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COMPACT T7(1) THEOREM A LA STEIN

ARPAD BENYI, GUOPENG LI, TADAHIRO OH, AND RODOLFO H. TORRES

ABSTRACT. We prove a compact T'(1) theorem, involving quantitative estimates, analogous
to the quantitative classical T'(1) theorem due to Stein. We also discuss the Cg°-to-CMO
mapping properties of non-compact Calderén-Zygmund operators.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The classical T'(1) theorem of David and Journé [I0] is a fundamental result in harmonic
analysis that characterizes the L?-boundedness of operators with Calderén-Zygmund kernels.
A remarkable insight of this theorem is that one only needs to test whether the actions
(properly defined) of the operator and its formal transpose on the constant function 1 belong
to BMO and to verify the so-called weak boundedness property.

There are other equally useful versions of the T'(1) theorem that avoid the introduction of
the weak boundedness property. For example, in [I0], the L?-boundedness is also shown to be
equivalent to the uniform boundedness (with respect to &) in BMO of the operator and its
transpose acting on the character functions z + €%, In a very elegant formulation, Stein [28]
proved a quantitative version of the 7'(1) theorem that entirely avoids & priori mentioning
BMO in the statement of the theorem or defining the operator on smooth L°°-functions. He
instead considered appropriate uniform L?-estimates for the operator and its transpose acting
on normalized bump functions; see Theorem [C] below. Although the actual proof of Stein’s
version does use the definition of 7'(1) and equivalent formulations of the weak boundedness
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property, the advantage of his formulation is that, once the theorem has been established,
the definitions of such concepts do not need to be considered when applying the theorem to
specific applications. See also [4] for a further discussion on this result by Stein.

Much more recently, several authors have considered versions of the T'(1) theorem character-
izing the situation when operators with Calderén-Zygmund kernels are not only bounded but
also compact. Such operators do exist and, beyond some simple ones defined on compact sets
whose kernels have integrable singularities, an interesting example is provided by a certain
class of pseudodifferential operators in R?; see Cordes [9]. See also [7] for a version of the
result for pseudodifferential operators even in a weighted setting. Other examples are provided
by appropriate paraproducts, but such operators are usually employed in the proof of compact
versions of the T'(1) theorem and thus their compactness need to be proved by different
methods.

In [30], Villarroya proved a compactness version of the T'(1) theorem by replacing the weak
boundedness property and the condition 7'(1),7*(1) € BMO in the classical T'(1) theorem (see
Theorem with an appropriate weak compactness property and the stronger requirement that
T(1) and T*(1) belong to CMO € BMO (CMO denotes the space of functions of continuous
mean oscillation; see Definition below), and by imposing some additional conditions on
the kernel of the operator. More recently, Mitkovski and Stockdale [23] in the linear case and
Fragkos, Green, and Wick [13] in the multilinear setting, established compactness versions of
the T'(1) theorem, avoiding the additional conditions on the kernel of a Calderén-Zygmund
operator that appeared in the original version of Villarroya. We note that the space CMO is a
celebrity in harmonic analysis in its own right, appearing naturally in compactness results ever
since the classical compactness result of Uchiyama [29] on commutators of Calderén-Zygmund
operators with CMO functions.

The main goal of this article is to present a version of a compact 7'(1) theorem in the spirit
of Stein’s T'(1) theorem on boundedness (Theorem [C]), without any reference to the actions of
T and T™ on the constant function 1 in the statement of the result. A secondary goal of this
article is to discuss the C2°-to-CMO mapping properties of non-compact Calderén-Zygmund
operators, both of convolution and non-convolution types. For this purpose, we also revisit
some delicate topological properties of BMO-type spaces; see Appendix

This article is organized as follows. In Section[2] we go over some background and definitions
needed for the remainder of the paper. After recalling the classical T'(1) theorem and its
compact counterpart in Subsection we state our main result, a compact 7'(1) theorem a
la Stein (Theorem (1) in Subsection Section (4| is dedicated to the proof of Theorem |1l In
Section |5, we then consider the Cg°-to-CMO mapping properties of non-compact Calderén-
Zygmund operators. As a byproduct of our analysis, we also present a direct proof that,
under the cancellation assumption 7'(1) = 7*(1) = 0, a compact Calderén-Zygmund operator
is compact on the Hardy space H'; see Proposition In the appendices, we discuss non-
compactness of convolution operators as well as the fact about BMO and some of its subspaces
not being weakly sequentially complete, which are of interest on their own. The results in the
appendices are probably known to a more specialized functional analysis audience or may
follow from more abstract facts. Hence, we do not want to claim authorship on them but they
are included here for completeness. We provide references when we could locate them in the
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literature, but when we could not, we present some essentially self-contained arguments for
some results for the benefit of readers.

2. CALDERON-ZYGMUND OPERATORS, BMO, AND CMO

A linear singular integral operator T is a map, a priori defined and continuous from S(R%)
into &’(R?) (the usual Schwartz space and its dual), that takes the form

T(f)(z) = » K(z,y)f(y)dy (2.1)

when the point z is not in the support of f. Here, we assume that, away from the diagonal
A = {(z,y) € R??: 2 =y}, the distributional kernel K of T' coincides with a function that is
locally integrable on R??\ A, which we still call K. The formal transpose T* of T is defined
similarly with the kernel K* given by K*(z,y) = K(y, ).

Definition 2.1. A locally integrable function K on R2?\ A is called a Calderdn-Zygmund
kernel if it satisfies the following two conditions:

(i) For all 7,y € R, we have

K (2,9)| S o =yl 7. (2.2)
(ii) There exists § € (0,1] such that
T — 78
K (o) = K@)+ 1K) — K(na')] S (23)

for all z,2',y € RY satisfying |z — 2/| < |z — y|.

We say that a linear operator T' of the form with a Calderén-Zygmund kernel K
is a Calderdn-Zygmund operator if T extends to a bounded operator on LP°(R%) for some
1 < pp < 0. It is well-known [27] that if T' is a Calderén-Zygmund operator, then it is
bounded on LP(R?) for all 1 < p < co. Hence, in the following, we restrict our attention to
the L2-boundedness of such linear operators. It is also well known that a Calderén-Zygmund
operator is bounded from L>®(R%) to BMO(RY) and also from H'(R?) to L'(R%). Here,
H'(R?) denotes the Hardy space, which is the predual of BMO [I1], and BMO denotes the
space of functions of bounded mean oscillation, which we now recall.

Definition 2.2. Given a locally integrable function f on R¢, define the BMO-seminorm by
1
| fll BMo = sup Mg (f) zsup/ |f(x) — ave f|dx, (2.4)
Q Q 1Ql /g Q

where the supremum is taken over all cubes @ in R¢ with sides parallel to the coordinate
axesﬂ and

1
agef = Ql /Q f(z)dz. (2.5)

Then, we say that f is of bounded mean oscillation if || f|| paro < oo and we define BMO (R?)
by
BMO(R?) = {f € Lioo(RY) : | fllBmo < oo}

Hp the following, it is understood that all the cubes have sides parallel to the coordinate axes.



4 A. BENYI, G. LI, T. OH, AND R. H. TORRES

As usual, the elements of this space need to be considered as equivalent classes of functions
modulo additive constants.

We denote by C*(R%) (and by Co(R%), respectively) the space of C®°-functions with
compact supports (continuous functions vanishing at infinity, respectively). Also, we denote by
(C2)o(R?) the subspace of C2°(RY) consisting of mean-zero functions. We will often suppress
the underlying space R? from our notation.

The closure of C2° in the BMO topology is called the space of functions of continuous mean
oscillation, and it is denoted by CMO. By definition CMO is a closed subspace of BMO,
where the topology of CMO is inherited from that of BMO, induced by the BMO semi-norm

in (2.4).

We also recall the following characterization of the Hardy space (see, for example, [27
Corollary 1 on p.221]). Let d > 2E| Given j =1,...,d, let R; be the Riesz transform defined
by R;(f)(§) = z%f(&), where ~ denotes the Fourier transform. Then, the Hardy space H'
consists of functions f € L' such that R;f e L' j=1,...,d, endowed with the norm:

d
171l = 1 F 1o+ D 1B L (2:6)
j=1
Next, we recall a characterization of CMO; see [29, Lemma on p. 166]. We follow here
Bourdaud’s formulation in [5, Théoréme 7 (iii) on p.1198]. Given f € L], we define

= lim [ sup / — ave da:), 2.7
) =t (s o [ 1) - ager 27)
where the supremum is taken over all cubes of volume |Q| < r and age f is as in (2.5).
Similarly, we define
1
Io(f) = lim ( sup / |f(x) —avef|dx>, (2.8)
r=o0 \ o> Q] Jg Q

where the supremum is taken over all cubes of volume |@Q| > r. Lastly, given a cube Q C RY,
we define

Q 1m 1 — Vi
uu>zﬁ$Q@Lmyw &%WQ. (2.9)

Then, we have the following characterization of CMO by the quantities I'y, I's, and F?.
Lemma 2.3. Let f € BMO. Then, f € CMO if and only if

Ii(f) =To(f) =T () =0 (2.10)
for any cube Q C RY.

In [5], Lemma was stated in terms of the analogues of the quantities I'1, I'g, and F?,
where cubes are replaced by balls. A straightforward modification of the argument in [5]
yields Lemma where we work with cubes.

2When d = 1, we replace the Riesz transforms by the Hilbert transform.
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3. T(1) THEOREM AND MAIN RESULT

3.1. Classical and compact 7'(1) theorems. In this subsection, we provide a brief discussion
on the classical T'(1) theorem (Theorem [A)) and its compact counterpart (Theorem [B]). In
order to do so, we need a few more definitions.

Definition 3.1. We say that a function ¢ € C° is a normalized bump function of order M
if supp ¢ C By(1) and ||0%¢||r < 1 for all multi-indices o with |a| < M. Here, given r > 0
and z € R%, B,(r) denotes the ball of radius r centered at x.

Given zo € R? and R > 0, we set

R (@) = o(“52)- (3.1)

The statement of the 7'(1) theorem of David and Journé [I0] is the following.

Theorem A (T'(1) theorem). Let T : § — &' be a linear singular integral operator with a
Calderon-Zygmund kernel. Then, T can be extended to a bounded operator on L? if and only
if it satisfies the following two conditions:

(A.i) T satisfies the weak boundedness property; there exists M € NU{0} such that we have
(T(er"), 057" < B (3.2)
for any normalized bump functions ¢1 and ¢o of order M, x1,x9 € R%, and R > 0.
(A.i) T(1) and T*(1) are in BMO.
Since T is a priori defined only in S, the expressions T'(1) and 77 (1) need to be interpreted
carefully; see below.

Definition 3.2. We say that a linear singular integral operator 7' : S — S’ with a Calderdn-
Zygmund kernel has the weak compactness property if there exists M € NU {0} such that we
have

. —d xo+x1, R\ xotx2,R\| __
T TR e TR @

for any normalized bump functions ¢; and @2 of order M and z1,zs € R%.

The following version of the compact counterpart of the 7'(1) theorem (Theorem [A]) was
recently proved in [23]; see also [30]. For a version of a compact T'(b) theorem, see [31].

Theorem B (compact T'(1) theorem). Let T' be as in Theorem[4] Then, T can be extended
to a compact operator on L? if and only if it satisfies the following two conditions:

(B.i) T satisfies the weak compactness property.
(B.ii) T'(1) and T*(1) are in CMO.

We say that a linear singular integral operator 1" with a Calderén-Zygmund kernel is a
compact Calderdn-Zygmund operator if it is compact on L2.

Remark 3.3. If T is a compact Calderén-Zygmund operator, then it is also compact

(a) on LP for any 1 < p < oo; this follows from interpolation of compactness [19],
(b) from L*> to CMO; see [25],
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(c) from the Hardy space H' to L'; this follows from (b) applied to T* (which is compact
on L? in view of Lemma (ii)) and duality;ﬂ see [24], p. 1285],

(d) from L' to L}*°; see [24],
(e) from BMO to CMO ([25]) under the cancellation assumption that 7'(1) = T*(1) = 0,

(f) from H! to H! under the cancellation assumption that T'(1) = T*(1) = 0; this claim
follows from (e) and duality; see also Proposition

Remark 3.4. Our definitions of the weak boundedness property and the weak com-
pactness property (Definition are slightly different from those in [10, 23], but one can
easily check that they are equivalent.

We also note that, as for the weak boundedness property, it suffices to verify for
x1 = m9; see [1§]. However, it does not seem to be the case for the weak compactness

property (3.3).

3.2. T(1) theorems a la Stein. We first recall a quantitative formulation of the classical
T'(1) theorem due to Stein; see [28, Theorem 3 on p. 294].

Theorem C (T'(1) theorem & la Stein). Let T' be as in Theorem[Al Then, T can be extended
to a bounded operator on L? if and only if there exists M € NU {0} such that we have

177 )2 + T (87 ) |12 S R (34)
for any normalized bump function ¢ of order M, xo € R%, and R > 0.

Here, the conditions (A.i) and (A.ii) in Theorem |A| are replaced by the quantitative
estimate involving normalized bump functions. In the following, we seek for a suitable
replacement of the condition for a compact T'(1) theorem & la Stein. Before proceeding
further, we first recall the following basic properties of compact operators.

Lemma 3.5. Let X and Y be Banach spaces and T : X — 'Y be a continuous linear operator.

(i) If T is compact, then T maps weakly convergent sequences to strongly convergent
sequences.

(ii) The operator T is compact if and only if its transpose T™* is compact.

Lemma [3.5]is well known and its proof can be found in many textbook covering the subject;
see, for example, Reed and Simons [26, Theorems VI.11 and VI.12 (c)].

We now derive the L2- and L*-conditions for our formulation of a compact T'(1) theorem
a la Stein.

L2-condition: We first rewrite the condition ([3.4)) as
|75 |2+ 1T (R 26|12 S 1.

Note that R_%gbxoﬁ converges weakly to 0 in L? as |zg| + R + R~' — oco. Suppose now that
T is compact on L?. Then, from Lemma (i), we see that R_%T(qﬁxO’R) and R_%T*(¢IO’R)

3Although L' is not the dual of L, an argument using duality can still be applied because the L'-norm
can be computed by pairing with L°°-functions.
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converge strongly to 0 in L? as |zg| + R+ R~ — oo, namely,

lim (R-SHTWO’R)\LQ ; R-%l\T*WmR)uLz) _o. (3.5)
|zo|+R+R~1—00

L®-condition: Let T be a Calderén-Zygmund operator that is compact on L?. From
Remark [3.3|(b), we see that T is compact from L™ to CMO. Let {f,}nen be a weak-x
convergent sequence in L°°E| Then, it follows from the Banach-Steinhaus theorem that the
sequence {fy}nen is bounded in L™, and, hence, from the compactness of T' from L> to
CMO, we see that {T'(fn)}nen is precompact in CMO. In view of Lemma [3.5](ii), the same
conclusion holds for 7%. This leads to the L*-condition (ii) in Theorem [1| below.

We are now ready to state our main result, a compact counterpart of the T'(1) theorem a
la Stein.

Theorem 1 (compact T'(1) theorem & la Stein). Let T' be as in Theorem . Then, T' can be
extended to a compact operator on L? if and only if the following two conditions hold:

(i) (L2-condition). There exists M € NU {0} such that (3.5) holds for any normalized
bump function ¢ of order M.

(ii) (L°°-condition). Given any weak-+ convergent sequence {fn}nen in L™ such that
{T(fn)}nen and {T*(fn)}nen are bounded in CMO, both the sequences {T(fn)}nen
and {T*(fn) }nen are precompact in CMO.

Note that in the derivation of the L>-condition and the L2-condition before the statement
of Theorem |1} we have already established their necessity, assuming that 7" is compact. Hence,
it remains to prove their sufficiency. Our proof of Theorem [I] follows the lines in the proof of
[4, Theorem 1] on the classical T'(1) theorem & la Stein for boundedness of linear singular
integral operators. The main task is to verify the conditions (B.i) and (B.ii) in Theorem [B| by
assuming (i) and (ii) in Theorem (1} In particular, for verifying the condition (B.ii), we make
use of the characterization of CMO functions given in Lemma and the condition (ii) in
Theorem [

Remark 3.6. It is not clear at this point if the L>°-condition (ii) in Theorem [1| can be
removed. See Remark [L.7] below.

Remark 3.7. In view of a compact bilinear 7'(1) theorem in [I3] and other properties of
compact bilinear operators recently studied in [3], it would be of interest to investigate an
analogue of Theorem [I]in the bilinear setting. We leave this to interested readers.

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [l

In this section, we present a proof of Theorem [Il As mentioned above, it suffices to prove
sufficiency of the conditions (i) and (ii). In the following, by assuming the conditions (i)
and (ii) in Theorem |1} we verify the conditions (B.i) and (B.ii) in Theorem |B} which will in
turn imply that T is compact on L?.

4Recall that L>®(R?) = (L' (R%))*.
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We first prove (B.i): the weak compactness property. Let ¢; and ¢o be normalized bump
functions of order 0. From (3.1)), we have

_d R _d R

IR™2¢7 T 2 + [R™25" 12 S 1, (4.1)

uniformly in zg, 21, z2 € R? and R > 0. Then, from (3.5) and (4.1]), we have
lim R—d T zo+z1,R , zo+x2,R
|zzo|+ R+ R—1—00 (T e )
. . _d R _d R
<l min (TR R0
0

_d R _d R
IR G+ R o T (R ) 1)
=0

for any z1, 2 € R%. This proves the condition (B.i) in Theorem

Next, we prove the condition (B.ii) in Theorem In the following, we only show
T(1) € CMO, since T*(1) € CMO follows analogously by symmetry. Since implies the
bound (3.4)), it follows from Theorem [C| that T'(1) € BMO, where T'(1) is interpreted as

(T(1),9) = lim (T(¢r),9) (4.2)

for any g € (C’g")oﬂ Here, ¢ is a test function in C2° with 0 < ¢ < 1 such that ¢(z) =1 for
|z| < £ and supp ¢ C By(1), and

¢r(z) = p(R™'x). (4.3)
Moreover, proceeding as in [4, Section 4] with (3.4]), we have
1T(¢r) || BMO S 1, (4.4)

uniformly in R > 0; see [4], (4.6)] with b; = 1.
In the following, we show that T'(¢r) indeed belongs to CMO for each R > 1 by verify-
ing (2.10) in Lemma Fix M € N. Then, by imposing that

|0l < 1 (4.5)

for all multi-indices o with || < M, the function ¢ defined above is a normalized bump
function of order M.
Fix a cube Q = Q(¢, xg) of side length ¢ > 0 with center 2y € R?. Set

r = 6diam(Q) = 6VdC. (4.6)

e Case 1: r — oo.
By Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality with (3.5 and (4.6)), we have
d

R2
T IT(@rR)2 S — — 0,
Q2 re

1
ave |[T(6)] = — / IT(61)(@)]de <
Q Q| Jg
as r — 00, from which we obtain

@ /Q T(6r) — aye T(om)ldr < 2ave T(6m)] — .

Recall that (C2°)o is dense in the Hardy space H', which is a predual of BMO; see [10, p.372]. Namely,
T(1) is defined as the weak-* limit (in BMO) of T(¢r)-
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as r — 00. In view of ([2.8]), this shows

Io(T(6r) = lim ( s o /Q T(ér)(x) - acgeTandm) —o. (4.7)

TN Q>

e Case 2: |zg| — oo.
Fix R,r > 0. With ¢g = ¢™" as in (3.1), write T'(¢r) as

T(¢r) = T(poor) + T((1 — ¢Q)or) = T+ 1L (4.8)

By choosing |zo| > R, we have ¢gér = 0 and thus I = 0. Hence, we only need to estimate
the second term II on the right-hand side of (4.8). From the support condition

supp(1 — ¢g) C R\ By, (3diam(Q)) ¢ R4\ Q
and , we have

(z) = y K(z,y)(1 - ¢o(y))or(y)dy (4.9)

for any z € (). By taking an average over (), we then have
1

ayell = o [ [ K(0) (1= d(0)én(w)dyd (4.10)

Q Q| Q JR4
By taking the difference of (4.9) and (4.10)), we have

1
II(z) — avell = / / (K(z,y) — K(2,9)) (1 - ¢q(y))¢r(y)dydz
Q Ql Jg Jre

for any x € Q. In particular, from (2.3]), we have
I(x) — avell
[1(z) — ayell
1 / |z — 2[° (4.11)
S A a5 1L — QW) ||or(y)|dydz,
@ /o oy 1~ e
|z—z|<diam(Q) < }|z—y|
uniformly in z € Q.
By considering the support of ¢, we have |y| < R in (4.11f). Thus, for |zo| > R+ r, it
follows from |z — z¢| < r that |x — y| ~ || ~ |z¢|. Then, by performing the y-integration

in (4.11)) on supp(¢r), we obtain

d pd
r°R
‘H(l‘) — ageﬂ‘ 5 W — 0,

as |rg| — oo, uniformly in x € Q. Hence, together with I = 0 for |zg| > R, we obtain

1
@/Q T (¢R) — age T(¢r)|de — 0, (4.12)

as |zo| — oo.
Let Q = Q(£, 1) be a cube of side length ¢ > 0 with center z; € R%. Then, given Zo € RY,
we have

Qv + 50 = Q(Ea :EO)a
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where Q(E xo) denotes the cube of side length ¢ > 0 with center rg := 1 + Tg. For fixed
71 € R, we have |xg| — oo as |To| — co. Therefore, from and (4.12), we obtain

r9(T(6r)) = limsup (1 [ meme - ave T<¢R>rda:)=o (4.13)
‘;fO‘ERd Q| JQ+ao Q+Zo

for any cube @ C R4,

e Case 3: 7 — 0.
Fix R > 0 and o € R% In view of (3.5), we have

d
lim r~ 2 || T (™" = 0.
tim % |[T(6%07) |2 = 0

_1
Then, by setting A, = min (r% T (™) 5" T_%“), we have

A, — 00, (4.14)
d+2
AT r—0, (4.15)
and
d
AZr 2| T(6%7)|| ;2 — 0 or equivalently 72| T(¢™4 )|z — 0,  (4.16)

as r — 0, where, in , we used the fact that A,r — 0 as r — 0. In the following, we
assume 7 > 0 is sufficiently small such that A, > 1.

We only consider the case xg € supp ¢r, since the case xy ¢ supp ¢r can be treated in an
analogous but easier manner. Define (ZQ by

b = 7O (4.17)

Then, we can write T'(¢Rr) as

T(¢r) = dr(20)T(¢0) + T(¢o(—dr(w0) + 6r)) + T((1 — 6Q)bR)

S (4.18)
=1+ +1I
From (4.17)) and (4.16)), we have
T |¢R ‘ < x0,Arr
agem < ol |T o)ldz < HT(¢> M2 —0, (4.19)

as r — 0.
By the mean value theorem with (4.3), (4.5), and (4.17)) (which implies |z — x| < A, on
supp ¢q), we have

[0 (2)(=dr(w0) + dr(2))] S R dg()lle — z0| S R Arrldg (). (4.20)
Then, from the boundedness of T on L?(R%), ([#.20)), ([#.17), and (.15)), we have

d+2
- _ A A r
ave ] < — [Tl 2 13l
Q IQll Sl -

— 0, (4.21)

asr — 0.
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As for ]TI proceeding as in Case 2, we have

e )—aveIH— |Q‘ / /Rd (z,y) — K(2,9)) (1 — do(y)) or(y)dydz

for any € (). Then, from (| with A, > 1, we have
‘ﬁl(x) - aveI]I’

~ |Q’/ / “m‘dw‘l W)||or(y)|dydz,

Ix—ZISdiam(QKﬁlw—y\
uniformly in z € ). By integrating in y and z in the polar coordinates (centered at x with
=z —y| 2 Ayr and ro = |z — z| < 1) with |Q| ~r? and (£14), we have

. . 1
M(x) — aveIll / / drird " dry ~ — — 0, 4.22
‘ Q ’ e Anr T 1+6 2 A5 ( )
as r — 0, uniformly in z € Q.
Hence, putting (4.18)), (4. 19|) (4.21), and (4.22) together,

Ql / |T(¢R) — aveT(<;5R)|dx — 0, (4.23)
as r — 0, uniformly in R > 1. From the definition (2.7)) of I'1, this shows
Iy (T(6r)) = lim ( sup = [ T(on) (@) - aveT<¢R>|dx> —o. (4.24)
r=0 \ 1gi<r 1@l Jg Q
Therefore, from Lemma with (4.7)), (4.13)), and (4.24]), we conclude that
T(¢r) € CMO (4.25)

for each R > 0.

Let {R;}jen be an increasing sequence of positive numbers such that R; — oo as j — oo.
Then, the sequence {¢g, }jen converges to the constant function ¢(0) = 1 in the weak-*
topology of L*°. Moreover, from and , the sequence {T'(¢g;)}jen is bounded in
CMO. Therefore, from the L*-condition (ii), we conclude that there exists a subsequence
{T(¢r,, ) ke converging strongly to T'(1) in CMO, which in particular implies T'(1) € CMO.

We have now verified (B.i) and (B.ii) in Theorem [B| which in turn implies that 7" is compact
on L?. This concludes the proof of Theorem

Remark 4.1. In view of - the convergence in is uniform in R > 1. However, the
convergence in ) and ( in Cases 1 and 2, respectlvely, is not uniform in R > 1. This
is the reason that we needed to introduce the L>-condition (ii) in Theorem [1]

Remark 4.2. In view of (CMO)* = H' (see [8, Theorem (4.1) on p. 638]|§[) and that
T(¢r) € CMO, R > 0, it follows from (4.2) (which holds for any g € H') that T(1) is a
weak limit of CMO functions with respect to the weak topology on CMO. Hence, if CMO
were weakly sequentially complete, we would be able to conclude T'(1) € CMO without the
L*>-condition (ii) in Theorem [1, However, this is not the case. See Appendix

6We note that the space VMO in [§] corresponds to CMO in the current work.
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5. MAPPING PROPERTIES OF CALDERON-ZYCGMUND OPERATORS INTO CMO

While every Calderén-Zygmund operator maps L* to BMO, compact ones in particular
map L to CMO as pointed out in Remark (b) We will show that, in general, without the
compactness assumption, Calderon-Zygmund operators fail to have this property. Moreover,
this failure persists even if we restrict input functions to smaller subspaces of L°°, consisting
of smooth functions; see Proposition [5.5

In the case of Calderén-Zygmund operators of convolution type, we do have that they
map Cp into CMO. This claim appears in [28, p. 180]|Z| without a proof. In Proposition
we prove this claim in a little more generality. We note that, in [16, p.207] and [23] p. 10],
analogous claims are made for general Calderén-Zygmund operators (in particular for those
of non-convolution type), which are unfortunately incorrect. In Proposition we construct
an example of a Calderén-Zygmund operator T" such that T'(C°) ¢ CMO.

We first recall some further properties of Calderén-Zygmund operators. Given a Calderén-
Zygmund operator T', we have T(f) € L! for f € (C°)o. Here, (C°) denotes the subspace
of C° consisting of mean-zero functions, which is dense in H!. If, in addition, 7 maps H'
into itself, then we have

0= / T(f)() dz = (LT(f)) = (T*(1). )
R

for any f € (C2°)o. Namely, we have T%(1) = 0. In fact, such a condition is sufficient for
boundedness of T on H!.

Lemma 5.1. Let T be a Calderdn-Zygmund operator of convolution typeﬁ or, more generally,
let T be a Calderén-Zygmund operator with T*(1) = 0. Then, T maps H' into itself.

In the convolution case, this result goes back to Fefferman and Stein [I1), Corollary 1]. For
non-convolution operators with 7%(1) = 0, this result was proved by Alvarez and Milman
[1, Theorem 1.1]. Under the additional assumption that 7°(1) = 0, this result was shown by
Frazier et al. [I4} [I5]. This case subsumes the Fefferman-Stein result on Calderén-Zygmund
operators of convolution type; see, for example, the comments in [I5] p.67]. Note that if
T(1) = T*(1) = 0, then we have both T, T* : H' — H' and BMO — BMO. The next
two results show that the cancellation condition T'(1) = T%(1) = 0 also provides additional
mapping properties.

Lemma 5.2. Let T be a Calderon-Zygmund operator of convolution type or, more generally,
let T be a Calderdn-Zygmund operator with T'(1) = T*(1) = 0. Then, for any f € C°, we
have T'(f) € C.

Proof. We note that this is very easy to prove in the convolution case. Since T' is bounded
on L?, there exists m € L™ such that 1{(?) = mf Since f € C2°, we have fe S and thus
mf € L'. Then, by the Riemann-Lebesgue lemma, we obtain T(f) € Cp.

In the more general case, we can not take such direct advantage of the Fourier transform.
Using certain molecular decompositions, Meyer [21], Proposition 2] showed that, under the

"The space VMO in [28] also corresponds to CMO in our discussion.

8Namely, the kernel K of the operator T is of the form K(z,y) = k(xz — y) such that Tf = k = f, at least
in the distributional sense. Note that, for a Calderén-Zygmund operator T of convolution type, we have
T(1) =T"(1) = 0 (as elements in BMO, namely, modulo additive constants).
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hypothesis of the lemma, T maps Hélder continuous functions into Holder continuous functions.
In particular, for f € C2°, T'(f) is continuous.

Suppose that supp f C Bo(R) C R%. Then, if |x| > 2R, we have |z — y| ~ |z| for any
y € supp f. Hence, from , we have

1
ro@i=|[  Kearwals [ el o e
supp f supp f ’1“ ’.’L“
as |x| — oco. Therefore, we conclude that T'(f) € Cp. O

As stated in Remark [3.3|(e) and (f), under the cancellation condition T'(1) = T*(1) =0, a
compact Calderén-Zygmund operator T is compact from BMO to CMO and also from H'
into itself, where the latter claim follows from the former via duality. In fact, a compact
Calderén-Zygmund operator T is compact from CMO to itself and thus from Lemma (ii),
we see that T is compact from H' into itself. Nonetheless, using the characterization
of the Hardy space H!, we present a direct proof of the compactness on H! of a compact
Calder6n-Zygmund operator T under the cancellation condition 7'(1) = 7*(1) = 0 without
using such a duality argument.

Proposition 5.3. Let T be a Calderon-Zygmund operator of convolution type or, more
generally, let T be a Calderdn-Zygmund operator with T(1) = T*(1) = 0. Suppose that T is
compact on L?. Then, T is compact from H' to itself.

Proof. Let T be a compact Calderén-Zygmund operator with 7'(1) = 7%(1) = 0. By Re-
mark (c), we know that T': H! — L! is compact. On the other hand, recalling from [22]
Section 8.9] that the collection of Calderén-Zygmund operators S satisfying the cancellation
condition S(1) = 5*(1) = 0 forms an algebra, we see that R;T is also a Calderén-Zygmund
operator, j =1,...,d (since R;(1) = R;(1) = 0 as a convolution operator). Moreover, since T
is compact on L? and R; is bounded on L?, the composition R;T is compact on L?. Therefore,
the desired compactness on H' now follows from the definition of the H'-norm:

d
ITf 1 = Tl + D IR fll s

j=1
since each operator appearing on the right-hand side is compact from H! into L!. (|

We now state the first main result of this section which extends the aforementioned claim
in [28, p.180] to a slightly general setting.

Proposition 5.4. Let T' be a Calderon-Zygmund operator of convolution type or, more
generally, let T be a Calderon-Zygmund operator with T'(1) = T*(1) = 0. Then, T maps Cy
to CMO.

Proof. Let f € Cy. Then, there exists {fn}tnen C C2° such that f, converges to f in
L*> (and thus in BMO) as n — oco. By the boundedness of 7' : L — BMO, we have
T(f), T(fn) € BMO for any n € N. Then, from the definition of the transpose and
Lemma [5.1} we have

(T() =T(fn) )| = I = fo, T ()| < f = Sull Baroll T ()| 11

5.2
S f = fallBuollglm (5.2)
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for any g € H'. Recalling

bl Bao = sup [{b, ),
llgll g1 =1
we see from that T'(f,) converges to T'(f) in BMO as n — oco. On the other hand,
it follows from Lemma that T'(f,) € Cp for each n € N. Therefore, recalling from [5,
Théoréme 7] that the closure of Cp in BMO is CMO, we conclude that T'(f) € CMO. O

Our next goal is to show that Proposition does not hold in general without the
cancellation condition T'(1) = T*(1) = 0; see Proposition For this purpose, we first need
to recall the notion of a paraproduct.

Let ¢, € C be radial functions such that supp(¢) C Bo(1), z/p\(O) =0, and

SN dt
/ D(ten) P Y =1,
0 t

where e; = (1,0, ...,0) € R% For t € R, we also define the linear convolution operators P;
and Q¢ by

Pif =@ xf and Quf = f, (5.3)

where h; = t=¢h(t~1.) for a function h on R%. Then, the Calderén reproducing formula [6]

states that
> dt
| @ =1
0

holds in L?, where Q?f = Q:(Q¢f) = ¢ * 1y * f. Given b € BMO, we define a paraproduct
Hb by

() = [ Qu@ibirn) (54)

a priori defined for f € S§. It is well known by now that if b € BMO then II, is a Calderén-
Zygmund operator, satisfying

M,(1)=b and  II(1) =0, (5.5)

where once again the equalities are understood by testing against functions in (C2°)o; see, for
example, [I0, Lemmas 1 and 2]. See also .

In what follows, we will prove that, for an appropriate symbol b € BMO\ CMO, the
paraproduct II, does not map Cg° into CMO. A naive approach would be to proceed as
follows. Fix b € BMO\ CMO. Assuming that II;, maps C2° into CMO, we would have
IMy(pr) € CMO, where ¢p is as in . If CMO were weakly sequentially complete, we
would then have b = II;(1) € CMO, since, as seen in ([4.2)), I;(1) is defined as the limit of
II(¢r) by testing against H'-functions, namely as a limit with respect to the weak topology
in CMO, in view of the duality (CMO)* = H'. This would be a contradiction with the fact
that b € BMO\ CMO. However, this naive approach breaks down precisely because CMO is
not sequentially complete; see again Appendix [B] and Remark Therefore, a more delicate
argument and a more careful choice of the symbol b is needed here.

Proposition 5.5. There exists a Calderon-Zygmund operator, in particular a paraproduct 11y
with b € BMO\ CMO such that I1,(CZ°) ¢ CMO.
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We begin by showing that, for our argument, the CMO space can be “replaced” by VMO, the
space of functions of vanishing mean oscillation which is defined as the closure of C*° N BMO
in the BMO topology. In particular, we have

CMO C VMO c BMO. (5.6)
We recall the following characterization of VMO; see, for example, [5, Théoreme 5].

Lemma 5.6. Let f € BMO. Then, f € VMO if and only if T1(f) = 0, where 'y is as
in @7).

The next lemma shows that CMO is the subspace of function in VMO which “vanish” at
infinity; see [5, Théoreme 7).

Lemma 5.7. Let BMO, denote the subspace of BMO consisting of functions with compact
support. Then, we have
CMO = VMON BMO,,

where the closure is with respect to the BMO -norm.

Let f € C®(RY). As we saw in (5.1]), we have that T'(f) (which is in BMO) vanishes at
infinity. Hence, from [0, Théoreme 6], we conclude that T'(f) € BMO,. Therefore, it follows
from Lemma [5.7] that T'(f) € CMO if and only if T(f) € VMO.

We are now ready to prove Proposition

Proof of Proposition[5.5. In the following, we work on R. For a suitable choice of b €
BMO\ VMO, we show that II(¢r) ¢ VMO for any finite R > 1 (and hence II(¢pr) ¢ CMO
in view of ), where ¢p is as in (4.3)).

From , we have

(@b Pom) @) = 7 [ (L) Qne (L )on(ddzdy.  (51)

Suppose that supp ¢, supp ¢ C [—Cp, Cp| for some Cy > 0. Then, we have |z —y|, |y —z| < tCy
on the right-hand side of (5.7). Thus, by the triangle inequality, we have

|z] <2tCo+ |z| <2CH+1 (5.8)
for any 0 < ¢ <1 and |z| < 1. Hence, from (5.7) with (4.3) and (5.8]), we have
Qi ((Q:b)(Pior))(z) = Qi ((Q:b)(P:1)) () (5.9)

forany 0 <t <1, |z|] <1,and R > 4Cj + 2.
We now choose a suitable function b € BMO \ VMO. Define an odd function b €
C*®((—00,0) U (0,00); R) by setting
1, for 0 <z <1,
bz) =< —1, for —1<z<0,
0, forxz=0and |z|>2
and smoothly interpolating on the intervals [—2, —1] and [1, 2] in such a way that b is odd.

While we have b € L C BMO, we see that b ¢ VMO due to the jump at x = 0. Indeed,
with @ = [—a, a], we have

1 1
Mo(b) = M/Q\b(m)—ageb]dx:@’/Q]b(w)\dle
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for any 0 < a < 1, which implies b ¢ VMO in view of Lemma
From (5.4) and (5.5, we have
dt

b=1(1) = [ @il@r) .

where the second inequality holds as elements in the dual space of H' (namely, as elements in
BMO). Write b = by + by, where by is defined by
dt

1
512/0 Qt((th)(Ptl))T'

It is easy to see that by is a smooth function on R since it essentially corresponds to the low

(5.10)

frequency part of the paraproduct II;(1). Moreover, since ¢ and 1) are even and b is odd,
it follows from (55.3) that bs is a smooth odd function which in particular implies b2(0) = 0.
Hence, we conclude that b; has a jump discontinuity at x = 0:

b1(0—|—) — bl(()—) = 2. (5.11)
Fix R > 4Cy + 2. Write II;(¢r) = A1 + Aa, where A; is defined by

1
dt
A = /0 Qt((th)(PtﬁbR))?' (5.12)
Then, from (5.9), (5.10)), and (5.12)), we have A;(x) = by (z) for any |z| < 1. Hence, from (5.11]),

we obtain
A1(0+) — Al(O—) =2,

where we used the fact that A2(0) = 0 just as for by discussed above. By noting that A is a
smooth function on R, we then have

My(¢r)(0+) — Iy(¢r)(0—) = 2.

Hence, by computing Mg(Ily(¢r)) for Q@ = (—a,a) with a tending to 0, we see that
' (I1y(¢r)) # 0, where Mg and I'; are as in and , respectively. Therefore, we con-
clude from Lemma that II(¢r) ¢ VMO. This shows that, in general, a Calderén-Zygmund
operator does not map C¢° into VMO or CMO. O

Remark 5.8. As subspaces of BMO, the difference between CMO and VMO appears only in
the global aspect of their elements, namely the decay at spatial infinity of their elements (just
like the difference between Cjy and C' as subspaces of L°°). In the counterexample presented
above, the failure of C¢°-to- CMO mapping property comes from the local property of elements
shared by CMO and VMO, namely, they can not have an isolated jump discontinuity, while
an element in BMO can have an isolated jump discontinuity,

APPENDIX A. LACK OF COMPACTNESS OF CONVOLUTION OPERATORS IN LP(R%)

From the result in the previous section, it may be tempting to think that some Calderén-
Zygmund operators of convolution type may be compact. However it is known that that
cannot be true. See for example, Feitchinger [I2] p.310] where it is stated “that in the case
of a non-compact group there do not exist compact multipliers between two isometrically
translation invariant spaces”. We will provide a simple proof of this fact in the context of the
Lebesgue spaces LP(R?).
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Consider first the following simple but illustrative example. Given € > 0, let J¢ be the
Bessel potential of order £ > 0. Namely, J~¢ is a Fourier multiplier operator with a bounded
multiplier (1 + |§]2)7%. It is not difficult to show that J~¢ is a Calderén-Zygmund operator.
If J—° were compact on L?(R?), then this would imply that L?(R%) compactly embeds into
H~¢(R%), which is false. However, the situation is different in the compact setting. We
point out that if the underlying space is the d-dimensional torus T¢ = (R/Z)?, then Rellich’s
lemma states that the embedding L?(T%) — H~¢(T%) is indeed compact. Namely, the lack of
compactness of the Bessel potential J~¢ on L?(RY) comes from the fact that functions on R?
can run off to the spatial infinity.

The example above is representative of the following general fact.

Proposition A.1. Let 1 <p <oo. A non—triviaﬁ translation invariant operator T is not a
compact operator on LP(R?).

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume that 7" is bounded on LP(R%) since, otherwise,
T is obviously not compact. Since T is translation invariant, we have

T(ryf) =7 T(f), (A1)

where 7, f(z) = f(z — ).
Fix f € LP such that T(f) # 0. Given a sequence {y,}neny C R? with |y,| — oo, let
fn =71y, f. Clearly, the sequence {f,, }nen is bounded in LP. If T' were compact on L, then it
would follow from the Kolmogorov-Riesz theorem (see [32, Theorem on p. 275]; see also [17,

Theorem 5]) that there exists a subsequence { fy, }ren such that, given any € > 0, there exists
R = R(e) > 0 such that

/}>R\Tpﬁ%>@»de<<ep (A2)

for any k£ € N.

Fix 0 < ¢ < &||Tf|zr. Suppose that there exists R = R(e) > 0 such that holds.
Then, from the definition of f,, , , a change of variables, and the dominated convergence
theorem together with the LP-boundedness of T', we have

lim T (fn,)(z)|Pde = lim IT(f)(z — yn,)|Pdz
k—oo Jiz|>R k=00 J|z|>R
- lim T()@)Pdz = T, > 20,

k—o0 ‘x"l‘ynk ‘>R

which is a contradiction to (A.2)). Therefore, we conclude that a non-trivial translation
invariant 7T is not compact on LP. ]

APPENDIX B. BMO, VMO, AND CMO ARE NOT WEAKLY SEQUENTIALLY COMPLETE

In this appendix, we study weakly sequential completeness properties for the BMO-type
spaces which is closely related to the need for the L>-condition in the proof of Theorem [T}

see Remark [4.1](ii).

Weakly sequential completeness of the Hardy space H' follows as an immediate consequence
of [8, Lemma (4.2)]. A natural question is then to ask whether the dual and pre-dual of H'

9Name1y, T # 0.
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(BMO and CMO, respectively) are also weakly sequential complete. We will show that the
answer is negative.

Proposition B.1. BMO, VMO, and CMO are not weakly sequentially complete.

Before proceeding to a proof of Proposition we state several lemmas. We first recall
the following lemma from [2, Proposition 2.3].

Lemma B.2. Let X be a weakly sequentially complete Banach space. Then, any closed
subspace Y of X is a weakly sequentially complete Banach space.

Let ¢ = ¢p(N) C £°°(N) denote the space of bounded sequences a = {a, }nen such that

lim a, = 0. If we endow ¢y with the supremum norm, then we have (c)* = ¢}(N) = ¢,
n—oo

where the duality pairing is given by

(a,b) = i anbn,
n=1

for a € ¢y and b € ¢1. The space ¢y provides a useful example for many functional analytic
situations related to weak sequential (non-)completeness. For the readers convenience, we
include a proof of the following fact.

Lemma B.3. ¢y is not weakly sequentially complete.

Proof. Given k € N, define a sequence a; = {agn}nen by setting ax, = 1 for n < k and
apn = 0 for n > k. Then, it is easy to verify that a; € ¢q for each £ € N and that ay, is weakly
Cauchy. However, its pointwise limit is a constant sequence with value 1 which is not in c¢o.
This proves the claim. ]

Given a Banach space X, we say that X contains a copy of cg, if there exist a sequence
{xn }nen of unit vectors and constants C7,Cy > 0 such that

00
§ anTn

n=1

< Cysup |ay| (B.1)
X neN

Cy sup |a,| <
neN

for any a = {a, }nen € co.
Let

Y = {a: = ianxn i {antnen € co}. (B.2)

In view of (B.1]), we see that every element in Y is uniquely represented as

[eS)
a-x = E AnTn
n=1

for some a = {a,, }nen € co. Moreover, Y is isomorphic and “almost isometric” to ¢y, meaning
that

[alleo ~ fla-x[|x

in the sense of (B.1)). Once again, in view of (B.1]), we see that Y is closed in X because ¢y is
a complete Banach space.



COMPACT T(1) THEOREM A LA STEIN 19

Lemma B.4. Let X be a Banach space. If X contains a copy of cg, then X is not weakly
sequentially complete.

Under an additional assumption that the space X has an unconditional basis, the converse
of Lemma [B.4] also holds true; see [20, Theorem 1.c.10].

Proof of Lemma[B.4 Since X contains a copy of c¢g, there exists {z,}nen C X, satisfy-
ing . Define a subspace Y of X as in . Recalling that c¢f = ¢!, we see that Y* = (L.
Indeed, given b = {b, }nen € €1, we set b(z) =Y 0 | anby, for z = a-x € Y. By noting that
the Y-Y* duality pairing agrees with the co-¢' duality pairing, it follows from Lemma
that Y is not weakly sequentially complete. Finally, by recalling that Y is a closed subspace
of X, we conclude from Lemma that X is not weakly sequentially complete. O

We are now ready to present a proof of Proposition

Proof of Proposition[B.1. We only consider the d = 1 case. Define a function ¢ on R by
setting
1, 0<z<l,
SO(Z‘) = _1) -1 <zr< 07
0, otherwise.
Then, a direct computation shows that || f|| paro = 1. While the function f suffices for showing
weakly sequential non-completeness of BMO, we need to smooth it out to treat the VMO

and CMO cases since ¢ ¢ VMO.

Let p : R — [0,1] be a smooth even function with compact support, and set p-(r) =

e~ 1p(e~tx). Fix small ¢ > 0 and set ¢. = p. * ¢. Then, we have

e supp ¢: C [-2,2],
* [leellBaro ~ 1,
e o, € VMO and hence ¢, € CMO (in view of its compact support).

Now, given n € N, we set f,(z) = H%ngﬂ) - e(z —10n). Then, we define a subspace Y of
BMO by

Y = {f = Zanfn ra= {an}neN € CO}-
n=1

We claim that that there exist constants C1,Cy > 0 such that

Zanfn

n=1

< Cysup |ay| (B.3)
BMO neN

Cy sup |a,| <
neN

for any a = {an tnen € co. In fact, it follows from [16, Proposition 3.1.2 (2)], the disjointness
of the supports of f,,, and the fact that the L>°-norm of f,, is constant in n € N that
<2

00 o)
Z anfn Z anfn
n=1 BMO n=1

On the other hand, there exists C7, independent of k£ € N, such that

> 1
Z an fn
n=1

BMO N | supp fk‘ supp fx

< Cysup |ay|.
Lo neN

|lar fr(x)| dx = Ciay|
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for any k£ € N, where we used the fact that f; has mean zero in the first step and the second
step follows from noting that the size of the support and the L'-norm of f; do not depend on
k € N. This proves .

From the right-hand side of , we see that every element in Y is the limit in BMO
of C°-functions (namely their partial sums). Hence, from [5, Théoreme 7 (ii)], we see that
Y € CMO. This shows that CMO contains a copy of ¢o. Hence, from Lemma [B.4] we conclude
that CMO is not weakly sequentially complete. By applying Lemma [B.2], we also see that
BMO and VMO are not weakly sequentially complete. O

We conclude this section by recalling that BMO is sequentially complete with respect to the
weak-* topology as the dual of H'. In fact, this is a particular case of the following general
result. While the proof is standard, we include it for readers’ convenience.

Lemma B.5. Let X be a Banach space. Then, X* is weak-x sequentially complete.

Proof. Let {fn}nen be a weak-+ Cauchy sequence in X*. From the Banach-Steinhaus theorem,
we see that sup, ey || fnl|x+ < 0o. Then, it follows from the Banach-Alaoglu theorem that
there exists a subsequence {f,,; }jen and f € X* such that, as j — oo, f,, — f with respect
to the weak-* topology. That is,

(fih) <fn]k h) = nh—>Holo<fn’ h)

for any h € X, where the second equality follows from the fact that {f,}nen is weak-x
Cauchy in X* (which in particular guarantees uniqueness of the weak-* limit). The proof is
complete. ]

= lim
k—o00
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