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CARLESON OPERATORS ON DOUBLING METRIC
MEASURE SPACES

LARS BECKER, FLORIS VAN DOORN, ASGAR JAMNESHAN,
RAJULA SRIVASTAVA, AND CHRISTOPH THIELE

ABSTRACT. We prove a new generalization of a theorem of Carleson,
namely bounds for a generalized Carleson operator on doubling metric
measure spaces. Additionally, we explicitly reduce Carleson’s classical
result on pointwise convergence of Fourier series to this new theorem.
Both proofs are presented in great detail, suitable as a blueprint for
computer verification using the current capabilities of the software pack-
age Lean. Note that even Carleson’s classical result has not yet been
computer-verified.
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1. INTRODUCTION

This preprint is associated with a distributed Lean project accessible un-
der https://florisvandoorn.com/carleson/.

In [Car66], L. Carleson addressed a classical question regarding the con-
vergence of Fourier series of continuous functions by proving their pointwise
convergence almost everywhere. Theorem 1.1 represents a version of this
result.

Let f be a complex-valued, 27-periodic bounded Borel measurable func-
tion on the real line, and for an integer n, define the Fourier coefficient

as

~ 1 [27 .
fni=— f(z)e " dx. (1.1)
2 0

Define the partial Fourier sum for N > 0 as
N ~ .
Snf(x)i= > fae™ . (1.2)
n=—N

Theorem 1.1 (classical Carleson). Let f be a 2w-periodic complex-valued
uniformly continuous function on R satisfying the bound |f(x)| < 1 for all
x € R. For all 0 < e < 1, there exists a Borel set E C [0,2n] with Lebesgue
measure |E| < e and a positive integer Ny such that for all x € [0,27] \ E
and all integers N > Ny, we have

[f(z) = Snflz) < e (1.3)

Note that mere continuity implies uniform continuity in the setting of
this theorem. By applying this theorem with a sequence of ¢, := 27" for
n > 1 and taking the union of corresponding exceptional sets F,,, we see that
outside a set of measure 9, the partial Fourier sums converge pointwise for
N — oo. Applying this with a sequence of ¢ shrinking to zero and taking
the intersection of the corresponding exceptional sets, which has measure
zero, we see that the Fourier series converges outside a set of measure zero.

The purpose of this paper is twofold. On the one hand, it prepares com-
puter verification of Theorem 1.1 by presenting a very detailed proof as a
blueprint for coding in Lean. We pass through a bound for a generaliza-
tion of the so-called Carleson operator to doubling metric measure spaces.
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This generalization is new, and proving these bounds constitutes the second
purpose of this paper. This generalization incorporates several results from
the recent literature, most prominently bounds for the polynomial Carleson
operator of V. Lie [Lie20] as well as its generalization [Zor21]. A computer
verification of our theorem will also entail a computer verification for the
bulk of the work in these results.

We proceed to introduce the setup for our general theorem. We carry a
multi purpose parameter, a natural number

a>4 (1.4)

in our notation that as it gets larger will allow more general applications
but will worsen the constants in the estimates.

A doubling metric measure space (X, p, p,a) is a complete and locally
compact metric space (X, p) equipped with a o-finite non-zero Radon—Borel
measure u that satisfies the doubling condition that for all x € X and all
R > 0 we have

u(B(x,2R)) < 2°p(B(x. R)), (1.5)
where we have denoted by B(z, R) the open ball of radius R centred at x:
B(z,R) :={y € X : p(z,y) < R}. (1.6)

A collection © of real valued continuous functions on the doubling metric
measure space (X, p, i, a) is called compatible, if there is a point 0 € X where
all the functions are equal to 0, and if there exists for each ball B C X a
metric dp on O, such that the following five properties (1.7), (1.8), (1.9),
(1.10), and (1.11) are satisfied. For every ball B C X

sup [9(z) — I(y) — 6(z) + 0(y)| < dp(V,0). (1.7)
x,ye

For any two balls By = B(x1, R), By = B(x2,2R) in X with 27 € By and
any 14,60 € O,

dp,(V,0) < 2%p, (V,0). (1.8)
For any two balls By, Bs in X with By C By and any 9,60 € ©
dp, (9,0) < dp,(9,0) (1.9)

and for any two balls By = B(z1, R), By = B(z2,2°R) with By C Bg, and
9,0 € O,

2dp, (¢,0) < dp,(9,0). (1.10)
For every ball B in X and every dg-ball B of radius 2R in O, there is a
collection B of at most 2* many dp-balls of radius R covering B, that is,

BclJB (1.11)

Further, a compatible collection © is called cancellative, if for any ball B
in X of radius R, any Lipschitz function ¢ : X — C supported on B, and
any v, 0 € © we have

I/Be(ﬁ(fﬂ) — 0(2))p(@)dp(w)| < 2°u(B)lle i) (1 + dp(9,0)) 77, (1.12)
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where [ - [|rip(B) denotes the inhomogeneous Lipschitz norm on B:

[p(x) — o)
ol =sup|p(x)|+ R sup ——F————.
H HL p(B) reB ‘ ( )‘ z,y€B,x#y p(.%', y)

A one-sided Calderén—Zygmund kernel K on the doubling metric measure
space (X, p, pi,a) is a measurable function

K:XxX—C (1.13)
such that for all z,y/,y € X with x # y, we have
90’
Kz, y)| < 1.14
K (z,y)] V) (1.14)
and if 2p(y,y') < p(x,y), then
1 3
plyy')\ 2
K(z,y) — K(z,y S( > , 1.15
Klwy) = Ko ) < ey ) Vi) (115)

where

Vi, y) == p(B(z, p(z,y))).
Define the maximally truncated non-tangential singular integral T} associ-
ated with K by

T.i@)= sw sw | [ K&, 9)f(y)du(y)| . (1.16)
R1 <Rz p(z,x')<R1 |J Ri<p(z’,y)<R2
We define the generalized Carleson operator T by
7f(a)i=sup sup | K@) 0)ed(0) dulw)| , (117)
Y€O 0<R1<R2 |J Ri1<p(z,y)<R2

where e(r) = e’

Our main result is the following restricted weak type estimate for T" in the
range 1 < ¢ < 2, which by interpolation techniques recovers L¢ estimates
for the open range 1 < g < 2.

Theorem 1.2 (metric space Carleson). For all integers a > 4 and real
numbers 1 < q < 2 the following holds. Let (X, p, p,a) be a doubling metric
measure space. Let © be a cancellative compatible collection of functions and
let K be a one-sided Calderén—Zygmund kernel on (X, p, u,a). Assume that
for every bounded measurable function g on X supported on a set of finite
measure we have ,

ITegll2 < 2% llgll2, (1.18)
where Ty is defined in (1.16). Then for all Borel sets F' and G in X and all
Borel functions f : X — C with |f| < 1p, we have, with T defined in (1.17),

9450a? L1 1
\ s du‘ < (@) T (1.19)
In the one-dimensional Euclidean setting, with K representing the Hilbert
kernel:
K(z,y)=(x -y~
and © denoting the class of linear functions, the operator (1.17) is the clas-
sical Carleson operator, which plays a crucial role in proving the almost
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everywhere convergence of Fourier series [Car66], [Fef73], [LT00]. The supre-
mum in R; and Ry is often omitted in classical treatments, but considering
the maximal truncations can easily be reduced to the case without these
truncations.

By replacing © with the class of polynomials vanishing at 0 up to some
fixed but arbitrary degree, we obtain the polynomial Carleson operator of Lie
[Lic09] (quadratic case) and [Lie20]. The case of the class of polynomials
with vanishing linear coefficient is simpler and was estimated in [SWO1].
The polynomial Carleson operator was generalized to the high-dimensional
Euclidean setting in [Zor21] for K being a Calderén-Zygmund kernel with
some Holder regularity.

Doubling metric measure spaces are instances of spaces of homogeneous
type. Indeed, by changing from a quasi-metric to an equivalent metric, every
space of homogeneous type can be viewed as a doubling metric measure space
(cf. [MST79]). Spaces of homogeneous type were introduced by [CWT1] as
a natural setting for Calderén-Zygmund theory. We refer to the textbook
[Ste93] for an account of these spaces.

Our concept of a compatible collection © as a natural class of phase func-
tions on a doubling metric measure space does not appear in [Ste93] but
is implicitly anticipated in [Zor21] and subsequent work of [Mna22], who
proves a Carleson-type theorem for the Malmquist-Takenaka series, which
leads to classes of phases related to Blaschke products. A generalization of
(1.17) from the previously mentioned Euclidean setting into the anisotropic
setting that was suggested in [Zor21] is included in our theory. The polyno-
mial Carleson operator also plays a role in the study of maximally modulated
singular Radon transforms along the parabola, see [Ram21] and [Bec24].

For the proof of Theorem 1.2, we largely follow [Zor21], which in turn was
inspired by [Lie20]. We make suitable modifications to adapt to our more
general setting and have made a few technical improvements in the proof. In
particular, in Section 2, we explicitly divide the main work of the proof into
mutually independent sections 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, and 9. Some of these sections
follow a similar pattern, starting with a subsection dividing the proof into
further mutually independent subsections. This modularization of our proof
was strongly endorsed in personal communication by the author of [Zor21].
Acknowledgement. L.B., F.v.D., R.S., and C.T. were funded by the Deutsche
Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG, German Research Foundation) under Ger-
many’s Excellence Strategy — EXC-2047/1 — 390685813. L.B. , R.S., and
C.T. were also supported by SFB 1060. A.J. is funded by the TUBITAK
(Scientific and Technological Research Council of Tiirkiye) under Grant
Number 123F122.

2. PROOF OF METRIC SPACE CARLESON (THM 1.2), OVERVIEW

This section organizes the proof of Theorem 1.2 into sections 3, 4, 5, 6,
7, 8, and 9. These sections are mutually independent except for referring to
the statements formulated in the present section. Section 3 proves the main
Theorem 1.2, while sections 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, and 9 each prove one proposition
that is stated in the present section. The present section also introduces all
definitions used across these sections.
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Subsection 2.1 proves some auxiliary lemmas that are used in more than
one of the sections 3-9.
Let a, g be given as in Theorem 1.2.

Define
2
D := 2100a% (2.1)
)= 27100 (2.2)
and
7 =212, (2.3)
Let ¥ : R — R be the unique compactly supported, piece-wise linear, con-
tinuous function with corners precisely at %, %, % and % which satisfies
> p(D ) =1 (2.4)
SEZ

for all x > 0. This function vanishes outside [ﬁ, %], is constant one on
[%, %], and is Lipschitz with constant 4D.

Let a doubling metric measure space (X, p, i1, a) be given. Let a cancella-
tive compatible collection © of functions on X be given. Let o € X be a
point such that ¥(o) = 0 for all ¥ € ©.

Let a one-sided Calderén—Zygmund kernel K on X be given so that the
operator T}, defined in (1.16) satisfies (1.18). Let T be the corresponding
operator as defined in (1.17).

For s € Z, we define

Ks(z,y) == K(z,y)p(D""p(z,y)) , (2.5)
so that for each z,y € X with x # y we have

K(.%', y) = Z Ks(x7 y)
SEZ
In Section 3, we prove Theorem 1.2 from its finitary version, Proposition 2.1
below. Recall that a function from a measure space to a finite set is mea-
surable if the pre-image of each of the elements in the range is measurable.

Proposition 2.1 (finitary Carleson). Let o1,02: X — 7Z be measurable
functions with finite range and o1 < oo. Let Q: X — © be a measurable
function with finite range. Let F,G be bounded Borel sets in X. Then there
is a Borel set G' in X with 2u(G") < u(G) such that for all Borel functions
f: X = Cuwith |f|] <1p.

oo

o2(x

)
/ Koo, 9) F )e(Q) () duy) | dpu(z)
)

s=o1(z

9440a’ L1 1

< —gul(G)p(F)e . (2.6)
(=171

Let measurable functions o1 < g9: X — Z with finite range be given. Let

a measurable function @): X — © with finite range be given. Let bounded

Borel sets F,G in X be given. Let S be the smallest integer such that the

ranges of o1 and oy are contained in [—5,S] and F' and G are contained in

the ball B(o, D%).
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In Section 4, we prove Proposition 2.1 using a bound for a dyadic model
formulated in Proposition 2.2 below.

A grid structure (D, ¢, s) on X consists of a finite collection D of Borel
sets in X called dyadic cubes, a surjective function s: D — [—S,S] called
scale function, and a function ¢ : D — X called center function such that
the five properties (2.7), (2.8), (2.9), (2.10), and (2.11) hold.

For each dyadic cube I and each —S < k < s(I) we have

rc |y 7 (2.7)
JeD:s(J)=k
Any two non-disjoint dyadic cubes I, J with s(I) < s(J) satisfy
IcuJ (2.8)

For any x € B(o, D), and every k € [—S, S], there is a dyadic cube I with
s(I) =k and

xel. (2.9)
For any dyadic cube I,

¢(I) € B(e(I), iDS(”) c I c B(e(I),4D*D)y. (2.10)

For any dyadic cube I and any t with ¢D*() > D=5,
p{z eI+ pla, X\ I) < tD*D}) < 21000% (). (2.11)
A tile structure (B,Z,9Q, Q,c,s) for a given grid structure (D,c,s) is a
finite set P of elements called tiles with five maps
Z:3—D
Q: P — P(O)
9:P—-06
c:P—->X
s: P —7Z
with Z surjective and P(©) denoting the power set of © such that the five
properties (2.13), (2.14), (2.15), (2.18), and (2.19) hold. For each dyadic
cube I, the restriction of the map  to the set
PB) =A{p:Z(p) =1} (2.12)
is injective and we have the disjoint covering property (we use the union
symbol with dot on top to denote a disjoint union)

Q(X) c Upem(I)Q(p). (2.13)
For any tiles p,q with Z(p) C Z(q) and Q(p) N Q(q) # 0 we have
Q(q) © Qp). (2.14)
For each tile p,
Q(p) € By(Q(p);0:2) C Q(p) € By(Q(p), 1), (2.15)

where

By(¥,R) :={0 € © : dy(0,0) < R}, (2.16)
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and
dp := dpc(p), 1 psv)) - (2.17)
We have for each tile p
c(p) = c(Z(p)); (2.18)
s(p) = s(Z(p))- (2.19)
Proposition 2.2 (discrete Carleson). Let (D,c,s) be a grid structure and
(B,Z,9Q,9,c,s)
a tile structure for this grid structure. Define for p €
E(p) ={z € Z(p) : Q) € Qp), 01(x) < s(p) < o2()} (2.20)

and

Ty f(x) = 1E(p)($)/Ks(m(:v,y)f(y)@(Q(ﬁﬂ)(y) — Qx)(x)) dp(y).  (2.21)

Then there exists a Borel set G' with 2u(G") < u(G) such that for all f :
X — C with |f| < 1 we have

Q=

44003 )
/G\G/ 2 Tof (@) du(a) < (j_ 1)4/‘(G)17/~6(F) : (2.22)
peP

The proof of Proposition 2.2 is done in Section 5 by a reduction to two
further propositions that we state below.

Fix a grid structure (D, ¢, s) and a tile structure (8, Z, 2, Q, c,s) for this
grid structure.

We define the relation

p<yp (2.23)

on P x P meaning Z(p) C Z(p') and Q(p’) C Q(p). We further define for
A, A > 0 the relation

Ap SNy (2.24)
on P x P meaning Z(p) C Z(p') and
By (Q(p'), ') € By(Q(p), A) - (2.25)
Define for a tile p and A > 0
Ei(p) ={z€Z(p)NG: Qz) € Ap)}, (2.26)
Ex(\p) ={z € I(p) NG : Q(x) € Bp(Q(p), M)} - (2.27)

Given a subset P’ of P, we define P(P’) to be the set of all p € P such
that there exist p’ € P’ with Z(p) C Z(p’). Define the densities

dens; (') := sup sup A~ sup M, (2.28)

pEP A>2 PEPR(P), A" SAp w(Z(p))
FNB
densy(P’) := sup sup w0 B(elp). 7)) .
p'EP >4 D5 () w(B(c(p),r))
An antichain is a subset 2 of P8 such that for any distinct p,q € 21 we do

not have have p < g.
The following proposition is proved in Section 6.

(2.29)
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Proposition 2.3 (antichain operator). For any antichain 2 and for all
f: X —=>Cuwith |f| <1p and all g : X — C with |g| < 1g

/ )Y Thf( (2.30)

peA

2150a3 g1 1
N dens; () sa* densy ()9

NI

<

- £ ll2llgll2 - (2.31)

Let n > 0. An n-forest is a pair (4, T) where il is a subset of p and T
is a map assigning to each u € 4l a nonempty set T(u) C B called tree such
that the following properties (2.32), (2.33), (2.34), (2.35), (2.36), and (2.37)
hold.

For each u € 4l and each p € T(u) we have

dp < 1u. (2.32)
For each u € 4l and each p,p” € T(u) and p’ € P we have
p.p” € T(u),p <p <p’ = p e T(u). (2.33)
We have
1Y 1zl <27 (2.34)
ucl
We have for every u € {4
dens; (T(u)) < 2iati—n, (2.35)
We have for u,u’ € 4 with u # v’ and p € T(v') with Z(p) C Z(u) that
dp(Q(p), Q(u)) > 27+, (2.36)
We have for every u € { and p € T(u) that
B(c(p),8D*W) C Z(u). (2.37)

The following proposition is proved in Section 7.

Proposition 2.4 (forest operator). For any n > 0 and any n-forest (4, %)
we have for all f: X — C with |f| < 1p and all bounded g with bounded

support
/ I3 3 D) duto)

ucl peT(u

1_1
q 2
< 2132°9 755" dens, (U T(u ) £ 1l2llgll2 -

ueyl

Theorem 1.2 is formulated at the level of generality for general kernels
satisfying the mere Holder regularity condition (1.15). On the other hand,
the cancellative condition (1.12) is a testing condition against more regular,
namely Lipschitz functions. To bridge the gap, we follow [Zor21] to observe
a variant of (1.12) that we formulate in the following proposition proved in
Section 8.

Define

Ti=—. (2.38)

ISEN
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Define for any open ball B of radius R in X the L°°-normalized 7-Holder
norm by

T z)— Yy
Ielors) = sup lo(a)| + B _sup le(@) = oWl (2.30)

ryeBazy  P(TY)T

Proposition 2.5 (Holder van der Corput). Let z € X and R > 0 and set
B = B(z,R). Let ¢ : X — C by supported on B and satisfy ||¢||cr(p) < oo.
Let 9,0 € ©. Then

| [ et0@) 0@ p(w)da] < 2B ellor ) (1-+di(9,6)) 555 . (2.40)

We further formulate a classical Vitali covering result and maximal func-
tion estimate that we need throughout several sections. This following
proposition will typically be applied to the absolute value of a complex
valued function and be proved in Section 9. By a ball B we mean a set
B(z,r) with z € X and r > 0 as defined in (1.6). For a finite collection B
of balls in X and 1 < p < oo define the measurable function Mp ,u on X by

Msuta) o= (sup =2 | \U(y)!pdu(y)f- (2.41)

sup
Bes (D)
Define further Mg := Mp 1.

Proposition 2.6 (Hardy-Littlewood). Let B be a finite collection of balls
in X. If for some X\ > 0 and some measurable function u : X — [0,00) we
have

| uta)duta) = wu(B) (2.42)
for each B € B, then
(| ) B) < 2% /X w(x) dp(z) . (2.43)
For every measurable function v and 1 < p1 < pa we have
185510l < 22— o]l (2.44)
2— D1

Moreover, given any measurable bounded function w : X — C there exists
a measurable function Mw : X — [0,00) such that the following (2.45) and
(2.46) hold. For each ball B C X and each x € B

1
5 [ Iwl duty) < du() (2.45)
and for all 1 < p; < ps <0
L a D2
M (wP) 71 |, < 2% ——=— ]|, - (2.46)
b2 —p1

This completes the overview of the proof of Theorem 1.2.
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2.1. Auxiliary lemmas. We close this section by recording some auxiliary
lemmas about the objects defined in Section 2, which will be used in multiple
sections to follow.

First, we record an estimate for the metrical entropy numbers of balls
in the space © equipped with any of the metrics dp, following from the
doubling property (1.11).

Lemma 2.7 (ball metric entropy). Let B’ C X be a ball. Letr >0, 9 € ©
and k € N. Suppose that Z C B/ (9,12F) satisfies that for all z, 7' € Z with
2 # 2, we have dg/(z,2') > r. Then

|Z| < 2k,

Proof. By applying property (1.11) k times, we obtain a collection Z' C ©
with | 2’| = 2¥¢ and

BB/’19T2k UBB/Z =
ezl

Then each z € Z is contained in one of the balls B(2, %), but by the sepa-
ration assumption no such ball contains more than one element of Z. Thus
|IZ| < |2!| = 2ke. a

The next lemma concerns monotonicity of the metrics d B(e(1),} D) with
1

respect to inclusion of cubes [ in a grid.

Lemma 2.8 (monotone cube metrics). Let (D,c,s) be a grid structure.
Denote for cubes I € D

I° = B(c(I), EDS(I)).
Let I,J € D with I C J. Then for all 9,0 € © we have
dre(9,0) < djo(9,0),
and if I # J then we have
dro(9,6) < 27 10 (9, 0) .

Proof. If s(I) > s(J) then (2.8) and the assumption I C J imply I = J.
Then the lemma holds by reflexivity.

If s(J) > s(I) + 1, then using the monotonicity property (1.9), (2.1) and
(1.10), we get

do(9,0) < dpeiry apsy (9,0) < 271y ey (9,6) . (2.47)
Using (2.10), together with the inclusion I C J, we obtain
c(I) €I CJC B(c(J), 4Dy
and consequently by the triangle inequality
B(c(I),4D*Y)) ¢ B(e(J),8D*)).
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Using this together with the monotonicity property (1.9) and (1.8) in (2.47),
we obtain

dre(9,0) < 27 ) spscny (9, 6)
< 2_100a+5adB(C(J)yiDS(J)) (19’ 9)
=279 50(1,6) .

This proves the second inequality claimed in the Lemma, from which the
first follows since a > 4 and hence 279¢ < 1. O

We also record the following basic estimates for the kernels K.

Lemma 2.9 (kernel summand). Let —S < s < S and z,y,y € X. If
Kq(x,y) # 0, then we have

1 1
ZDS_l <p(x,y) < §DS. (2.48)
We have
2102a3
K < 2.4
and )
9150a° p(y,y)\
K, K (z,y)| < ’ . 2.50
Kl ~ Kloa))| < s (P02 (2.50)

Proof. By Definition (2.5), the function K is the product of K with a
function which is supported in the set of all x,y satisfying (2.48). This
proves (2.48).

Using (1.14) and the lower bound in (2.48) we obtain

3

2(1

K= B 1)

(2.51)

Using D = 21904 414 the doubling property (1.5) 24 100a? times estimates
the last display by
92a+101a?

< . (2.52)
n(B(z, D))

Using a > 4 proves (2.49).
If 2p(y, ') < p(z,y), we obtain similarly with (1.15) and the lower bound

in (2.48)

: 2°" Py, )\
|Ks(2,y) — Ks(z,9)| < (B 1D T)) (z 1) : (2.53)

As above, this is estimated by

4 D92a+101d3 N\ &  92+2a+100a>+101a® Ny %
(p(y,y)> _ (p(y,y)> (254
<
)
4

~ Bz, D))\ D p(B(x, D))

Using a > 4, this proves (2.50) in the case 2p(y,y’)
p(x,y), then by the lower bound in (2.48) 2p(y,y’
follows from the triangle inequality, (2.49) and a > 4. O
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3. PROOF OF METRIC SPACE CARLESON (THM 1.2)

Let Borel sets F', G in X be given. We have that
X = U B(o, R), (3.1)
R>0
because every point of X has finite distance from o.

Lemma 3.1 (R truncation). For all integers R > 0

/ lonsor S sup|Trymolr(®)] du(z)
1/R<Ri1<R2<RVY€EO
9450a? 1

< G TIEHO B, (32)

Q=

where

T, o @) = [ K@) e@w)duy). (33
Ri<p(z,y)<R2

We first show how Lemma 3.1 implies Theorem 1.2. As R tends to oo,
the integrand of the left-hand side of (3.2) grows monotonically toward the
integrand of the left-hand side of (1.19) for all . By Lebesgue’s monotone
convergence theorem, the left-hand side of (3.2) converges to the left-hand
side of (1.19). This verifies Theorem 1.2.

It remains to prove Lemma 3.1. Fix an integer R > 0. By replacing G
with G N B(o, R) if necessary, it suffices to show (3.2) under the assumption
that G is contained in B(o, R). We make this assumption. For every = € G,
the domain of integration in (3.3) is contained in B(o,2R). By replacing F’
with F'NB(o,2R) if necessary, it suffices to show (3.2) under the assumption
that F' is contained in B(o,2R). We make this assumption.

Using the definition (2.5) of K and the partition of unity (2.4), we express
(3.3) as the sum of

Tipof (@)= 3 / Ko@) f@)e@@) duly)  (3.4)

51<s5<s2

and

S K eow) ), 65)
1<p(z,y)<R2

s=s1—2,51—1,s20+1,520+2

where s; is the smallest integer such that D1 2Ry > % and so is the

largest integer such that D2T2R; < % We restrict the summation index
s by excluding summands with s < s1 — 2 or s > $2 + 2 because for these
summands, the function K, vanishes on the domain of integration. We also
omit the restriction in the integral for the summands in (3.4) because in
these summands, the support of K is contained in the set described by this
restriction.

We apply the triangle inequality and estimate the versions of (3.2) sep-
arately with Tg, g, replaced by (3.4) and by each summand of (3.5). To
handle the case (3.4), we employ the following lemma. Here, we utilize the
fact that if % < Ry < Ry < R, then s; and s9 as in (3.4) are in an interval
[—S, 5] for some sufficiently large S depending on R.
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Lemma 3.2 (S truncation). For all integers S > 0

[ 16@)  max  sup Ty e @)] du)

2446a3

Q=

< Wu(&*)l—%u(m , (3.6)

where T 5, 5,9 is defined in (3.4).

To reduce Lemma, 3.1 to Lemma, 3.2, we need estimates for the summands
n (3.5). Using Lemma 2.9, we obtain for arbitrary s the inequality

/ Ky(x,y)f(y)e(¥(y)) du(y)
Ri<p(z,y)<R2

2102a3 / 5
e — 1p(y)du(y) < 212 M1p(x), (3.7
w(B(z, D)) JB(,ps) r(w) duly) r(@), (37)

where M1p is as defined in Proposition 2.6. Now, the left-hand side of
(3.2), with Tg, g, ¢ replaced by a summand of (3.5), can be estimated using
Holder’s inequality and Proposition 2.6 by

5 9102a®+4a
2102a /lg(x)Mlp(x) du(z) < 1

Applying the triangle inequality to estimate the left-hand side of (3.2) by
contributions from the summands in (3.4) and (3.5), using Lemma 3.2 to
control the first term, and the above to estimate the contribution from the
four summands in (3.5), combined with a > 4 and ¢ < 2, completes the
reduction of Lemma 3.1 to Lemma 3.2.

It remains to prove Lemma 3.2. Fix S > 0.

Lemma 3.3 (finitary S truncation). For all finite sets © C ©

/lg(az) max __sup T 51,5001 F ()] du(x)

—S<81§82<Sﬂe®
94450’ L1 1

< G)' A p(F)a . 3.8
(@) () (3:8)

We reduce Lemma 3.2 to Lemma 3.3. By the Lebesgue monotone conver-
gence theorem, applied to an increasing sequence of finite sets ©, inequality
(3.8) continues to hold for countable ©.

Let € = ﬁ Pick some ¥y € ©. For k > 0, let the set O}, be a subset
of Bp(o,2R) (99, k) of maximal size, such that for all 9,6 € Oy, it holds that
dB(o2r)(U,0) > €. Such a set exists, since by Lemma 2.7 there exists an
upper bound for the size of such subsets in Bp(,2r) (Yo, k). Define

é = U (:)k .

keN

Then the set © is at most countable, and it has the property that for any
0 € O, there exists ¥ € © with

Ao (0,9) < €.
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For every ¥ € O, we have

T s0lr(@) = | DY | Ki(,y)f()e@y) —d(@) duy)|  (3.9)

51<s<s2

Moreover, there is a ¥ € © with dB(o,2R) (19,9) < e. Hence,
Ty sa e (@) = [Ty, 510 ()]

< ) /IKs(w,y)IIF(y)Ie(ﬂ(y) — () — e(D(y) — I(x))| du(y)

51<s<s2
< Y o IK@nle) du)
51<s<s2
Using Lemma 2.9, we can estimate the above expression by

2102a3

Z M(B(x7DS))€L($7Ds) 1r(y) du(y)

51<s<s2
< (25 + 1)€2'929° M1 () < 21929° M1 po ()

We estimate the left-hand-side of (3.6) by the sum of left-hand-side of (3.8)
and

/ lo(r) _  max sup ﬂlrelé (1T 51,50,01 = 1T} 4, 5, 5D 1F (@) dpa() ,

which, as we have just shown, is estimated by
91024? /lg(m)Mlp(ac) du(x).

By Holder’s inequality and Proposition 2.6 (more precisely, (2.46) with p =

q), the above is no greater than
2102a3+4aq L1 1
TM(G) “p(F)a.

Combining this with Lemma 3.3 and the fact that

2102a3 +4a 2445a3

q
<
g—1 = (¢—1)

proves Lemma 3.2. ~
It remains to prove Lemma 3.3. Fix a finite set ©.

Lemma 3.4 (linearized truncation). Let o1,09: X — Z be measurable func-
tions with finite range [—S, S] and 01 < 09. Let Q: X — © be a measurable
function. Then we have

94450’ 1

WH(G)PEM(F) ; (3.10)

Q=

/ 16(2) | Tom on01r(@)] du(z) <
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with

Tooronf (@)= ) Ko(z,9) f()e(Q(x)(y) — Qx)(x)) dpu(y) -

o1(x)<s<oa(z)

(3.11)

We reduce Lemma 3.3 to Lemma 3.4. For each z, let o1 (z) be the minimal
element s’ € [—S, 5] such that

T 1 - T 1 =T,
,Eﬂjﬁsglax\ 1,,52,0 1P (T)| = S<I£i§2<sf§a><! 11,500 1F(2)] 1= T 0

Similarly, let o2(z) be the minimal element s” € [—S, S] such that

max |T1,<71(:1:),s”,191F($)| = Tl,:v .
[S(C)

Finally, choose a total order of the finite set © and let Q(z) be the minimal
element ¢ with respect to this order such that

|T1,01(x),02($),191F(x)| = Tl,lli :
With these choices, and noting that

Tl,Ul(x)m(ﬂﬁ),Q(l‘)lF(x) = T2701,U27Q1F(x)a

we conclude that the left-hand side of (3.8) and (3.10) are equal. Thus,
Lemma 3.3 follows from Lemma 3.4.
It remains to prove Lemma 3.4. Fix o1, 03, and @ as in the lemma.

Applying Proposition 2.1 recursively, we obtain a sequence of sets G,, with
Go = G and, for each n > 0, u(G,) <27"u(G) and

[ 160604 @) Tooron@Le(@)] dita)

2440(1 11 1
< (q_1)4,u,(G) ap(F)a, (3.12)

Adding the first n of these inequalities, we obtain by bounding a geometric
series

94454’ 1

WM(G)l_EM(F) :

Q[

/ 16 (2) [ Taon o0 @1r ()] dp(z) < (3.13)

As the integrand is bounded by

1G’\G’n (1‘) Z Z ‘T1,31752,191F(x)‘ > (3'14)

—S5<s1<89<S 9e®

which by interchange of summation and integration is seen to be integrable,
we obtain by Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem

2445a 1

[ 160) 7200001 @)] i) < (@' Hp(P)E. (315)

D

This completes the proof of Lemma 3.4 and thus Theorem 1.2.
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4. PROOF OF FINITARY CARLESON (PRrOP 2.1)

To prove Proposition 2.1, we already fixed in Section 2 measurable func-
tions 01, 09, @ and Borel sets F, G. We have also defined S to be the smallest
integer such that the ranges of o1 and o9 are contained in [—S,S] and F
and G are contained in the ball B(o, D%).

The proof of the next lemma is done in Subsection 4.1, following the
construction of dyadic cubes in [Chr90, §3].

Lemma 4.1 (grid existence). There ezists a grid structure (D,c,s).

The next lemma, which we prove in Subsection 4.2, should be compared
with the construction in [Zor21, Lemma 2.12].

Lemma 4.2 (tile structure). For a given grid structure (D, ¢, s), there exists
a tile structure (P,Z,Q, Q,c,s).

Choose a grid structure (D, ¢, s) with Lemma 4.1 and a tile structure for
this grid structure (°B,Z, 2, Q, c,s) with Lemma 4.2. Applying Proposition
2.2, we obtain a Borel set G’ in X with 2u(G’) < u(G) such that for all
Borel functions f: X — C with |f| < 1p we have (2.22).

Lemma 4.3 (tile sum operator). We have for all z € G\ G’
o2(x)
Shiw= Y [ K@i @d@@) - Q@)@)duly). (@)
peP s=o1(x)

Proof. Fix x € G\ G'. Sorting the tiles p on the left-hand-side of (4.1) by
the value s(p) € [—S, 5], it suffices to prove for every —S < s < S that

Y Lf@)=0 (4.2)
peP:s(p)=s

ifng[al( ), 02(x)] and
/ny Q) () — Q@) (@) duly).  (4.3)

peP: S(

if s € [0y (:U), o9(x)]. If s & [o1(x), 02(x)], then by definition of E(p) we have
x & E(p) for any p with s(p) = s and thus T, f(x) = 0. This proves (4.2).

Now assume s € [o1(z),02(2)]. By (2.9) and G C B(o, D), there is at
least one I € D with s(I) = s and z € I. By (2.8), this I is unique. By
(2.13), there is precisely one p € PB(I) such that Q(x) € Q(p). Hence there
is precisely one p € B with s(p) = s such that z € E(p). For this p, the
value Ty(z) by its definition in (2.21) equals the right-hand side of (4.3).
This proves the lemma. O

We now estimate with Lemma 4.3 and Proposition 2.2

o2(x)

/G\G, Z / Koz, 9) f (y)e(Q(x)(y)) du(y) | dp(z) (4.4)

s=o1(x

o2(x)

/G\G, Z / K(z,y)f(9)e(Q(z)(y) — Q(z)(z))du(y)| du(z) (4.5)

s=o1(x)
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94404’ L1 1
= [ I B o) < @ R ()
G\G' |aceh (¢g—1)
This proves (2.6) for the chosen set G’ and arbitrary f and thus completes
the proof of Proposition 2.1.

4.1. Proof of Lemma 4.1, dyadic structure. We begin with the con-
struction of the centers of the dyadic cubes.

Lemma 4.4 (counting balls). Let —S < k < S. Consider Y C X such that
for any y € Y, we have

y € B(o,4D° — D), (4.7)
furthermore, for any y' € Y with y # ', we have
B(y,D*)n B(y', D*) = 0. (4.8)
Then the cardinality of Y is bounded by
Y| < 93a+2005a’ (4.9)

Proof. Let k and Y be given. By applying the doubling property (1.5)
inductively, we have for each integer j > 0

u(B(y,2' D)) < 29 u(B(y, DV)). (4.10)

Since X is the union of the balls B(y,2/D*) and u is not zero, at least
one of the balls B(y, 2/ D) has positive measure, thus B(y, D¥) has positive
measure.

Applying (4.10) for j' = Ina(8D%*) = 3 + 2S5 - 100a® by (2.1), using
—S <k<S8,yec B(o,4D%), and the triangle inequality, we have

B(0,4D%) c B(y,8D%) C B(y,2 D). (4.11)

Using the disjointedness of the balls in (4.8), (4.7), and the triangle inequal-
ity for p, we obtain

Y| u(B(0,4D%)) < 27 " u(B(y, D¥)) (4.12)
yey
<2"u(|J B(y, D*)) < 27"u(0,4D%). (4.13)
yey
As p(0,4D%) is not zero, the lemma follows. O

For each —S < k < S, let Y, be a set of maximal cardinality in X such
that Y =Y} satisfies the properties (4.7) and (4.8). By the upper bound of
Lemma 4.4, such a set exists.

For each —S < k < S, choose an enumeration of the points in the finite
set Y;, and thus a total order < on Y.

Lemma 4.5 (cover big ball). For each —S < k < S, the ball B(o,4D° — D¥)
is contained in the union of the balls B(y,2DF) with y € Y.

Proof. Let x be any point of B(o,4D® — D¥). By maximality of |V}, the ball
B(z, D*) intersects one of the balls B(y, D¥) with y € Y}. By the triangle
inequality, 2 € B(y, 2DF). O
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Define the set
C:={(y,k): =S <k<SyeY} (4.14)

We totally order the set C lexicographically by setting (y,k) < (v/, k) if
k < k' or both k = k' and y < /. In what follows, we define recursively in
the sense of this order a function

(11,12,13) C—)P(X) XP(X) XP(X) (415)

Assume the sets I;(y/, k') have already been defined for j =1,2,3if &' < k
and if K =k and ¢/ < y.

If £ = -8, define for j € {1,2} the set I;(y,k) to be B(y,jD~%). If
—S < k, define for j € {1,2} and y € Y}, the set I;(y, k) to be

I/, k= 1) : ¢/ € Vi N B(y, jD")}. (4.16)
Define for —S <k < S and y € Y,
Iy(y, k) o= Ly, k) U [y, k) \ [ X6 U UG 0) < o € iy’ < )]
(4.17)
with
X= LW k) v € Vi) (4.18)
Lemma 4.6 (basic grid structure). For each —S <k < S and1 <j <3

the following holds.
If j # 2 and for some x € X and y1,y2 € Y we have

x € Li(y1, k) N Ii(y2, k), (4.19)
then y1 = y2.
If j # 1, then
B(0,4D% —2D%) C | J I;(y, k). (4.20)
yeYy

We have for each y € Yy,

B(y, %Dk) C I3(y, k) C B(y,4D"). (4.21)
Proof. We prove these statements simultaneously by induction on the or-
dered set of pairs (y,k). Let =S < k < S.

We first consider (4.19) for j = 1. If K = —S, disjointedness of the sets
I(y,—S) follows by definition of I1 and Yj. If & > —S, assume z is in
I (Ym, k) for m = 1,2. Then, for m = 1,2, there is 2, € Yi_1 N B(ym, D¥)
with € I3(zm,k — 1). Using (4.19) inductively for j = 3, we conclude
z1 = zo. This implies that the balls B(yi, D*) and B(y,, D*) intersect. By
construction of Yy, this implies y; = yo. This proves (4.19) for j = 1.

We next consider (4.19) for j = 3. Assume z is in I3(ym, k) for m = 1,2
and y,, € Yi. If z is in Xj, then by definition (4.17), z € I1(ym, k) for
m = 1,2. As we have already shown (4.19) for j = 1, we conclude y; = ys.
This completes the proof in case z € Xj, and we may assume x is not in
X}. By definition (4.17), x is not in I3(z, k) for any z with z < y; or z < ys.
Hence, neither y; < yo nor yo < y1, and by totality of the order of Y, we
have y; = yo. This completes the proof of (4.19) for j = 3.



20 BECKER, VAN DOORN, JAMNESHAN, SRIVASTAVA, AND THIELE

We show (4.20) for j = 2. In case k = —S, this follows from Lemma 4.5.
Assume k > —S. Let 2 be a point of B(o,4D° —2D¥). By induction, there
isy’ € Yj_1 such that x € I3(y', k—1). Using the inductive statement (4.21),
we obtain z € B(y',4D*"1). As D > 4, by applying the triangle inequality
with the points, o, z, and 3/, we obtain that y/ € B(o,4D° — D¥). By
Lemma 4.5, 3/ is in B(y, 2D¥) for some y € Y},. It follows that x € Ir(y, k).
This proves (4.20) for j = 2.

We show (4.20) for j = 3. Let x € B(0,4D° — 2DF). In case x € Xy,
then by definition of X} we have z € I1(y, k) for some y € Y} and thus
x € I3(y, k). We may thus assume = ¢ Xj. As we have already seen (4.20)
for j = 2, there is y € Yy such that = € I3(y, k). We may assume this y
is minimal with respect to the order in Y;. Then x € I3(y, k). This proves
(4.20) for j = 3.

Next, we show the first inclusion in (4.21). Let z € B(y,3D¥). As
Ii(y,k) C I3(y, k), it suffices to show = € I1(y,k). If k = —S, this follows
immediately from the assumption on x and the definition of I;. Assume
k > —S. By the inductive statement (4.20) and D > 4, there is a ¢y € Yj_1
such that « € I3(y/, k — 1). By the inductive statement (4.21), we conclude
x € B(y',4D*1). By the triangle inequality with points z, y, ¥/, and D > 4,
we have y' € B(y, D¥). Tt follows by definition (4.16) that I3(y',k — 1) C
I1(y, k), and thus x € I3(y, k). This proves the first inclusion in (4.21).

We show the second inclusion in (4.21). Let x € I3(y,k). As I(y, k) C
Ir(y, k) directly from the definition (4.16), it follows by definition (4.17)
that = € Ix(y, k). By definition (4.16), there is ¢/ € Y;_1 N B(y,2D*) with
x € I3(y', k—1). By induction, = € B(y/,4D*"1). By the triangle inequality
applied to the points z,%/,y and D > 4, we conclude x € B(y,4DF). This
shows the second inclusion in (4.21) and completes the proof of the lemma.

O

Lemma 4.7 (cover by cubes). Let —S <1<k < S andy € Yy. We have

IB(y’ k) - U I3(yl’l) : (422)
y'ey

Proof. Let —S <1 <k < S and y € Yy. If | = k, the inclusion (4.22) is
true from the definition of set union. We may then assume inductively that
k > [ and the statement of the lemma is true if k is replaced by k — 1. Let
x € I3(y, k). By definition (4.17), « € I;(y, k) for some j € {1,2}. By (4.16),
x € Is(w, k — 1) for some w € Y;_1. We conclude (4.22) by induction. O

Lemma 4.8 (dyadic property). Let =S <1<k < S andy €Y, andy €Y,
with Is(y', 1) N I3(y, k) # 0. Then

I3(y/7l) - I3(y7k) (423)

Proof. Let I, k,y,y' be as in the lemma. Pick z € I3(y/,1)NI3(y, k). Assume
first [ = k. By (4.19) of Lemma 4.6, we conclude 3’ = y, and thus (4.23).
Now assume [ < k. By induction, we may assume that the statement of the
lemma is proven for k£ — 1 in place of k.

By Lemma 4.7, there is a y” € Y;_1 such that x € I3(y”,k — 1). By
induction, we have I3(y/,1) C Is5(y”,k —1). If | = k — 1, then by the
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disjointedness property of Lemma 4.6, we see that ¢’ = y”, and hence (4.23)
follows. For [ < k — 1, it remains to prove

Iy k—1) C Is(y, k). (4.24)

We make a case distinction and assume first z € Xj. By Definition (4.17),
we have x € I1(y, k). By Definition (4.16), there is a v € Yj_1 N B(y, DY)
with € I3(v,k —1). By (4.19) of Lemma 4.6, we have v = y”. By
Definition (4.16), we then have I3(y”,k — 1) C I1(y, k). Then (4.24) follows
by Definition (4.17) in the given case.

Assume now the case x ¢ Xj. By (4.17), we have x € I3(y, k). Moreover,
for any u < y in Yy, we have x & I3(u,k). Let u < y. By transitivity of
the order in Y}, we conclude = & Is(u, k). By (4.16) and the disjointedness
property of Lemma 4.6, we have I3(y”, k — 1) N Ix(u,k) = 0. Similarly,
I3(y", k — 1) N I1(u,k) = 0. Hence Is5(y", k — 1) NI3(u, k) = 0. Asu <y
was arbitrary, we conclude with (4.17) the claim in the given case. This
completes the proof of (4.24), and thus also (4.23). O

For —S <K <k < Sandy €Yy, yeY write (v, K|y, k) if I3(y', k') C
I5(y, k) and

. ) ¥
xexl\rg(y,k) p(y',x) <6D" . (4.25)

Lemma 4.9 (transitive boundary). Assume —S < k' < k' <k < S and
y' €Y,y €Y,y €Y. Assume there is x € X such that

T € -[3(?/”’ k”) N 13(y,a k/) N I3(y’ k) . (426)
If (' K" |y, k), the also (y", K"y, k') and (v, K|y, k)
Proof. As x € I3(y", K")N1I5(y', k') and k" < k', we have by Lemma 4.8 that
Is(y", k") C I3(y', k'). Similarly, I3(y', k') C I3(y, k). Pick 2’ € X \ I3(y, k)
such that

p(y",2') < 6D*" (4.27)

which exists as (y", k" |y, k). As 2’ € X \ I3(y, k') as well, we conclude
(y", K"y, k). By the triangle inequality, we have

p(y'.2") < p(y',x) + p(2,y") + p(y", 2) (4.28)

Using the choice of x and (4.21) as well as (4.27), we estimate this by
<4D" +4D" +6D*" < 6D" | (4.29)
where we have used D > 5 and k" < k’. We conclude (v, K|y, k). O

Lemma 4.10 (small boundary). Let K = 24+l For each —S+ K <k < S
and y € Yy we have

1
> nls(z.k = K)) < Spu(ls(y, k)) (4.30)
2€Yr_k:(2,k—K|y,k)

Proof. Let K be as in the lemma. Let —S + K <k < .S and y € Y;.
Pick k' so that k — K < k' < k. For each ¢y’ € Y;_ with (v, k— K|y, k),
by Lemma 4.7 and Lemma 4.8, there is a unique 3’ € Y3, such that
I3(y”7 k — K) C I3(y/7 k,) C I3(y7 k) : (431)
Using Lemma 4.9, (v/, K|y, k).
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We conclude using the disjointedness property of Lemma 4.6 that

oo B k=K)< Y u(yK)). (4.32)
y":(y" k—K]y.k) y':(y' K |y, k)
Adding over k — K < k' < k, and using

1 .
sy, k') < 2u(B(y', 7D"))
from the doubling property (1.5) and (4.21) gives

K Y k- K) (4.33)
y":(y" k—Kly,k)

1 .
< 240, /I k .
< > >, uBY.{D") (4.34)
k=K<k'<k [y :(y' K |yk)
Each ball B(y', 1 D*) occurring in (4.34) is contained in I3(y/, k') by (4.21)
and in turn contained in I3(y, k) by (4.31). Assume for the moment all these
balls are pairwise disjoint. Then by additivity of the measure,

K Y sy k- K)) < 2"u(Is(y, k) (4.35)
Y (y" k= Ky,k)
which by K = 249+ implies (4.30).

It thus remains to prove that the balls occurring in (4.34) are pairwise
disjoint. Let (u,l) and (u/,1') be two parameter pairs occurring in the sum
of (4.34) and let B(u,1D') and B(/, %Dl/) be the corresponding balls. If
[ =1, then the balls are equal or disjoint by (4.21) and (4.19) of Lemma 4.6.
Assume then without loss of generality that I’ < [. Towards a contradiction,
assume that

B(u, ipl) N B, iDl') £ (4.36)

As («/,U'|y, k), there is a point x in X \ Is(y,k) with p(z,u/) < 6DY.
Using D > 25, we conclude from the triangle inequality and (4.36) that
z € B(u,1D"). However, B(u,3D") C I3(u,l), and I3(u,l) C I3(y,k), a
contradiction to x ¢ I3(y, k). This proves the lemma. O

Lemma 4.11 (smaller boundary). Let K = 2%*! and let n > 0 be an
integer. Then for each —S +nK <k < S we have

> pI3(y' sk —nK)) < 27" u(I3(y, k) . (4.37)
yleykan:(y/7k7nK‘y7k)

Proof. We prove this by induction on n. If n = 0, both sides of (4.37) are
equal to u(I3(y, k)) by (4.19). If n = 1, this follows from Lemma 4.10.
Assume n > 1 and (4.37) has been proven for n — 1. We write (4.37)

> u(I3(y", k — nK)) (4.38)
y”eYk—nK:(y”?k_nK‘yvk)

= > > p(I3(y" k —nK))| (4.39)

Ve k(v k—Kly,k) | v €Yenk: (v k—nK|y k—K)
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Applying the induction hypothesis, this is bounded by
— S 2Tl k- K)) (4.40)
Y €Y x:(y k—Kly,k)
Applying (4.30) gives (4.37), and proves the lemma. O

Lemma 4.12 (boundary measure). For each —S < k < S and y € Yy and
0<t<1 withtD* > D=5 we have

n{z € I3y, k)« pla, X\ Is(y, k) < tDF}) < 21005 u(Ia(y,k)) . (4.41)

Proof. Let x € I3(y, k) with p(x, X \ I3(y,k)) < tDF. Let K = 2%+ as
in Lemma 4.11. Let n be the largest integer such that D™X < 1 so that

T
tDF < DK and .
w—K . (4-42)

Let k' = k — nK, by the assumption tD* > D™% we have ¥’ > —S. By
(4.22), there exists y' € Yy with = € I5(y/, k’). By the squeezing property
(4.21) and the assumption on z, we have
p(v', X\ Is(y, k) < p(x,y/) + p(z, X \ Is(y, k) < 4D¥ + D"
By the assumption on n and the definition of &/, this is
< 4DF 4+ DK - DK
Together with (4.23) thus (v, k'|y, k). We have shown that
{z € I(y.k) + ple, X \ I3y, k) < D"}
C U Ii(y' k —nkK).
Y EYk_nk:(y k—nK]|y,k)

Using monotonicity and additivity of the measure and Lemma 4.11, we
obtain

DK >

p({x € Is(y, k) = pla, X \ Is(y, k) < tD*}) < 27"u(Is(y, k) .
By (4.42) and the definition (2.1) of D, this is bounded by

a2 a2
{1/ 100 K100 1y, k)

which completes the proof by the definition (2.2) of &. O
Let D be the set of all I3(y, k) with k € [-S,S] and y € Yj. Define

s(I3(y, k) =k (4.43)

c(I3(y, k) =y. (4.44)

We show that (D, ¢, s) constitutes a grid structure. Property (2.10) follows
from (4.21), while (2.11) follows from Lemma 4.12.

Let 2 € B(o, D%). We show properties (2.7), (2.8) and (2.9) for (D, ¢, s)
and z.

We first show (2.7) by contradiction. Then there is an I violating the
conclusion of (2.7). Pick such I = I3(y,l) such that [ is minimal. By
assumption, we have —S < k < [; in particular —S < [. By definition,
I5(y,1) is contained in I1(y,1) U I2(y, 1), which is contained in the union of
Is5(y',1 — 1) with ¢/ € Y;_;. By minimality of [, each such I5(y/,l — 1) is
contained in the union of all I3(z, k) with z € Y. This proves (2.7).
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We now show (2.8). Assume to get a contradiction that there are non-
disjoint I, J € D with s(I) < s(J) and I ¢ J. We may assume the existence
of such I and J with minimal s(J) — s(I). Let k = s(I). Assume first
s(J) = k. Let I = I3(y1,k) and J = I3(y2, k) with y1,y2 € Yi. If y1 = yo,
then I = J, a contradiction to I ¢ J. If y; # yo, then I NJ = () by (4.19),
a contradiction to the non-disjointedness of I,J. Assume now s(J) > k.
Choose y € INJ. By property (2.7), there is K € D with s(K) = s(J)—1 and
y € K. By construction of .J, and pairwise disjointedness of all Is(w, s(J)—1)
that we have already seen, we have K C J. By minimality of s(.J), we have
I C K. This proves I C J and thus (2.8).

We next establish (2.9). Let —S < k < S. Using (4.20) for j = 3, we get

x € B(o,D%) C B(0,4D% —2D*) ¢ | ] Is(y, k). (4.45)
YEYy
Thus, there exists a dyadic cube I = I3(y, k) with s(I) = k and « € I. This
proves (2.9).

4.2. Proof of Lemma 4.2, tile structure. Choose a grid structure (D, ¢, s)
with Lemma 4.1 Let I € D. Suppose that

zc |J Brw1 (4.46)
VEQ(X)

is such that for any 9,0 € Z we have

Bro(9,0.3) N Byo(6,0.3) = 0. (4.47)
By Lemma 2.7 applied to each of the balls Bro(¥,1), ¢ € Q(X), we have
2] < 2*Q(X)] .

In particular, there exists a set Z satisfying both (4.46) and (4.47) of max-
imal cardinality among all such sets. We pick for each I € D such a set
Z(1).

Lemma 4.13 (frequency ball cover). For each I € D, we have
QXx)c |J Br@1c |J Brel(z07). (4.48)
YEQ(X) z€Z(I)

Proof. To show (4.48) note that the first inclusion is obvious. For the second
inclusion let 6 € Uyeq(x) Bre(9,1). By maximality of Z(I), there must be
a point z € Z(I) such that Bro(z,0.3) N Bro(6,0.3) # 0. Else, Z(I) U {0}
would be a set of larger cardinality than Z(I) satisfying (4.46) and (4.47).
Fix such z, and fix a point z; € Bjo(2,0.3) N Byo(#,0.3). By the triangle
inequality, we deduce that

dIO(Z,G) < dIO(Z,Zl) + dIO(H,Zl) <03+03=0.06,
and hence 6 € Bro(z,0.7). O

We define
B={(,z) : IeD,z€ Z(1)},
Z((I,2) =1 and Q((I,z)) = z.
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We further set

s(p) = s(Z(p)), c(p) = c(Z(p))-
Then (2.18), (2.19) hold by definition.
It remains to construct the map €, and verify properties (2.13), (2.14)
and (2.15). We first construct an auxiliary map €;. For each I € D, we
pick an enumeration of the finite set Z(I)

Z(I) = {2’1,... 7ZM}-
We define ©; : P — P(O) as below. Set
0((I,21)) = Bre(21,0.7)\ | J  Bie(2,03)
ze€Z(I)\{=1}
and then define iteratively

0 ((I,21)) = Bro(21,07)\ |J  Bie(2,03) U O1((1, %)) . (4.49)

2€Z(I)\{z}
Lemma 4.14 (disjoint frequency cubes). For each I € D, and p1,p2 € B(I),
if
Q1 (p1) N (p2) # 0,
then p1 = pa.

Proof. By the definition of the map Z, we have

P) ={(,2) : z€ Z(D)}.
By (4.49), the set Q1((I, z;)) is disjoint from each ;((I, z;)) with i < k.

Thus the sets Q1(p), p € P(I) are pairwise disjoint. O
Lemma 4.15 (frequency cube cover). For each I € D, it holds that
U Bronc | 2k (4.50)
z€Z(I) PEB(I)
For every p € B, it holds that
Bp(Q(p),03) € Qu(p) C By(Q(p), 0.7).- (4.51)

Proof. For (4.51) let p = (I,2). The second inclusion in (4.51) then follows
from (4.49) and the equality B,(Q(p),0.7) = Bro(2,0.7), which is true by
definition. For the first inclusion in (4.51) let ¥ € B,(Q(p),0.3). Let k be
such that z = z; in the enumeration we chose above. It follows immediately
from (4.49) and (4.47) that 9 ¢ Qy((1, z;)) for all ¢ < k. Thus, again from
(4.49), we have 9 € Q1 ((1, zx)).

To show (4.50) let ¥ € U,cz(p) Bre(2,0.7). If there exists z € Z(I) with
¥ € Bro(z,0.3), then

z e Ql U Ql
pER()
by the first inclusion in (4.51).

Now suppose that there exists no z € Z(I) with ¥ € Bro(z,0.3). Let k be
minimal such that ¥ € Bro(zg,0.7). Since Q;((I, 2;)) C Bro(2i,0.7) for each
i by (4.49), we have that ¢ ¢ Q1((1, 2;)) for all ¢ < k. Hence ¥ € Q1((1, z)),
again by (4.49). O
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Now we are ready to define the function €2. For all cubes I € D such that
there exists no J € D with I C J and I # J, we define for all p € (1)

Q(p) = N (p). (4.52)
For cubes I € D for which there exists J € D with I C J and I # J, we
define €2 by recursion. We can pick an inclusion minimal J € D among the
finitely many cubes such that I C J and I # J. This J is unique: Suppose
that J' is another inclusion minimal cube with I C J’ and I # J’. Without
loss of generality, we have that s(J) < s(J'). By (2.8), it follows that J C J'.
Since J’ is minimal with respect to inclusion, it follows that J = J’. Then
we define
ap = U 2)UBQp),02). (4.53)

2€Z(J)NQ (p)

Lemma 4.16 (dyadic frequency cubes). With this definition, (2.13), (2.14)
and (2.15) hold.

Proof. First, we prove (2.15). If I € D is maximal in D with respect to
set inclusion, then (2.15) holds for all p € B(I) by (4.52) and (4.51). Now
suppose that I is not maximal in D with respect to set inclusion. Then we
may assume by induction that for all J € D with I C J and all p’ € B(J),
(2.15) holds. Let J be the unique minimal cube in D with I C J.

Suppose that ¥ € Q(p). If ¥ € B,(Q(p),0.2), then since

BP(Q(p)7O'2) - Bp(Q(P), 1) )

we conclude that ¥ € B,(Q(p),0.7). If not, by (4.53), there exists z €
Z(J)NQ(p) with ¥ € Q(J, z). Using the triangle inequality and (4.51), we
obtain

d;o(Q(p), 19) < dfo(Q(p), Z) 4+ dje (Z, 79) < 0.7+ djpo (Z, 19) .
By Lemma 2.8 and the induction hypothesis, this is estimated by
<0.74+27%%50(2,9) <0.7+27%. 1< 1.

This shows the second inclusion in (2.15). The first inclusion is immediate
from (4.53).

Next, we show (2.13). Let I € D.

If I is maximal with respect to inclusion, then disjointedness of the sets
Q(p) for p € P(I) follows from the definition (4.52) and Lemma 4.14. To
obtain the inclusion in (2.13) one combines the inclusions (4.48) and (4.50)
of Lemma 4.15 with (4.52).

Now we turn to the case where there exists J € D with I C J and
I # J. In this case we use induction: It suffices to show (2.13) under the
assumption that it holds for all cubes J € D with I C J. As shown before
definition (4.53), we may choose the unique inclusion minimal such J. To
show disjointedness of the sets Q(p),p € P(I) we pick two tiles p,p’ € P(I)
and ¢ € Q(p) N Q(p’). Then we are by (4.53) in one of the following four
cases.

1. There exist z € Z(J) N Q1 (p) such that ¥ € Q(J, z), and there exists
2 e Z(J)NQ1(p") such that ¢ € Q(J, 2'). By the induction hypothesis, that
(2.13) holds for J, we must have z = 2/. By Lemma 4.14, we must then
have p = p’.
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2. There exists z € Z(J) N Q(p) such that ¥ € Q(J,2), and ¥ €
By (Q(p),0.2). Using the triangle inequality, Lemma 2.8 and (2.15), we
obtain

dy (Q(p'), 2) < dy (Q(p'),9) + dyr(2,9) < 0.2+27%%.1 <0.3.

Thus z € Q1(p’) by (4.51). By Lemma 4.14, it follows that p = p’.

3. There exists 2/ € Z(J) N Qq(p’) such that 9 € Q(J,2'), and 9 €
B,(Q(p),0.2). This case is the same as case 2., after swapping p and p’.

4. We have ¥ € B,(Q(p),0.2) N By (Q(p'),0.2). In this case it follows
that p = p’ since the sets B, (Q(p),0.2) are pairwise disjoint by the inclusion
(4.51) and Lemma 4.14.

To show the inclusion in (2.13), let ¥ € Q(X). By the induction hypoth-
esis, there exists p € P(J) such that 9 € Q(p). By definition of the set B,
we have p = (J, z) for some z € Z(J). By (4.46), there exists x € X with
djo(Q(x),z) < 1. By Lemma 2.8, it follows that dr-(Q(z),z) < 1. Thus, by
(4.48), there exists 2z’ € Z(I) with z € Bo(2/,0.7). Then by Lemma (4.15)
there exists p’ € P(I) with z € Z(J) N Q1 (p’). Consequently, by (4.53),
¥ € Q(p’). This completes the proof of (2.13).

Finally, we show (2.14). Let p,q € P with Z(p) C Z(p) and Q(p) N Q(q) #
0. If we have s(p) > s(q), then it follows from (2.8) that I = J, thus
p,q € PB(I). By (2.13) we have then either Q(p) NQ(q) = 0 or Q(p) = Q(q).
By the assumption in (2.14) we have Q(p) N Q(q) # 0, so we must have
Q(p) = Q(q) and in particular Q(q) C Q(p).

So it remains to show (2.14) under the additional assumption that s(q) >
s(p). In this case, we argue by induction on s(q) — s(p). By (2.7), there
exists a cube J € D with s(J) =s(q) — 1 and JNZ(p) # . We pick one
such J. By (2.8), we have Z(p) C J C Z(q).

By (4.46), there exists x € X with dq(Q(z),Q(q)) < 1. By Lemma 2.8,
it follows that djo(Q(x), Q(q)) < 1. Thus, by (4.48), there exists 2’ € Z(J)
with Q(q) € Byo(z/,0.7). Then by Lemma 4.15 there exists q’ € B(J) with
Q(q) € N(q). By (4.53), it follows that Q(q) C Q(q'). Note that then
Z(p) € Z(q') and Q(p) N 2(q") # 0 and s(q’) —s(p) = s(q) —s(p) — 1. Thus,
we have by the induction hypothesis that Q(q’) C Q(p). This completes the
proof. O

5. PROOF OF DISCRETE CARLESON (PrOP. 2.2)

Let a grid structure (D, ¢, s) and a tile structure (3,7, 2, Q) for this grid
structure be given. In Subsection 5.1, we decompose the set B of tiles into
subsets. Each subset will be controlled by one of three methods. The guiding
principle of the decomposition is to be able to apply the forest estimate of
Proposition 2.4 to the final subsets defined in (5.23). This application is
done in Subsection 5.4. The miscellaneous subsets along the construction of
the forests will either be thrown into exceptional sets, which are defined and
controlled in Subsection 5.2, or will be controlled by the antichain estimate
of Proposition 2.3, which is done in Subsection 5.5. Subsection 5.3 contains
some auxiliary lemmas needed for the proofs in Subsections 5.4-5.5.

5.1. Organisation of the tiles. In the following definitions, k,n, and j
will be nonnegative integers. Define C(G, k) to be the set of I € D such that
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there exists a J € D with I C J and

w(GNJ) > 275 (), (5.1)
but there does not exist a J € D with I C J and
w(GNJ)>27Fu(). (5.2)
Let
Bk)={p P : Z(p) €C(G.k)} (5:3)
Define M(k,n) to be the set of p € P(k) such that
p(Er(p)) > 27" u(Z(p)) (5.4)
and there does not exist p’ € P(k) with p’ # p and p < p’ such that
EL(p') > 27" (Z(p"))- (5.5)

Define for a collection " C P(k)

AR e R SR e TR
Sorting by density, we define
C(k,n) = {p € P(k) : 21927" < dens|, ({p}) < 2'927 "1}, (5.7)
Following Fefferman [Fef73], we define for p € €(k, n)
B(p) :={meM(k,n) : 100p < m} (5.8)
and
¢ (k,n,j) == {p € €(k,n) : 29 <|B(p)| < 27T}, (5.9)
and
Lo(k,n) == {p € €(k,n) : [B(p)| <1}. (5.10)

Together with the following removal of minimal layers, the splitting into
¢ (k,n,j) will lead to a separation of trees. Define recursively for 0 < [ <
Z(n+1)

Li(k,n,j,1) (5.11)
to be the set of minimal elements with respect to < in
Ql(kan’j) \ U Sl(k’naj?l/)' (512)
o<l<l
Define
Co(k,n,§) = C(kn, )\ | Sk gl). (5.13)
0<U'<Z(n+1)

The remaining tile organization will be relative to prospective tree tops,
which we define now. Define
h(k,n, ) (5.14)

to be the set of all u € €;(k,n,j) such that for all p € €;(k,n,j) with Z(u)
strictly contained in Z(p) we have By (Q(u),100) N B,(Q(p), 100) = 0.

We first remove the pairs that are outside the immediate reach of any of
the prospective tree tops. Define

22(kan’j) (515)
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to be the set of all p € €5(k, n, j) such that there does not exist u € 14 (k, n, j)
with Z(p) # Z(u) and 2p < u. Define

Cs(k,n,j) = Ca(k,n, j) \ La(k,m,j). (5.16)

We next remove the maximal layers. Define recursively for 0 < [ <
Z(n+1)

£3(k7 n7j7 l) (517)
to be the set of all maximal elements with respect to < in
63(kan’j) \ U 23(}{3,71,]',[/). (518)
o<l'<l
Define
Cak,n,j) = (k) \ | La(k,m,4,0). (5.19)
0<I<Z(n+1)

Finally, we remove the boundary pairs relative to the prospective tree
tops. Define

L(u) (5.20)
to be the set of all I € D with I C Z(u) and s(I) =s(u) — Z(n+1) — 1 and
B(c(I),8D°DYy ¢ T(u). (5.21)

Define

to be the set of all p € €4(k, n,j) such that there exists u € {;(k,n,j) with
Z(p) € UL(u), and define
9:5(]§?,7’L,j) = ¢4(]€,7’L,j) \£4(k7n7]) (523)

We define three exceptional sets. The first exceptional set G takes into
account the ratio of the measures of F' and G. Define Pr g to be the set of
all p € P with

densy ({p}) > gro5 UE) (5.24)
(&)
Define
Gi= |J Z(. (5.25)
pePr.c
For an integer A > 0, define A(A, k,n) to be the set of all z € X such that
> Agp(@) > 1+ A2 (5.26)
peM(k,n)
and define
Gy:=|J |J A@2n+6,k,n). (5.27)
k>0 k<n
Define

ag=JU U U zw. (5.28)

k>0 n>k 0<j<2n+3 peLy(k,n,j)
Define G’ = G1 UGy U G3 The following bound of the measure of G’ will be
proven in Subsection 5.2.

Lemma 5.1 (exceptional set). We have
W) <27 2(G). (5.20)
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In Subsection 5.4, we identify each set €5(k,n, j) outside G’ as forest and
use Proposition 2.4 to prove the following lemma.

Lemma 5.2 (forest union). Let
Bi=UU U &kEny) (5.30)
k>0n>k 0<j<2n+3

For all f: X — C with |f| < 1p we have

43503 1 1
Tof| dp < (G p(F)a . 5.31
L POR L e (5.31)

In Subsection 5.5, we decompose the complement of the set of tiles in
Lemma 5.2 and apply the antichain estimate of Proposition 2.3 to prove the
following lemma.

Lemma 5.3 (forest complement). Let

Po =P\ P (5.32)
For all f: X — C with |f| < 1r we have

210a® 1 1
T,f| du < (G " p(F)a 5.33
L 30 o] < @) ) (5.39)

Proposition 2.2 follows by applying triangle inequality to (2.22) according
to the splitting in Lemma 5.2 and Lemma 5.3 and using both Lemmas as
well as the bound on the set G’ given by Lemma 5.1.

5.2. Proof of Lemma 5.1, the exceptional sets. We prove separate
bounds for Gy, G, and G3 in Lemmas 5.4, 5.9, and 5.13. Adding up these
bounds proves Lemma 5.1.

The bound for G is follows from the Vitali covering lemma, Proposition
2.6.

Lemma 5.4 (first exception). We have

u(Gr) < 274(G). (5.34)
Proof. Let
_ 2a+5ﬂ
BT

For each p € Prg pick a 7(p) > 4D5P) with

p(F 0 B(c(p),r(p)) = Kp(B(c(p), r(p))) -

This ball exists by definition of Br and densy. By applying Proposition
2.6to the collection of balls

B={B(c(p),r(p)) : p€Pra}

and the function u = 1, we obtain

p(JB) < 229 KT (F) .
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We conclude with (2.10) and 7(p) > 4D5¥)

p@G)=p( |J Z0) <p(UB) < 22M K u(F) = 27u(G) .
PePr.c

O

We turn to the bound of Ga, which relies on the Dyadic Covering Lemma
5.5 and the John-Nirenberg Lemma 5.8 below.

Lemma 5.5 (dense cover). For each k > 0, the union of all dyadic cubes
in C(G, k) has measure at most 2871 p(G) .

Proof. The union of dyadic cubes in C(G, k) is contained the union of ele-
ments of the set M(k) of all dyadic cubes J with u(GN.J) > 27F1u(J).
The union of elements in the set M (k) is contained in the union of elements
in the set M* (k) of maximal elements in M (k) with respect to set inclusion.
Hence

nlUJe@ k) <M k) < Y0 ul) (5.35)

JEM* (k)

Using the definition of M (k) and then the pairwise disjointedness of elements
in M*(k), we estimate (5.35) by

<2 u(InG) < 2P uG). (5.36)
JeM* (k)
This proves the lemma. O
Lemma 5.6 (pairwise disjoint). If p,p’ € M(k,n) and
Ei(p) N EL(p') # 0, (5.37)
then p =yp'.

Proof. Let p,p’ be as in the lemma. By definition of Fy, we have E;(p) C
Z(p) and analogously for p’, we conclude from (5.37) that Z(p) NZ(p’) # 0.
Let without loss of generality Z(p) be maximal in {Z(p),Z(p’)}, then Z(p') C
Z(p). By (5.37), we conclude by definition of F that Q(p) N Q(p’) # (0. By
(2.14) we conclude Q(p) C Q(p’). It follows that p’ < p. By maximality
(5.5) of p’, we have p’ = p. This proves the lemma. O

Lemma 5.7 (dyadic union). For each x € A(\, k,n), there is a dyadic cube
I that contains x and is a subset of A(\, k,n).

Proof. Fix k,n,\,x as in the lemma such that x € A(\, k,n). Let M be
the set of dyadic cubes Z(p) with p in 9M(k,n) and = € Z(p). By definition
of A(\,k,n), the cardinality of M is at least 1+ A2""1. Let I be a cube of
smallest scale in M. Then [ is contained in all cubes of M. It follows that
Ic A\ Ek,n). O

Lemma 5.8 (John Nirenberg). For all integers k,n, A > 0, we have
(AN k,n)) < 26172 0(@) . (5.38)
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Proof. Fix k,n as in the lemma and suppress notation to write A(\) for
A(A k,n). We prove the lemma by induction on A\. For A\ = 0, we use
that A(X\) by definition of 9 (k,n) is contained in the union of elements in
C(G,k). Lemma 5.5 then completes the base of the induction.

Now assume that the statement of Lemma 5.8 is proven for some integer
A > 0. The set A(A+ 1) is contained in the set A(X). Let M be the set of
dyadic cubes which are a subset of A(\). By Lemma 5.7, the union of M is
A()N). Let M* be the set of maximal dyadic cubes in M.

Let L € M*. For each = € L, we have

Y (@) = > Lz (z) + > 1z (). (5.39)
peM(k,n) peM(k,n):Z(p)CL peM(k,n):Z(p)ZL

If the second sum on the right-hand-side is not zero, there is an element of
D strictly containing L. Let L be such a dyadic cube with minimal s(L).
Then L is contained in Z(p) for all p contributing to the second sum in
(5.39). Hence the second sum in (5.39) is constant on L. By maximality
of L, the second sum is less than 1 + A\2"*! somewhere on ﬁ, thus on all
of L and consequently also at z. If z is in addition in A(X 4 1), then the
left-hand-side of (5.39) is at least 1+ (A +1)2""! so we have by the triangle
inequality for the first sum on the right-hand side

> 1z (z) > 2", (5.40)
peM(k,n):Z(p)CL
By Lemma 5.6, we have
Yo u(Ei(p) < (L) (5.41)
peM(k,n):Z(p)CL
Multiplying by 2" and applying (5.4), we obtain
S u(Im) < 2(L). (5.42)
peM(k,n):Z(p)CL

We then have with (5.40) and (5.42)

"L (AN+1)N L) = / 2"y (5.43)
AF1)
/ > Lzgpydp < 2"u(L). (5.44)
pEM(k,n):L(p)C
Hence
2u(AAN+1) =2 > pAA+1)NL) < D p(L) =p(AN). (545)

LeM* LeM*

Using the induction hypothesis, this proves (5.38) for A + 1 and completes
the proof of the lemma. O

Lemma 5.9 (second exception). We have

w(Ge) <2700(G). (5.46)
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Proof. We use Lemma 5.8 and sum twice a geometric series to obtain

DD ulA@2n+6,k,n)) <N 2MITP(G) (5.47)

0<k k<n 0<k k<n

<Y 2@ <27u(@). (5.48)
0<k
This proves the lemma. O

We turn to the set Gs.

Lemma 5.10 (top tiles). We have
S (E(m) < 2H2(G). (5.49)
meM(k,n)

Proof. We write the left-hand side of (5.49)
|21

[ Y i@t <2 > A ki (5.50)
meM(k,n)
Using Lemma 5.8 and then summing a geometric series, we estimate this by
|2
<27 TR (@) < 2R (@), (5.51)
A=1
This proves the lemma. U

Lemma 5.11 (tree count). Let k,n,j > 0. We have for every x € X

Z 1I(u) (z) < 2772% Z 1I(m) (x) (5'52)

ueily (k,n,j) meM(k,n)

Proof. Let x € X. For each u € 4 (k,n,j) with x € Z(u), as u € & (k, n, j),
there are at least 2/ elements m € M(k, n) with 100u < m and in particular
x € I(m). Hence

Lo (z) <277 > Lz(m)(@). (5.53)
meM(k,n):100usm

Conversely, for each m € M(k,n) with z € Z(m), let LU(m) be the set of
u € Uy (k,n,j) with z € Z(u) and 100u < m. Summing (5.53) over u and
counting the pairs (u, m) with 100u < m differently gives

Yo Azwm@ <27 Y D> gm(a). (5.54)
ueily (k,n,j) meM(k,n) ucsl(m)

We estimate the number of elements in $(m). Let u € $f(m). Then by
definition of 4((m)

d,(Q(u), Q(m)) < 100. (5.55)
If v is a further element in $4(m) with u # v/, then
Q(m) € By(Q(1),100) N By (Q(u'), 100) . (5.56)

By the last display and definition of $4; (k, n, j), none of Z(u), Z(u') is strictly
contained in the other. As both contain z, we have Z(u) = Z(u'). We then
have d, = d,y.
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By (2.15), the balls B, (Q(u),0.2) and B, (Q(u’),0.2) are contained respec-
tively in Q(u) and Q(u') and thus are disjoint by (2.13). By (5.55) and the
triangle inequality, both balls are contained in B, (Q(m), 100.2).

By (1.11) applied nine times, there is a collection of at most 2°¢ balls of
radius 0.2 with respect to the metric dy, which cover the ball B, (Q(m), 100.2).
Let B’ be a ball in this cover. As the center of B’ can be in at most one of
the disjoint balls B, (Q(u),0.2) and B,(Q(u'),0.2), the ball B’ can contain
at most one of the points u, u’.

Hence the set {(m) has at most 2°* many elements. Inserting this into
(5.54) proves the lemma. O

Lemma 5.12 (boundary exception). Let L(u) be as defined in (5.20). We
have for each u € Uy (k,n,l),

p( | 1) <2190 p=rZeiDy(Z(w)). (5.57)

IeL(u)
Proof. Let u € Y;(k,n,l). Let I € L(u). Then we have s(I) = s(u) —
Z(n+1)—1and I C Z(u) and B(c(I),8D°1)) ¢ T(u). By (2.10), the set
I is contained in B(c(I),4D*1)). By the triangle inequality, the set I is
contained in
X) :={zeZ(u) : plz,X \Z(u)) < 12DsW-ZM+D-11 (5.58)

By the small boundary property (2.11), noting that

12Ds(u)fZ(n+1)fl — 12Ds(1) > D*S ’

we have
2
u(X (W) < 2190 (12D~ 20D =)y (T 1),
Using £ < 1 and D > 12, this proves the lemma. O
Lemma 5.13 (third exception). We have
u(Gs) < 27*u(G). (5.59)
Proof. As each p € £4(k,n,j) is contained in UL(u) for some u € 4 (k,n,1),
we have
W U ozen< Yo w U D (5.60)
peLy(k,n,j) uetly (k,n,j)  I€L(u)
Using Lemma 5.12 and then Lemma 5.11, we estimate this further by
< Z 2100a2DfnZ(n+1)M(I(u)) (5.61)
ueily (k,n,j)
< 2100a2+9a+17j Z D*HZ(nqu)lu(I(m)) ) (562)
meM(k,n)
Using Lemma 5.10, we estimate this by
< 2100a2+9a+17jDf/fZ(n+1)2n+12k+1lu(G) ‘ (5.63)

Now we estimate G5 defined in (5.28) by

G <Y 3 > w0 (5.64)

k>0 n>k 0<j<2n+3  peLa(k,n,j)
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2 —Jin—rZ(n
< Z Z Z 9100a +9a+3+n+k ip Z( +1),U'(G) (565)

k>0 n>k 0<j<2n+3

Summing geometric series, using that D*% > 8 by (2.1), (2.2) and (2.3), we
estimate this by

< Z Z 91000 +9a+4tntk —rZ(nt1) () (5.66)

k>0 n>k
- Z 9100a® +9a+4+2k )—rZ (k+1) Z ankDfnZ(n*k)lu(G) (5.67)
< Z 91000 +9a-+5+2k —rZ(k+1) () (5.68)

k>0

< 9100a%+9a+6 y=KZ () (5.69)
Using D = 2'909% and ¢ > 4 and kZ > 2 by (2.1) and (2.2) proves the
lemma. =

5.3. Auxiliary lemmas. Before proving Lemma 5.2 and Lemma 5.3, we
collect some useful properties of <.

Lemma 5.14 (wiggle order 1). If np < mp’ and n’ > n and m > m’ then
n/p 5 m/p/.

Proof. This follows immediately from the definition (2.24) of < and the two
inclusions B, (Q(p),n) C Bp(Q(p),n") and By (Q(p'), m') C By (Q(p'), m).

]
Lemma 5.15 (wiggle order 2).
Letn,m > 1. If p,p’ € P with Z(p) #Z(p') and
np Sp' (5.70)
then
(n+27%%m)p <myp'. (5.71)

Proof. The assumption (5.70) together with the definition (2.24) of < implies
that Z(p) € Z(p'). Let ¥ € By (Q(p'),m). Then we have by the triangle
inequality

dp(Q(p), V) < dp(Q(p), Qb)) + dp(QP"), V)
Using (5.70) and (2.24) for the first summand, and Lemma 2.8 for the second
summand, this is estimated by
n+ 279, (Q(p'), ) < n+2"%m.
Thus By (Q(p'),m) C By(Q(p),n + 279%m). Combined with Z(p) C Z(p'),
this yields (5.71). O

Lemma 5.16 (wiggle order 3). The following implications hold for all q,q’ €
B

95q and A >1 = A\ S\, (5.72)
109 < q and q #q = 100q < 1009’ (5.73)
29 <q and q#q = 4q9 <500q . (5.74)

Proof. All three implications are easy consequences of Lemma 5.14, Lemma
5.15 and the fact that a > 4. O
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We call a collection 2 of tiles convex if
p<p <pandp,p’ A = p cA. (5.75)
Lemma 5.17 (P convex). For each k, the collection B(k) is convex.

Proof. Suppose that p < p’ < p” and p,p” € P(k). By (5.3) we have
Z(p),Z(p") € C(G, k), so there exists by (5.1) some J € D with

(') cZ(¢") c 7
and p(G NJ) > 275 1u(J). Thus (5.1) holds for Z(p’). On the other hand,
by (5.2), there exists no J € D with Z(p) C J and u(GN.J) > 2% u(J). Since

Z(p) C Z(p'), this implies that (5.2) holds for Z(p’). Hence Z(p’) € C(G, k),
and therefore by (5.3) p’ € P(k). O

Lemma 5.18 (C convex). For each k,n, the collection €(k,n) is conves.

Proof. Let p < p’ < p” with p,p” € €(k,n). Then, in particular, p,p” €
B (k), so, by Lemma 5.17, p’ € P(k). Next, we show that if g < q' € P(k)
then dens)({q}) > dens,({q'}). If p € P(k) and A > 2 with \q’ < Ap,
then it follows from q < ¢’, (5.72) of Lemma 5.16 and transitivity of < that
Aq < Ap. Thus the supremum in the definition (5.6) of densj ({q}) is over
a superset of the set the supremum in the definition of densj ({q’}) is taken
over, which shows dens({q}) > dens)({q'}). From p’ < p”, p" € €(k,n)
and (5.7) it then follows that

219277 < dens; ({p"}) < densi({p'}) -
Similarly, it follows from p < p’, p € €(k,n) and (5.7) that
dens)({p'}) < dens)({p}) < 2102771,
Thus p’ € €(k,n). O

Lemma 5.19 (C1 convex). For each k,n,j, the collection € (k,n,j) is
convex.

Proof. Let p < p’ < p” with p,p” € €1(k,n,j). By Lemma 5.18 and the
inclusion € (k,n,j) C €(k,n), which holds by definition (5.9), we have p’ €
¢(k,n). By (5.72) and transitivity of < we have that q < ¢’ and 100’ < m
imply 100g < m. So, by (5.8), B(p”) C B(p’) C B(p). Consequently, by
(5.9)

20 < |B(p")| < 1B < IBp)| < 271,
thus p’ € €1 (k,n, 7). O
Lemma 5.20 (C2 convex). For each k,n,j, the collection €3(k,n,j) is
conver.
Proof. Let p <p’ <p” with p,p” € €(k,n,j). By (5.13), we have

62(kan’j) C Q:l(k’naj) .

Combined with Lemma 5.19, it follows that p’ € &€;(k,n,j). Suppose that
p’ ¢ Ca(k,n,j). By (5.13), this implies that there exists 0 <1’ < Z(n + 1)
with p’ € £1(k,n,j,1"). By the definition (5.11) of £1(k,n, j,I'), this implies
that p is minimal with respect to < in €(k,n,7) \ U,y £1(k,n, j,1). Since
p € €(k,n,j) we must have p # p’. Thus p < p’ and p # p’. By minimality
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of p’ it follows that p ¢ €(k,n,5) \ U;cp £1(k,n,j,1). But by (5.13) this
implies p ¢ Co(k, n, ), a contradiction. O

Lemma 5.21 (C3 convex). For each k,n,j, the collection €3(k,n,j) is
convex.

Proof. Let p < p' < p” with p,p” € €3(k,n,j). By (5.16) and Lemma 5.20
it follows that p’ € €5(k,n,j). Suppose that p’ ¢ €3(k,n,j). Then, by
(5.16) and (5.15), there exists u € 4y (k,n,j) with 2p’ < uand Z(p') # Z(u).
Together this gives Z(p’) C Z(u). From p’ < p, (5.72) and transitivity of <
we then have 2p < u. Also, Z(p) C Z(p') € Z(u), so Z(p) # Z(u). But then
p € £9(k,n,7), contradicting by (5.16) the assumption p € €3(k,n,j). O

Lemma 5.22 (C4 convex). For each k,n,j, the collection €4(k,n,j) is
conver.

Proof. Let p < p’ < p” with p,p” € €4(k,n,j). As before we obtain from
the inclusion €4(k, n,j) C €3(k,n,j) and Lemma 5.21 that p’ € €3(k,n, j).
Thus, if p’ ¢ €4(k, n, j) then by (5.17) there exists [ such that p’ € £5(k, n, j,1).
Thus p’ is maximal with respect to < in €3(k,n,7) \ Up<p; £3(k, 1, 5,1).
Since p” € €4(k,n,j) we must have p’ # p”. Thus p’ < p” and p’ # p”. By
minimality of p” it follows that p” ¢ €3(k,n,7) \ U,y £3(k,n,5,1). But by
(5.19) this implies p” ¢ €4(k,n,j), a contradiction. O

Lemma 5.23 (C5 convex). For each k,n,j, the collection €5(k,n,j) is
conver.

Proof. Let p < p’ < p” with p,p” € €5(k,n,j). Then p,p” € €4(k,n,j)
by (5.23), and thus by Lemma 5.22 also p’ € €4(k,n,j). Suppose that
p' ¢ C5(k,n,j). By (5.23), it follows that p’ € £4(k,n,j). By (5.22), there
exists u € y(k,n,j) with Z(p’) € [JL(u). Then also Z(p) C |JL(u), a

contradiction. g
Lemma 5.24 (dens compare). We have for every k > 0 and B’ C B(k)

dens; (P') < dens), (). (5.76)
Proof. Tt suffices to show that for all p’ € P’ and A\ > 2 and p € P(P’) with
Ap” < Ap we have

pEO) o a(EOR) 6.77)

WIZP) T prepr)ap < HMIH7))
Let such p’, A, p be given. It suffices to show that p € P(k), that is, it
satisfies (5.1) and (5.2).

We show (5.1). As p € B(P'), there exists p” € P with Z(p') € Z(p”).
By assumption on ', we have p” € (k) and there exists J € D with
Z(p") C J and

w(GNJT) > 27 ). (5.78)
Then also Z(p’) C J, which proves (5.1) for p.

We show (5.2). Assume to get a contradiction that there exists J € D

with Z(p) C J and

w(GNJ) > 27Fu(). (5.79)
As A\p" < Ap, we have Z(p') C Z(p), and therefore Z(p’) C J. This contradicts
p’ € P’ C P(k). This proves (5.2) for p. O
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Lemma 5.25 (C densl). For each set 2 C €(k,n), we have
dens; () < 227" FL,

Proof. We have by Lemma 5.24 that dens;(2) < dens, (). Since 2 C
&(k,n), it follows from monotonicity of suprema and the definition (5.6)

that dens) () < dens} (€(k,n)). By (5.6) and (5.7), we have

dens),(¢(k,n)) = sup dens({p}) < 24227 F!,
pec(k,n)

5.4. Proof of Lemma 5.2, the forests. Fix k,n,j > 0. Define
Q:G(k7 naj)
to be the set of all tiles p € €5(k, n,j) such that Z(p) ¢ G’. The following
chain of lemmas establishes that the set €4(k,n, j) can be written as a union
of a small number of n-forests.
For u € 84y (k, n, j), define
Tiw) = {p € Ci(kin,j) Z(p) £Z(w), 29 Su}.  (5.80)

Define

Us(kyn, ) :i={ueth(k,n,j) : Ti(u)N&(k,n,j) £ 0}. (5.81)

Define a relation ~ on Us(k,n,j) by setting u ~ v’ for u,u’ € s (k, n, j)
if u =1 or there exists p in ¥ (u) with 10p < u'.

Lemma 5.26 (relation geometry). If u ~ ', then Z(u) = Z(v') and
Bu(Q(1),100) N By (Q('), 100) # 0 .

Proof. Let u,u’ € Us(k,n, j) with u ~u'. If u = v’ then the conclusion of the
Lemma clearly holds. Else, there exists p € €;(k,n, j) such that Z(p) # Z(u)
and 2p < u and 10p < u'. Using Lemma 5.14 and (5.73) of Lemma 5.16, we
deduce that

100p < 100w,  100p < 100u’ . (5.82)

Now suppose that B, (Q(u),100)N B, (Q(u'), 100) = (). Then we have B(u)N
B(u') = 0, by the definition (5.8) of B and the definition (2.24) of <, but
also B(u) C B(p) and B(u') C B(p), by (5.8), (2.24) and (5.82) Hence,

[B(p)| > [Bu)| + B > 27 +27 =27,
which contradicts p € €;(k, n, j). Therefore we must have
Bu(Q(x), 100) N By (Q(), 100) £ 0.

It follows from 2p < u and 10p < o' that Z(p) € Z(u) and Z(p) C Z(u').
By (2.8), it follows that Z(u) and Z(u') are nested. Combining this with
the conclusion of the last paragraph and definition (5.14) of 4, (k,n, j), we
obtain that Z(u) = Z(v'). O

Lemma 5.27 (equivalence relation). For each k,n,j, the relation ~ on
Us(k,m, j) is an equivalence relation.



CARLESON OPERATORS ON DOUBLING METRIC MEASURE SPACES 39

Proof. Reflexivity holds by definition. For transitivity, suppose that
wu' u” e Uy (k,n,j)
and u ~ v, v ~u”. By Lemma 5.26, it follows that Z(u) = Z(v') = Z(u"),
that there exists
9 € By(Q(u),100) N By (Q(u'), 100)
and that there exists
0 € By (Q(u),100) N By (Q(u"),100) .

If u =, then u ~ u” holds by assumption. Else, there exists by the
definition of ~ some p € T1(u) with 10p < /. Then we have 2p < u and
p # u by definition of ¥ (u), so 4p < 500u by (5.74). For g € By (Q(u”),1)
it follows by the triangle inequality that
du(Qu), @) < du(Q(u), V) + du(¥, Q1))
+ du(Q(W),0) + du(0, Q")) + du(Qu"), q) -

Using (2.17) and the fact that Z(u) = Z(v') = Z(u”) this equals

du(Q(u)7 79) + dy (197 Q(ul))

+ dy (Q),0) + dwr (0, Q")) + dwr (Q(u"), q)

< 100 + 100 4 100 4+ 100 + 1 < 500.

Since 4p < 500u, it follows that dp(Q(p),q) < 4 < 10. We have shown
that Bu//(Q( ’),1) C By(Q(p),10), combining this with Z(u”) = Z(u) gives
u~u’

For symmetry suppose that u ~ u’. By Lemma (5.26), it follows that
Z(u) = Z(v') and that there exists ¥ € By(Q(u),100) N By (Q(u'),100).
Again, for u = v’ symmetry is obvious. If u # v/, then there exists p € 1 (1)
with 10p < u. By definition of ¥;(u'), Lemma 5.14 and (5.74), it follows
that

10p < 4p < 5000 . (5.83)

If ¢ € B,(Q(u),1) then we have from the triangle inequality and the fact
that Z(u) = Z(v'):

dy (Q), q) < dw (QW'), ¥) + duw (9, Q1)) + du (Q(w), q)

= dy (QW'), V) + du(¥, Q) + du(Q(w), q)
<100 + 100 + 1 < 500.

Combining this with (5.83) and (2.24), we get

By(Q(w), 1) € By(Q(p), 10).

Since 2p <o/, we have Z(p) C Z(v') = Z(u). Thus, 10p < u which completes
the proof of u' ~ u. O

Choose a set Us(k,n, j) of representatives for the equivalence classes of ~
in Uy (k,n, 7). Define for each u € Us(k,n, j)

U Ty(u ﬂ€6 (k,n,j) . (5.84)

u~u/
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Lemma 5.28 (C6 forest). We have
Ckng) = | Ta(w. (5.85)

uels(k,n,j)
Proof. Let p € €4(k,n,7). By (5.19) and (5.23), we have p € €3(k,n,j). By
(5.15) and (5.16), there exists u € U;(k, n,j) with 2p < uand Z(p) # Z(u),
that is, with p € T1(u). Then T;(u) is clearly nonempty, so u € Us(k, n, 7).
By the definition of Us(k, n,j), there exists v’ € Us(k,n,j) with u ~u’. By
(5.84), we have p € To(u'). O

Lemma 5.29 (C6 convex). Let u € Us(k,n,j). If p <p’ <p” and p,p" €
SQ(LL), then p’ €% (u)
Proof. Suppose that p,p” € To(u). Then by Lemma 5.23, we have p’ €
C5(k,n, 7). Since p € €4(k,n,j) we have Z(p) ¢ G’, hence Z(p’) ¢ G'. This
implies p’ € €4(k,n,j). Since p” € Ty(u), we have 2p” < o’ and Z(p”) #
Z(w) for some v’ ~ p”. By (5.72), we have 2p’ < 2p”, so by transitivity
of < we have 2p" < /. Finally, Z(p’) C Z(p”) implies Z(p') # Z(v'), thus
peTi(v) C To(u). O
Lemma 5.30 (forest geometry). For each u € Us(k,n,j), the set To(u)
satisfies (2.32).
Proof. Let p € To(u). By (5.84), there exists v’ ~ u with p € T1(u).
Then we have 2p < v’ and Z(p) # Z(v), so by (5.74) 4p < 5000’. Fur-
ther, by Lemma 5.26, we have that Z(u') = Z(u) and there exists ¥ €
By (Q(w),100) N B, (Q(u),100). Let 6 € B,(Q(u),1). Using the triangle
inequality and the fact that Z(u') = Z(u), we obtain
0 (QW).6) < dy(QW), D) + dus(Q(w). 0) + d (Q(w). )
= dy (Q), ) + du(Q(u), V) + du(Q(u),0)
< 100 4 100 +1 < 500.
Combining this with 4p < 5001/, we obtain
Bu(Q(u),1) € By (Q(w),500) C By(Q(p),4) -
Together with Z(p) C Z(v') = Z(u), this gives 4p < 1u, which is (2.32). O
Lemma 5.31 (forest convex). For each u € Us(k,n, j), the set To(u) satis-
fies the convexity condition (2.33).
Proof. Let p,p” € To(u) and p’ € P with p < p’ < p”. By (5.84) we have
p,p” € C(k,n,j) C €5(k,n,j). By Lemma 5.23, we have p’ € €5(k,n,j).
Since p € €s(k,n,j) we have Z(p) ¢ G', so Z(p') ¢ G’ and therefore also
p, € Qﬁ(kan’j)'

By (5.84) there exists u’ € s(k,n, j) with p” € T1(1') and hence 2p” </
and Z(p") # Z(v'). Together this implies Z(p”) € Z(v'). With the inclusion
Z(p") C Z(p") from p’ < p” it follows that Z(p') € Z(v') and hence Z(p') #
Z(v'). By (5.72) and transitivity of < we further have 2p’ < v/, sop’ € T1(v).
It follows that p’ € To(u), which shows (2.33). O

Lemma 5.32 (forest separation). For each u,u’ € Us(k,n,j) with u # v
and each p € To(u) with Z(p) C Z(v') we have

dp(Q(p), Q(')) > 27D (5.86)
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Proof. By the definition (5.13) of €2(k, n, j), there exists a tile p’ € €1 (k,n, j)
with p’ <p and s(p’) =s(p) — Z(n + 1). By Lemma 2.8 we have
dp(Q(p), Q) = 274V (Q(p), QW)

By (5.72) we have 2p’ < 2p, so by transitivity of < there exists v ~ u with
2p" < v and Z(p') # Z(v). Since u,u’ are not equivalent under ~, we have
v 4 u/, thus 10p” & u'. This implies that there exists ¢ € By (Q(u'),1) \
By (Q(p), 10).

From p’ < p, Z(p') C Z(p) C Z(v') and Lemma 2.8 it then follows that

dy (Q(p), Q1))
—dy (Q(p), Q")) + dp (Qp'), 0) — dy (¢, Q1))
—dy (Q(p), Qp")) + dp (Q(p"), @) — duw (g, Q')

>—-14+10—-1=8.

The lemma follows by combining the two displays with the fact that 95a >
1. U

(AVARAVS

Lemma 5.33 (forest inner). For each u € U3(k,n,j) and each p € To(u)
we have

B(c(p),8D*®)) c Z(u). (5.87)
Proof. Let p € Ta(u). Let
g€ |J Tiw)nes(k,n, j) (5.88)

be a maximal element of this set with respect to < such that p < q. We show
that there is no q' € €3(k,n,j) with ¢ < ¢’ and q # ¢'. Indeed, suppose ¢
was such a tile. By (5.16) there exists u” € 4y (k,n,j) with 29’ < u”. Then
we have in particular by Lemma 5.14 that 10p < u”. Let v’ ~ u be such
that p € T1(v'). By definition of ~, we have v’ ~ u”, hence u ~ u”. This
implies that ¢’ is in the set in (5.88), contradicting maximality of .

Let v ~ u with ¢ € T,(1'). By the definition (5.80) of ¥y, we have
s(p) < s(v). By Lemma 5.26, we have s(u) = s(u’), hence s(q) < s(u). By
definition of €4(k,n,j), p is not in any of the maximal Z(n + 1) layers of
tiles in €3(k,n, ), and hence s(p) <s(q) —Z(n+1) <s(u) —Z(n+1) —

Thus, there exists some cube I € D with s(/) =s(u) — Z(n+1) — 1 and
I € Z(u) and Z(p) C I. Since p € €5(k,n,j), we have that I ¢ L(u), so
B(c(I),8D*1)) c Z(u). By the triangle inequality, (2.1) and a > 4, the

same then holds for the subcube Z(p) C I. O
Lemma 5.34 (forest stacking). It holds that
> Az <14 (dn+12)27. (5.89)
uetls (k.n,j)

Proof. Suppose that a point z is contained in more than 14 (4n+12)2" cubes
Z(u) withu € Us(k, n, 7). Since Uz(k,n,j) C €1(k,n, j) for each such u, there
exists m € M(k,n) such that 100u < m. We fix such an m(u) := m for each
u, and claim that the map u — m(u) is injective. Indeed, assume for u # v’
there is m € M(k,n) such that 100u < m and 100u’ < m. By (2.8), either
Z(w) C Z(w') or Z(v') C Z(u). By (5.14), B,(Q(u),100) N By (Q(w'),100) =
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(. This contradicts ©(m) being contained in both sets by (2.15). Thus
x is contained in more than 1 + (4n + 12)2" cubes Z(m), m € M(k,n).
Consequently, we have by (5.26) that x € A(2n+6,k,n) C Ga. Let Z(u) be
an inclusion minimal cube among the Z(u'),u’ € Us(k,n,j) with x € Z(u).
By the dyadic property (2.8), we have Z(u) C Z(u') for all cubes Z(u')
containing x. Thus

Twcfy : > lze(y) >1+(4n+12)2"} C Gs.
ueﬂg(k,n,j)
Thus T1(u) N €6(k,n,j) = 0. This contradicts u € Us(k, n, 5). O

Proof of Lemma 5.2. We first fix k,n,j. By (2.21) and (2.20), we have that
17T f(x) = Ty f(x) and hence 1\ Ty f(z) = 0 for all p € &5(k,n,j) \
Cs(k,n, 7). Thus it suffices to estimate the contribution of the sets €4(k, n, j).
By Lemma 5.34, we can decompose 3(k, n, j) as a disjoint union of at most
4n + 13 collections Uy (k,n,7,1), 1 <1 < 4n + 13, each satisfying

> lrw <2

uelly(k,n,j,l)

By Lemmas 5.30, 5.31, 5.32, 5.33 and 5.25, the pairs
(ﬂ4(k’ n,J, l)’ T2 |114(k,n,j,l))

are n-forests for each k,n,j,l, and by Lemma 5.28, we have

4n+13

6(k,n,7) U U Ta(u).

I=1 uetly(k,n,j,l)

Since Z(p) ¢ G for all p € C4(k,n, j), we have €s(k,n,j) N Pre = 0 and
hence
F
denss U To(u)) < 22‘”5M :
uei j M(G)
4(k7n7.77l)

Using the triangle inequality according to the splitting by k,n,j and [ in
(5.31) and applying Proposition 2.4 to each term, we obtain the estimate

—(1=YYn 94 F) 11
S5 (20 + 3)(4n + 13)213%7 271 (22 +5%)q 2 fll2lteverll2

k>0n>k

for the left hand side of (5.31). Since |f| < 1r, we have || f]l2 < u(F)Y?,
and we have [|1g\q[l2 < w(G)/2. Combining this with a > 4, we estimate

by
94330° (o qM 17—227122 -2

k>0n>k

Interchanging the order of summation, the sum equals

22a3

Sonfn+1)2 " <
n-(n ,
T (g-1)?

n>0

which completes the proof of the lemma. O
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5.5. Proof of Lemma 5.3, the antichains. Define Px\g to be the set
of all p € P such that Z(p) ¢ G'.

Lemma 5.35 (antichain decomposition). We have that

P2 N Px\a (5.90)

kE>0n>k

vUU U Lakni)nBxe (5.92)
E>0n>k 0<5<2n+3

vyuy U U &in i) nPxe (5.93)

k>0n>k 0<5<2n+3 0<I<Z(n+1)

vy U U st nPxe . (5.94)

kE>0n>k 0<j<2n+3 0<I<Z(n+1)

Proof. Let p € Pa NP x\qr- Clearly, for every cube J € D there exists some
k > 0 such that (5.1) holds, and for no cube J € D and no k < 0 does (5.2)
hold. Thus p € B(k) for some k > 0.

Next, since Ey(\,p’) C Z(p') NG for every A > 2 and every tile p’ € P(k)
with Ap < \p/, it follows from (5.2) that u(E2(\, p")) < 27%u(Z(p')) for every
such p’, so densj,({p}) < 27%. Combining this with a > 0, it follows from
(5.7) that there exists n > k with p € €(k,n).

Since p € Px\q, we have in particular Z(p) ¢ A(2n + 6,k,n), so there
exist at most 1 + (4n + 12)2" < 2274 tiles m € M(k,n) with p < m. It
follows that p € £y(k,n) or p € €1(k,n,j) for some 1 < j < 2n + 3. In the
former case we are done, in the latter case the inclusion to be shown follows
immediately from the definitions of the collections €; and £;. U

Lemma 5.36 (LO antichain). We have that

okyn) = | Lolk,n,1),

1<i<n
where each £o(k,n,l) is an antichain.

Proof. Tt suffices to show that £y(k,n) contains no chain of length n + 1.
Suppose that we had such a chain pg < p; < -+ < p,, with p; # p;41 for
i=0,...,n—1. By (5.7), we have that dens},({p,}) > 27". Thus, by (5.6),
there exists p’ € P(k) and X > 2 with Ap,, < \p’ and

H(E> (A p))
p(Z(P))
Let O be the set of all p” € PB(k) such that we have Z(p”) = Z(p’) and
By (Q(p'),A) N Q(p”) # 0. We now show that
|| < 2%a)e. (5.96)
The balls B, (Q(p”),0.2), p” € O are disjoint by (2.15), and by the triangle
inequality contained in By (Q(p’),\ + 1). By assumption (1.11) on ©, this
ball can be covered with
2a(]'log2()\+1)]+2) < 2a(log2()\)+4) — gdaya

> \egiagmn (5.95)
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many dy-balls of radius 1/4. By the triangle inequality, each such ball
contains at most one Q(p”), and each Q(p”) is contained in one of the balls.
Thus we get (5.96).

By (2.26) and (2.27) we have Ez(A,p") C Uyrco E1(p"), thus

dayag-n 1(Ea(p"))
NTT < D )

Hence there exists a tile p” € O with

uw(Er(p")) = 27" u(Z(p")) -

By the definition (5.5) of M(k,n), there exists a tile m € M(k,n) with
p’ <m. From (5.95), the inclusion Es(X,p’) C Z(p’) and a > 1 we obtain

on > 9daya >

From the triangle inequality, Lemma 2.8 and a > 1, we now obtain for all
¥ € Bn(Q(m), 1) that

dp, (Q(po), V)
< dpy (Q(P0), QPn)) + dpy (Q(pn), QD)) + o (Q(), Q(p”))
+dy, (Q(p"), Q(m)) + dp, (Q(m), D)
< 14279 (dy, (Qpn), Q) + dp (Q(¥'), Q(p"))
o

+dyr (Q(p"), Q(m)) + dm(Q(m), V)
<T4+27PmN 4 (A4+1)+1+1) < 100.

Thus, by (2.23), 100py < m, a contradiction to py ¢ €(k, n). O
Lemma 5.37 (L2 antichain). Fach of the sets £a2(k,n,j) is an antichain.

Proof. Suppose that there are pg,p1 € £2(k,n,j) with pg # p1 and py < p;.
By Lemma 5.14 and Lemma 5.15, it follows that 2pg < 200p;. Since
L9(k,n,j) is finite, there exists a maximal [ > 1 such that there exists
a chain 2pg S 200p1 S S 200p; with p; # pj41 for i = 0,...,0 — 1.
If we have p; € $y(k,n,j), then it follows from 2py < 200p; < p; and
(5.15) that pg & L£9(k,n,j), a contradiction. Thus, by the definition (5.14)
of ty(k,n,j), there exists p;11 € €i(k,n,j) with Z(p;) € Z(p;+1) and
¥ € By, (Q(p1),100) N By, (Q(p141),100). Using the triangle inequality and
Lemma 2.8, one deduces that 200p; < 200p;,1. This contradicts maximality
of 1. O

Lemma 5.38 (L1 L3 antichain). Fach of the sets £1(k,n, j,1) and £3(k,n, j,1)
s an antichain.

Proof. By its definition (5.11), each set £1(k,n,7,l) is a set of minimal
elements in some set of tiles with respect to <. If there were distinct p,q €
£1(k,n,7,0) with p < g, then q would not be minimal. Hence such p, g do not
exist. Similarly, by (5.17), each set £3(k, n, j,1) is a set of maximal elements
in some set of tiles with respect to <. If there were distinct p, q € £3(k, n, j,1)
with p < ¢, then p would not be maximal. O
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Proof of Lemma 5.3. If p & ‘Px\¢r, then Z(p) C G'. By (2.21) and (2.26),
it follows that 1\ /T, f(x) = 0. We thus have

low Y. Lif@ =1lae >,  Thf().

peP pPEP2NP x\ v

Let £(k,n) denote any of the terms £;(k,n,j,1) N*Px\q, on the right hand
side of (5.90), where the indices j,! may be void. Then £(k,n) is an an-
tichain, by Lemmas 5.36,5.37, 5.38. Further, we have

dens (£(k,n)) < 21ati—n

by Lemma 5.25, and we have

densy(L(k,n)) < 220+5 @,

wG)

since
L(k,n) NPre C Px\p, N Bre = 0.

Applying now the triangle inequality according to the decomposition in
Lemma 5.35, and then applying Proposition 2.3 to each term, we obtain the
estimate

< ZZ(TL—i- @2n+4)+22n+4)Z(n+1))

k>0n>k
5 B =t F)y 11
200 g 1) ey B e D g o

Because |f| < 1p, we have |fls < w(F)Y/2, and we have learllz <
w(G)Y/?. Using this and (2.3), we bound

< 220 (g — 1) p(FYs (@) 30 m2 e

k>0n>k

The last sum equals, by changing the order of summation,

28(13

Zn2(n + 1)2_#&{%?41 S
= (g—1)?

This completes the proof. O

6. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 2.3

Let an antichain 2 and functions f, g as in Proposition 2.3 be given. We
prove (2.30) in Subsection 6.1 as the geometric mean of two inequalities,
each involving one of the two densities. One of these two inequalities will
need a careful estimate formulated in Lemma 6.5 of the T7T™* correlation
between two tile operators. Lemma 6.5 will be proven in Subsection 6.2.
The summation of the contributions of these individual correlations will
require a geometric Lemma 6.6 counting the relevant tile pairs. Lemma 6.6
will be proven in Subsection 6.3.
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6.1. The density arguments. We begin with the following crucial dis-
jointedness property of the sets E(p) with p € 2.

Lemma 6.1 (tile disjointness). Let p,p’ € A. If there exists an x € X with
x € E(p)NE(y), thenp =yp'.

Proof. Let p,p’ and x be given. Assume without loss of generality that s(p) <
s(p’). As we have z € E(p) C Z(p) and = € E(p’) C Z(p') by Definition
(2.20), we conclude for i = 1,2 that Q(z) € Q(p) and Q(z) € Q(p). By
(2.14) we have Q(p’) C Q(p). By Definition (2.23), we conclude p < p’. As
2( is an antichain, we conclude p = p’. This proves the lemma. O

Let B be the collection of balls
B(c(p),8D°®) (6.1)
with p € 20 and recall the definition of Mg from Definition 2.41.

Lemma 6.2 (maximal bound antichain). Let z € X. Then

D Tof @) <217 M f(2). (6.2)
pel
Proof. Fix x € X. By Lemma 6.1, there is at most one p € 2 such that
T, f(x) is not zero. If there is no such p, the estimate (6.2) follows.
Assume there is such a p. By definition of T, we have = € E(p) C Z(p)
and by the squeezing property (2.10)

ol c(p)) < 4D (63)
Let y € X with Ky (7,y) # 0. By Definition (2.5) of K, we have
1 1
ZDS(p)fl < p(z,y) < §Ds(p). (6.4)

The triangle inequality with (6.3) and (6.4) implies

p(c(p),y) < 8D, (6.5)
Using the kernel bound (1.14) and the lower bound in (2.48) we obtain

3

2@
W(Blw, 1D01))

| Ky (2, y)| < (6.6)

Using D = 21904 414 the doubling property (1.5) 54 100a? times estimates
the last display by
95a+101a®
< .
= u(B(x,8D%()))

Using that |e(¢#)| is bounded by 1 for every ¥ € ©, we estimate with the
triangle inequality and the above information

(6.7)

25a+101a3
T, f(z) < / fy)|dy 6.8

This together with a > 1 proves the Lemma. O
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Set

N 2q
= — 6.9
=11 (6.9)

Since 1 < ¢g<2 wehave 1 < g <q<2.

Lemma 6.3 (dens2 antichain). We have that

/ 0@ STy (@) du(e)| < 2119 (g — 1) demsy ()1

ped

NI

1£ll2llgll2 - (6.10)

Proof. We have f = 1pf. Using Holder’s inequality, we obtain for each
x € B and each B’ € Busing 1 < § <2

u(%// |f (W)l du(y) (6.11)
( B) / £ ()| 72 dpa(y )5 a(u( ) duy ))55 6.12)
< (Ma(/15) (@ ))“denw(m);;_ 615

Taking the maximum over all B’ containing x, we obtain
1 1
Mpg|f| < My 2 |f| densy(A)a 2. (6.14)
We have with Proposition 2.6

|5 20 1], < 233 - D23 - 271 (6.15)

)3q—

Using 1 < ¢ < 2 estimates the last display by
222G — )Y 2 (6.16)
We obtain with Cauchy-Schwarz and then Lemma 6.2

/ )Y Thf(x (6.17)

pest
< lgllo| o34 (6.18)
pe

< 217 lgll2 | M |1 (6.19)

With (6.14) and (6.16) we can estimate the last display by
< 2107202 1) gl £} densa ()13 (6.20)
Using @ > 4 and (§—1)"' = (¢ +1)/(g — 1) < 3(¢ — 1)~! proves the
lemma. (]

Lemma 6.4 (densl antichain). Set p := 4a*. We have

/ 9@) S T f (@) du(z)| < 2°°°" densy ()21 f |12l g]l2 (6.21)

ped
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Proof. We write for the expression inside the absolute values on the left-hand
side of (6.21)

> [ T 1500 @) K . 0)e(Qo) ) — Q) ) (0) i) )

peA

~ [ S Tawifw duty (6.23)

ped
with the adjoint operator

/ Koy @ 0)e(—Q(@) () + Q@) (0)g(x) du(z) . (6.24)

We have by expandlng the square

/ \ZTp*g@)(Qdu(y): / (ZT;g<y>) (Z T;g<y>) du(y) (6.25)
peA

peA ped

<>y / T g(y) duly )( (6.26)

peA p’ed

We split the sum into the terms with s(p’) < s(p) and s(p) < s(p’). Using
the symmetry of each summand, we may switch p and p’ in the second
sum. Using further positivity of each summand to replace the condition
s(p’) < s(p) by s(p’) < s(p) in the second sum, we estimate (6.26) by

<2 ) / V)T 9(y) du(y)| - (6.27)

pell p’eAss(p’)<s(p)

The following basic TT* estimate will be proved in Subsection 6.2.

Lemma 6.5 (tile correlation). Let p,p’ € P with s(p’) < s(p). Then

‘ / (6.28)
9255a° (14 dy (Q(p), Q(p)) "1/ " +e”) . 6.9
< ey / [ el ©2)

Moreover, the term (6.28) vanishes unless
Z(p") C B(c(p), 15D3®)) . (6.30)

Define for p € P
B(p) := B(c(p), 15D%#)) (6.31)
and define

A(p) = {p’ € A= s(p") <s(p) AZ(P') € B(p)}- (6.32)

Note that by the squeezing property (2.10) and the doubling property (1.5)
applied 6 times we have

p(B(p)) < 2%u(Z(p)) . (6.33)
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Using Lemma 6.5 and (6.33), we estimate (6.27) by

< 2255(1 +6a+1 Z/ ‘g’ ( ) (634)

peA
with h(p) defined as

o [ 3 (4 Q). Q) i a6 )
e (6.35)

The following lemma will be proved in Subsection 6.3.

Lemma 6.6 (antichain tile count). Set p := 4a* and let p' be the dual
exponent of p, that is 1/p+ 1/p' = 1. For every ¥ € © and every subset A’
of A we have

” Z(l + dyp (Q(p), 19))_1/(2a2+a3)1E(p)1GHp (6.36)
pe’

=

< 21019 dens; (2A) %,u (Upear ) (6.37)

Note that p > 4 since a > 4. We estimate h(p) as defined in (6.35) with
Holder using |g| < 1¢ and E(p’) C B(p) by

191 50) [l

B 2 (e, am) e 6] - (639

pEA(p)
Then we apply Lemma 6.6 to estimate this by

915 lly 1

< 0 B0 4o, 20 ()
n(B(p))

Let B’ be the collection of all balls B(p) with p € 2. Then for each p € 2

and « € B(p) we have by definition (2.41) of Mg

Q=

(6.39)

1
191 )l < 1(B () M prg() .- (6.40)
Hence we can estimate (6.39) by
< 21949 (N, (@) densy ()7 . (6.41)

With this estimate of h(p), using E(p) C B(p) by construction of B(p), we
estimate (6.34) by

< 2255a3+110a+1dens1 Z/ ‘g’ MB’ W g( ) (6.42)
peA

Using Lemma 6.1, the last display is observed to be
_ 2255a3+110a+1den51 % /|g| MB’ /g)( )dy (643)

Applying Cauchy-Schwarz and using Proposition 2.6estimates the last dis-
play by
1
225 0 densy () g2 M gl2 (6.44)

2 1
< 925503 +110a+3 o dens; (2)7|g||3 . (6.45)
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Using p > 4 and thus 1 < p' < %, we estimate the last display by

1
< 2255a3+110a+5 dens; (52[)5 HQH% ) (6.46)
Now Lemma 6.4 follows by applying Cauchy-Schwarz on the left-hand side
and using a > 4. O
We have

1 1 1 1
o2 )2 ==—=. (6.47)

q 2 q 2

Multiplying the (2 — ¢)-th power of (6.10) and the (¢ — 1)-th power of (6.21)
and estimating gives after simplification of some factors

| / (@) S T f(2) dpa(a) (6.48)
peA
< 9150a° (q—1)7 1 densl(ﬂ)% denSg(Ql)éi% | £ll2llgll2 - (6.49)

With the definition of p, this implies Proposition 2.3.

6.2. Proof of Lemma 6.5, the tile correlation bound. The next lemma
prepares an application of Proposition 2.5.

Lemma 6.7 (correlation kernel bound). Let —S < s1 < s < S and let
r1,29 € X. Define

o(y) = Ky, (21,9) K, (22,7) . (6.50)
If o(y) # 0, then
y € B(xz1, D). (6.51)
Moreover, we have with T =1/a
9254a®
leller (B, ps1)) < . (6.52)

N M(B(xh DSl))M(B(x27 DSQ))
Proof. If ¢(y) is not zero, then K, (x1,y) is not zero and thus (2.48) gives
(6.51).
We next have for y with (2.49)

lp(y)] < Ca (6.53)
,U'(B(thSl))M(B(vaDSQ))
and for y’ # y additionally with (2.50)
lo(y) — o) (6.54)
< | K (21, 9) — Koy (21,9)|| Koy (2, 9)] (6.55)
K, (21,9 || Ks, (22, y) — K5y (22, 9))] (6.56)
92520’ p, O\ (ply )\

= W(Ber, D) u(Blaz, D)) (( 5) +(“BE) ) e

2253a3 p(y’y/) 1/a
< BT o) 658

Adding the estimates (6.53) and (6.58) gives (6.52). This proves the lemma.
O

The next lemma is a geometric estimate for two tiles.
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Lemma 6.8. Let p1,p2 € P with s(p1) < s(p2). For each x1 € E(p1) and
x2 € E(p2) we have

L+ dp, (Q(p1), Qi2)) < 2%(1+dpy, poon))(Q(a1), Q(2))) . (659)

Proof. Let i € {1,2}. By Definition (2.20) of E, we have Q(z;) € Q(p;)
With (2.15) we then conclude

dp, (Q(zi), Qpi)) < 1. (6.60)
We have Z(p1) C Z(p2) by (2.8). Using Lemma 2.8 it follows that
dp, (Q(22), Q(p2)) < 1. (6.61)
By the triangle inequality, we obtain from (6.60) and (6.61)
1+ dp, (Q(p1), Qp2)) < 3+ dy, (Q(x1), Q(22)) . (6.62)

As 1 € Z(p1) by Definition (2.20) of E, we have by the squeezing property
(2.10)

d(z1,c(py)) < 4D3PV) (6.63)
and thus by (2.10) again and the triangle inequality
Z(p1) C B(x1,8D50PV)y, (6.64)

We thus estimate the right-hand side of (6.62) with monotonicity (1.9) of
the metrics dg by

< 3+ dp(y, spsvy (Q(@1), Q(22)) - (6.65)

This is further estimated by applying the doubling property (1.8) three times
by

<3499y e (Qan), Q). (6.66)
Now (6.59) follows with a > 1. O

Lemma 6.9 (tile range support). For each p € B, and eachy € X, we have
that

Tyg(y) # 0 (6.67)
implies
y € B(c(p),5D°W) . (6.68)
Proof. Fix p and y with (6.67). Then there exists z € E(p) with
Ky (@, 9)e(=Q(z)(y) + Q(x)(2))g(x) # 0. (6.69)
As E(p) C Z(p) and by the squeezing property (2.10), we have
p(z,c(p)) < 4D3®) (6.70)
As Ky (z,y) # 0, we have by (2.48) that

p(@,y) < %DS(P). (6.71)

Now (6.68) follows by the triangle inequality. O
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We now prove Lemma 6.5. We begin with (6.28).
We expand the left-hand side of (6.28) as

//E(p )me(_Q(xl)(y) + Q(z1)(21))g(w1) du(wy) (6.72)

x E(p)Ks(pg)(xzay)e(Q(w)(y)—Q($2)(9€2))9(902)du(w)du(y) :

By Fubini and the triangle inequality and the fact |e(Q(z;)(x;))| = 1 for
i = 1,2, we can estimate (6.72) from above by

/ / I(z1, o) du(xy)du(xs) . (6.74)
E(p1) J E(p2)

(6.73)

with
I(xy,22) == ‘/6(-@(561)@) + Q(22)(Y)) Py 20 (¥)dp(y) g(w1)g(2)

We estimate for fixed z; € E(p1) and x2 € E(p2) the inner integral of
(6.74) with Proposition 2.5. The function ¢ = ¢, 4, satisfies the assump-
tions of Proposition 2.5 with z = x; and R = D*' by Lemma 6.7. We obtain
with B’ := B(z1, D5®V),

I(a1,22) < 2u(B)|@llcm(m(1 + dp (Q(x1), Q(rz))) /)

(6.75)

2254a3+8a

< B Dy (L e Q@) Q) E L (6.76)
Using Lemma 6.8 and a > 1 estimates (6.76) by
9254a’+8a+1 1)(20?ad)
S Blap D) L F e (Qpr): Qlp2))) : (6.77)
As x5 € Z(p2) by Definition (2.20) of E, we have by (2.10)
p(a,c(pa)) < 4D*0) (6.78)
and thus by (2.10) again and the triangle inequality
Z(py) C B(aq,8D5P2)) (6.79)
Using three iterations of the doubling property (1.5) give
W(Z(p2)) < 2% p(B(x2, D). (6.80)

With @ > 1 and (6.77) we conclude (6.28).
Now assume the left-hand side of (6.28) is not zero. There is a y € X
with
Ty 9(y)Ty9(y) # 0 (6.81)
By the triangle inequality and Lemma 6.9, we conclude
p(e(p), (b)) < ple(p),y) + ple(p'),y) < 5D +5D°F) < 10D°0) . (6.82)
By the squeezing property (2.10) and the triangle inequality, we conclude
Z(p') € B(c(p), 156D°%)) . (6.83)
This completes the proof of Lemma 6.5.
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6.3. Proof of Lemma 6.6, the geometric estimate.
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Lemma 6.10 (tile reach). Let ¥ € © and N > 0 be an integer. Let p,p’ € B

with
dp(Q(p),9)) <2
dy(Q).1) <2V
Assume Z(p) C Z(p') and s(p) < s(p’). Then
2N+2p < 2N+2p/ )
Proof. By Lemma 2.8, we have
dP(Q(p/)779) < dP'(Q(p,)vﬁ) < 2V
Together with (6.84) and the triangle inequality, we obtain
dy (Q(p"), Qp)) < 2V
Now assume
' € By(Q(p),2V72).
By the doubling property (1.8), applied five times, we have
dB(C(P'),SDS(p’))(Q(p/)a V') < 20aHN+2,
We have by the squeezing property (2.10)
c(p) € B(c(p'),4D5¢)).
Hence by the triangle inequality
B(c(p),4D°®)) C B(c(p'),8D°)) .
Together with (6.90) and monotonicity (1.9) of d
ey apsey (Q(P),9') < 270FN+2,
Using the doubling property (1.10) 5a + 2 times gives
dB(C(p),QQ_SGQ_QaDS(p/))(Q(p/)’79/) < oN,
Using s(p) < s(p’) and D = 2100 and g > 4 gives
dp(Q(p'),0") < 2V
With the triangle inequality and (6.88),
dp(Q(p),v') < 272,

This shows
Bp/(Q(p/)7 2N+2) - BP(Q(p)a 2N+2) .
This implies (6.86) and completes the proof of the lemma.

For 4 € ©® and N > 0 define

g v = {peA: 2N <1+d,(Q(p),v) <2V,
Lemma 6.11 (stack density). Let 9 € ©, N >0 and L € D. Then
ST W(ER)NG) < 20 densy (A)u(L)

peAy N I(p)=L

(6.84)
(6.85)

(6.86)

(6.87)

(6.88)

(6.89)

(6.90)

(6.91)

(6.92)

(6.93)

(6.94)

(6.95)

(6.96)

(6.97)
O

(6.98)

(6.99)
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Proof. Let 9, N, L be given and set
A :={peAyn:I(p)=L}. (6.100)

Let p € 2. We have by Definition (2.28) using A = 2 and the squeezing
property (2.15)

1(E(p) N G) < u(E2(2,p)) < 2 dens; (A')u(L). (6.101)

By the covering property (1.11), applied N + 4 times, there is a collection
@’ of at most 2°(V*4) elements such that
By(w,2" ¢ | J By(#,02). (6.102)
¥ e’
As each Q(p) with p € Ay n is contained in the left-hand-side of (6.102) by
definition, it is in at least one By(¢’,0.2) with ¢ € ©'.

For two different p,p’ € ', we have by (2.13) that Q(p) and Q(p’) are
disjoint and thus by the squeezing property (2.15) we have for every ' € ©’

0 & By(Q(p),0.2) N By(Q(p'),0.2). (6.103)

Hence at most one of Q(p) and Q(p) is in By(¥',0.2). It follows that there

are at most 2*N*+4) elements in A’. Adding (6.101) over 2 proves (6.99).
U

Lemma 6.12 (local antichain density). Let ¥ € © and N be an integer. Let
py be a tile with 9 € Q(py). Then we have

> w(EP) NG NI(py)) < u(E2(2V72py)) . (6.104)
pEAy, N :s(py)<s(p)

Proof. Let p be any tile in Ay y with s(py) < s(p). By definition of F,
the tile contributes zero to the sum on the left-hand side of (6.104) unless
Z(p) NZ(py) # 0, which we may assume. With s(py) < s(p) and the dyadic
property (2.8) we conclude Z(py) C Z(p). By the squeezing property (2.15),
we conclude from ¥ € Q(py) that

¥ € B(Q(py),1). (6.105)
We conclude from p € Ay n that
¥ € B(Q(p),2NT1). (6.106)
With Lemma 6.10, we conclude
oN+3py < 2N+3p (6.107)
By Definition (2.27) of Es, we conclude
E(p) NG C Ey(2N13 py). (6.108)
Using disjointedness of the various E(p) with p € 2 by Lemma 6.1, we
obtain (6.104). This proves the lemma. O

Lemma 6.13 (global antichain density). Let 9 € © and let N > 0 be an
integer. Then we have

ST u(E@p) N G) < 211N densy ()1 (UpeaTy) - (6.109)
peAy N
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Proof. Fix ¢ and N. Let 2 be the set of p € 2y x such that Z(p) NG is not
empty.

Let £ be the collection of dyadic cubes I € D such that I C Z(p) for some
p € A and if Z(p) C I for some p € A, then s(p) = —S. By (2.7), for each
p € A" and each € Z(p) NG, there is I € D with s(I) = —S and 2 € I. By
(2.8), we have I C Z(p). Hence

Ip)c | JTeD:s()=-8,1cZ(p)}c| L. (6.110)
As each I € L satisfies I C Z(p) for some p in A', we conclude
Uc=U . (6.111)
pel

Let £* be the set of maximal elements in £ with respect to set inclusion.
By (2.8), the elements in L* are pairwise disjoint and we have

U=z (6.112)
pe’
Using the partition (6.112) into elements of £ in (6.113), it suffices to show
for each L € L*

> w(E@p)NGNL) <219 dens; (2A)u(L). (6.113)
pe’

Fix L € L£*. By definition of L, there exists an element p’ € 2’ such that
L C Z(p'). Pick such an element p’ in A with minimal s(p’). As Z(p') ¢ L
or s(L) = —S by definition of L, we have with (2.8) that s(L) < s(p’) or
s(L) = —S. In particular s(L) < S.

If there exists no cube J € D with L C J, then by the definition of
L we must have s(L) = —S. By (2.8), this implies that each tile p with
E(p) N L # 0 must satisfy Z(p) = L. Thus the left hand side of (6.113)
equals

> uEMENGNL). (6.114)
peA:Z(p)=L
Thus in this case (6.113) is a direct consequence of Lemma 6.11 and a > 4.
We now assume that there exists a cube J € D with L C J. By (2.7),
there is an L' € D with s(L') = s(L) + 1 and ¢(L) € L'. By (2.8), we have
LclL.
We split the left-hand side of (6.113) as

> uEMENGNL) (6.115)
pEW T (p)=L’
+ > wE@PNGNL), (6.116)
PEAT(p)AL!
We first estimate (6.115) with Lemma 6.11 by
< > uEE)NGNL) < 2N dens) (A)u(L). (6.117)

peAI(p)=L"

We turn to (6.116). Consider the element p’ € 2" as above with L C Z(p’)
and s(L) < s(p’). As L € L' and s(L') = s(L) 4+ 1, we conclude with the
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dyadic property that L' C Z(p’). By maximality of L, we have L' ¢ £. This
together with the existence of the given p’ € 2 with L’ C Z(p’) shows by
definition of £ that there exists p” € A" with Z(p”) C L.

By the covering property (2.13), there exists a unique py with

I(ps) = L'
such that ¥ € Q(py). Note that
0 € B(Q(py),1) (6.118)
and as p” € 2y x that
¥ € B(Q(p"), 2N ). (6.119)
By Lemma 6.10, we conclude
N T3 < N3y (6.120)

As p” € A, we have by Definition (2.28) of dens; that
(B (23 pg)) < 2NVe3e dens; (A) (L) . (6.121)

Now let p be any tile in the summation set in (6.116), that is, p € 2" and
Z(p) # L. Then Z(p) N L # 0. It follows by the dyadic property (2.8) and
the definition of L that L C Z(p) and L # Z(p). By the dyadic property
(2.8), we have s(L) < s(p) and thus s(L') < s(p). By the dyadic property
(2.8) again, we have L' C Z(p). As L' # Z(p), we conclude s(L) < s(p). By
Lemma 6.12, we can thus estimate (6.116) by

> wEE)NGNL) < B2V, py)). (6.122)
PEAT(p)AL!

Using the decomposition into (6.115) and (6.116) and the estimates (6.117),
(6.104), (6.121) we obtain the estimate

> wEP) NGNL) < (29N 4 9Nat3) dens (A)u(L') . (6.123)
pe/

Using s(L') = s(L) + 1 and D = 21999° and the squeezing property (2.10)
and the doubling property (1.5) 100a? + 4 times , we obtain

(L)) < 21000 +da 1y (6.124)

Inserting in (6.123) and using a > 4 gives (6.113). This completes the proof
of the lemma. O

We turn to the proof of Lemma 6.6.

Proof. Using that 2l is the union of the Ay xy with N > 0, we estimate the
left-hand side (6.36) with the triangle inequality by

—N/(2a2+a®
<Y DD 2N 016 (6.125)

NZ>0||peby, N »
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We consider each individual term in this sum and estimate it’s p-th power.
Using that for each x € X by Lemma 6.13 there is at most one p € 21 with
x € E(p), we have

P
_ a2 4a3
> 2N by la (6.126)
peAy, N »
_ a2 +a3 p
- / < Y o/ >1E(p)(x)) dp(z) (6.127)
G peAy N
. a2 +ad
= / > 2PN/ by (2) du(x) (6.128)
GPE%,N
= 27PN/ +a®) N (B (p) N G) (6.129)
peAy, N
Using Lemma 6.13, we estimate the last display by
< 2—pN/(2a2+a3)+101a3+Na dens; (Q[)M (UpemI(P)) (6.130)
Using that with a > 4 and since p = 4a*, we have
pN/(2a* + a®) > 4a*N/(3a*) > Na + N. (6.131)

Hence we have for (6.130) the upper bound

< 21919° =N dens) () (UpeaZ(p)) - (6.132)

Taking th p-th root and summing over N > 0 gives for (6.125) the upper
bound

< | 0 27| 2101 densy ()7 1 (UpeaZ (1) (6.133)
N>0
-1
< (1 - 2*1/1’) 21019/D dons, () 1 (UpeaZ(p)) ¥ - (6.134)
Using that p = 4a* and a > 4, this proves the lemma. O

7. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 2.4

7.1. The pointwise tree estimate. Fix a forest (4, %¥). The main result
of this subsection is Lemma 7.3, we begin this section with some definitions
necessary to state the lemma.

For u € {l and = € X, we define

o(u,z) = {s(p) : p € T(u),z € E(p)}.
This is a subset of Z N [—S, 5], so has a minimum and a maximum. We set
o(u,x) := maxo(T(u), )
a(u,z) :=mino(T(u), ).
Lemma 7.1 (convex scales). For each u € 4, we have

ou,z) =ZN[a(u,z),7(u,z)].
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Proof. Let s € Z with g(u,z) < s <&(u,z). By definition of o, there exists
p € T(u) with s(p) = o(u,z) and = € E(p), and there exists p” € T(u) with
s(p”) =7 (u,z) and x € E(p”) C Z(p”). By property (2.7) of the dyadic grid,
there exists a cube I € D of scale s with « € I. By property (2.13), there
exists a tile p’ € P(I) with Q(z) € Q(p’). By the dyadic property (2.8) we
have Z(p) C Z(p') C Z(p”), and by (2.14), we have Q(p”) C Q(p") C Q(p).
Thus p < p’ < p”, which gives with the convexity property (2.33) of T(u)
that p’ € T(u), so s € o(u, ). O

For a nonempty collection of tiles & C 3 we define
Jo(6)
to be the collection of all dyadic cubes J € D such that s(J) = —S or
Z(p) ¢ B(c(J), 100D+

for all p € 6. We define J(S) to be the collection of inclusion maximal
cubes in Jp(6).
We further define
Lo(S)
to be the collection of dyadic cubes L € D such that s(L) = —S, or there
exists p € & with L C Z(p) and there exists no p € & with Z(p) C L. We
define £(&) to be the collection of inclusion maximal cubes in Ly(S).

Lemma 7.2 (dyadic partitions). For each & C B, we have

Ur= U J (7.1)

IeD JeJ (6
and )
Uzwm= U L. (7.2)
pes LeL(6)

Proof. Since J (&) is the set of inclusion maximal cubes in Jp(&), cubes in
J(6) are pairwise disjoint by (2.8). The same applies to L(S).

If © € Upep I, then there exists by (2.7) a cube I € D with z € I and
s(I) = =S. Then I € Jy(6). There exists an inclusion maximal cube in
Jo(6) containing I. This cube contains z and is contained in J(&). This
shows one inclusion in (7.1), the other one follows from J(&) C D.

The proof of the two inclusions in (7.2) is similar. O

For a finite collection of pairwise disjoint cubes C, define the projection
operator

Pef(z) =

JEC
Given a scale —5 < s < S and a point = € UIeD s(I)=s I, there exists a
unique cube in D of scale s containing z by (2.7). We denote it by I(x).
Define the nontangential maximal operator

Z/ny y)duly)|

S=sS1

Ty f(z):= sup sup (7.3)

—S<si1<s2<Sz'els; (x
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Define for each u € 4 the auxiliary operator

Sl uf(x)
Ds)—

=S U@ Y : / ) du(y) . (74)
IeD JerEw) M (B(e(I), 16D
JCB(c(I),16D5(M))

Define also the collection of balls
B={B(c(I),D’™0)) : TeD,0<s<S5+5}.

The following pointwise estimate for operators associated to sets T(u) is
the main result of this subsection.

Lemma 7.3 (pointwise tree estimate). Let u € Y and L € L(%(u)). Let
x,2" € L. Then for all bounded functions f with bounded support

> Tle(Qw) fl()
peT ()
<251 (Mg s + 1) Prz(uy | F1(2) + [T Prsy f @), (7.5)

Proof. By (2.21), if Tyle(—Q(u)) f](z) # 0, then € E(p). Combining this
with |e(Q(u)(z) — Q(z)(x))| = 1, we obtain

IZTp ()]

peT(u

> / e(—Q(w)(y) + Q(z)(y) + Qu)(z) — Q(z)(z)) x

s€o(u,z)

Ks(z,y) f(y) du(y)| -

Using the triangle inequality, we bound this by the sum of three terms:

< ;) [ -0 + @) + W) - Q@) - 1x
Ky(z,y) f(y)du(y)| (7.6)
P [ o) P S anty) )
+ EZ(: | / Ko(@,9)(£(4) = Precan @) duy)] (7.8)

The proof is completed using the bounds for these three terms proven in
Lemma 7.4, Lemma 7.5 and Lemma 7.6. U
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Lemma 7.4 (first tree pointwise). For all u € 4, all L € L(T(w)), all
z,2" € L and all bounded f with bounded support, we have

(7.6) < 10 - 2% My 1 Py 1 f1(2') -

Proof. Let s € o(u,z). If z,y € X are such that Ks(z,y) # 0, then, by
(2.48), we have p(z,y) < 1/2D°. By 1-Lipschitz continuity of the functlon
t — exp(it) = e(t) and the property (1.7) of the metrics dp, it follows that

le(=Qw)(y) + Q) (y) + Qu)(z) — Qx)(z)) — 1]
< dp(z,1/20+)(Q), Q(7)) .
Let ps € T(u) be a tile with s(ps) = s and € E(ps), and let p’ be a tile
with s(p’) = &(u,z) and x € E(p’). Using the doubling property (1.8), the
definition of dy, and Lemma 2.8, we can bound the previous display by

2dy, (Qu), Q) < 2'27 7y (Qw), Q(x))
Since Q(u) € By (Q(p'),4) by (2.32) and Q(z) € Q(p’) C By (Q(p'),1) by
(2.15), this is estimated by
< 5. a5 ()
Using (2.49), it follows that

- 1
76 S 5 . 21030,3 2so(u,x)7/ f y d,Uz y .
i 2T B Joasnn TV

By (7.1), the collection J is a partition of X, so this is estimated by

5. 2103a Z 98— o (u,x) 1 Z /|f |d,u
s€o(x) (CE Ds)) JeJ(%(w))
JNB(2,0.5D%)#0
This expression does not change if we replace |f| by Pzl f]-

Let J € J(%(u)) with B(z,0.5D%)NJ # (). By the triangle inequality and
since x € E(ps) C B(c(ps),4D?), it follows that B(c(ps),4.5D%) N J #£ (. If
s(J) > s and s(J) > —S, then it follows from the triangle inequality, (2.10)
and (2.1) that Z(ps) C B(c(J),100D5))+1) | contradicting J € J(T(u)).
Thus s(J) < s—1or s(J) = —=S. If s(J) = =S and s(J) > s — 1, then
s = —S. Thus we always have s(J) < s. It then follows from the triangle
inequality and (2.10) that J C B(c(ps), 16D?%).

Thus we can continue our chain of estimates with

5 1
5. 9103a° 230(11,1)7/ P ; ).
sg:(m) 1B, D*) Jpeoy16ps 7 "W nlf @)l du(y)

We have B(c(ps),16D*)) C B(z,32D?®), by (2.10) and the triangle inequal-
ity, since z € Z(p). Combining this with the doubling property (1.5), we
obtain

u(B(c(ps), 16D%)) < 2 u(B(x, D*)) .
Since a > 4, it follows that (7.6) is bounded by

1
2104(1 95— (u, x) / P £l dute).

s€o(x)
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Since L € L(%(u)), we have s(L) < s(p) for all p € T(u). Since z € LNZ(ps),
it follows by (2.8) that L C Z(ps), in particular 2’ € Z(ps) C B(c(ps), 16D?).
Thus

< 9104a’ Z 25_5(u7$)MB,1Pj(‘I(u))|f|(x/)
s€o(z)

3
< 21050 Mp 1Pyl fl() .
This completes the estimate for term (7.6). O

Lemma 7.5 (second tree pointwise). For all u € i, all L € L(T(u)), all
xz,7 € L and all bounded f with bounded support, we have

> /Ks(may)PJ(T(u))f(y) du(y)

s€o(u,x)

< Tn Pz f(2) .

Proof. Let s = a(u,z). By definition, there exists a tile p € T(u) with
s(p) = s and x € E(p). Then x € Z(p) N L. By (2.8) and the definition of
L(%(u)), it follows that L C Z(p), in particular 2’ € Z(p), so x € Is(z'). The
lemma now follows from the definition of Ty/. O

Lemma 7.6 (third tree pointwise). For all u € U, all L € L(%(u)), all
xz,7" € L and all bounded f with bounded support, we have

> / Ky(z,9)(f(y) — Prw)f () duly)

s€o(u,x)

<2518y Priaqy|F1(').
Proof. We have for J € J(%(u)):

L&@wu—ammmww@

1
- | =5 | K - Ko an) @ auts). (79
By (2.50) and (2.10), we have for y,z € J

1/a
91500 ]Ds(J)
Ky(z,y) — Ko(z,2)| < .
[Ks(2.9) <>|Mw@m»<ps

Suppose that s € o(u,z). If K¢(z,y) # 0 for some y € J € J(%(u)) then, by
(2.48), y € B(x,0.5D%)NJ # 0. Let p € T(u) with s(p) = s and = € E(p).
Then B(c(ps),4.5D%) NJ # () by the triangle inequality. If s(J) > s and
s(J) > =8, then it follows from the triangle inequality, (2.10) and (2.1) that
Z(p) C B(c(J), 100D+ contradicting J € J(T(u)). Thus s(J) < s —1
or s(J) =—=5. If s(J) = =S and s(J) > s — 1, then s = —S. So in both
cases, s(J) < s. It then follows from the triangle inequality and (2.10) that
J C B(x,16D?).
Thus, we can estimate (7.8) by

1 (2)
9150a%+3/a Z E(p) Z Dls(D=s®)/a / 7.

JCB(x,16D3(1)
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_ 9150a® +3/az Z Lr( p)DS ) Z pGU)— /\f\
SC

IeD pe‘I wB JeT (T(w))
I(p)=I JCB(xz,16D5(P))

By (2.13) and (2.20), the sets E(p) for tiles p with Z(p) = I are pairwise dis-
joint. If 2 € E(p) then in particular 2 € Z(p), so by (2.10) B(c(I),16D())
B(z,32D°()). By the doubling property (1.5)

W(B(e(1), 16DD)) < B59(B(z, D).

Since a > 4 we can continue our estimate with

151a3 1;(x) (s(J)=s(p))/a
s2) (B(e(I),16D(D)) 2, D p /Jm'

rep JeT(T(w)
JCB(z,16D5®))

Finally, it follows from the definition of £(T(u)) that z € Z(p) if and only if
a’ € Z(p), thus this equals

G,S
291981 WPz 1 fI(2) .
This completes the proof. O

7.2. An auxiliary L? tree estimate. In this subsection we prove the fol-
lowing estimate on L? for operators associated to trees.

Lemma 7.7 (tree projection estimate). Let u € 4. Then we have for all
f, g bounded with bounded support

| ¥ swniwan
peET(u)

< 2101” 1P [ f 2l Pe ) lglll2- (7.10)

Below, we deduce Lemma 7.7 from Lemma 7.3 and the following estimates
for the operators in Lemma 7.3.

Lemma 7.8 (nontangential operator bound). For all bounded f with bounded
support

3
17w Fllz < 2871 f 2.

Lemma 7.9 (boundary operator bound). For all u € 4 and all bounded
functions f with bounded support

1S fll2 < 22 £z (7.11)

Proof of Lemma 7.7. For each L € L(%(u)), choose a point '(L) € L such
that for all y € L
(Mg + S1.u) Pyl f1(2") + T Py(zqy) f(2")]

< 2((Mp,1 + S1u) Py 1Y) + [TnPrw) fW)) - (7.12)
This point exists since (7.12) is non-negative for each y. Then we have by

Lemma 7.3 for each L € £(T(u))

[ st

Tpf (y)| du(y)

peT(u
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< 2!’ / [9)I((Ms,1+ 1) P | £1(2) + [T P £ (@) dia(y)

§2151“3/L!g(y)\du(y)><

/L 2(Msy + 514) Py | F10) + ITa P £ (4)]) duy)

:2151“3+1/LP1;(5(u))|g|(y)><

(Mp1 + S1u) Py lf () + 1 Tv Praw) f)]) duy) -
By (2.21), we have T}, f = 17T, f for all p € B, so

'/ Tp f(y) du(y)| = /U 9) Y Tof(y)duly)|.

pE‘Z(u pex(w Z(p) pET(1)

Since £(%T(u)) partitions (J,eg() Z(p) by Lemma 7.2, we get from the triangle

inequality
/ l9(y)

which by the above computatlon is bounded by

3
2151(1 +1 / PE(‘I |g|
Lel(%(u)

Tpf (y)| du(y)

LEE(‘I pET(1

(Mp1+ S1.0) Py fI(y) + [ Tn Pray) f()]) duy)

:2151a3+1/XP£(T(u))|g|(y)X

(Mg + S1u)Pruyl fI(y) + [T Prw) f(»)]) duly) -
Applying Cauchy-Schwarz and Minkowski’s inequality, this is bounded by

3
21 Prauylglll2 %
(IMBaP7zwylflll2 + 1S1uPr eyl flll2 + 1T Pr ) f W)lll2) -
By Proposition 2.6, Lemma 7.8 and Lemma 7.9, the second factor is at most
3
(2% + 2129 | Py sy flll2 + 219 | P fllz -

By the triangle inequality we have for all z € X that [Py(g)fl(z) <
Przwylfl(z), thus we can further estimate the above by

3
(2201 4 212 4 2199 | Py | 12 -
This completes the proof since a > 4. O

Now we prove the two auxiliary lemmas. We begin with the nontangential
maximal operator Tys.
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Proof of Lemma 7.8. Fix s1,s2. By (2.4) we have for all z € (0, 00)

S w0 = 1= S w(Dw) = 3 w(Da).

Since v is supported in [i, %], the two sums on the right hand side are zero

for all z € [3D*1~1, 1 D%271] hence

1 >
D7 = > p(D ) =1.

Ss=51

1
e [=D5 L
x [2

Since v is supported in [%, %], we further have
1 1 >
—Dp7 -D¥] = D™%z) =0.
o# D307 = 3w

Finally, since ¢» > 0 and ) ., ¢¥(D~°z) = 1, we have for all z

0< ZQ: PY(D™%x) < 1.

s=s1

Let 2’ € I, (x). By the triangle inequality and (2.10), it holds that p(z,2") <
8D®'. We have

> /Ks(w’,y)f(y) du(y)

= '/Zw(DSp(w',y))K(xﬂy)f(y) du(y)
< / o K@ y)f(y)duly) (7.13)
8D°1<p(a’,y)< 53 D2
wf K@)l ()] duly) (7.14)
D171 <p(a! ,y)<8DS1
+/' K (@)1 f )] du(y) (7.15)
1D%2<p(a y)< D2

The first term (7.13) is at most T f(x).

The other two terms will be estimated by the finitary maximal function
from Proposition 2.6. For the second term (7.14) we use (1.14) which implies
that for all y with p(z/,y) > 1D~ we have

3

2a

KIS B DTy

Using D = 21000 and the doubling property (1.5) 64 100a? times estimates
the last display by
26a+101a3

< .
~ p(B(2',16D51))
By the triangle inequality and (2.10), we have
B(a',8D*") C B(c(Iy, (x)), 16 DU @)y,

(7.16)
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Combining this with (7.16), we conclude that (7.14) is at most
26a+101a3M lf(x) ]
For (7.15) we argue similarly. We have for all y with p(z2/,y) > 1D32
2a
u(B(a!, 1D))
Using the doubling property (1.5) 6 times estimates the last display by

3

|K (2, y)| <

26a+a3
< .
= (B, 16D%2))

Note that by (2.8) we have I, (z) C I, (z), in particular 2’ € I,,(x). By
the triangle inequality and (2.10), we have

B(a',8D%) C B(c(Iy,(x)), 16D* U2 (0))
Combining this, (7.15) is at most
26a+a3 MB’lf(x) ‘

Using a > 4, taking a supremum over all 2’ € I, () and then a supremum
over all =5 < 51 < s9 < S, we obtain

Tnf (@) < Tof (2) + 2" M,  (x).
The lemma now follows from assumption (1.18), Proposition 2.6and a >
4. O

(7.17)

We need the following lemma to prepare the L2-estimate for the auxiliary
operators S .
Lemma 7.10 (boundary overlap). For every cube I € D, there exist at most
28¢ cubes J € D with s(J) = s(I) and B(c(I),16D°*D) N B(c(J), 16D3)) #£
0.
Proof. Suppose that B(c(I),16D°1)) N B(c(J),16D*)) # () and s(I) =
s(J). Then B(c(I),32D*D)) ¢ B(c(J),64D*Y)). Hence by the doubling
property (1.5)

iDsw)) > u(B(c(I),32D3D)) |

and by the triangle inequality, the ball B(c(J), %DS(‘])) is contained in
B(c(I),32DW).
If C is any finite collection of cubes J € D satisfying s(J) = s(I) and
B(c(I),16D°D) 0 B(e(J),16D*)) £ 0 |

then it follows from (2.10) and pairwise disjointedness of cubes of the same
scale (2.8) that the balls B(c(J), lDS(‘])) are pairwise disjoint. Hence

n(B(e(1),32D°D)) > 3~ u(B( Ds( )
JeC

> [C|27 8 u(B(c(I),32D50)) .

Since p is doubling and u # 0, we have u(B(c(I),32D%1))) > 0. The lemma
follows after dividing by 2~ S‘I,u(B( (I),32D%0)). O

2% u(B(c(J),
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Now we can bound the operators Sy .

Proof of Lemma 7.9. Note that by definition, S, f is a finite sum of indi-
cator functions of cubes I € D for each locally integrable f, and hence is
bounded, has bounded support and is integrable. Let g be another function
with the same three properties. Then g5 ,f is integrable, and we have

/ 9(y)S1uf (y) du(y)

1 _
=1y (B(C(I)st([)))/Ig(y)du(y)

x 3 Di)=sl)/a /J |f ()| dp(y)

JET : JCB(c(I),16Ds()

1
- Z u(B(c(d), 16D8(I))) /B(c(l),lb‘Ds(z)) 9@l dp(y)

IeD
<y peme [ an).
JeJ : JCB(c(I),16D5(1) J

Changing the order of summation and using J C B(c(I),16D*!)) to bound
the first average integral by Mp1|g|(y) for any y € J, we obtain

gZ/WW%Mwww 3 D—s/a_ (7.18)
geg’d 1€D: JCB(e(I),16D5(D)

By (2.10) and (2.1) the condition J C B(c(I), 16 D)) implies s(I) > s(J).
By Lemma 7.10, there are at most 28¢ cubes I at each scale with J C
B(c(I), D*D). By convexity of ¢t — D! and since D > 2, we have for all
-1<t<0

1 1
Di<1+t(1—=)<14+=t
cri(i- L) <ae ke

so (1—D~Ye)=1 < 2¢ < 2%, Using this estimate for the sum of the geometric
series, we conclude that (7.18) is at most

257 [ 100 alal(0) o).

JeJ
The collection J is a partition of X, so this equals

29a/X | ()| Ms,119](y) dp(y)
Using Cauchy-Schwarz and Proposition 2.6we conclude
[ osiatan

The lemma now follows by choosing g = S, f and dividing on both sides
by the finite ||S1 ., f]|2- O

<28 g2 f1l2 -
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7.3. The quantitative L? tree estimate. The main result of this sub-
section is the following quantitative bound for operators associated to trees,
with decay in the densities dens; and denss.

Lemma 7.11 (densities tree bound). Let u € 8. Then for all f,g bounded
with bounded support

/ S T/ du| < 255 dens; (T(w) 2| Il gl (7.19)

peET(u)
If |f| < 1F, then we have

/ > Tifdp < 22999° dens; (T(u))Y/? densy (T(1)) 2| fl2lg]lz
X
peET (1)
(7.20)

Below, we deduce this lemma from Lemma 7.7 and the following two
estimates controlling the size of support of the operator and its adjoint.

Lemma 7.12 (local densl tree bound). Let u € 4l and L € L(Z(u)). Then

pLn (| E(p) < 2" dens (T(w))p(L). (7.21)
peT(u)

Lemma 7.13 (local dens2 tree bound). Let J € J(%(u)) be such that there
exist q € T(u) with JNI(q) # 0. Then

wEFnJ)< 9200a%+19 densy (T(u)).
Proof of Lemma 7.11. Denote

pET(u)

Then we have

/ Z Ipf dp| = /915 Tpfdﬂ :

peET(u PET(u
By Lemma 7.7, this is bounded by
G,S
< 2" Pz up | Flll2 | Pes | Le gl l2 - (7.22)

We bound the two factors separately. We have

2
1
Presan Letgllla = 1 / d
1 Pr(zwy) [ Lewalll2 > D) < . l9(y)| M(ZD)

LeL(%(u))

1/2

By Cauchy-Schwarz and Lemma 7.12 this is at most
1/2
<| X 2 densi(s) [ o) duty)
LeL(T(w)) Lng(w)
Since cubes L € L(%(u)) are pairwise disjoint by Lemma 7.2, this is
< 219 dens; (T(w)) 2 ||gll2 - (7.23)
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Similarly, we have
1/2
1 2
IPrawlfll= | > s ([rwiaw) | @

JET(T(u) ) \Jg

By Cauchy-Schwarz, this is
1/2
<{ > /\f(y)\2du(y)
JegEw)

Since cubes in J(%(u)) are pairwise disjoint by Lemma 7.2, this at most

1fll2- (7.25)

Combining (7.22), (7.23) and (7.25) and using a > 4 gives (7.19).
If f <1p then f= flp, so

1/2 1/2
> [P du(y)) = ( > ()2 du(y)) :
( (W) /J JET(T(w) /J ne

JeJ (T

We estimate as before, using now Lemma 7.13 and Cauchy-Schwarz, and
obtain that this is

< 2100a3+10 densz(‘f(u))l/szHg ]
Combining this with (7.22), (7.23) and a > 4 gives (7.20). O
Now we prove the two auxiliary estimates.

Proof of Lemma 7.12. If the set on the right hand side is empty, then (7.21)
holds. If not, then there exists p € T(u) with LNZ(p) # 0.

Suppose first that there exists such p with s(p) < s(L). Then by (2.8)
Z(p) C L, which gives by the definition of £(%F(u)) that s(L) = —S and
hence L = Z(p). Let q € T(u) with E(q) N L # 0. Since s(L) = —5 < s(q)
it follows from (2.8) that Z(p) = L C Z(q). We have then by Lemma 2.8

dp(Q(p), Q1)) < dp(Q(p), Qw)) + dp(L(a), Qu))
< dy(Q(p), Qu)) + dg(L(q), Qu)) -
Using that p,q € ¥(u) and (2.32), this is at most 8. Using again the triangle
inequality and Lemma 2.8, we obtain that for each q € B4(Q(q),1)
dp(Q(p), q) < dp(Q(p), (q)) + dq(Q(a),q) < 9.
Thus LN E(q) C E3(9,p). We obtain
wLn | E@) < u(E29,9).
qeT(u)
By the definition of dens;, this is bounded by
9% densy (T(u))(Z(p)) = 9° dens (T(w))p(L).

Since a > 4, (7.21) follows in this case.

Now suppose that for each p € T(u) with LN E(p) # 0, we have s(p) >
s(L). Since there exists at least one such p, there exists in particular at
least one cube L” € D with L € L” and s(L”) > s(L). By (2.7), there
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exists L' € D with L C L’ and s(L') = s(L) + 1. By the definition of
L(T(u)) there exists a tile p” € T(u) with Z(p”) C L’. Let p’ be the unique
tile such that Z(p’) = L’ and such that Q(u) N Q(p’) # 0. Since by (2.32)
s(p’) = s(L') < s(p) < s(u), we have by (2.8) and (2.14) that Q(u) C Q(p’).
Let q € T(u) with LN E(q) # 0. As shown above, this implies s(q) > s(L'),
so by (2.8) L' C Z(q). If ¢ € B4(Q(q),1), then by a similar calculation as
above, using the triangle inequality, Lemma 2.8 and (2.32), we obtain

dy (Q(0'),q) < dy(Q(p), Q(a)) + dq(Q(a),q) < 6.

Thus L N E(q) C E2(6,p’). Since Z(p”) C Z(p') C Z(p) and p”,p € T(u), we
have p’ € PB(T(u)). We deduce using the definition (2.28) of dens;

L | E) < p(E2(6,4')) < 6 densi (T(u)u(L) .

g€T(u)
Using the doubling property (1.5), (2.10), and a > 4 this is estimated by
69210045 deng) (T(u)) (L) < 20" densy (T(u)) (L) -

This completes the proof. O

Proof of Lemma 7.13. Suppose first that there exists a tile p € T(u) with
Z(p) C B(c(J), 100D+ By the definition of 7 (% (u)), this implies that
s(J) = =8, and in particular s(p) > s(J). Using the triangle inequality and
(2.10) it follows that J C B(c(p),200D%®)+1), From the doubling property
(1.5), D = 2100* 4nq (2.10), we obtain

W(Z(p)) < 21009 ()

and hence
S a3
H(B(c(p), 200DP) 1)) < 9200419,
With the definition (2.29) of denss it follows that

W(T N F) < pu(B(c(p), 200D°PH1) (1 )
< densy (T (u))u(B(c(p), 200D +1Y) < 920047419 densy (T(u))pu(J),

completing the proof in this case.

Now suppose that there does not exist a tile p € T(u) with Z(p) C
B(c(J),100D5)+1) If we had s(q) < s(J), then by (2.8) and (2.10)
Z(q) € J C B(c(J),100D5)+1) " contradicting our assumption. Thus
s(q) > s(J). Then, by (2.7) and (2.8), there exists some cube J' € D
with s(J') = s(J)+ 1 and J C J'. By definition of J(%(u)) there exists
some p € T(u) such that Z(p) € B(e(J’),100D5)*1). From the doubling
property (1.5), D = 2100a* apd (2.10), we obtain

u(B(e(p), 4D°P))) < 2% (Z(p)) < 22004 pu(]) . (7.26)
If J C B(c(p),4D%®)), then we bound
u(J O F) < u(B(c(p), 4D*P) (1 F)
and use the definition (2.29)
< densa(T(u))u(B(c(p), ADP))) < 2200414, 7).
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From now on we assume J ¢ B(c(p),4DS(P)). Since
c(p) € Z(p) C B(c(J"), 100DS(J’)+1)’
we have by (2.10) and the triangle inequality
JcJ c B(c(J’),4DS(J')) C B(c(p), 104DS(J’)+1).

In particular this implies 104D*(/)+1 > 4Ds(®) By the triangle inequality
we also have

B(c(p), 104D+ € B(e(J), 204D )+
so from the doubling property (1.5)
u(B(c(p), 104D/ HL)) < 920007410, )
From here one completes the proof as in the other cases. O

7.4. Almost orthogonality of separated trees. The main result of this
subsection is the almost orthogonality estimate for operators associated to
distinct trees in a forest in Lemma 7.17 below. We will deduce it from Lem-
mas 7.18 and 7.19, which are proven in Subsections 7.5 and 7.6, respectively.
Before stating it, we introduce some relevant notation.

The adjoint of the operator T}, defined in (2.21) is given by

Tyg(x) = Ky (v, 2)e(=Q(y) () + Qy)(v)g(y) duly) . (7.27)
E(p)

Lemma 7.14 (adjoint tile support). For each p € P, we have
Tyg = 1B(c(p),5Ds<P))Tp*1I(P)9'
For each u € $1 and each p € T(u), we have
Ty9 =1z Ty lzwg-
Proof. By (2.32), E(p) C Z(p) C Z(u). Thus by (7.27)
Tyg(x) = T, (17(5)9) ()

- [E(p) Ky (¥, 2)e(—Q(y)(z) + Q(y) )11 (v)9(y) du(y) -

If this integral is not 0, then there exists y € Z(p) such that Ky (y,z) # 0.
By (2.48), (2.10) and the triangle inequality, it follows that
x € B(c(p), 5D5P)).
Thus
T;g(x) = 1B(c(p),5DS(P))(x)T;(II(p)g)(x) :
The second claimed equation follows now since Z(p) C Z(u) and by (2.37)
B(c(p),5D%®)) € T(u). O

Lemma 7.15 (adjoint tree estimate). For all bounded g with bounded sup-
port, we have that

3 Trgll <295 densy (T(w)2lg]l: -
peET(u) 9
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Proof. By Cauchy-Schwarz and Lemma 7.11, we have for all bounded f,g
with bounded support that

/ > Tygfdu| = / Y Tofdp
pe(u) pe(u)

< 2155 dens; (T(w) /2 |lg]l2] £z (7.28)
Let f = Zpez(u) Tp*g. If g is bounded and has bounded support, then

the same is true for f. In particular ||f|l2 < co. Dividing (7.28) by || f]2
completes the proof. O

We define
Soug = Z v 9|+ Mpag+ gl
peET (1)

Lemma 7.16 (adjoint tree control). We have for all bounded g with bounded
support
3
1S2.gll2 < 2% |lg]l2 -

Proof. This follows immediately from Minkowski’s inequality, Proposition
2.6and Lemma 7.15, using that a > 4. (]

Now we are ready to state the main result of this subsection.

Lemma 7.17 (correlation separated trees). For any u; # uy € Y and all
bounded g1, go with bounded support, we have

> T5,g2 dpe (7.29)
X p1€T(ur) PQET(M)
2
GS— n
< 29030 T80 05 122w )T () - (7.30)
j=1

Proof of Lemma 7.17. By Lemma 7.14 and (2.8), the left hand side (7.29)
is 0 unless Z(u;) C Z(ug) or Z(ug) C Z(uy). Without loss of generality we
assume that Z(u;) C Z(ug).
Define
&= {p € T(w)UT(up) : dp(Qu1), Qup)) > 27"/?}. (7.31)
Lemma 7.17 follows by combining the definition (2.3) of Z with the following
two lemmas.

Lemma 7.18 (correlation distant tree parts). We have for all u; # us € il
with Z(uy) C Z(uz) and all bounded g1, ge with bounded support

> > Ty oTigadu (7.32)

p1 €T(ur) p2€X(u2)NS

G,S —4n 02 aS
< 9p4laP g~ Zn/(4a?+2 )HHSZujgj”L?(I(ul))' (7.33)
j=1
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Lemma 7.19 (correlation near tree parts). We have for all uj # up € U
with Z(uy) C Z(ug) and all bounded g1, g2 with bounded support

/X Y ThaThgds (7.34)

p1E€ET(u1) p2€T(u2)\S

2
3 —10a
< 2222070~ T IS0 g5l r2 2wy (7.35)
j=1

O

In the proofs of both lemmas, we will need the following observation.

Lemma 7.20 (overlap implies distance). Let u; # uy € Y with Z(uy) C
T(ug). If p € T(ug) U (ug) with Z(p)NZ(uy) # 0, then p € S. In particular,
we have T(u;) C 6.

Proof. Suppose first that p € T(u;). Then Z(p) C Z(uy) C Z(ug), by (2.32).
Thus we have by the separation condition (2.36), (2.15), (2.32) and the
triangle inequality

dp(Qu1), Qu2)) = dy(Q(p), Quz)) — dp(Q(p), Q1))
2 2Z(n+1) _ 4

22277/,

using that Z = 2!2¢ > 4, Hence p € &.

Suppose now that p € T(ug). If Z(p) C Z(uy), then the same argument as
above with u; and uy swapped shows p € &. If Z(p) ¢ Z(u;) then, by (2.8),
Z(w) C Z(p). Pick p’ € T(uy), we have Z(p’) C Z(uy) C Z(p). Hence, by
Lemma 2.8 and the first paragraph

dp(Qu1), Q12)) > dy (Qawr), Quz)) > 277,
sopeB. O

To simplify the notation, we will write at various places throughout the
proof of Lemmas 7.18 and 7.19 for a subset € C B

Tef = Tf, Tig=> T;g.
pec pee

7.5. Proof of Lemma 7.18: Tiles with large separation. Lemma 7.18
follows from the van der Corput estimate in Proposition 2.5. We apply this
proposition in Subsubsection 7.5.3. To prepare this application, we first, in
Subsubsection 7.5.1, construct a suitable partition of unity, and show then,
in Subsubsection 7.5.2 the Holder estimates needed to apply Proposition 2.5.

7.5.1. A partition of unity. Define
J ={JeJ@) : JCcI(w)}.
Lemma 7.21 (dyadic partition 1). We have that

Tw)= JJ.

JeJ’'
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Proof. By Lemma 7.2, it remains only to show that each J € J(&) with
JNZ(w) # @ isin J'. But if J ¢ J', then by (2.8) Z(u;) € J. Pick
p € T(uy) C &. ThenZ(p) C J. This contradicts the definition of 7(&). O

For cubes J € D, denote
B(J) := B(c(J),8D°Y)). (7.36)
The main result of this subsubsection is the following.

Lemma 7.22 (Lipschitz partition unity). There exists a family of functions
xJ, J € J" such that

L) = > XJ (7.37)
JeJ’
and for all J € J' and all y,y' € Z(uy)
0 <xs() < 1Y), (7.38)
a3 Py, Y/
) — x| < 2200 2BV (7.39)

In the proof, we will use the following auxiliary lemma.
Lemma 7.23 (moderate scale change). If J,J € J' with
B(J)NB(J)#0,
then |s(J) — s(J")| < 1.
Proof of Lemma 7.22. For each cube J € J let
X(y) = max{0,8 = D=*p(y, ()},

and set
a(y) = Y xs().
JeJ’'
We define W)
Xy
XJ(y) T a(y) .

Then, due to (2.37) and (7.36), the properties (7.37) and (7.38) are clearly
true. Estimate (7.39) follows from (7.38) if y,y’ ¢ B(J). Thus we can
assume that y € B(J). We have by the triangle inequality

1< W) =X, Xs@)laly) — ay)
- /
a(y) a(y)a(y’)
Since xj(z) > 4 for all z € B(¢(J),4) D J and by Lemma 7.21, we have
that a(z) > 4 for all z € Z(u;). So we can estimate the above further by

< 27%(Ixs(v) = X (W) + xs()lay) — a@)]).
If 4 ¢ B(c(p),8D%®)) then the second summand vanishes. Else, we can
estimate the above, using also that |xs(y')| < 8, by

< 272’XJ(y) _XJ(y/)’ + 2 Z bz],(y) _XJ’(y/)’-
J'eJ’
B(e(J"),8D* )N B(c() 8D ()40

Ixs(y) = xs(¥)

By the triangle inequality, we have for all dyadic cubes I € J’
[X1(y) = X1 ()] < ply,y) DD
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Using this above, we obtain

Ixs (W) = xs)| < p(y, ') (ZD*S(” +2 Y D,S(J,)> -
J'eJ’
B(J)NB(J)#£0

By Lemma 7.23, this is at most

pgs’(g;) G +2D{J' € g B(J)NB(J) # @}‘) '

By (2.10) and Lemma 7.21, the balls B(c(J'), iDS(J/)) are pairwise disjoint,
so by Lemma 7.23 the balls B(c(J'), iDS(‘])_l) are also disjoint. By the
triangle inequality and Lemma 7.23, each such ball for J’ in the set of the
last display is contained in

B(c(J), 9D+
By the doubling property (1.5), we further have
1 s(J’! —200a3 — s

u(Ble(r),7D°7)) = 272020 u(B (), 9D+

for each such ball. Thus
{J € T : B(J)NB(J) # 0}] < 22000°+6

Recalling that D = 2100“2, we obtain

1
Since a > 4, (7.39) follows. O

Proof of Lemma 7.23. Suppose that s(J') < s(J) — 1. Then s(J) > —S.
Thus, by the definition of J’ there exists no p € & with

Z(p) C B(c(J), 100D+ (7.40)

Since s(J') < s(J) and J',J C Z(u1), we have J" C Z(uy). By (2.7), (2.8)
there exists a cube J” € D with J C J” and s(J”) = s(J') + 1. By the
definition of J’, there exists a tile p € & with

Z(p) € B(e(J"), 100D +2) (7.41)
But by the triangle inequality and (2.1), we have
B(c(J"),100D°)%2) ¢ B(c(J), 100D+ |
which contradicts (7.40) and (7.41). O

7.5.2. Hélder estimates for adjoint tree operators. Let gi1,90 : X — C be
bounded with bounded support. Define for J € J’

hy(y) = xs() - (e(Qu1) (W) Ty 91 () - (e(Qu2) ()T (e 92(%)) -
(7.42)
The main result of this subsubsection is the following 7-Holder estimate for
hj, where 7 = 1/a.
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Lemma 7.24 (Holder correlation tree). We have for all J € J' that

535a3 * . ; )
Ihsller (Be.spsny) < 27 .HQ(B(C(Jinst ) (931 + i M.1lgy1) -
-]: 9

(7.43)

We will prove this lemma at the end of this section, after establishing
several auxiliary results.

We begin with the following Hoélder continuity estimate for adjoints of
operators associated to tiles.

Lemma 7.25 (Holder correlation tile). Let u € 4 and p € T(u). Then for
all y,y' € X and all bounded g with bounded support, we have

le(Qu) ()T, g(y) — e(Qw) () Ty g(y')|

2171 Py, )\
= w(B(c(p),4Ds®))) < Ds() > /E(p) lg()[ dp(z) - (7.44)

Proof. By (7.27), we have
le(Quw) ()T 9(y) — e(Qu) () Ty 9(y)]

/E Q@) ~ Q@) + QW) K (:o(2)
—e(Q(z)(x) — Q(2)(¥') + Qw)(y) Ky (, ¥ )g(x) dpu(x)

< / l9(x)|le(Q(x)(y) — Q(x)(y") — Qw)(y) + Q) (¥)) Ky (2, )
E(p)

— Kyp)(z,y')| dpu(z)

S/ lg(@)|le(=Q()(y) + Q(x)(¥') + Q) (y) — Qw)(y')) — 1
E(p)
X [ Ky (@, )| du(z)  (7.45)

v [ @Ry~ R ldp). (149
b
By the oscillation estimate (1.7), we have

| = Q)(y) + Q)(y) + Qu)(y) — Q) (¥

< dp(y,plyy)) (Qx), Q). (7.47)

Suppose that 3,7’ € B(c(p),5D%®)), so that p(y,y’) < 10D3®). Let k € Z be
such that 2% p(y,y/) < 10D5®) but 24+ p(y, /) > 10D%®), In particular,
k > 0. Then, using (1.8), we can bound (7.47) from above by

deB(c(p),mDs(p))(Q($)7 O(u)) < 2%7%d, (Q(x), Qu)) .-

Since x € E(p) we have Q(z) € Q(p) C By(Q(p), 1), and since p € T(u) we
have Q(u) € By(Q(p),4), so this is estimated by

< 5.960-k
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By definition of k, we have
1 10D3®)
k<-logy | — ]
a p(y.y')
which gives

’ 1/a
= Q)+ Q)+ Q) - Q)] < 52 (I} . (s

For all x € Z(p), we have by (1.5) that
W(B(z, D'P)) > 275 (B(c(p), D))

Combining the above with (2.49), (2.50) and (7.48), we obtain
923a

1(B(c(p), 4Ds®))) /E(p) lg(z)| dp(z) x
(2102a3 .5.96a (M) L/ + 2150a3 <M) 1/a)

(7.45) + (7.46) <

Ds(b) Ds(p)
Since p(y,y') < 10D%®), we conclude
9151a’ p(y,y) l/a
(7.45) + (7.46) < ( - > / lg(x)| dp(z) .
(B(c(p),4Ds®))) \ Ds®) Bp)

Next, if 3,1’ ¢ B(c(p),5D%%®)), then Tyg(y) = Tyg9(y') = 0, by Lemma
7.14. Then (7.44) holds.
Finally, if y € B(c(p),5D%®)) and 3/ ¢ B(c(p),5D%®)), then

le(Qw)(y)) Ty 9(y) — e(Q) (¥ )T, 9(y)| = 1T, g(y)|
< [E Koty @)l dp).

By the same argument used to prove (2.52), this is bounded by

10243 I S =S o(x o ). )
<o [ By e )l du) (7.49)

It follows from the definition of ¢ that
Y(x) < max{0, (2 — 4z)'/*} .
Now for all z € E(p), it follows by the triangle mequahty and (2.10) that
2~ 4D p(z, ) < 2 — 4D~ p(y, c(p)) + 4D~ p(a, c(p))

<18 —4D W p(y, c(p)) < 4D P p(y,y') — 2.

Combining the above with the previous estimate on v, we get
(D™ Pp(a,y)) < 4D~ p(y, ).
Further, we obtain from the doubling property (1.5) and (2.10) that
u(B(r, D*)) > 22 u(c(p), 4D*) .

Plugging this into (7.49) and using a > 4, we get

. 9103a* p(y,y’) 1/a
900 < e iy (o) [l o).




CARLESON OPERATORS ON DOUBLING METRIC MEASURE SPACES 7

which completes the proof of the lemma. O
Recall that
B(J) := B(c¢(J),8D°Y)).
We also denote

B°(J) := B(c(J), %DS(‘])) :

Lemma 7.26 (limited scale impact). Let p € T3\ &, J € J' and suppose
that

BZ(p)nB°(J)#0.
Then
s(J) < s(p) < s(J) +10a? +2.
Proof. For the first estimate, assume that s(p) < s(J), then in particular
s(p) < s(up). Since p ¢ S, we have by Lemma 7.20 that Z(p) N Z(uy) = 0.
Since B (c(J), iDsU)) C Z(J) C Z(wy), this implies

plel),c(p)) > 1D
On the other hand

p(c(J),c(p)) < éDSU) 18D

by our assumption. Thus DS®) > 64D*(/) which contradicts (2.1) and
a>4.

For the second estimate, assume that s(p) > s(J) + 10a® + 2. Since
J € J', we have J C Z(uy). Thus there exists J' € D with J C J' and
s(J') = s(J) + 1, by (2.7) and (2.8). By definition of 7', there exists some
p’ € & such that Z(p') € B(c(J'),100D°))+2). On the other hand, since
B(Z(p)) N B°(J) # 0, by the triangle inequality it holds that

B(c(J"),100D3N+109°42) = B(¢(p), 10D5P)) .
Using the definition of &, we have
272 < dy (Q(wn), Q) < () 100p51+2)(Qutr), Quz))
By (1.10), this is
< 2_10adB(c(J/)7100D3(J)+10a2+2)(Q(ul), Q(uQ))
< 2710adB(c(p),10DS(P))(Q(u1)7 Q(uz)),
and by (1.8) and the definition of &
<274y (Q(u1), Qlug)) < 274427/2
This is a contradiction, the second estimate follows. O

Lemma 7.27 (local tree control). For all J € J' and all bounded g with
bounded support

3
sup |15 gl < 2104a inf Mg 19|
S e 0
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Proof. By the triangle inequality and since Tiyg = ].B(C(p)75Ds(p))Tp*g, we have

sup |T§(u2)\eg| < sup Z Ty gl
Be(J) Bo(J)  pes(m)\e
B(Z(p))NB°(J)#0

By Lemma 7.26, this is at most
s(J)+10a?+2

Z Z sug 1Ty gl (7.50)

s=s(J) pEP,s(p)=s Be(J)
B(Z(p))NB°(J)#0

If x € E(p) and B(I(p)) ) BO(J) ?é @, then
B(c(J), 16DS(p)) C B(xz, 32DS(P)) ,

by (2.10) and the triangle inequality. Using the doubling property (1.5), it
follows that

u(B(w, DXP))) > 2754 (B(c(J), 16D°0)))
Using (7.27), (2.49) and that a > 4, we bound (7.50) by

s(J)+10a+2

1
2103a3 Z Z / |g| dlu
s=s(J) pEP,s(p)=5 #(B(e(]),16D%) Ji()
B(Z(p))NB°(J)#0

For each I € D, the sets E(p) for p € P with Z(p) = I are pairwise disjoint
by (2.20) and (2.13). Further, if B(Z(p)) N B°(J) # 0 and s(p) > s(J), then
E(p) C B(c(J),32D%®)). Thus the last display is bounded by

s(J)+10a?+2

1
2 / gl dp .
s:zs(:J) :U’(B(C(J), 32D8)) B(c(J),16D%)
< inf 219 (1002 + 3) Mg, |g] .
x’'eJ )
The lemma follows since for a > 4 it holds that 10a% + 3 < 2¢°, 0

Lemma 7.28 (scales impacting interval). Let € = T(u1) or € = T(ug) N GS.
Then for each J € J' and p € € with B(Z(p)) N B(J) # 0, we have s(p) >
s(J).

Proof. By Lemma 7.20, we have that in both cases, € C &. If p € € with
B(Z(p)) N B(J) # 0 and s(p) < s(J), then Z(p) C B(c(J),100D3)+1),
Since p € G, it follows from the definition of J’ that s(J) = —S, which
contradicts s(p) < s(J). O

Lemma 7.29 (global tree control 1). Let € = T(u;) or € = T(ug) N S.
Then for each J € J' and all bounded g with bounded support, we have

sup |Tggl < inf [Tgg| + 2" inf Mg y|g| (7.51)
B(J) Be(J) J

and for all y,y' € B(J)
|e(Qw) ()T g(y) — e(Quw)(y))TEg(y)]

/ 1/a
< 153 <pl(§/s’g))> inf My[g] (7.52)
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Proof. Note that (7.51) follows from (7.52), since for y' € B°(J), by the

triangle inequality,
1/a
Py, y) ( 1)1/“ @
< — < .
(DS(J)> =®tg) =2

By the triangle inequality, Lemma 7.14 and Lemma 7.25, we have for all
v,y € B(J)

le(Qw) W) Tgg(y) — e(Quw) (1Y) TEg(y) (7.53)

|
< ) Q)T aly) — e(Qu)Y )T ()]

pec

(I(P))FWB(J)#@
D—sp)/a
< 2151a3p y,y' 1/a / gldu.
SN D A Jeg
B(Z(p))NB(J)#0

By Lemma 7.28, we have s(p) > s(J) for all p occurring in the sum. Further,
for each s > s(J), the sets E(p) for p € P with s(p) = s are pairwise disjoint
by (2.20) and (2.13), and contained in B(c(J),32D®) by (2.10) and the
triangle inequality. Using also the doubling estimate (1.5), we obtain that
the expression in the last display can be estimated by

2151a l/a Z D™ s/a
S>s>s(J)

1/a

15243 p(y,y') J)— .

< o2 < % S DO g b .
S>s>s(J)

By convexity of t — D! and since D > 2, we have for all -1 <t <0

23(1
gld
(B(c(J),32D9)) /B(c(J),32DS)| [y

1 1
Di<14t1-=)<1+ =t.
<1+ D)_ +2

Since —1 < —1/a < 0, it follows that

S DeU-ae < I
~1—- DV -
S>s>s(J)
Estimate (7.52), and therefore the lemma, follow. O

Lemma 7.30 (global tree control 2). We have for all J € J' and all bounded
g with bounded support

* . % 3.
sup ’T‘ngeg’ < inf ]TTQg] + 2155a% i f Mpalgl.
B(J) Be(J) J

Proof. By Lemma 7.29

T < inf |T0 + 2154a% ipf 0,
;1(15))| T(u 069| B J)| :{(ug)meg| 7 B.1lg|

3,
< Blglf T () 9] + sup |T‘I(u2)\Gg| 4 2154a 19fMB71|g|,
and by Lemma 7.27

104a3 154a3 -
<§§§)IT¢( 9l + @7 + 275 ) inf Mg alg|
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This completes the proof. O

Proof of Lemma 7.24. Let P be the product on the right hand side of (7.43),
and hy as defined in (7.42).
By (7.38) and Lemma 7.14, the function h; is supported in B(J)NZ(uy).
By (7.38) and Lemma 7.29, we have for all y € B(J):
[ha(y)] < 225 P.

We have by the triangle inequality
\hy(y) — hs(y)]

< s (¥) = xs WO T30 91 D Ty ne92(¥)] (7.54)
+ X (N T500) 91 () — Ty 91 (W) T3 (1) s 92 (W) (7.55)
+ D WO Tz ) 91 WO T ) e 92() — Tuy)ne 92 - (7.56)

As hy is supported in Z(u;), we can assume without loss of generality
that ¢ € Z(w). If y ¢ Z(uy), then (7.54) vanishes. If y € Z(uy) then we
have by (7.39), Lemma 7.29 and Lemma 7.30

/
(754) < 2534a3 p(y? Yy )

Ds(J) ~

where P denotes the product on the right hand side of (7.43).
By (7.38), Lemma 7.29 and Lemma 7.30, we have

(7.55) < 23100° p|
By (7.38), and twice Lemma 7.29, we have
(7.56) < 2308¢° p|
Using that p(y,y’) < 16D*) and a > 4, the lemma follows. O
7.5.3. The van der Corput estimate.
Lemma 7.31 (lower oscillation bound). For all J € J', we have that
dp(7)(Qur), Quy)) > 27201 94n/2,

Proof. Since () # T(u;) C & by Lemma 7.20, there exists at least one tile
p €S with Z(p) € Z(uy). Thus Z(uy) ¢ J', so J € Z(uy). Thus there exists
a cube J' € D with J C J' and s(J') = s(J) + 1, by (2.7) and (2.8). By
definition of J’ and the triangle inequality, there exists p € & such that

Z(p) C B(c(J'), 100Dy © B(e(J),128 D5 +2) .
Thus, by definition of &:
27772 < dy (Q(unr), Q1)) < Ao 12812 (), Quz))
By the doubling property (1.8), this is
a3 a
< 2200078 g g ) (Q(w), Q(ug))
which gives the lemma using a > 4. O

Now we are ready to prove Lemma 7.18.
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Proof of Lemma 7.18. We have

/x T 91 T3 )ne 2| -

By Lemma 7.14, the right hand side is supported in Z(uy). Using (7.37) of
Lemma 7.22 and the definition (7.42) of h;, we thus have

5>

JeJ’
Using Proposition 2.5 with the ball B(.J), we bound this by
a B a2 a3
<25 3 (BOIhllor 5 L+ di(Qu), Q)™+
JeJ’

Using Lemma 7.24, Lemma 7.31 and a > 4, we have that the above is
bounded from above by

a3 o—2Zn/(4a%+2a3
< 2540 2 Zn/(4a*+2a°) Z M(B(J))
JeJg’

(7.32) =

/B ., €(Qa)(w) = Q) ()hay) diy) -

2

< T1( inf [ T5,)951 + inf Msagy) . (7.57)
]:1

By the doubling property (1.5)

u(B(J)) < 2% u(B°(J)),
thus

2
H 1nf |Tr£(u )g]|+1nfM3 195)
j:l

2
< 26G/O(J H (175951 (2) + Mp1g;(2)) dp()

< 26a/ H(’T‘;(uj)gj‘(x) +Mpagj(x)) du(z).
J i

Summing over J € J’, we obtain
2
0/3 —4n a2 0/3 *
(7.57) < 204107 g Zn/(dam+2 )/XH(!Tz(uj>9j\($)+MB,19j(x))du(w)-
i—1

Applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, Lemma 7.18 follows. U
7.6. Proof of Lemma 7.19: The remaining tiles. We define

J ={JeJ(E(wm)) : J CZ(wm)},
note that this is different from the J’ defined in the previous subsection.
Lemma 7.32 (dyadic partition 2). We have

U

JeJ’'
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Proof. By Lemma 7.2, it remains only to show that each J € J(%(u1)) with
JNZ(w) # 0 isin J'. But if J ¢ J', then by (2.8) Z(u;) € J. Pick
p € T(uy). Then Z(p) C J. This contradicts the definition of J(F(uy)). O

Lemma 7.19 follows from the following key estimate.
Lemma 7.33 (bound for tree projection). We have

3 100
1P7/| T s 92lll2 < 21150272026 775 | 1.7, ) Mg 1| g |2

We prove this lemma below. First, we deduce Lemma 7.19.

Proof of Lemma 7.19. By Lemma 7.7 and Lemma 7.14, we have

3 *
(7.34) < 2'% Pr (s, )) |91 Lzun) 211z u) P ) Tao e 92 ll2 -
It follows from the definition of the projection operator P and Jensen’s
inequality that
1Pz loilzanllle < llg1lzaylle-
Since cubes in J’ are pairwise disjoint and by Lemma 7.32, a cube J € J’
intersect Z(uy) if and only if J € J’. Thus

1z(u) Pz Tw e 92l = Prrl Tz, ne92l -
Combining this with Lemma 7.33, the definition (2.2) and a > 4 proves the
lemma. U

We need two more auxiliary lemmas before we prove Lemma 7.33.

Lemma 7.34 (thin scale impact). If p € T2\ & and J € J'" with B(Z(p)) N
B(J) # 0, then
__In

202a3

Proof. Suppose that s(p) > s(J) +2 — % =: 8(J) — s1. Then, we have

s(p) < s(J) +2

p(c(p), e(J)) < 8D*) 4 8D3®) < 16D +s1

There exists a tile q € T(uy). By (2.32), it satisfies Z(q) € Z(uy). Thus
Z(w) ¢ J'. It follows that J C Z(uy). By (2.7) and (2.8), there exists a
cube J' € D with J C J' and s(J') = s(J) + 1. By definition of J’, there
exists a tile p’ € T(uy) with

Z(p') C B(c(J"),100D°)H1y
By the triangle inequality, the definition (2.1) and a > 4, we have
B(e(J"),100D°)+1) € B(c(p), 128D30)+51+1)
Since p’ € T(uy) and Z(u1) C Z(uz), we have by (2.36)
dp’(Q(P,), Q(ug)) > 9Z(n+1)
Hence, by (2.32), the triangle inequality and using that by (2.3) Z > 2
dy (Q(11), Q(up)) > 22+ 4 > 9Zn.
It follows that
27" < dy (Qu1), Q(ug)) < A (o(p) 128050 +01+1)(Q(u1), Q(u2)) .
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Using (1.8), we obtain

< 290+1006%(514) g (O (uy), Q(u)) .

Since p’ ¢ & this is bounded by
< 99a+100a%(s1+1)9Zn/2

Thus
Zn/2 < 9a 4 100a>(s1 + 1),
contradicting the definition of s;. O

Lemma 7.35 (square function count). For each J € J', we have

2
ﬁ[}( > 13(1>> dp < 2" (8D=o)",

1€D,s(I)=s(J)—s
INZ(u1)=0
JNB(I)#0

Proof of Lemma 7.35. Since J € J' we have J C Z(uy). Thus, if B(I)NJ #
() then

B(I)nJc{zelJ : pla,X\J) <8D*D}, (7.58)
Furthermore, for each s the balls B(I) with s(I) = s have bounded overlap:
Consider the collection Dy, of all I € D with z € B(I) and s(I) = s. By
(2.10) and (2.8), the balls B(c(I),1D*D), I € Dy, are disjoint, and by
the triangle inequality, they are contained in B(x,9D®). By the doubling
property (1.5), we have

EDS(I)))

u(B(z,9D%)) < 2% u(B(c(I), 1

for each I € D, ;. Thus
1 _
p(B(,9D) = 37 p(B(e(D), 7D°0)) > 275D, |u(B(2,9D°).
1€Ds .

Dividing by the positive pu(B(z,9D?®)), we obtain that for each x

2
( ) 1Bu><fﬂ>> = [Dy(s)-sal® <21 (7.59)
IeD,s(

I=s(J)—s
INZ(u1)=0
JNB(I)#£0

Combining (7.58), (7.59) and the small boundary property (2.11), noting
that 8D*() = 8D~5D*()) the lemma follows. O

Proof of Lemma 7.33. Expanding the definition of P/, we have
1P| T5,\&921 12

2\ 1/2

= / Z Tp g2 dlu‘

JeJ’ peT(u:
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We split the innermost sum according to the scale of the tile p, and then
apply the triangle inequality and Minkowski’s inequality:
o\ 1/2

< ZS: / Z Ty g2 dp(y

s=—S Jej’ pez

By Lemma 7.14, the integral in the last dlsplay is0if JNB(Z(p)) =0. By

Lemma 7.34, it follows with s7 : 202&3 -2
51428 2y 1/2
-y ( ‘ [ ¥ Tedw ) S (16
s=s1 JGJ’ pe(uz)\S&
s(p)=s(J)—s
JﬂB(I(P))sﬁ@

We have by Lemma 7.14 and (2.49)

/ 15921(5) duy)

1024°
<2 /B n | i ey e @l ) e o).
If x € E(p) C then we have by (2 10) that
B(c(p), 4D*")) € B(Z(p)) -
Using the doubling property (1.5), it follows that
u(B(e(p), ADP))) < 2% (B(z, D))

Thus, using also a > 4
[ 155 02l(0) antw

< g1050° / o / o e e @102 ) i) ().

Since for each I € D the sets E( ),p € P(I) are disjoint, it follows that

/ > T du‘

PET(UQ \6

B0
1

<2103a3/1 / go|(z) dpu(z
< J B(I)/,L(B(C(p),4DS(p))) B(c(p)74DS(P))| 2|(x) du(x)

< 2108° /J Mpg1|g2(¥) 15 () duly) -

By Lemma 7.20, we have Z(p) N Z(u;) = 0 for all p € T(uz) \ &. Thus we
can estimate (7.60) by
2) %

103a3 g2
2 Z Z Z MB,l 9211 p(r) At

s=s1 \Jeg ‘ T 1eD,s(I)=s(J)—
INZ(u1)=0
JNB(I)#0
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which is by Cauchy-Schwarz at most

351-1-25 1 2 %
2103a Z (Z/J(MB,HQQDQW/J< Z 13([)) d,u) .

s=s1 JeJ’ 1€D,s(I)=s(J)—s
INZ(up)=0
JNB(I)#0

Using Lemma 7.35, we bound (7.61) by

1
103a® ey 26104a? —s\K ’
2 > > [ (Mplga))*2'%* (8D %) ,

J

$=s1 JeJ’

and, since dyadic cubes in J’ form a partition of Z(u;) by Lemma 7.32,
k <1by (2.2),and a >4

s1+2S8
3 _
<2115 N D g, M |22
S$=81
116a® y— 2 1
< ollba” p sik/ m”lI(ul)M&lme?'
By convexity of t — D! and since D > 2, we have for all -1 <t <0
1 1
DI<14t1l——=)<1+—t.
< TH41( 1))‘— +3
Using this for ¢ = —k/2 and using that s; = ZOZTZ?’ — 2 and the definitions

(2.1) and (2.2) of k and D

Zn

—100q2(—2n_ _o9yr 2
< 9116a? 9—100a (30203 2)2;||11(u1)MB71|92|H2

9117a%+1 100
< Tz 202aZ"HH11(u1)MB,1’92’”2'

Using the definition (2.2) of x and a > 4, the lemma follows. O

7.7. Forests. In this subsection, we complete the proof of Proposition 2.4
from the results of the previous subsections.

Define an n-row to be an n-forest (4, T), i.e. satisfying conditions (2.32)
- (2.37), such that in addition the sets Z(u),u € i are pairwise disjoint.

Lemma 7.36 (forest row decomposition). Let (4, T) be an n-forest. Then
there exists a decomposition
u= J 4

1<j<on
such that for all j =1,...,2" the pair (4;,%|y;) is an n-row.
Proof. Define recursively i; to be a maximal disjoint set of tiles u in
4\ 4y
J'<j

with inclusion maximal Z(u). Properties (2.32), -(2.37) for (L, T|g, ) follow
immediately from the corresponding properties for (4,%), and the cubes
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Z(u),u € Y; are disjoint by definition. The collections il; are also disjoint
by definition.

Now we show by induction on j that each point is contained in at most
2" — j cubes Z(u) with u € £\ {J; ;4. This implies that szi1 U =4,
which completes the proof of the Lemma. For j = 0 each point is contained
in at most 2" cubes by (2.34). For larger j, if  is contained in any cube Z(u)
with u € $0\{J; ; 4;, then it is contained in a maximal such cube. Thus it is
contained in a Cube in Z(u) with u € 4;. Thus the number u € U\ J; <, U
with x € Z(u) is zero, or is less than the number of u € £\ ;1< _; Hjr Wlth

x € I(u) by at least one. O

We pick a decomposition of the forest (4, ¥) into 2" n-rows
(8, F5) == (L, Tly,)
as in Lemma 7.36.

Lemma 7.37 (row bound). For each 1 < j < 2" and each bounded g with
bounded support, we have

NS 1| <222 g, (7.62)
uetl; pe(u) 9
and
ST 1pTyg|| < 257272 densy (| T)Vg]le - (7.63)
ueil; pe(u) 9 uesl

Proof. By Lemma 7.11 and the density assumption (2.35), we have for each
u € 4 and all bounded f of bounded support that

ST | < 2ietgteromi2 |, (7.64)
peT(u) 9
and
ST Tipf|| < 229007 2Uatmn)/2 deansy (T(u)) 2| £ (7.65)
peT(u) 9

Since for each j the top cubes Z(u), u € {; are disjoint, we further have for
all bounded ¢ of bounded support by Lemma 7.14

2 2

1Y Y Tl = (1) > 1zwTy 1I(u).g

uELl; peT(u) ) UELl; peT(u)

2

wett; VI | pegq ueil pET (1) )
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Applying the estimate for the adjoint operator following from equation

(7.65), we obtain

<2256a32(4a+1—n)/2 denso (T 1/2 1 2‘
= mapcdenss(T(u) u;_“ w9l
J

Again by disjointedness of the cubes Z(u), this is estimated by
2256a32(4a+1—n)/2 max densz(f(u))l/QHgH% )
UEMJ'
Thus, (7.63) follows, since a > 4. The proof of (7.62) from (7.64) is the
same up to replacing F' by X. O

Lemma 7.38 (row correlation). For all1 < j < j' < 2™ and for all bounded
g1, g2 with bounded support, it holds that

IS Y Y Y BaTmd] <2 gl

uelly welly peT;(u) p'eT; (v)
Proof. To save some space we will write for subsets € C B

Te=> T7.

pec
We have by Lemma 7.14 and the triangle inequality that

/> Y 3 palma

uelly welly peT;(u) p'eT; (w)

<>

uell; welly,
By Lemma 7.17, this is bounded by

a37 n
2700730 NN 181l r2 (zwynzy | S2w g2l 2@ oynzy - (7.66)
uELJ.j u’Eﬂj/

/ Tji(u) ].I( )91)T (u/)(]-I(u/)g2) dlu,'

We apply the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in the form
2\1/2 2\1/2
> aibi < (3 af)' (80"
€M €M €M
to the outer two sums:

1/2
550a3 —3 :
< ohanmen Z Z 152,091 172 (2 )z w))
uesl; wesl,
1/2
2
> 1Saweliz@wynzw)
uesl; wesly,

By pairwise disjointedness of the sets Z(u) for u € l; and of the sets Z(u')
for u" € U;/, we have

> Y ISz = X 2 [ 1San )P dety)

ueLl; w el uELl; weLL Z(wNZ(w)
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< /X o001 (4)2 dpa(y) = 1S2.g1 3.

Arguing similar for go, we can estimate (7.66) to be

3_
< 299007519y wgn 2| S22l
The lemma now follows from Lemma 7.16. O

Define for 1 < j <27
-U U e
uell; pe(u)
Lemma 7.39 (disjoint row support). The sets E;, 1 < j < 2" are pairwise
disjoint.
Proof. Suppose that p € T(u) and p’ € T(v') with u # v’ and x € E(p) N
E(p"). Suppose without loss of generality that s(p) < s(p’). Then z €
Z(p)NZ(p') Cc Z(v). By (2.8) it follows that Z(p) C Z(v'). By (2.36), it
follows that
dp(Q(p), Q)) > 271

By the triangle inequality. Lemma 2.8 and (2.32) it follows that

dy(Q(p), Q(0")) = dp(Q(p), Q")) — dp(Qp"), Q"))

> 270 — dy (Q(p'), QW)

Since Z > 3 by (2.3), it follows that Q(p’) ¢ B,(Q(p), 1), so Q(p) Z Q(p)

by (2.15). Hence, by (2.14), Q(p) NQ(p") = 0. But if z € E(p) N E(p’) then
Q(z) € Q(p) NQ(p’). This is a contradiction, and the lemma follows. O

Now we prove Proposition 2.4.
Proof of Proposition 2.4. To save some space, we will write
L= 2 T
uel; pe%(u)
By (7.27), we have for each j
=Y Y 0= Y Y Klag=Tilng
ueil; pe(u) uell; pe(u)

Hence, by Lemma 7.36,

2 2 2
on on
> 3 5| -S| - |55 160
ucl peT(u) 9 j=1 9 j=1 9
2
o
:/X Z;T;ilejg dp
iz
_Z/ T3, 1,9 +ZZ/ T3, 16,975, 1e, 9 dp.
—1j=1

J#J
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We use Lemma 7.37 to estimate each term in the first sum, and Lemma 7.38
to bound each term in the second sum:
n on

2n
3_ 3—
<P ggl + 252 S s, gllls, gl
j=1 j=1j'=1

By Cauchy-Schwarz in the second two sums, this is at most

n
5 _
9862a% (9= | ong 3”)Z||1Ej9||g’
=1

and by disjointedness of the sets £, this is at most
2505 g

Taking adjoints and square roots, it follows that for all f

SN B <29 1] (7.67)

uell pe(u) 9

On the other hand, we have by disjointedness of the sets E; from Lemma
7.39

2 2
2 2m
S5 | =S| =Yg
j=1 )

ucl pe(u) 9 j=1
If | f| < 1p then we obtain from Lemma 7.37 and taking square roots that

2”

1,-n 3

< 92570 denS2(U T(w))2272 (Z 17112)2
j=1

uell

=257 densy(| ) T(w)2 | £]l2.- (7.68)
uell

Proposition 2.4 follows by taking the product of the (2 — %)—th power of
(7.67) and the (% — 1)-st power of (7.68). O

8. PROOF OF PROP. 2.5, THE HOLDER CANCELLATIVE CONDITION
We need the following auxiliary lemma. Recall that 7 = 1/a.

Lemma 8.1 (Lipschitz Holder approximation). Let z € X and R > 0. Let
¢ : X — C be a function supported in the ball B := B(z, R) with finite norm
leller(py- Let 0 <t < 1. There exists a function $ : X — C, supported in
B(z,2R), such that for every x € X
o(z) = p(2)] < t7llellcr(m) (8.1)

and

1@l Lip(B(z2r)) < 2°% " Nlollcr(s) - (8.2)
Proof. Define for z,y € X the Lipschitz and thus measurable function

. p(z,y)
L(z,y) := max{0,1 — R . (8.3)



90 BECKER, VAN DOORN, JAMNESHAN, SRIVASTAVA, AND THIELE

We have that L(z,y) # 0 implies

y € B(z,tR). (8.4)
We have for y € B(z,271tR) that
|L(z,y)| > 27" . (8.5)
Hence
[ ) duty) 2 2 B2 R, (8.6)
Let n be the smallest integer so that
Mt > 1, (8.7)
Iterating n + 2 times the doubling condition (1.5), we obtain
[ ) duty) 2 27 DB, 2)) . (.8)
Now define

P(x) = (/L(m,y) du(y)>1/L(w,y)<p(y) dp(y) -

Using that ¢ is supported in B(z, R) and (8.4), we have that ¢ is supported
in B(z,2R).
We prove (8.1). For any x € X, using that L is nonnegative,

( [ 1) du(y)> () — @) (8.9)
- 1 [ 1o - o) du(y)‘ | (8.10)
Using (8.4), we estimate the last display by
<[ Lewle) - e duw). (8.11)
B(z,tR)

Using the definition of ||| cr(p), we estimate the last display further by

< (/ L(z,y)p(z,y)" du(y)> leller gy R (8.12)
B(x,tR)

Using the condition on the domain of integration to estimate p(x,y) by tR
and then expanding the domain by positivity of the integrand, we estimate
this further by

< ([ tenau) ele- (5.13)

Dividing the string of inequalities from (8.9) to (8.13) by the positive integral
of L proves (8. 1)
We turn to (8.2). For every x € X, we have

'/ (z,y) du(y '\so !— L(z,y)e(y) duly) (8.14)

< ' [ ) dut)

sup [ip(a')] (8.15)
r’eX
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As ¢ is supported on B, dividing by the integral of L, we obtain
|6(2)] < sup |o(a)| < [l@ller(p) - (8.16)
z'eB
If p(x,2") > R, then we have by the triangle inequality

|¢($l) 90~(x)| ~c N
R "V <9 gu )] <2 (B . 8.17
p(z, ) > MGI;( [e(z7)] < 2|lelle (B) ( )

Now assume p(z,2') < R. For y € X we have by the triangle inequality and
a two fold case distinction for the maximum in the definition of L,

x,x
L(x,y) - L', y)| < 282 (8.18)
tR
We compute with (8.18), first adding and subtracting a term in the integral,
([ 2 an ) 16a) - o0l = (5.19)

\ [ 19 - La)g) + L e - L )p) cm(y)\ |

(8.20)
Grouping the second and third and the first and fourth term, we obtain
using the definition of ¢ and Fubini,

< ‘ [ - L e d#(y)‘ (8.21)
n \ [reant) - [ 1) du(y)‘ 6] (8.22)
<2 [ |L(.y) - L) el o) (5.23)

where in the last inequality we have used (8.16). Using further (8.18) and
the support of L, we estimate the last display by

p(z,z')
tR

Using p(z,2’) < R and the triangle inequality, we estimate the last display

by
x,x
<227 1 B2, 2R)) lcr s (8.25)

Dividing by the integral over L and using (8.8) and (8.7), we obtain
R|p(2') — ()]

<2

p(B(z,tR) U B(«',tR))ll¢llcr(p) - (8.24)

< 220t o) or ) < 22737 gl or(py - (8.26)

pz, x')
Combining (8.17) and (8.26) using a > 4 and ¢ < 1 and adding (8.16) proves
(8.2) and completes the proof of Lemma 8.1. O

We turn to the proof of Proposition 2.5. Let z € X and R > 0 and set
B = B(z,R). Let ¢ be given as in Proposition 2.5. Set

t:=(1+dp(9,0) Fa (8.27)
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and define ¢ as in Lemma 8.1. Let ¢ and 6 be in ©. Then

' [ et0t@) ~ b@npte) i) (8.28)
< ‘ [ c0@) - 630 du(o) (.29)
+| [ @) - @) @) - ol au@ (8.30)

Using the cancellative condition (1.12) of © on the ball B(z,2R), the term
(8.29) is bounded above by
QGIU'(B(Za QR)) H@HLip(B(zQR)) (1 + dB(z,2R) (197 0))_T . (831)
Using the doubling condition (1.5), the inequality (8.2), and the estimate
dp < dp(.2r) from the definition, we estimate (8.31) from above by
2971 (B) || pllor () (1 + dp(9,6)) 7T (8.32)
The term (8.30) we estimate using (8.1) and that 9 and 6 are real and
thus e(¢) and e(6) bounded in absolute value by 1. We obtain for (8.30)
with (1.5) the upper bound
p(B(z, 2R)t" [ ellor(my < 2°u(B)E [lpllcr(s) - (8.33)
Using the definition (8.27) of ¢ and adding (8.32) and (8.33) estimates (8.28)
from above by

29 u(B)|l¢llcr () (1 + dp (9, 0))” 7+ (8.34)
7,2
+20u(B)l¢llcr () (1 + dp(0,0)) >+ . (8.35)
_’_2
< 20 B)|lgllcr gy (1 + dp(0,6)) 727 (8.36)

where we used 7 < 1. This completes the proof of Proposition 2.5.

9. PROOF OF PRrROP. 2.6, VITALI COVERING AND HARDY-LITTLEWOOD
We begin with a classical representation of the Lebesgue norm.

Lemma 9.1 (layer cake representation). Let 1 < p < oco. Then for any
measurable function u : X — [0,00) on the measure space X relative to the
measure (1 we have

= p /0 N V({5 u(@) > A} dA. (9.1)
Proof. The left-hand side of (9.1) is by definition
/ u(z)P du(z) . (9.2)
b's

Writing u(x) as an elementary integral in A and then using Fubini, we write
for the last display

_ /X /0 M LN d(a) 9.3)

=p / T ({e () = ARdA. (9.4)
0

This proves the lemma. O
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We turn to the proof of Proposition 2.6. Let the collection B be given.
We first show (2.43).

We recursively choose a finite sequence B; € B for ¢ > 0 as follows.
Assume By is already chosen for 0 < i’ < 4. If there exists a ball B; € B
so that B; is disjoint from all By with 0 < ¢/ < 4, then choose such a ball
B; = B(x;,r;) with maximal r;.

If there is no such ball, stop the selection and set 7" := 1.

By disjointedness of the chosen balls and since 0 < u, we have

> / /X u(z) du(z) . (9.5)

0<i<a”

By (2.42), we conclude

A Z / u(z) du(x) . (9.6)
0<i<i!

Let x € |JB. Choose a ball B = B(z/,r") € B such that x € B'. If B is
one of the selected balls, then

x € U B; C U (xi,3ri) . (9.7

0<i<a! 0<i<a”

If B’ is not one of the selected balls, then as it is not selected at time 3",
there is a selected ball B; with B’ N B; # (). Choose such B; with minimal
index 7. As B’ is therefore disjoint from all balls By with i’ < i and as it
was not selected in place of B;, we have r; > r’.

Using a point y in the intersection of B; and B’, we conclude by the
triangle inequality

plxi, o) < pziyy) + plalsy) <ritr < 2. (9-8)
By the triangle inequality again, we further conclude
p(zi, ) < p(zg,2’) + p(a’,z) < 2r; + 7" < 3y (9.9)
It follows that
x € U (4, 37;) . (9.10)
0<i<i"

With (9.7) and (9.10), we conclude
UBc | Blai3r). (9.11)
0<i<i’
With the doubling property (1.5) applied twice, we conclude
wlUB) < DY wBi3m) <2 Y w(By). (9.12)
0<i<i’ 0<i<i’

With (9.6) and (9.12) we conclude (2.43).

We turn to the proof of (2.44). We first consider the case p; = 1 and
recall Mg = Mp ;. We write for the po-th power of left-hand side of (2.44)
with Lemma 9.1 and a change of variables

| Msu() 22 = po /0 TV ({e Mgu(z) > Ay (9.13)
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= 2P2p, /OOO M2l ({a s Mgu(z) > 20})d\. (9.14)

Fix A > 0 and let x € X satisfy Mpu(z) > 2\. By definition of Mg, there
is a ball B’ € B such that x € B” and

/B July) duly) = 2Au(B'). (9.15)

Define uy(y) := 0 if |u(y)| < A and uy(y) := u(y) if |u(y)| > A\. Then with
(9.15)

[ wwdnt) = [ adut) - [ @-w)mdu)  (0.10)

> 2(B) = [ (=) (). (9.17)
As (u — uy)(y) < A by definition, we can estimate the last display by
> 20(B) — [ Nduly) = Mu(B). (0.13)
B/

Hence x is contained in | J(B)), where B is the collection of balls B” in B
such that

| @ duts) = (B, (919)

We have thus seen
{x: Mpu(x) > 2\} C | JBx. (9.20)

Applying (2.43) to the collection B) gives

A({z : Mpu(z) > 2)A}) < 2% / uy(z) de . (9.21)

With Lemma 9.1,
Ap({z s Mpu(x) > 2A}) < 22“/ p({x : jux(x)] > N} dN . (9.22)

0

By definition of h), making a case distinction between A > X and A < X,
we see that

p(fe fua(@)] > X'D) < (e« [u(@)] > max(h,N)}). (9.23)
We obtain with (9.14), (9.22), and (9.23)
[ Mpu()|p; (9.24)

< 2p2+2“p2/ )\p22/ p({z : Ju(z)] > max(\,\)}) dNdX. (9.25)
0 0

We split the integral into A > ) and A < X and resolve the maximum
correspondingly. We have for A > X with Lemma 9.1

(o) A
/ AP2—2 / p({z : Ju(z)] > \}) dNdX (9.26)
0 0

= /OOO N2z u(@)| > A})dA. (9.27)

= py *|ullB2. (9.28)
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We have for A < )\ with Fubini and Lemma 9.1

/OO P22 /OO p({z : ju(x)] > N1Y)dNdA. (9.29)
0 A
_ / F A ((  Ju(@)] > NN (9.30)
0 0
(2= [T e fule) 2 aDaX. (031)
= (p2 — 1) "py lull2. (9.32)

Adding the two estimates (9.28) and (9.32) gives

[Mpu(@)|[pz < 2727221 4 (p2 — 1) ™) Jullb2 = 272 2pa(p — 1) |Jul52.
(9.33)
With a > 1 and py > 1, taking the po-th root, we obtain (2.44). We turn to
the case of general 1 < p; < pa. We have

4
Mgy = (Mis(Juf? )7 (0.3
Applying the special case of (2.44) for Mp gives

1
1M prtllp, = [ Ms([ul?)]])
1

< 2%%(p2/p1)(p2/p1 — 1) (), = 22P2(p2 = p1) " ullp, - (9:36)

This proves (2.44) in general.
Now we construct the operator M satisfying (2.45) and (2.46).

p2/p1 (9.35)

Lemma 9.2 (covering separable space). For each r > 0, there exists a
countable collection C(r) C X of points such that

xc Y
ceC(r)
Proof. Tt clearly suffices to construct finite collections C(r, k) such that
B(o,r2%) U B(e,r),
ceC(r,k)

since then the collection C(r) = (J,cn C(7, k) has the desired property.
Suppose that Y C B(o,72¥) is a collection of points such that for all
v,y € Y with y # 3/, we have p(y,y’) > r. Then the balls B(y,r/2)
are pairwise disjoint and contained in B(o,r2"+1). If y € B(o,r), then
B(o,r2¥+1) C B(y,r2%*2). Thus, by the doubling property (1.5),

r _
n(B(y. 5)) = 27" (B0, r2"H))
Thus, we have
u(B(o,r2"1)) > 3" u(Bly, 5)) > [V]2~ (B0, r25 1)) .
yey

We conclude that |Y| < 2:+2)e  In particular, there exists a set Y of
maximal cardinality. Define C(r, k) to be such a set.

If 2 € B(o,72¥) and = ¢ C(r, k), then there must exist y € C(r, k) with
p(x,y) < r. Thus C(r, k) has the desired property. O
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For each k € N we choose a countable set C'(2¥) as in the lemma. Define
Bso = {B(c,2%) : ceC(2"),k e N}.

By Lemma 9.2, this is a countable collection of balls. We choose an enu-
meration By, = {Bj,...} and define

Bn:{Bl,""Bn}'

We define
Muw = 22" sup Mg, w.
neN
This function is measurable for each measurable w, since it is a countable
supremum of measurable functions. Estimate (2.46) follows immediately
from (2.44) and the monotone convergence theorem.

It remains to show (2.45). Let B = B(z,r) C X. Let k be the smallest
integer such that 2% > r, in particular we have 2¥ < 2r. By definition of
C(2%), there exists ¢ € C(2%) with 2 € B(c,2%). By the triangle inequality,
we have B(c,2%) C B(x,4r), and hence by the doubling property (1.5)

u(B(e,25) < 2% u(B(z, 7).
It follows that for each z € B(z,r)

1 2a
w(B(z, 1)) /B(:r,r) lw(y)|dp(y) < W/B(c,%) lw(y)| du(y)
< Mw(z).

This completes the proof.

10. PrROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

The convergence of partial Fourier sums is proved in Subsection 10.1 in
two steps. In the first step, we establish convergence on a suitable dense
subclass of functions. We choose piece-wise constant functions as subclass,
the convergence is stated in Lemma 10.2 and proved in Subsection 10.2. In
the second step, one controls the relevant error of approximating a general
function by a function in the subclass. This is stated in Lemma 10.3 and
proved in Subsection 10.8. The proof relies on a bound on the real Carleson
maximal operator stated in Lemma 10.4 and proved in Subsection 10.9. This
latter proof refers to the main Carleson Theorem 1.2. Two assumptions in
Theorem 1.2 require more work. The boundedness of the nontangential
maximal operator 7™ defined in (1.16) is established in Lemma 10.5 us-
ing L? and weak L' bounds for the Hilbert transform, Lemmas 10.6 and
10.7. These lemmas are proved in Subsections 10.3, 10.4 and 10.5. The can-
cellative property is verified by Lemma 10.8, which is proved in Subsection
10.6. Several further auxiliary lemmas are stated and proved in Subsection
10.1, the proof of one of these auxiliary lemmas, Lemma 10.12, is done in
Subsection 10.7.

All subsections past Subsection 10.1 are mutually independent.

Subsections 10.3 uses bounds for the Hardy—Littlewood maximal function
on the real line. There may be a better path through Lean than we choose
here. We refer to Proposition 2.6, the assumptions of it, namely that the
real line fits into the setting of Section 2, is done in Subsection 10.9.
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10.1. The classical Carleson theorem. Let a uniformly continuous 27-
periodic function f: R — C, bounded in absolute value by 1, be given. Let
0 < € <1 be given.

By uniform continuity of f, there is a 0 < § < 7 such that for all z,2’ € R
with |z — 2’| <& we have

(@) = fa)] <2727 (10.1)
Let K be the Gaussian bracket of 27” + 1, that is the unique integer with
2
K§%+1<K+1, (10.2)

and note that K > 2 by assumption on §. For each = € R, let k(x) be the
Gaussian bracket of Kz/2m, that is the unique integer such that

Kx

E(x) < 5 < k(x)+1. (10.3)
Define
folx) = f (@) . (10.4)

Lemma 10.1 (piecewise constant approximation). The function fy is mea-
surable. The function fo is 2mw-periodic. The function fy satisfies for all
r e R:

f(x) — folz)] < 2727, (10.5)
|fo(z)| < 1. (10.6)

Proof. Let F' be any set in C. We show that f&l(F) is measurable. As
Z = {27k/K,k € Z} is countable, it suffices to show that f;'(F)\ Z
is measurable. Tt then suffices to show that f; '(F)\ Z is open. Let x €
fo H(F)\Z. Thereis a k such that « € [27k/K, 2m(k+1)). Asa &€ Z, we have
that x € (2rk/K,2n(k+1)). But fy is constant on (27k/ K, 2w(k+1)), hence
(27k/K, 2m(k + 1)) is a subset of f; '(F)\ Z. This proves that f; '(F)\ Z
is open and completes the proof of measurability of fj.

To see that fj is 2w-periodic, we observe by applying (10.3) to x + 27 and
subtracting K that

k(m+2w)—K§[;—:<k(m+2ﬂ)—K+1 (10.7)
and hence
k(x +2m) — K = k(z) (10.8)
and hence by Definition (10.4)
fol + 2m) = f(27rkz(xK—|- 27T)) _ (27T(k:(:2—|- K)) _ f(271'k:(:v) L om) |
(10.9)
which by 27-periodicity of f is equal to
= 18D, o). (10.10)

This proves that fj is 27- periodic
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To see (10.5), observe that by (10.3) used twice and then by definition of

K we have b)
2rk(x 27
< —<9. 10.11
w S < (10.11)
Hence, by choice of §, for all x € R, we obtain (10.5).
Finally (10.5) follows because |f| by assumption is bounded by 1. This

completes the proof of the lemma. O

0<x—

Define the set E; to be
€ 2 €

K
By = U[%W(k - E)’ 7o (kb + E)]' (10.12)
k=0

Then we have for the Lebesgue measure of Fy, using K > 1,

|E1|<Z =i< ;)gg (10.13)

We prove in Subsection 10.2:

Lemma 10.2 (convergence for piecewise constant). For all N > 22K nd
z e 0,2m) \ Eq (10.14)

we have
[Snfola) = fola)| < 7 (10.15)

We prove in Subsection 10.8:

Lemma 10.3 (control approximation effect). There is a set Eo C R with
Lebesgue measure |E3| < § such that for all

x €[0,2m) \ Ey (10.16)
we have .
sup S f () — S folw)| < . (10.17)
N>0
Define
E:=F UE;. (1018)
Then .
|B| < [EBq| + |Eo| < & + g S (10.19)
Let Ny be the unique integer such that
Ng—1<2PK2%3 < Ny. (10.20)
For every
x€l0,1)\ E, (10.21)

and every N > Ny we have by the triangle inequality
|f(x) — Sn f()]

< [f(2) = fo(@)| + [fo(z) = Sn fo(2)| + [SN fol(z) = Snf(x)[.  (10.22)
Using (10.1) and Lemmas 10.2 and 10.3, we estimate (10.22) by

<2722 +Z+Z§€' (10.23)
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This shows (1.3) for the given E and Ny and completes the proof of Theorem
1.1.
Let  : R — R be the function defined by x(0) = 0 and for 0 < |z| < 1

1— ||
K(CC) - 1— eim

(10.24)

and for |z| > 1
k(z) =0. (10.25)
Note that this function is continuous at every point = with |z| > 0.
The proof of Lemma 10.3 will use the following Lemma 10.4, which itself
is proven in Subsection 10.9 as an application of Theorem 1.2.

Lemma 10.4 (real Carleson). Let F,G be Borel subsets of R with finite
measure. Let f be a bounded measurable function on R with |f| < 1p. Then

/ Tf(z)dz| < 22" |F|2|G2 (10.26)
G
where
T f(x) = supsup / f)k(z —y)e™ dy| . (10.27)
n€Z r>0 |Jr<jz—y|<1

One of the main assumption of Theorem 1.2, concerning the operator
T, defined in (1.16), is verified by the following lemma, which is proved in
Subsection 10.3.

Lemma 10.5 (nontangential Hilbert). For every bounded measurable func-
tion g with bounded support we have

I Txgll2 < 2%gllo, (10.28)

where

T.g(x):= sup sup o
0<T‘1<7’2<1|m—x’|<r1 ™

/ 9(y)r(z" —y)dy| . (10.29)
ri<|z’ —y|<ro

The proof of Lemma 10.5 relies on the next two auxiliary Lemmas.
For r € (0,1), z € R and a bounded, measurable function g on R with
bounded support, we define

H,g(x) r=/ o 1g(y)f@(:ﬂ—y)dy- (10.30)
r<jz—y|<

The following Lemma is proved in Section 10.4

Lemma 10.6 (Hilbert strong 2 2). Let 0 < r < 1. Let f be a bounded,
measurable function on R with bounded support. Then

IH, fll2 < 2" fl2- (10.31)
The following Lemma is proved in Subsection 10.5

Lemma 10.7 (Hilbert weak 1 1). Let f be a bounded measurable function
on R with bounded support. Let o > 0. Then for all r € (0,1), we have
219

p({r € R |H,f(@) > a}) < 2 / F@)dy. (10.32)
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The next lemma will be used to verify that the collection © of modulation
functions in our application of Theorem 1.2 satisfies the condition (1.12). It
is proved in Subsection 10.6.

Lemma 10.8 (van der Corput). Let o < (8 be real numbers. Let g : R — C
be a measurable function and assume

g\y)—g\x
Wlines = sup @) +18—al sup L ZIDN 1033
a<z<p alz<y<p |y - £C|

Then for any 0 < a < B < 27 we have

B )
/‘mMamﬂms2ﬂ5—mmm@@mu+VM5—mrﬁ (10.34)

We close this section with six lemmas that are used across the following
subsections.

Lemma 10.9 (mean zero oscillation). Let n € Z with n # 0, then

21
/ e dr = 0. (10.35)
0

Proof. We have
2r 1 . 27 1 . . 1
/ e oy — |:._eznx:| _ ._(627rzn _ 627”0) _ _(1 _ 1) =0. O
0 m 0 m m

Lemma 10.10 (Dirichlet kernel). We have for every 2m-periodic bounded
measurable f and every N >0

Snf(x / fly)Kn(z—y)dy (10.36)
where Ky is the 2m-periodic continuous function of R given by
N .
> e (10.37)
n=—N
We have for € # 1 that
iNz' —iNz'

e e

/
Ky (@) = 1 — et + 1 —ei®

. (10.38)

Proof. We have by definitions and interchanging sum and integral

Snf(@ Z Fre™
N T
_Z 2L / ein@=1) gy

N

:% /_ f) 3 e gy, (10.39)

n=—N
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This proves the first statement of the lemma. By a telescoping sum, we have
for every 2’ € R

N
(e%im’ . ef%i:v’) Z einm’ _ e(N+%)i:v’ . e*(N‘f’%)i:Bl ) (1040)
n=—N

If ¢’ = 1, the first factor on the left-hand side is not 0 and we may divide
by this factor to obtain

N ; 1,/ i 1y, : ’ . /
inat ez(N+2)m e i(N+3)x Nz e—iNw
> = T lw lw ol 1w 1w (1041
Sy e —e e —e
This proves the second part of the lemma. O

Lemma 10.11 (lower secant bound). Let n > 0 and =27 +n <z <271 —n
with |x| > n. Then

11— €| > (10.42)

|3

Proof. We have

1 — €| = \/(1 — cos(x))? +sin%(x) > |sin(z)].

Ho<z<
and sin(%)

then we have from concavity of sin on [0, 7] and sin(0) = 0
1

7'('
2

T
When z € "F + [0, 5] for m € {—4,-3,-2,—1,1,2,3} one can argue simi-
larly. O

The following lemma will be proved in Subsection 10.7.

Lemma 10.12 (spectral projection bound). Let f be a bounded 2m-periodic
measurable function. Then, for all N >0

1SN fllz2—ma) < N Fllz2(—mm)- (10.43)
Lemma 10.13 (Hilbert kernel bound). For x,y € R with x # y we have
k(z —y)| < 2'2lz —y)". (10.44)

Proof. Fix x # y. If k(z—y) is zero, then (10.44) is evident. Assume k(z—y)
is not zero, then 0 < |z —y| < 1. We have

1—|z—yl
|k(z —y)| = 'm (10.45)
We estimate with Lemma 10.11
1 8
|k(z —y)| < ey < P—g (10.46)

This proves (10.44) in the given case and completes the proof of the lemma.

O
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Lemma 10.14 (Hilbert kernel regularity). For z,y,y" € R with x # y,y’
and

2ly —y| < |z —yl, (10.47)

we have
L |y—yv|
|z —y| |z -yl

Proof. Upon replacing y by y — x and 3’ by ¢ — x on the left-hand side of
(10.47), we can assume that x = 0. Then the assumption (10.47) implies
that y and y’ have the same sign. Since k(y) = R(—y) we can assume that

they are both positive. Then it follows from (10.47) that
Y /

=<yq.

5 = Y

We distinguish four cases. If 3,3’ < 1, then we have

k(z —y) — w(z —y')| < 2'°

(10.48)

1—y 1—y
/ — —
=) = r(1) = [T ~ T

and by the fundamental theorem of calculus

/W—L+e%+u1—oﬁ
v (1 — e‘it)Q

.

Using y' > 4 and Lemma 10.11, we bound this by

3
<ly—y'| sup ——fqﬁé3W—dly e

ucir |1 —e

If y <1andy >1, then k(—y') = 0 and we have from the first case

_ o

ly 21| < 910 ly 2@/ |
[yl [yl

Similarly, if y > 1 and ¢’ < 1, then k(—y) = 0 and we have by the same
computation as for the first case

k(=) — K(=9)| = [5(~y) — r(~D)| < 2'°

-1 —
s(~9) — w3/} = (/) — n(-1)] < 20L < golt 0
[yl vl
Finally, if y,3' > 1 then
e(=9) = ()] =0 < 20 =]

O

10.2. Piecewise constant functions. We first compute the partial Fourier
sums for constant functions.

Lemma 10.15 (constant function). If h satisfies h(z) = h(0) for all z € R,
then for all N > 0 we have Syh = h.

Proof. We compute with Lemma 10.9 for n € Z with n # 0,

R 1 2 ) 2 )
hp = — h(y)e™ "™ dy = o) / e "™dy=0. (10.49)
2w 0 2w 0
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hence for N >0

N o 2T 2T
Suh(z) = > hpe™ =g = L h(y) dy = o) /0 dy = h(z).

2 Jq 27
n=—N
(10.50)
This proves the lemma. O
Lemma 10.16 (Dirichlet kernel bound). Let n > 0. Let
—2r+n<a<p<2mr—n (10.51)
and assume
Then 5N
etV 64 |0—«a 1
——dx| < — =). 10.53
/oz 1—e @ x‘—N( 772 +77) ( )

Proof. Note first that the integral in (10.53) is well defined as the denomi-
nator of the integrand is bounded away from zero by Lemma 10.11 and thus
the integrand is continuous. We have with partial integration

B _—iNx
/ : i dx
o 1—e€

1 [P e ie® 1 emiNe 7’
= e gy |2 | . 10.54
—z’N/a ¢ AT | TNT e (10:54)

We estimate the two summands in (10.54) separately. We have for the first
summand in (10.54) with Lemma 10.11,

' 1 /B efiN:B iei$ dx
«a

—iN (1— )2
1 [5 4 - .
< —/ 11 —e ™| 2dx < 18—l sup |1 —e |72 (10.55)
N Ja N aelap
64]5 — o
< — 10.56
<Zhy (10.56)

We have for the second summand in (10.54) with Lemma 10.11 again

1 efiNm B
[—iN 1- eix} N

1 4 , 16
< —(l—e -y < —. 10.57
< = e - e < 8 (1057
Using the triangle inequality in (10.54) and applying the estimates (10.55)
and (10.57) proves the lemma. O

Let G be the class of 2m-periodic measurable functions g which satisfy for

allx e R
27k ()

9( ) = g(x) (10.58)

and
lg(z)] < 2. (10.59)
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Lemma 10.17 (flat interval partial sum). Let g € G. Assume z € [0,27) \
Ey and g(x) = 0. Then for all N > 22i—3K2

Swg@)] < 7.

Proof. With Lemma 10.10, breaking up the domain of integration into a
partition of subintervals,

(10.60)

1 ™
Sw(0)] = 5 / ) K~ )
1 K— 27r(k+1)
= o Z / KN (z —y)dy| . (10.61)
Using ¢g € G and that k(y) = k for each
2k 2mw(k +1)
—_—, 10.62

and then applying the triangle inequality with the upper bound on |g| and
the identity g(z) = g(2mk(z)/K) = 0, we estimate (10.61) by
K—1 27r(k+1)

1 2rk
=5 1D_ 95 )/m Kn(z —y)dy
k=0 K
1 2Tr(?(+1)
< — _
< - > e KnG@-wdy) . (10.63)
0<k<K,k#k(z) |” K
Doing a variable substitution, we obtain for (10.63)
1 xz—2mk/K
= / Kn(y)dy| . (10.64)
T 0<k<K kth(z) |27k 1)/K
Fix 0 < k < K with k # k(x) and set
a=ax—2n(k+1)/K, (10.65)
B=a—2rk/K. (10.66)
As z € [0,27) \ E1, we have with n = ¢/(8K)
a>x—27> =21+, (10.67)
f<z<2mr—n. (10.68)

If 5 <0, then 27rk/K > z and as = ¢ E; also 2nk —n > x. Hence § < —n.
If 8> 0, then 27k/K < z. As k # k(z), we also have 2w(k +1)/K < z. As
x & Fy, we have 2m(k+1)/K 4+ n < z. It follows that 0 < a. In both cases,
we have seen (10.52).

With Lemma 10.10 and the triangle inequality, it follows that

x—2mk/K B8 Ny B8 eszy
/ Kn(y)dy| < / ——dy +/ 7 dy|  (10.69)
z o 1—e W o

—2m(k+1)/K 1-—
Using that the two integrals on the right-hand side are complex conjugates
of each other, and using Lemma 10.16 and € < 2, this is bounded by

B iy 128 |8 — « 220
[ T < R < e <
[e%

<2 273K, (10.70)
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Inserting this in (10.63) and adding up proves the lemma. O

We now prove Lemma 10.2.

Let z € [0,27) \ E; and N > 22;{(2. Let h be the function which is
constant equal to fy(x) and let ¢ = fo — h. By the bound on f and the
triangle inequality, |g| is bounded by 2. Hence g is in the class G. We also
have g(z) = 0. Using Lemma 10.15, we obtain

Snfo(x) = fo(x) = Sn(g + h)(x) — Snh(z) = Sng(z). (10.71)

Lemma 10.2 now follows by Lemma 10.17.

10.3. Proof of Cotlar’s Inequality.

Lemma 10.18 (estimate x shift). Let 0 < r < 1 and z € R. Let g be
a bounded measurable function with bounded support on R. Let Mg be the
Hardy-Littlewood function defined in Proposition 2.6. Then for all x’ with
|z — 2| <.

/ g(y)k(z —y) dy — / g(y)r(@ —y) dy‘ <2BMg(z).
r<lz—y|<1 r<|a/—y|<1
(10.72)

Proof. First note that the conditions |z — y| < 1 and |2’ — y| < 1 may be
removed as the factor containing x vanishes without these conditions.

We split the first integral in (10.72) into the domains r < |z — y| < 2r
and 2r < |z — y|. The integral over the first domain we estimate by (10.73)
below. For the second domain, we observe with |z —2/| < r and the triangle
inequality that r» < |2/ — y|. We therefore combine on this domain with
the corresponding part of the second integral in (10.72) and estimate that
by (10.74) below. The remaining part of the second integral in (10.72) we
estimate by (10.75). Overall, we have estimated (10.72) by

[ el - yldy (1073)
r<|z—y|<2r
[ s ) = =)y (10.74)
2r<|z—y|
+| [ 9w)R (e’ — )] dy (10.75)
r<|e’ —y|r<|z—y|<2r
Using the bound on k in Lemma 10.13, we estimate (10.73) by
8
—/ l9(y)l dy - (10.76)
" Je—y|<2r
Using the definition of Mg, we estimate (10.76) by
< 32Myg(x). (10.77)

Similarly, in the domain of (10.75) we note by the triangle inequality and
assumption on 2’ that |z’ — y| < 3r and thus we estimate (10.75) by

8
il / 9(y)| dy < 48Mg(2) (10.78)
|z’ —y|<3r

r



106 BECKER, VAN DOORN, JAMNESHAN, SRIVASTAVA, AND THIELE

We turn to the term (10.74). Let v be the smallest integer such that
2¥ > 2/r. Using that the kernel vanishes unless |z — y| < 2, we decompose
and estimate (10.74) with the triangle inequality by

1%
S Lo ik -y - -gldy. (019
1 Y2 r<|z—y|<29 1y
J
Using Lemma 10.14, we estimate (10.79) by

v

210 Z/ POt
20r<|z—y|<20+1y |£C - y|2

j=1
co0y L / 9] dy
j=1 2%r 20r<|z—y|<L20 1y
v .
<2193 "2 My(x). (10.80)
j=1

Using a geometric series, we estimate (10.80) by
<2 Mg(x). (10.81)
Summing the estimates for (10.73), (10.74), and (10.75) proves the lemma.

O

Recall that
Hyglo) = | o(y)s(z — ) dy.
r<|z—y|<l

Lemma 10.19 (Cotlar control). Let 0 < r <1 <1 and z € R. Let g be
a bounded measurable function with bounded support on R. Let Mg be the
Hardy-Littlewood function defined in Proposition 2.6. Then for all x' € R
with |x' — x| < 5= we have

[ Hyyg(2)| < 1Hi(g = 91y n1 pymap)(@)] + 2 Mg(2). (10.82)

Proof. Let x and 2’ be given with |’ — x| < Z-. By an application of Lemma
10.18, we estimate the left-hand-side of (10.82) by

|Hyy (9)(a")] + 2 Mg(z). (10.83)
We have
Hy\(g)(2) = / 9(y)r(z’ —y)dy. (10.84)
ri<lz’—yl<1

On the domain r; < |2/ —y|, we have & < |z — y|. Hence we may write for

(10.84)

(o)) = |

(9= 91 n o) W) —y)dy

r<lz'—yl<1
= Hy (9= glp_nt o ma))(@). (10.85)
Combining the estimate (10.83) with the identification (10.85), we obtain
| Hyyg(2)| < 1Hyy (9 = 91p_rp pyra) (@) + 2P Mg(2) . (10.86)

We have
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(Hy = Hy,)(g = 911y pmip) (@)

:/ (9 =91 1 o))y yk(z' —y)dy. (10.87)
r<|a’—y|<ri

Assume first » > 7. Then we estimate (10.87) with Lemma 10.13 by
/ o)k’ — )l dy
L <|z'—y|<r1

32
- l9(y)| dy < 64Mg(z"). (10.88)

|2 —y|<r
Assume now r < 7L As |’ —y| < T implies |z —y| < 5, we see that (10.87)
equals

/ (9= 9y wers YR — ) dy.
L <|2/—yl<ry

which we again estimate as above by (10.88). In both cases, (10.82) follows
by the triangle inequality from (10.86) and the estimate for (10.87). O

Lemma 10.20 (Cotlar sets). Let 0 < r < r; < 1 and x € R. Let g be
a bounded measurable function with bounded support on R. Let Mg be the
Hardy—Littlewood maximal function defined in Proposz'tz’on 2.6. Let x € R.
Then the measure |F1| of the set Fy of all 2’ € [x — T, x4 7] such that

|H(9)(2")] > 4M (H..g)(x) (10.89)

is less th(m or equal to r1/8. Moreover, the measure |Fy| of the set Fy of all
x' € [z — 3,z + 3] such that

(1ot ayma)| > 22 M () (10.90)
is less than ri/8.

Proof. Let r, r1, x and g be given. If M (H,g)(x) = 0, then H,g is constant
zero and F} is empty and the estimate on Fj trivial. Assume M (H,g)(z) >
0. We have with (10.89)

2
M(H,g)(z) = —/ |H,.g(z")| da’ (10.91)
"1 S|/ —z|< L
2
> = | 4M(H,g)(x)da’ (10.92)
T Ia)

Dividing by M (H,g)(x) gives
8
1> 2 |F. (10.93)
1

This gives the desired bound for the measure of Fj.
We turn to the set F. Similarly as above we may assume Mg(z) > 0.
The set F5 is then estimated with Lemma 10.7 by

222Mg /\g oyl (W) dy (10.94)
i Mg(z) =L (10.95)
222Mg(3:)r1 E 8" '
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This gives the desired bound for the measure of F. O

Lemma 10.21 (Cotlar estimate). Let 0 < r < r; < 1 and x € R. Let
g be a bounded measurable function with bounded support on R. Let Mg
and M(H,g) be the respective Hardy-Littlewood mazximal functions defined
in Proposition 2.6. Then for all z € R

/ 9(y)r(x —y)dy (10.96)
rm<|z—y|<1

< 22M(H,g)(z) + 2B Mg(z). (10.97)

Proof. By Lemma 10.19, the measure of the set of all 2’ € [x—5-, x+ 5] such
that at least one of the conditions (10.89) and (10.90) is satisfied is at most
r1/4 and hence not all of 2’ € [x — 3,2 + 3]. Pick an 2’ € [v — T,z + 7]
such that both conditions are not satisfied. Applying Lemma 10.19 for this
a2’ and using the triangle inequality estimates the left-hand side of (10.96)
by

AM (H,g)(x) + 22 Mg(x) + 2 Mg(x) . (10.98)

This proves the lemma. U

Lemma 10.22 (simple nontangential Hilbert). For every 0 < r < 1 and
every bounded measurable function g with bounded support we have

ITgll2 < 2%lg]l2, (10.99)
where

1
T,g(x) :== sup sup —
r<ri<l|z—az/|<r 2m

. (10.100)

/ 9(y)r(z’ —y)dy
ri<|z’—y|<1

Proof. With Lemma 10.18 and the triangle inequality, we estimate for every
zeR

1
Togla) < 2°Mg(a) + sup o | [ g(y)n(e —y)dy| . (10.101)
r<ri<1 2T ri<|z—y|<1
Using further Lemma 10.21, we estimate
T,g(z) < 28 Mg(z) + 283 Mg(z) + 2°M (H,g)(z) . (10.102)

Taking the L? norm and using Proposition 2.6with a = 4 and py = 2 and
p1 = 1, we obtain

ITgll2 < 224 Mgllo + 22| M (H,g)||2 (10.103)
< 2% |gll2 + 2" H,(9)]l2 - (10.104)
Applying Lemma 10.6, gives
I Trgll2 < 2 |gll2 + 2% gll2 - (10.105)
This shows (10.99) and completes the proof of the lemma. O

Proof of Lemma 10.5. Fix g as in the Lemma. Applying Lemma 10.22 with
a sequence of r tending to 0 and using Lebesgue monotone convergence
shows

| Togll2 < 2*(g]l2, (10.106)
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where
1 /
Tog(x) := sup  sup Dy g(y)k(z' —y)dy| .  (10.107)
0<ri<l jz—af|<ry 4T |Jri<|a’—y|<1
We now write by the triangle inequality
1
Tig(x) <  sup sup  — / g(y)k(z’ —y)dy|  (10.108)
0<r1<rz<l|z—a’|<r 2m ri<lz’—y|<1

+ sup sup —
0<ri<re<l |z—a’|<r 2m

/ 9(y)r(z’ —y)dy
ro<|a’—yl<1

Noting that the first integral does not depend on ro and estimating the
second integral by the larger supremum over all |x — 2| < rq, at which time
the integral does not depend on 71, we estimate (10.108) by

/ 9(y)r(’ —y)dy
r<lz'—yl<1

/ 9(y)r(z" —y) dy
ro<|z’—y|<1

Applying the triangle inequality on the left-hand side of (10.28) and applying
(10.106) twice proves (10.28). This completes the proof of Lemma 10.5. O

1
sup sup —

(10.109)
0<m <1 |z—a'|<r 2m

1
+ sup sup —
0<ra<l |z —a/|<r2 2

10.4. The truncated Hilbert transform. Let M, be the modulation op-
erator acting on measurable 2m-periodic functions defined by

Mg(z) = g(z)e™™ . (10.110)
Define the approximate Hilbert transform by
1 N—-1
Lng = > My NSNynMying- (10.111)
n=0

Lemma 10.23 (modulated averaged projection). We have for every bounded
measurable 2m-periodic function g

HLNgHLQ[*TFﬂT} < HgHLQ[*ﬂ',TF] : (10112)
Proof. We have

A

—T

m m

g de = [ g de = ol

—T
(10.113)
We have by the triangle inequality, the square root of the identity in (10.113),
and Lemma 10.12

N-1
1
HLngHLQ[fﬂ,ﬂ - HN Z M—n—NSN—I—nMN—l—ngHLQ[fﬂ,ﬂ
n=0
L Nl L Nl
SN [M—n- NSN4nMN-4n9l L2 m) = N Z SN+ MN4+ndllL2[—7,x)

n=0 n=0



110 BECKER, VAN DOORN, JAMNESHAN, SRIVASTAVA, AND THIELE

N-1 N-1
1 1
< N Z HMN-l-ng”LQ[—ﬂJr} - N Z ”gHLQ[—ﬂﬂr} - HgHL2[—7T,7T] : (10114)
n=0 n=0

This proves (10.113) and completes the proof of the lemma. O

Lemma 10.24 (periodic domain shift). Let f be a bounded 2m-periodic
function. We have for any 0 < x < 27 that

2T 2m—x ™
fway= [ fwdy= [ fw-o)dy. (10.115)

—T

0
Proof. We have by periodicity and change of variables

0 0 o
swar= [ swrma= [ swa (10.116)
We then have by breaking up the domain of integration and using (10.116)
2 2m—x 2
fody= [ fway+ [ fway
0 0 2m—x

2r—x 0 2r—x
- iwans [ swar= [ s, (10.117)
This proves the first identity of the lemma. The second identity follows by
substitution of y by y — x. O

Lemma 10.25 (Young convolution). Let f and g be two bounded non-
negative measurable 2m-periodic functions on R. Then

™ T 2 2
(/ ( f(y)g(fﬂ—y)dy> dw) < flle2j—rmllgllrf—nm - (10.118)

—T —T
Proof. Using Fubini and Lemma 10.24, we observe

/7; 7;f(?/)2g(ﬂc—y)dydac:/7r f(y)z/” o — y) de dy

—T —Tr

— [ 1w* [ atwydedy = 1ol ne (10019)

-7
Let h be the nonnegative square root of g, then A is bounded and 27-periodic
with h? = g. We estimate the square of the left-hand side of (10.118) with
Cauchy-Schwarz and then with (10.119) by

[ 1wt =it - ay? as

—Tr —Tr

< [ ([ srste-nan) ([ otw-nay) ao

2 2
= ”f”LQ[—ﬂJr}”gHLl[—ﬂﬂr} :
Taking square roots, this proves the lemma. O

For 0 < r < 1, Define the kernel &, to be the 27-periodic function

V{?r(l')’ = min <7“1’ 1 =+ W) 5 (10120)

where the minimum is understood to be r—! in case 1 = €.
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Lemma 10.26 (integrable bump convolution). Let g, f be bounded mea-
surable 2m-periodic functions. Let 0 < r < w. Assume we have for all
0<zx<2m

lg(2)] < k(). (10.121)
Let i
hz)= [ fyglz—y)dy. (10.122)
Then
Il r2mm) < 221 F L2 - (10.123)

Proof. From monotonicity of the integral and (10.121),

gl rj—mm) < / ky(z) dx . (10.124)

—T
Using the symmetry k.(x) = k,(—z), the assumption, and Lemma 10.11,
the last display is equal to

o 1 r
:20m1n ;,1+m d(E

r m 4
§2/ —dx+2/ 1+6—Td
o T r

4 4
§2+2ﬂ+2<6—r—6—r> <925, (10.125)
r T
Together with Lemma 10.25, this proves the lemma. U

Lemma 10.27 (dirichlet approximation). Let 0 < r < 1. Let N be the

smallest integer larger than % There is a 2mw-periodic continuous function

L' on R that satisfies for all —m < x < 7w and all 27-periodic bounded
measurable functions f on R

Lif(x) = - / FW)L (= —y) dy (10.126)

and
|L(2) = Ly ey <y (@) | < 2%k (). (10.127)

Proof. We have by definition and Lemma 10.10

Lng(x Z/ INFz R (2 — )N g () dy . (10.128)

This is of the form (10.126) with the continuous function

—1
= % > Kppn(a)em N, (10.129)

With (10.37) of Lemma 10.10 we have |Kxy(z)| < N for every z and thus
N—-1

> (N+n)<2N <227 (10.130)
n=0

Therefore, for |z| € [0,7) U (1, ] we have

1L () = Ly repyl<ny (@)r(@)] = [L'(2)] < 2% (10.131)

2|

|12 ()] <
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This proves (10.127) for |x| € [0,7) since k,(z) = 7! in this case.
For €' # 1 and may use the expression (10.38) for K in Lemma 10.10

to obtain
1 Nzl [ Gi(N+n)z —i(N4n)z
)=+ (5 ‘ emiV+m)
N 1—e @ 1 —ei®
n=0
1= 1 e~i2(N+n)e
_NZ 1—e 1 —ew
n=0
1 1 efi2Nm N-1 i
=T % + N1 o e wnT (10.132)
n=0
and thus

L= 1y repy<y(@)(1 — |2])

L/(x) - 1{y:r<|y\<1}"€(x) = L//(.%') + 1 _ eix , (10.133)
where
_joNz N-1
L”(m) - i € 2Nw —12nx
C N1-—e® '
n=0
For z € [—m,r] U [r, 7], we have using Lemma 10.11 that
1- 1{y:r<|y\<1}(x)(1 - ‘.%") _ min(|x|, 1) < 8H1111(|CC|, 1)
1—e 1—ei | = ||
<231 < 2%k, (). (10.134)
Next, we need to estimate L”(x). If the real part of ¢'® is negative, we have
1<1—e" <2, (10.135)
and hence
1 = r
Z —
|L (x)\§NZ1_1§1+m. (10.136)

n=0
If the real part of €'® is positive and in particular while still e’ # +1, then
we have by telescoping
N-1
(1—e 7)Y e 7 =1 — ¢ N7, (10.137)
n=0
As e7%% £ 1, we may divide by 1 — e?* and insert this into (10.132) to

obtain
1 e—iZNx 1— e—iQNx

" .
@) =yi—@m 1o

Hence, with Lemma 10.11 and nonnegativity of the real part of ¢®
2 1 1

N1 —ei|[1 — e2iz|

2 1 1 4r

r
== : __ < <22 (14— 10.139
N ‘1 _em‘Z ’1 +ezx’ — ’1 _ ezx’Q — ( + ’1 _em’2> ( )

Inequalities (10.130), (10.131), (10.133), (10.134), (10.136), and (10.139)
prove (10.127). This completes the proof of the lemma. O

(10.138)

1L ()] <
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We now prove Lemma 10.6.

Proof of Lemma 10.6. We first show that if f is supported in [—3/2,3/2],
then
IH fll 2wy < 201 |2 - (10.140)

Let f be the 27-periodic extension of f to R. Let N be the smallest integer
larger than % Then, by Lemma 10.27 and the triangle inequality, for x €
[—7, 7] we have

|, f(x)| < 27|Ly f(2)] + 2°

| wte—wiw) dy‘.

—T

Taking L? norm over the interval [—r, 7] and using its sub-additivity, we get

IHy fll 2= )
1
2 2
dm) .

Since k, is supported in [—1, 1], we have that H, f is supported in [-5/2,5/2]
and agrees there with H, f(z). Using Lemma 10.23 and Lemma 10.26, we
conclude

IH fllz2®) < W Hefllp2map < 270 f 2@y + 201 f 22wy, (10.141)

which gives (10.140).

Suppose now that f is supported in [c,c + 3] for some ¢ € R. Then the
function g(z) = f(c+ 2 + x) is supported in [-3/2,3/2]. By a change of
variables in (10.30), we have H,g(x) = H, f(c+3/2+ x). Thus, by (10.140)

1Hrgllz = [1Hr fll2 < 21 fll2 = llgll2 - (10.142)

Let now f be arbitrary. Since k(z) = 0 for |z| > 1, we have for all
x€lc+1,c+2

™

/ "z — ) () dy

—T

—T

< 2| Ly fll g2y +2° (/

H, f(z) = Hy(f1iccq3)(@) -
Thus

c+2
/ H, f(2)? de < / Ho(F L orq) (@) o
c R

+1
Applying the bound (10.142), this is

c+3
<21 [ @) de.

Summing over all ¢ € Z, we obtain

/ H, f(z)dz < 321 / (@) de
R R

This completes the proof. O
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10.5. Calderén-Zygmund Decomposition. For I = [s,t) C R, we define

bi(I) = {[S,S;Lt> , [Sgt,t>}. (10.143)

In what follows, we write u for the Lebesgue measure on R.

Lemma 10.28 (interval bisection). Let I = [s,t) C R be a bounded, right-
open interval. Let Iy, Iy € bi(I) with Iy # Is. Then

p(1).

plh) = u(lz) = = (10.144)
Further,
I=1LUL, (10.145)
and the intervals Iy and Iy are disjoint.
Proof. This in some form can be taken from the Lean library. O

For a bounded interval I = [a,b) C R and a non-negative integer n, we
inductively define

cho(I) :={I}, chy,(I) = Ujeen,_, (bi(J). (10.146)
Lemma 10.29 (bisection children). Let I = [s,t) and let n be a non-

negative integer. Then the intervals in ch,(I) are pairwise disjoint. For
any J € chy(I),

u(J) = u2(£) = t2n5. (10.147)
Further,
I'=Ujeen, (10.148)
and
|chy (I)] = 2 (10.149)
Proof. This follows by induction on n, using Lemma 10.28. U

Lemma 10.30 (Lebesgue differentiation). Let f be a bounded measurable
function with bounded support. Then for u almost every x, we have

1
m/jnf(y)dy:f(x),

where {Ip}n>1 is a sequence of intervals such that x € I, for each n > 1
and

lim p(l,) = 0.

n—o0
Proof. This follows from the Lebesgue differentiation theorem, which is al-
ready formalized in Lean. O

Lemma 10.31 (stopping time). Let f be a bounded, measurable function
with bounded support on R. Let o« > 0. Then there exists A C R such that
the following properties (10.150), (10.151), (10.152), (10.153), and (10.154)
are satisfied. For all x € A

If(2)] < a. (10.150)

The set R\ A can be decomposed into a countable union of intervals
R\ A= U; I :Uj[Sj,tj), (10.151)
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such that
[sj,t;) N [sj,ty) =0 forj # 5 . (10.152)
For each j,
« 1 t
Se— [Wwla<a (10.153)
2 t]’ — Sj S
Further,

N CEED /yf )| dy . (10.154)
j

Proof. Since f is bounded with bounded support, there exists a non-negative
integer £ such that

flx)=0forzg[-271271), (10.155)
and
2Z71
2t [ Uy <a.
,2[—1
Let
Ip:=[-229, Q= {l},
and

Ql = bl(I(])

For n > 1, we inductively define

0= {re 6. [lmlar >3}

Ont1:=Uscgn0,Pi]).

and

Finally, let
Q= Un>1 Q.
For each n we have
Qn g Chn(Io)
Therefore, by Lemma 10.29,

|Qn| < (IO) _ 2Z+1 n

It follows that Q is a countable union of finite sets and hence, is countable
itself. Let {I;};>1 be an enumeration of this set, with

Lj = [sj:t5);
for s;,t; € Ip and s; < tj;. We set
A=R \ szl[Sj, tj).
Then (10.151) holds by definition. We next show (10.152). Let I;,1; € Q.
Then, there exist 1 < n,n’ such that I; € Q, and Iy € Q,y. If n = n/,
(10. 152) follows from Lemma 10.29 since Q,, C chy, (I, ) Otherwise, assume

without loss of generality that n < n’. Then by construction, there exists
J € Qn \ Q,, such that I;; C J. Since I; € Q,, it follows that I; # J. Since

jsJ € Q,, C ch,(Ip), by Lemma 10.29, we deduce that they are disjoint.
Slnce I;; C J, we conclude that I; and I are disjoint as well. This proves
(10.152).
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To see (10.153), let I; = (s;,t;) € Q. Then I; € Q,, for some n > 1. By
definition of Q,,, we have

o 1 1 tj
3 < am =2 [l

Asl;j € Q, C Qn, by definition of the latter set, there exists J € Qn_l\Qn_l
with I € bi(J). Since J ¢ Q,_1, we conclude that

1 / «a
— [ [fW)ldy < 3.
w() J, T =5
Using Lemma 10.28 and the above, we get

1 /tf 1 2
fWldy= = [ 1@y < 25 [ 1fwldy < o
ti—sjJs, n(l) Jr n(J) J g
This establishes (10.153). Using this, we see that for each j, we have

2 [t
tj—sjﬁa/ |f(y)| dy.

J

Summing up in j and using the disjointedness property (10.152), we get

t <2 v dy = 2 d
ICERE 2w =2 [l
Finally, we show (10.150). Let x € A. If x ¢ [—2¢,2¢], then by (10.155)

that f(x) = 0. Thus (10.150) is true in this case. Alternately, let z € IpNA.
Then for each n, there exists I(n) € Q, such that z € I(n) and

1
2(1n) /I(n) [f(W)ldy < . (10.156)

Since u(I(n)) = 217" we have

lim p(I(n)) =0.

n—oo
By Lemma 10.30, we also have

1

J T o G = 1)

for almost every x € A. Combining the above with (10.156), we conclude
that

[f(@)] < a.
This finishes the proof of (10.150), and hence the lemma. O

Calderén-Zygmund decomposition is a tool to extend L? bounds to LP
bounds with p < 2 or to the so-called weak (1,1) type endpoint bound. It
is classical and can be found in [Ste93].

Lemma 10.32 (Calderon Zygmund decomposition). Let f be a bounded,
measurable function with bounded support. Let o > 0 and vy € (0,1). Then
there exists a measurable functions g, a countable family of disjoint intervals
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I; = [s4,tj), and a countable family of measurable functions {g;}j>1 such
that for almost every r € R
fla)=g(x)+ ) bj(x) (10.157)
i>1

and such that the following holds. For almost every x € R,

l9(z)| < yer. (10.158)
We have
[1swlas < [ 1wl (10.159)
For every j
suppb; C I;. (10.160)
For every j
/ bj(x)dx =0, (10.161)
I
and
/ |bj(z)| dx < 2you. (10.162)
1
We have )
Dot —sp) < — / 1f(y)| dy (10.163)
i e
and
Z/} b;(y)| dy < 2/|f(y)|dy- (10.164)
i L

Proof. Applying Lemma 10.31 to f and vya, we obtain a collection I; of
intervals such that the conditions (10.150)-(10.154) are satisfied. We set
A=R\U;l; and

f(x), x € A,
9(x) = Sy Jr, fW) dy, @ € (s5.t), (10.165)
0, z € [s5,t5]\ (s5,5),

and, for each 7,

bj(x) := F@) =y [, W)y, @ € (s5:19),
! . O, Y € (Sj,tj).

(10.166)

Then (10.160) and (10.163) are true by construction and Lemma 10.31.

a
Further, let b(z) = >_; bj(z). Then

F(@) = g(@) + b(@) = g(x) + 3 byx),

for all  not in the measure zero set U;{s;,t;}.
For almost every = € A, we get using (10.150)
l9(x)| < yor.

In the case when neither of the above is true, we have g(x) = 0 by definition.
Thus, we obtain (10.158).
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To prove (10.159), we estimate

/w|@</U|@+Z/ )vam.

Since the intervals I; are disjoint, and A = R\ U;I;, we conclude

/\g(y)!dySA\f(y)\dy+Z/l_\f(y)\dy=/!f(y)!dy-

This establishes (10.159). If « € I; for some j, (10.153) yields

lg(z)| < y)ldy < ya.

Further, for each j, it follows from the definition of ¢; that

wwyde= [ gy [ s [ gy
I

- [ s@ar— [ rwa=o
This establishes (10.161).

Using the triangle mequahty, we have that

1
J s [ i [ o [ el

=2/|ﬂwMy (10.167)

Dividing both sides by p(I;) and using (10.153), we obtain (10.162).
Further, summing up (10 167) in j yields

/wr@<2/v m+2/ /u\mw

Using the disjointedness of (s;,t;), we get

Z/I 165 (y)l dy < 2/|f(y)|dy.

This proves (10.164), and completes the proof. O

Proof of Lemma 10.7. Using Lemma 10.32 for f and 2%, we obtain the
decomposition

f =g+ b= g+ Z bj
J
such that the properties (10.157)-(10.164) are satisfied with v = 2710, For
each j, let

s; + 1t

I = [Sjatj)7 Cj = TJ7 (10.168)

and
Ij* = [Sj — Q(t]‘ — Sj),tj + Q(t]‘ — Sj)] . (10.169)
Then I;f is an interval with the same center as I; but with

u(I5) = 5(tj — s5) = 5u(l;). (10.170)
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Let
Q= Ul (10.171)
By definition, for each z € R\ Q and y € I},
B(t; — s
lz — cj| > % > 5ly — ¢, (10.172)
and
|z —y| > 2(t; — s;5). (10.173)

It follows by the triangle inequality and subadditivity of p that

p({z e R:[H f(z)] > a})
<p({zxreR:|Hyg(z)| > a/2}) +p({z e R: |Hb(x)| > a/2}). (10.174)

We estimate using monotonicity of the integral

p(l € R |Hog(e) > a/2) < 5 [ 1Hrglo) dy

Using Lemma 10.6 followed by (10.158) and (10.159), we estimate the right
hand side above by
18

9
<226 lg(y !2dy<— lg(y)ldy < =— [ |f ()| dy.
()]

Thus, we conclude

i({z € R: [Hogle)] > a/2}) < / ()l dy. (10.175)
Next, we estimate
n({z R : |Hb()| > a/2})

< (@) +p({z e R\Q: [Hob(z)] > a/2}) .
Using (10.170) and (10.163), we conclude that

13
D <Y ) =53 (- s) < [Ifwldy.  (0.076)

We now focus on estimating the remaining term
u({r €R\Q: [Hb(z)| > a/2})
For z € R\ Q, define
( ) _{j [SJ7 ) [-%'—T,l'—i-?”]:@},
Ta(x) :={j : |y — =| = r for some y € [s;,t;)},
Ts(x) :==A{j : [sj,t;) C lv =z +r]}.
Since H,b;(x) = 0 for all j € J3(x), using the triangle inequality and the
decomposition above, we get
Hb(x)| < > [Hebj()|+ > |Hebj()]. (10.177)
jeT(z) JET2 ()
Further, for j € J1(z), we have
Hrbj(x) = / H(I‘ - y)l{z:r<\z\<1}(x - y)b](y) dy = / ’%(x - y)bj(y) dy .

I; I;



120 BECKER, VAN DOORN, JAMNESHAN, SRIVASTAVA, AND THIELE

Using (10.161), the above is equal to

/ (ke — ) — Kz — ¢))b()-

I
Thus, using the triangle inequality, (10.172), (10.173) and Lemma 10.14, we
can estimate

H,bi(z)] < 210/ CJ' dy
I IV A el

JET () JET ()

2102 L ’2/ 1b;(y)| dy = Fi(x). (10.178)

Next, we estimate the second sum in (10.177). For each j € Ja(x), set

1
/I 1{z:r<\z\<1}(x - y)b](y) dy.
J

d; ==
Tt =

Then by (10.162)
d;j| <2270 =27%. (10.179)
For each j € Ja(z), we have

Hoby(@) = [ #le = )1 erepno = )by (o) = d)) dy

+/ djk(zr —y)dy.
I

= [ (5l =) = rlo = ) A srcparenr(c = by ) = ) dy

+/ dik(x —y) dy.
1

Thus, using the triangle inequality, the estimate above and (10.179), we
obtain

|Hrbj(2)] <

/ (5(z — 4) — w(z — c5)) (b ()] +2%) dy + 2% / k()| dy.
I; I;

(10.180)
Using (10.172), (10.173) and Lemma 10.14, and arguing as in (10.178), we
get the the first term above can be estimated by

10 _
2 Z |x—c |2 (/ ()| + 27 alt; _8])> = Fi(x) + Fy(x), (10.181)
with F1 as in (10.178) and

Fy(z) =2 Ma(z&j — 55). (10.182)

For each j € Jo(x), let y; € [sj,t;) be such that

[z =yl =
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Using (10.173), we have
r=lr —y;| > 2(t; —sj).

Further, using the triangle inequality, for each y € I, we obtain

3r
|l“—y|S|~T—yj|+|y—yj|§7“+(7fj—8j)<7,
and
.
e =yl > e —yil = ly =yl 27 = (t; = 55) > 5.

We conclude that

3r
[sjtj) C {y -<l|r—y|< 5}

Using this and Lemma 10.13, we get

8
/ |k(z —y)|dy < / dy < 32. (10.183)
I {y:o<lz—yl<} [T — Yl

Combining (10.177), (10.178), (10.180), (10.181) and (10.183), we get
|H,b(z)| < 2F)(z) + Fy(z) + 2 %

Using the triangle inequality, we deduce that
u({z € Q: [Hb(x)| > a/4}) <
p({z € Q:|Fi(z)| >27%)) + p({z € Q: |Fy(x)] >27%}).  (10.184)

We estimate

p({z e Q: |Fi(z)| >27%}) < %ZJ:/I \bj(y)\dy/Q Hdw

(10.185)
Using (10.172), we can bound
t e 1 2
/ % dr < 2(t; ])/ —dt=Z. (10.186)
Q ‘x - c]‘ 5‘tj—8j‘ 13 5
Plugging (10.186) into (10.185) and using (10.164), we conclude that
w{z € Q: ()] > 24a)) < —/|f | dy . (10.187)
Similarly, we estimate
25 (t; —s5)
. —4 } J 5
uw{x € Q: |Fy(z)| >2%a}) < = Za(tj —5j) /dex

J
Using (10.186) and (10.163), this is bounded by

24Zt —55) <—/yf )| dy. (10.188)

Combining estimates (10.174) (10.175), (10.176), (10.184), (10.187) and
(10.188) yields (10.32). 0
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10.6. The proof of the van der Corput Lemma 10.8. Let g be a Lip-
schitz continuous function as in the lemma. We have

ein(m—i—ﬂ/n) _ _einx )
Using this, we write
B ) 1 (B ) 1 [P )
/ g(z)e " da = 5/ g(x)e™ do — 5/ g(z)em@ /)y dg

We split the the first integral at o + 7 and the second one at 8 — 7, and
make a change of variables in the second part of the first integral to obtain

1 [otn , 1 [P .
== / g(x)e™ da — —/ g(m)em(m‘L”/”) dz
2/, 2 )y =

1 g m inx

+5 (9(z) — gz — —))e"* du.

The sum of the first two terms is by the triangle inequality bounded by
T
— sup |g(z)].
" z€fa,f]

The third term is by the triangle inequality at most

1 B s
- —g(z = D)|d
2 ) lg(x) — g(x n)! T

™ 9(z) — gly
T lg(x) ()\‘5_04.
2N a<e<y<p 1T — Yl

Adding the two terms, we obtain
B .
/ g(x)e "™ dx
(6%
By the triangle inequality, we also have
B .
/ g(x)e " dx
(6%

This completes the proof of the lemma, using that
. 7T _
min{|8 — «f, E} <27|B—a|ll+n|g—a)t.

™
< EHg”Lip(a,B)-

<|8—a| sup |g(z)| < |8 — alllgllLip(a,p) -

r€la,B

10.7. Partial sums as orthogonal projections. This subsection proves
Lemma 10.12

Lemma 10.33 (partial sum projection). Let f be a bounded 2m-periodic
measurable function. Then, for all N >0

Sn(Snf)=5SNf. (10.189)
Proof. Let N > 0 be given. With K as in Lemma 10.10,
1 2m
Sx(Sw @) = 5= [ Sw ) Knta =) dy

1 27 27
= W/o ; FWEN(y =) Kn(z —y) dy'dy. (10.190)
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We have by Lemma 10.10

1 2
o ), Kn(y —y)Kn(z —y)dy
T
N
s Y 3 [T
—Nn/=—N"0
Z Z ele—ny’) / =W dy (10.191)
—Nn/=—
By Lemma 10.9, the summands for n # n'/ vanish. We obtain for (10.191)
1 N ) , 2
= — e@=y) / dy=Kn(z—1v). (10.192)
27T —r 0

Applying Fubini in (10.190) and using (10.192) gives

2m
SNV @) = 5= [ 10K @ =)y = Swf@) (10193

This proves the lemma. O

Lemma 10.34 (partial sum selfadjoint). We have for any 2mw-periodic bounded
measurable g, f that
2 2m

; Snf(z)g(x) = ; f(x)Syg(x) dz . (10.194)

Proof. We have with Ky as in Lemma 10.10 for every z

N N
Kn(w)= > e = > e =Ky(-x). (10.195)
n=—N n=—N
Further, with Lemma 10.10 and Fubini
2 21
Si i@ = 5= [ [ ToRat—vata) duds
0 Y
1 2w
- @)Ky~ )g(a) dady = | @ Sno(x)dz. (10.196)
This proves the lemma. O

We turn to the proof of Lemma 10.12.
We have with Lemma 10.34, then Lemma 10.33 and the Lemma 10.34

again
2m 2

[ Swf@Sn @ de | f@)Sh(Sx ) de
2

2m - -
= f(z)Snf(x)de = Snf(z)f(x)dx. (10.197)
0 0
We have by the distributive law

27
/0 (F(2) — Sw f (@) (F@) — S f(@) de = (10.198)
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2m
; f(2)f(z) = Snf(2)f(@) = f(2)Sn f(2) + Sn f(2)Sn f(z) dw

Using the various identities expressed in (10.197), this becomes

2 27
= () f(x)dz — Snf(z)Snf(z)dx. (10.199)
0 0
As (10.198) has nonnegative integrand and is thus nonnegative, we conclude
27 2T
Swf@)Snf@de < [ 1) @) d. (10.200)
0 0

As both sides are positive, we may take the square root of this inequality.
This completes the proof of the lemma.

10.8. The error bound. We prove Lemma 10.3. Define
€
Ey:={x€[0,2m) : sup |Snf(z)—Snfo(z) > -}.
N>0 4

Then (10.17) clearly holds, and it remains to show that [E>| < §. This will
follow from Lemma 10.4.
Let x € E5. Then there exists N > 0 with

[SxF @) — S fola)] >
pick such N. We have with Lemma 10.10
1 2m
T <ISxs@) = Sxh@] = 5= | [ 7w~ he)Ex( =) dy

We make a change of variables, replacing y by  — y. Then we use 27-
periodicity of f, fo and Ky to shift the domain of integration to obtain

= " (F@— ) — fole — 9))Kn(y) dy

:% .

€
B

4

Using the triangle inequality, we split this as

< 50| =9 = fole - ) max(1 - L OKx ()
+% /_tr(f(:v —y) — folz —y)) min(ly|, 1) Kn (y) dy' '

Note that all integrals are well defined, since Ky is by (10.37) bounded by
2N + 1. Using (10.38) and the definition (10.24) of x, we rewrite the two
terms and obtain

<o /_tff <“’”‘y>—f0<~’ﬂ—y>><e”yz<y>+e—fNym<y>>dy‘ (10.201)
+% /_7;<f<w —y) — Jolz - y>>(e$’”% + e‘”‘”%) dy‘ .

(10.202)
By Lemma 10.11 with n = |y|, we have for —1 <y <1

|eiNymin{|y|’1}| |y|

- = — < 8.
1—ew |1 —ew| —
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By Lemma 10.11 with n = 1, we have for 1 < |y| <7

|eiNymin{|y|’1}| _ 1
1—e W

= - 8.
|1 —ew| —
Thus we obtain using the triangle inequality and (10.5)
16 4 4_250 2
(10202) < o— [ |f(z —y) — folz —y)ldy <277 €.
2 J_,
Consequently, we have that

€ 1
<
8 — 2w

[ =)= ol = R + )
By dominated convergence and since k(y) = 0 for |y| > 1, this equals

1 .
= — lim
2T r—0+

/ U)ol = )R + e ) dy
rljy|<

Let h = (f — fo)l|—r3x. Since z € [0,27], the above integral does not
change if we replace (f — fo) by h. We do that, apply the triangle inequality
and bound the limits by suprema

1 .
<geswl [ hle =y Vin(y) dy
27 >0 r<lyl<1
1 — 4
+——sup / h(z —y)e " Nk(y) dy| .
27 >0 r<lyl<l

By the definition (10.27) of T', this is

1 _
< %(Th(x) + Th(x)).
Thus for each z € FE,, at least one of Th(z) and Th(x) is larger than
1—66. Thus at least one of Th and Th is > 1—66 on a subset E} of Ey with
2|ES| > |Ey|. Without loss of generality this is Th. By assumption (10.5),
we have |22506_2h| < 1{_r3q- Applying Lemma 10.4 with F' = [—7, 37| and
G = E}, it follows that

€
g < [
1672 = Jp
2406

2
<2 B <2 )t

Th(z)de = 272" / T(2*° € 2h)(z) d

/ /
2 E2

Rearranging, we obtain

1B <272 < i.

This completes the proof using |Fs| < 2|E)|.
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10.9. Carleson on the real line. We prove Lemma 10.4.
Consider the standard distance function
p(@,y) = |z -y (10.203)
on the real line R.

Lemma 10.35 (real line metric). The space (R,p) is a complete locally
compact metric space.

Proof. This is part of the Lean library. O

Lemma 10.36 (real line ball). For x € R and R > 0, the ball B(z, R) is
the interval (x — R,z + R)

Proof. Let 2/ € B(xz, R). By definition of the ball, |2/ — 2| < R. It follows
that 2/ —x < Rand 2z — 2’ < R. It follows 2’ < x + R and 2’ > =z — R.
This implies 2’ € (x — R,z + R). Conversely, let 2’ € (x — R,z + R). Then
2 <x+ Rand 2’ > 2 — R. It follows that 2’ —2 < Rand z — 2’ < R. Tt
follows that |2 — x| < R, hence 2’ € B(x, R). This proves the lemma. [

We consider the Lebesgue measure p on R.

Lemma 10.37 (real line measure). The measure p is a sigma-finite non-
zero Radon-Borel measure on R.

Proof. This is part of the Lean library. O
Lemma 10.38 (real line ball measure). We have for every z € R and R > 0
w(B(z,R)) =2R. (10.204)

Proof. We have with Lemma 10.36
w(B(z,R)) = u((x — R,z + R)) = 2R. (10.205)
]

Lemma 10.39 (real line doubling). We have for every x € R and R >0

w(B(z,2R)) = 2u(B(z, R)) . (10.206)

Proof. We have with Lemma 10.38
w(B(z,2R) = 4R = 2u(B(z, R) . (10.207)
This proves the lemma. O

The preceding four lemmas show that (R, p,u,4) is a doubling metric
measure space. Indeed, we even show that (R, p, p,1) is a doubling metric
measure space, but we may relax the estimate in Lemma 10.39 to conclude
that (R, p, 1, 4) is a doubling metric measure space.

For each n € Z define ¥,, : R — R by

Un(x) =nx. (10.208)

Let © be the collection {¥,,n € Z}. Note that for every n € Z we have
9,(0) = 0. Define
dB(z,R) (Vn,Vm) := 2RIn —m|. (10.209)

Lemma 10.40 (frequency metric). For every R > 0 and x € X, the func-
tion dp(y gy 15 a metric on ©.
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Proof. This follows immediately from the fact that the standard metric on
Z is a metric. U

Lemma 10.41 (oscillation control). For every R > 0 and x € X, and for
all n,m € Z, we have

sup  |ny —ny' —my+my'| <2ln —m|R. (10.210)
y,y'€B(z,R)

Proof. The right hand side of (10.210) equals

sup  |(n—m)(y — o) — (n—m)(y' — ).
v,y €B(z,R)

The lemma then follows from the triangle inequality. O

Lemma 10.42 (frequency monotone). For any z,2’ € X and R,R' > 0
with B(xz, R) C B(z, R'), and for any n,m € Z

dB(:v,R) (’19”, ﬁm) < dB(m/,R’) (’19”, ﬁm) :

Proof. This follows immediately from the definition (10.209) and R < R'.
(]

Lemma 10.43 (frequency ball doubling). For any xz, 2’ € R and R > 0 with
x € B(2/,2R) and any n,m € Z, we have

dB(z 2r) (Vny Um) < 2dp(zr) (Vn, Um) - (10.211)
Proof. With (10.209), both sides of (10.211) are equal to 4R|n — m/|. This
proves the lemma. O

Lemma 10.44 (frequency ball growth). For any z,2’ € R and R > 0 with
B(z,R) C B(2',2R) and any n,m € Z, we have

2dp (e, R) (I Um) < dp(ar o) (Ons Im) (10.212)
Proof. With (10.209), both sides of (10.211) are equal to 4R|n — m|. This
proves the lemma. 0

Lemma 10.45 (integer ball cover). For every x € R and R > 0 and every
n € Z and R’ > 0, there exist my, mg, mg € Z such that

B'Cc BiUByUBg, (10.213)
where
B' = {0 € © :dp(y,gr (0,0,) < 2R} (10.214)
and for j =1,2,3
Bj ={V € © :dp(y,r)(V,9m;) < R'}. (10.215)

Proof. Let my be the largest integer smaller than or equal to n — R'/2. Let
mgy = n. Let m3 be the smallest integer larger than or equal to n + R'/2.
Let ¥,y € B’, then with (10.209), we have

2R|n —n'| < 2R’ . (10.216)

Assume first n’ < n — R'/2. By definition of m, we have n’ < my. With
(10.216) we have

R|my —n'| = R(m; —n') = R(m1 —n) + R(n —n')
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R R
<-4t R = -5 (10.217)

We conclude 9, € B;.
Assume next n — R'/2 < n' <n+ R'/2. Then 9, € Bs.

Assume finally that n + R'/2 < n’ By definition of ms, we have mg < n’.
With (10.216) we have
R|m3 —n'| = R(n' —m3) = R(n" —n) + R(n — mg)
R R

- = 10.21
<R 5 5 (10.218)

We conclude 9, € By. This completes the proof of the lemma. O

Lemma 10.46 (real van der Corput). For any x € R and R > 0 and any
function ¢ : X — C supported on B' = B(z, R) such that

|o(x) = ¢ (y)]
OllLip(y = sup |o(z)|+ R sup ——F——— 10-219
| HLIP(B) xEB" (@) vyeB azy  P(T:Y) ( |

is finite and for any n,m € Z, we have

el (B
In(z) — O, d < 2ru(B’ P . (10.220
[ e0u(0) = O@)pta)dnte) < 2mp(B) L (10.220
Proof. Set n’ =n —m. Then we have to prove
z+R ,
[ e ety| < Rl 0+ 2R 0221
This follows from Lemma 10.8 with « =x — R and 8 =z + R. U

The preceding chain of lemmas establish that © is a cancellative, compat-
ible collection of functions on (R, p, i, 4). Again, some of the statements in
these lemmas are stronger than what is needed for a = 4, but can be relaxed
to give the desired conclusion for a = 4.

With k as near (10.24), define the function K : R x R — C as in Theorem
1.2 by

K(z,y) :=k(z —y). (10.222)
The function K is continuous outside the diagonal x = y and vanishes on
the diagonal. Hence it is measurable.

By the Lemmas 10.13 and 10.14, it follows that K is a one-sided Calderén—
Zygmund kernel on (R, p, u, 4).

The operator T defined in (1.16) coincides in our setting with the opera-
tor T defined in (10.29). By Lemma 10.5, this operator satisfies the bound
(1.18).

Thus the assumptions of Theorem 1.2 are all satisfied. Applying the
Theorem, Lemma 10.4 follows.
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