, it follows from Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem that

lim
k→∞

‖f1Ek
‖Lp,q = lim

k→∞
p

1
p ‖Fk‖Lq = 0.

This shows every function in Lp,q(Rn) has absolutely continuous quasi-norm.

To continue, let f(x) = |x|−
n
p and Ek = B(0, k−1) for each k ≥ 1. Then for any s > 0,

df (s) = |{x ∈ Rn : |x|−
n
p > s}| = |B(0, s−

p
n )| = s−pνn,

and

df1Ek
(s) = |{x ∈ B(0, k−1) : |x|−

n
p > s}| = k−nνn1

{0<s<k
n
p }

+ s−pνn1
{s≥k

n
p }
,

where νn is the volume of the unit ball in Rn. Thus,

‖f1Ek
‖Lp,∞ = sup

s>0
s df1Ek

(s)
1
p = ν

1
p
n = ‖f‖Lp,∞ .

Since limk→∞ |Ek| = 0, this asserts that Lp,∞(Rn) does not have absolutely continuous quasi-
norm. �

Let µ be a Borel measure on Rn. A µ-simple function is a finite linear combination of
characteristic functions of measurable subsets in Rn, where these subsets may have infinite

µ-measure. A finitely µ-simple function has the form f =
∑N

j=1 aj1Bj , where 1 ≤ N < ∞,

aj ∈ R, and Bj are pairwise disjoint measurable sets with µ(Bj) <∞. When µ is the Lebesgue
measure, we shall suppress the presence of µ.

Lemma A.4. Let w be a weight on Rn such that w ∈ L1
loc(R

n). Then C∞
c (Rn) is dense in

Lp,q(w) for all 0 < p, q < ∞, but the collection of continuous functions and functions with
compact supports is not dense in Lp,∞(w) for all 0 < p <∞.

Proof. Let 0 < p, q < ∞. The density of C∞
c (Rn) in Lp,q(w) is a consequence of the following

three facts:

finitely w-simple functions are dense in Lp,q(w),(A.5)

(A.6)
every finitely w-simple function can be approximated

in Lp,q(w) by simple functions with compact supports,
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(A.7)
every characterization function 1E of a bounded measurable

set can be approximated in Lp,q(w) by C∞
c (Rn) functions.

The statement (A.5) was given by [35, Theorem 1.4.13]. To show (A.6), it suffices to consider
f = 1E , where E ⊂ Rn is a measurable set with w(E) < ∞. Let fN := 1E∩B(0,N) for each
N ≥ 1. Then supp(fN ) ⊂ B(0, N), |E ∩B(0, N)| ≤ |B(0, N)| <∞, and for any s > 0,

dfN−f (s) := w({x ∈ Rn : |fN (x)− f(x)| > s})
= w({x ∈ E\B(0, N) : 1E(x) > s})
= w(E\B(0, N))1{0<s<1} ,

which in turn gives

‖fN − f‖Lp,q(w) = p
1
p

(
ˆ ∞

0

[
s dfN−f (s)

1
p
]q ds

s

) 1
q

= p
1
p

(
ˆ 1

0
w(E\B(0, N))

q
p sq−1 ds

)1
q

= p
1
p q−1w(E\B(0, N)) → 0, as N → ∞.

Thus, (A.6) holds.

To prove (A.7), let E be a bounded measurable set such that E ⊂ B(0, A) for some A ≥
1. Write f = 1E . Choose a positive function ϕ ∈ C∞

c (Rn) so that suppϕ ⊂ B(0, 1) and
´

Rn ϕdx = 1. For any t ∈ (0, 1), denote ϕt(x) := t−nϕ(t−1x) and ft := ϕt ∗ f . It is easy to
check that

(A.8)

ft ∈ C∞
c (Rn), supp ft ⊂ B(0, 2A),

lim
t→0

|ft(x)− f(x)| = 0, a.e. x ∈ Rn,

sup
t>0

|ft(x)| ≤ 1B(0,2A)(x), x ∈ Rn,

and 1B(0,2A) ∈ L1(w),

provided that w ∈ L1
loc(R

n). Then by Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem,

lim
t→0

‖ft − f‖L1(w) = 0.(A.9)

Since convergence in measure is a weaker than convergence in either Lr(w) of Lr,∞(w) for any
r ∈ (0,∞], the estimate (A.9) enables us to choose a decreasing sequence {tk}∞k=1 ⊂ (0, 1) such
that

lim
k→∞

tk = 0 and dftk−f (k
−1) ≤ 2−k.(A.10)

Moreover, by (A.8) and (A.10),

dftk−f (s) ≤ w(B(0, 2A)), 0 < s < 1,

dftk−f (s) ≤ 2−k, 1/k ≤ s ≤ 1,

which implies

‖ftk − f‖qLp,q(w) = p
q
p

ˆ ∞

0

[
s dftk−f (s)

1
p
]q ds

s

.

ˆ 1
k

0
w(B(0, 2A))

q
p sq−1 ds+

ˆ 1

1
k

2
−k q

p sq−1 ds
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. w(B(0, 2A))
q
pk−q + 2−k

q
p → 0, as k → ∞.

This completes the proof of (A.7).

Finally, to demonstrate the nondensity, choose w ≡ 1 and f := |x|−
n
p ∈ Lp,∞(Rn), let

ψ ∈ C (Rn) and φ be a function with suppφ ⊂ B(0, A) for some A > 0. By the continuity of
ψ, there exists δ > 0 such that

∣∣|ψ(x)| − |ψ(0)|
∣∣ ≤ |ψ(x) − ψ(0)| ≤ 1, for all x ∈ B(0, δ).

Set s0 := max{δ−n, |ψ(0)| + 1}. Then for any s > s0 and x ∈ B(0, s−
p
n ),

f(x) ≥ s > s0 ≥ |ψ(0)| + 1 ≥ |ψ(x)|.

Thus, f(x)− |ψ(s)| > s− s0 =: t and

t df−ψ(t)
1
p := t|{x ∈ Rn : |f(x)− ψ(x)| > t}|

1
p

≥ t|{x ∈ B(0, s−
p
n ) :

∣∣f(x)− |ψ(x)|
∣∣ > t}|

1
p

= t|B(0, s−
p
n )|

1
p = ts−1ν

1
p
n ,

which implies

‖f − ψ‖Lp,∞ ≥ sup
t>0

t

t+ s0
ν

1
p
n = ν

1
p
n .(A.11)

On the other hand, for any s > 0,

df (s) = νns
−p and dφ(s) ≤ |B(0, A)| = νnA

n,

which implies

df−φ(s) ≥ df (2s)− dφ(s) ≥ s−pνn(2
−p − spAn),

and hence,

‖f − φ‖Lp,∞ ≥ sup
0<s<A

−n
p /2

ν
1
p
n (2

−p − spAn)
1
p = ν

1
p
n /2.(A.12)

As a consequence of (A.11) and (A.12), we have already proved that there exist ε0 > 0 and
f ∈ Lp,∞(Rn) so that ‖f − ψ‖Lp,∞ ≥ ε0 for all ψ ∈ C (Rn), and ‖f − φ‖Lp,∞ ≥ ε0 for all
functions φ with compact support. This means that the collection of continuous functions and
functions with compact supports is not dense in Lp,∞(Rn). �

Recall that τhf(x) := f(x−h) is the translation of a function f on Rn by h ∈ Rn. A bilinear
operator T from S(Rn)× S(Rn) → S ′(Rn) is called translation invariant, if

τh
(
T (f1, f2)

)
= T (τhf1, τhf2)

for all f1, f2 ∈ S(Rn) and all h ∈ Rn.

The following is a bilinear extension of [4, Proposition A.1].

Lemma A.13. Let 0 < p, q, p1, q1, p2, q2 < ∞. A translation invariant bilinear operator T is
not compact from Lp1,q1(Rn)× Lp2,q2(Rn) to Lp,q(Rn).
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Proof. Since the compactness is stronger than the boundedness, we may assume that T is
bounded from Lp1,q1(Rn) × Lp2,q2(Rn) to Lp,q(Rn). Pick f ∈ Lp1,q1(Rn) and g ∈ Lp2,q2(Rn)
such that ‖f‖Lp1,q1 = ‖g‖Lp2,q2 = 1 and 0 < ‖T (f, g)‖Lp,q < ∞. Let {hj}∞j=1 be a sequence in

Rn satisfying limj→∞ |hj | = ∞. Then denote fj := τhjf and gj := τhjg for every j ≥ 1.

Assume that T is compact from Lp1,q1(Rn)×Lp2,q2(Rn) to Lp,q(Rn). Then by Theorem 1.3,
given ε > 0, there exists A = A(ε) > 0 so that

‖T (fj, gj)1B(0,A)c‖Lp,q ≤ ε‖fj‖Lp1,q1‖gj‖Lp2,q2 = ε‖f‖Lp1,q1‖g‖Lp2,q2 = ε,

for all j ≥ 1. Choose 0 < ε < 1
2‖T (f, g)‖Lp,q . Note that for any measurable function φ,

dφ(t) ≥ dφj (t) ≥ |{|x| < |hj | −A : |φ(x)| > t}|, ∀j : |hj | > A,

where φj(x) := φ(x)1{|x+hj |>A}(x). From the estimates above and the translation invariance
of T , we conclude

ε ≥ lim
j→∞

‖T (fj , gj)1B(0,A)c‖Lp,q = lim
j→∞

‖T (f, g)(· − hj)1B(0,A)c‖Lp,q

= lim
j→∞

‖T (f, g)1{|·+hj |>A}‖Lp,q = ‖T (f, g)‖Lp,q > 2ε,

where Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem was used in the last equality. This is a
contradiction. Consequently, T is not compact from Lp1,q1(Rn)× Lp2,q2(Rn) to Lp,q(Rn). �

Appendix B. Interpolation of multiple weights

Lemma B.1. Let 1
p =

∑m
i=1

1
pi
> 0 with p1, . . . , pm ∈ (1,∞] and 1

s =
∑m

i=1
1
si

with s1, . . . , sm ∈
[1,∞]. Assume that ~w ∈ A~p and ~v ∈ A~s. Then there exists θ ∈ (0, 1) such that ~u ∈ A~r, where

1

r
=

m∑

i=1

1

ri
, u =

m∏

i=1

ui, wi = u1−θi vθi ,
1

pi
=

1− θ

ri
+
θ

si
, i = 1, . . . ,m.(B.2)

Proof. We only present the proof in the scenario p1, . . . , pm ∈ (1,∞) and s1 = · · · = sm = ∞
because it involves all cases of exponents belonging to [1,∞], which will reveal the general
strategy. By Lemma 2.24, we see that

wp ∈ Amp, v−
1
m ∈ A1, w

−p′i
i ∈ Amp′i , and v−1

i ∈ Am, i = 1, . . . ,m,

which implies

w− p
mp−1 ∈ A mp

mp−1
, w

p′i
mp′

i
−1

i ∈ A mp′
i

mp′
i
−1

, and v
1

m−1

i ∈ A m
m−1

, i = 1, . . . ,m.

In view of (2.21), there exists τ ∈ (1,∞) such that
(
 

Q
wpτ dx

) 1
τ

.

 

Q
wp dx,

(
 

Q
w

− pτ
mp−1 dx

) 1
τ

.

 

Q
w

− p
mp−1 dx,(B.3)

and
(
 

Q
v−

τ
m dx

) 1
τ

.

 

Q
v−

1
m dx,

(
 

Q
v−

1
m dx

)(
ess sup

Q
v

1
m
)
≤ [v−

1
m ]A1 ,(B.4)

for every cube Q ⊂ Rn. Additionally, for each i = 1, . . . ,m, there exists τi ∈ (1,∞) so that
(
 

Q
w

−p′iτi
i dx

) 1
τi

.

 

Q
w

−p′i
i dx,

(
 

Q
v

τi
m−1

i dx

) 1
τi

.

 

Q
v

1
m−1

i dx,(B.5)
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and
(
 

Q
w

p′iτi
mp′

i
−1

i dx

) 1
τi

.

 

Q
w

p′i
mp′

i
−1

i dx,

(
 

Q
v−τii dx

) 1
τi

.

 

Q
v−1
i dx,(B.6)

for every cube Q ⊂ Rn. Given θ ∈ (0, 1) chosen later, we define u, s, ui and si as in (B.2), and
pick

α = α(θ) := θmp, κ = κ(θ) :=
(mp− 1)(1 + θ)

mp(1− θ)− 1
,

αi = αi(θ) := θp′i(m− 1), βi = βi(θ) :=
θp′i

mp′i − 1
, i = 1, . . . ,m.

Then one can check that

κi = κi(θ) :=
(pi − 1)(1 + αi)

pi(1− θ)− 1
=

θpi(m− 1)

pi(1− θ)− 1

1 + αi
αi

(B.7)

=
(pi − 1)(1 + θp′i(m− 1))

pi(1− θ)− 1
,

and

κ̃i = κ̃i(θ) :=
r′i(mp

′
i − 1)(1 + βi)

p′i(mr
′
i − 1)(1 − θ)

=
r′iθ(1 + βi)

(mr′i − 1)(1− θ)βi
(B.8)

=
m− 1 + θ + 1/pi

(m− 1)(1 − θ) + 1/pi
,

which gives that

lim
θ→0+

α(θ) = 0, lim
θ→0+

κ(θ) = 1 < τ, and lim
θ→0+

κi(θ) = lim
θ→0+

κ̃i(θ) = 1 < τi.

By continuity, there exists some θ ∈ (0, 1) small enough so that

1 + α < τ, κ < τ, κi < τi, and κ̃i < τi, i = 1, . . . ,m.(B.9)

It follows from (B.2) that u = w
1

1−θ v−
θ

1−θ and r = p(1 − θ). Along with (B.3), (B.4), and
(B.9), this yields

 

Q
ur dx =

 

Q
(w

1
1−θ v−

θ
1−θ )p(1−θ) dx =

 

Q
wpv−θp dx(B.10)

≤
(
 

Q
wp(1+α) dx

) 1
1+α

(
 

Q
v−θp

1+α
α dx

) α
1+α

=

(
 

Q
wp(1+α) dx

) 1
1+α

(
 

Q
v−

1+α
m dx

) α
1+α

≤
(
 

Q
wpτ dx

) 1
τ
(
 

Q
v−

τ
m dx

)α
τ

.

(
 

Q
wp dx

)(
 

Q
v−

1
m dx

)θmp
,

and
 

Q
u−

r
mr−1 dx =

 

Q
w

− p
mp(1−θ)−1 v

θp
mr−1 dx(B.11)
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≤
(
 

Q
w

−
p(1+θ)

mp(1−θ)−1 dx

) 1
1+θ

(
 

Q
v

θp
mr−1

1+θ
θ dx

) θ
1+θ

=

(
 

Q
w

− pκ
mp−1 dx

) 1
1+θ

(
 

Q
v

θp
mr−1

1+θ
θ dx

) θ
1+θ

≤
(
 

Q
w

− pτ
mp−1 dx

) κ
τ(1+θ) (

ess sup
Q

v
1
m
) θmp

mr−1

.

(
 

Q
w

− p
mp−1 dx

)mp−1
mr−1 (

ess sup
Q

v
1
m
) θmp

mr−1 .

Thus, gathering (B.10) and (B.11), we obtain

[ur]Amr . [wp]Amp [v
− 1

m ]θmpA1
.(B.12)

On the other hand, from wi = u1−θi vθi , Hölder’s inequality, (B.5), (B.7), and (B.9), we
conclude that

 

Q
u
−r′i
i dx =

 

Q

(
w

1
1−θ

i v
− θ

1−θ

i

)− pi(1−θ)

pi(1−θ)−1 dx(B.13)

=

 

Q
(w

−p′i
i )

pi−1

pi(1−θ)−1 (v
1

m−1

i )
θpi(m−1)

pi(1−θ)−1 dx

≤
(
 

Q
(w

−p′i
i )

(pi−1)(1+αi)

pi(1−θ)−1

) 1
1+αi

(
 

Q
(v

1
m−1

i )
θpi(m−1)

pi(1−θ)−1

1+αi
αi

) αi
1+αi

=

(
 

Q
w

−p′iκi
i dx

) 1
1+αi

(
 

Q
v

κi
m−1

i dx

) αi
1+αi

≤
(
 

Q
w

−p′iτi
i dx

) κi
τi(1+αi)

(
 

Q
v

τi
m−1

i dx

) κiαi
τi(1+αi)

.

(
 

Q
w

−p′i
i dx

) κi
1+αi

(
 

Q
v

1
m−1

i dx

) κiαi
1+αi

=

(
 

Q
w

−p′i
i dx

) pi−1

pi(1−θ)−1
(
 

Q
v

1
m−1

i dx

) θpi(m−1)

pi(1−θ)−1

.

Similarly,

 

Q
u

r′i
mr′

i
−1

i dx =

 

Q
w

1
1−θ

r′i
mr′

i
−1

i v
− θ

1−θ

r′i
mr′

i
−1

i dx(B.14)

=

 

Q

(
w

p′i
mp′

i
−1

i

) 1
1−θ

r′i(mp′i−1)

p′
i
(mr′

i
−1) (v−1

i )
θ

1−θ

r′i
mr′

i
−1 dx

≤
(
 

Q

(
w

p′i
mp′

i
−1

i

) r′i(mp′i−1)(1+βi)

p′
i
(mr′

i
−1)(1−θ)

) 1
1+βi

(
 

Q
(v−1
i )

r′iθ(1+βi)

(mr′
i
−1)(1−θ)βi

) βi
1+βi

=

(
 

Q
w

p′iκ̃i
mp′

i
−1

i dx

) 1
1+βi

(
 

Q
v−κ̃ii dx

) βi
1+βi
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≤
(
 

Q
w

p′iτi
mp′

i
−1

i dx

) κ̃i
τi(1+βi)

(
 

Q
v−τii dx

) κ̃iβi
τi(1+βi)

.

(
 

Q
w

p′i
mp′

i
−1

i dx

) κ̃i
1+βi

(
 

Q
v−1
i dx

) κ̃iβi
1+βi

=

(
 

Q
w

p′i
mp′

i
−1

i dx

) r′i(mp′i−1)

(mr′
i
−1)p′

i
(1−θ)

(
 

Q
v−1
i dx

) r′iθ

(mr′
i
−1)(1−θ)

.

Note that

r′i
p′i(1− θ)

=
pi − 1

pi(1− θ)− 1
and

r′i
1− θ

=
pi

pi(1− θ)− 1
.

Hence, (B.13) and (B.14) lead to

(
 

Q
u
−r′i
i dx

)(
 

Q
u

r′i
mr′

i
−1

i dx

)mr′i−1

≤
[(

 

Q
w

−p′i
i dx

)(
 

Q
w

p′i
mp′

i
−1

i dx

)mp′i−1] pi−1

pi(1−θ)−1

×
[(

 

Q
v−1
i dx

)(
 

Q
v

1
m−1

i dx

)m−1] θpi
pi(1−θ)−1

,

which shows

[u
−r′i
i ]Amr′

i

. [w
−p′i
i ]

pi−1

pi(1−θ)−1

Amp′
i

[v−1
i ]

θpi
pi(1−θ)−1

Am
, i = 1, . . . ,m.(B.15)

Therefore, the conclusion ~u ∈ A~r follows from (B.12), (B.15), and Lemma 2.24. �

Lemma B.16. A(∞,∞) (
⋃

1<p1,p2<∞A(p1,p2) and
⋂

1≤p1,p2<∞A(p1,p2) 6⊂ A(∞,∞).

Proof. Let (w1, w2) ∈ A(∞,∞) and w = w1w2. Then Lemma 2.24 implies w−1
1 , w−1

2 ∈ A2 and

w− 1
2 ∈ A1. By , there exist r̃1, r̃2, r ∈ (1,∞) such that

w−r̃1
1 , w−r̃2

2 ∈ A2 and w− r
2 ∈ A1.(B.17)

Note that

v ∈ As =⇒ vθ ∈ As for all θ ∈ (0, 1).(B.18)

Take 1 < ri ≤ min{r, r̃i} and pi = r′i, i = 1, 2, then 1
p := 1

p1
+ 1

p2
= 2− 1

r1
− 1

r2
≤ 2(r−1)

r , which

is equivalent to p
2p−1 ≤ r

2 . Using these and (B.17)–(B.18), we obtain

w
−p′i
i = w−ri

i ∈ A2 ⊂ A2p′i
, i = 1, 2, and w

− p
2p−1 ∈ A1 ⊂ A 2p

2p−1
.(B.19)

Since w
− p

2p−1 ∈ A 2p
2p−1

is equivalent to wp ∈ A2p, the estimate (B.19) and Lemma 2.24 give

(w1, w2) ∈ A(p1,p2). This shows A(∞,∞) ⊂
⋃

1<p1,p2<∞A(p1,p2).

To justify
⋂

1≤p1,p2<∞A(p1,p2) 6⊂ A(∞,∞), it suffices to prove (w1, w2) ∈ A(p1,p2) \ A(∞,∞) in
the following three cases:

(1) w1(x) = |x|−n, w2 ≡ 1, if p1 = p2 = 1;

(2) w1(x) = |x|α (−n/p < α < 0), w2 ≡ 1, if p1 ∈ (1,∞), p2 ∈ [1,∞);
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(3) w1 ≡ 1, w2(x) = |x|α (−n/p < α < 0), if p1 ∈ [1,∞), p2 ∈ (1,∞).

Write w = w1w2 and
1
p = 1

p1
+ 1
p2
. In case (1), w

1
2
1 = w

1
2 ∈ A1 and w

1
2
2 ∈ A1, but w1 6∈ L1

loc(R
n),

hence w1 6∈ A2 (equivalently, w
−1
1 /∈ A2). Thus, it follows from Lemma 2.24 that A(1,1)\A(∞,∞).

In case (2), it is easy to see that 0 < −αp′1 < np′1/p ≤ n(2p′1 − 1) and −n < αp < 0. Then

w
−p′1
1 ∈ A2p′1

, w
−p′2
2 ∈ A2p′2

(which is interpreted as w
1
2
2 ∈ A1 in the case p2 = 1), and wp ∈ A2p,

but w− 1
2 = w

− 1
2

1 6∈ A1. Then Lemma 2.24 implies A(p1,p2) \ A(∞,∞). A similar argument can
be given in case (3).

Finally, if A(∞,∞) =
⋃

1<p1,p2<∞A(p1,p2), then
⋂

1≤p1,p2<∞A(p1,p2) ⊂
⋃

1<p1,p2<∞A(p1,p2) =

A(∞,∞), which contradicts the preceding conclusion. Hence, A(∞,∞) (
⋃

1<p1,p2<∞A(p1,p2). �
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