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MULTILINEAR PARAPRODUCTS ON SOBOLEV SPACES

FRANCESCO DI PLINIO, A. WALTON GREEN, AND BRETT D. WICK

Abstract. Paraproducts are a special subclass of the multilinear Calderón-Zygmund operators,

and their Lebesgue space estimates in the full multilinear range are characterized by the BMO

norm of the symbol. In this note, we characterize the Sobolev space boundedness properties

of multilinear paraproducts in terms of a suitable family of Triebel-Lizorkin type norms of the

symbol. Coupled with a suitable wavelet representation theorem, this characterization leads to a

new family of Sobolev space T (1)-type theorems for multilinear Calderón-Zygmund operators.

1. Introduction

Multilinear paraproducts are a special class of multilinear Calderón-Zygmund operators. The

latter class plays a pivotal role in e.g. nonlinear partial differential equations, see [12, 14] for

two well known examples, and its systematic study began with the works of Coifman-Meyer

[1], Kenig-Stein [13], and Grafakos-Torres [11]. While the mapping properties of linear para-

products are well understood in the Lebesgue setting, a sharp characterization of their inho-

mogeneous Sobolev space behavior was not available in past literature before [7] by these au-

thors. This note extends the recent results on paraproducts from [7] to the multilinear case,

and exploits this extension to produce a new family of Sobolev space T (1)-type theorems for

multilinear Calderón-Zygmund operators.

We turn to a summary of the main results. The paraproduct operators in question are the

m-linear operators given by

Πb( f1 . . . , fm)(x) ≔
∑

Q∈D
|Q|bQζQ( f1, . . . , fm)βQ(x), x ∈ Rd

where

b = {bQ : Q ∈ D}
is a sequence of complex numbers indexed by the family of dyadic cubes D of Rd, and where,

loosely speaking, βQ is an L1-normalized cancellative wavelet adapted to the cube Q, while ζQ is

an m-linear, non-cancellative averaging form also adapted to Q. Rigorous definitions are given
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in §2.1 below. Identifying the sequence b with the function

b ≔
∑

Q∈D
|Q|bQϕQ

where {
√
|Q|ϕQ : Q ∈ D} is a suitable wavelet basis of L2(Rd), the Lebesgue space theory of

m-linear paraproducts, at least in the open range, may be summarized by the characterization

Πb : Lp1(Rd) × · · · × Lpm (Rd)→ Lp(Rd),
1

p
=

m
∑

k=1

1

pk

, 0 < p < ∞, 1 < p1, . . . , pk ≤ ∞

if and only if b ∈ BMO(Rd). This equivalence can be made quantitative, in the sense the operator

norm of the multilinear paraproduct is comparable to the BMO(Rd) norm of the symbol b. See

(2.8) below.

Theorem A, Section 3 obtains a Sobolev space analogue of the above characterization, requir-

ing natural sharp or near sharp, and in general much weaker conditions than BMO(Rd) member-

ship of b. These conditions are quantified upon certain suitably defined Triebel-Lizorkin type

norms with predecessors in the literature, see e.g. [16]. Following the approach of [9, 8, 7], a

sufficiently smooth multilinear Calder on-Zygmund operator may be decomposed into a finite

sum of purely cancellative multilinear Calderón-Zygmund operators and multilinear paraprod-

uct operators Πb for appropriate symbols b that are connected to the testing conditions of T

on monomials. The reader can see this decomposition in Theorem B. Combining this repre-

sentation with Theorem A leads to Corollary B.1, which is a testing type result, in the vein of

David-Journé [6], for Sobolev space boundedness of multilinear Calderón-Zygmund operators.

For the sake of simplicity, we restricted ourselves to unweighted Sobolev estimates on all

of Rd. Broader reaching generalizations, such as testing-type theorems on weighted Sobolev

spaces, or representation results covering the domain setting such as in [7,15] may be considered

in the multilinear setting as well. The statements of these cases are left to the interested reader.

Notational conventions. This article studies n-linear, n ≥ 1, singular integral forms acting on

tuples of functions on the ambient Euclidean space Rd, d ≥ 1. The simplest example is the

integral form associated to ϕ ∈ L1(Rdn) and acting on tuples ( f1, . . . , fn) ∈ (

L∞(Rd)
)n

ϕ( f1, . . . , fn) ≔

∫

×n
j=1
Rd

ϕ(x1, . . . , xn)

n
∏

j=1

f j(x j)dx j.

A cube Q of Rd is the Cartesian product of left closed, right open intervals of equal length ℓ(Q)

and its center is indicated by c(Q). The long distance between any two cubes Q, S ⊂ Rd is

defined as

d(Q, S ) = max{|c(Q) − c(S )|, ℓ(Q), ℓ(S )}.
The cubes of Rd also parametrize the linear transformations

Sy
p

Q
f (x) ≔

1

ℓ(Q)
nd
p

f

(

x − (

c(Q), . . . , c(Q)
)

ℓ(Q)

)

, x = (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ Rdn

with 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞. Our wavelet decomposition is parametrized by the standard dyadic gridD on

R
d, and we make use of the notation

D(Q) ≔ {R ∈ D : R ⊂ Q}, Q ∈ D.
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The local norm of f ∈ L1
loc

(Rd) on the cube Q ⊂ Rd is denoted by

‖ f ‖Lp(Q) ≔ ‖1Q f ‖Lp(Rd), 〈 f 〉p,Q ≔ |Q|−
1
p ‖ f ‖Lp(Q), 0 ≤ p < ∞.

As customary within the subject, the constants implied by the almost inequality sign may vary

at each occurrence and possibly depending on the parameters relevant to each inequality such

as e.g. exponent tuples, degree of linearity and ambient Euclidean dimension.

Conflict of interest statement. On behalf of all authors, the corresponding author states that

there is no conflict of interest.

2. Wavelet resolution, wavelet forms

A fundamental result of Daubechies [4,5], yields a smooth, compactly supported orthonormal

basis of L2(Rd) subordinated to the multiresolution D. We introduce the precise statement

together with our notation for wavelet classes. For n ≥ 1, 0 ≤ δ < 1 and ρ ≥ 0, let

‖ϕ‖n,δ,ρ := sup
x∈Rnd

(1 + |x|)dn+ρ

[

|ϕ(x)| + sup
0≤|h|≤1

|ϕ(x + h) − ϕ(x)|
|h|δ

]

.

For each cube R of Rd, define the L1-normalized class

Φ
σ
n (R) ≔

{

Sy1
Rϕ : ϕ ∈ W⌊σ⌋,∞(Rdn) : sup

0≤|α|≤⌈σ⌉−1

‖∂αϕ‖n,{σ},σ ≤ 1

}

where σ > 0 is a smoothness parameter with fractional part {σ} = σ − ⌈σ⌉ + 1, as well as the

cancellative subclass

(2.1) Ψ
σ
n (R) ≔























ϕ ∈ Φσn (R) :

∫

Rd

xα1ϕ(x1, . . . , xn) dx1 = 0 ∀0 ≤ |α| ≤ ⌈σ⌉ − 1























.

In particular, the integral in (2.1) are absolutely convergent, as {σ} > 0. Notice here that we are

breaking the symmetry between the x1 and (x2, . . . , xn) variables. We might have defined a more

general family of classes requiring vanishing moments for a subset of the variables {1, . . . , n}
of cardinality ≥ 1, but our needs will be limited to one single cancellative variable at a time.

The additional superscript ⋐ stands for the subset of the corresponding class of functions having

compact support in×n
j=1 wR, where w ≥ 1 is a dilation parameter specified in the statement of

Proposition 2.1. To wit, Φσ,⋐n (R) ≔ {ϕ ∈ Φσn (R) : suppϕ ⋐×n
j=1 wR}. The subscript n is omitted

when n = 1.

The basic starting point of our analysis is the following form of the wavelet resolution theo-

rem by Daubechies.

Proposition 2.1. Let k ≥ 1 be a fixed integer. Then there exists a positive constant c and an

L1-normalized family

(2.2) Fk ≔

{

χQ ∈ cΦk+1,⋐(Q), ϕQ ∈ cΨk+1,⋐(Q) : Q ∈ Q
}

with the property that

(2.3) B2
≔

{ √

|Q|ϕQ : Q ∈ D
}
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is an orthonormal basis of L2(Rd) and for each ℓ ∈ Z and f ∈ L2(Rd),
∑

Q∈D
ℓ(Q)>2ℓ

|Q|ϕQ( f )ϕQ =

∑

Q∈D
ℓ(Q)=2ℓ

|Q|χQ( f )χQ.

The above orthonormal expansion will be taken advantage of in the representation of suitable

Calderón-Zygmund forms. To ensure unconditional convergence throughout our formulas, it is

convenient to work with the approximating classes

W0 ≔ spanB2, W =

{

f ∈ L2(Rd) : sup
Q∈D

ℓ(Q)−5kd
√

|Q|
∣

∣

∣ϕQ( f )
∣

∣

∣ < ∞
}

whose explicit dependence on k in the notation is omitted. We omit the easy argument showing

density ofW in Wm,p(Rd) for all 0 ≤ m ≤ k and 1 < p < ∞.

2.1. Wavelet and paraproduct forms. Our approach to multilinear singular integral forms is

to expand them into simpler model forms of the same type, which we refer to as wavelet forms.

Definition 2.2 (Wavelet forms). Let m ≥ 1 and σ > 0. To collections

{φQ ∈ Ψσ,⋐(Q) : Q ∈ D}, {ψQ ∈ Ψσm(Q) : Q ∈ D}

associate the (m + 1)-linear wavelet form

(2.4) Λ( f , f1 . . . , fm) ≔
∑

Q∈D
|Q|φQ( f )ψQ( f1, . . . , fm).

The savvy reader will realize that we have once again broken the symmetry and reduced the

generality of the forms we consider, consistently with the observation made after (2.1). To wit,

we might have considered the more general class of forms generated by linear combinations of

elements of Φσ
m+1

(Q) with at least two cancellative entries, of which φQ ⊗ ψQ appearing in (2.4)

is a special case. However, the generality of (2.4) is sufficient for our purposes.

Each wavelet form has (m+1) adjoint m-linear Calderón-Zygmund singular integral operators

on Rd, e.g. as defined in [9, Def. 3.2] and thus admit Lp and sparse domination estimates. By

virtue of the equivalence expounded in [2], we may formulate the latter as domination by the

n-linear maximal operator

M~p ( f1, . . . , fn) (x) ≔ sup
Q⊂Rd cube

1Q(x)

n
∏

j=1

〈 f j〉p j ,Q, x ∈ Rd

associated to a tuple of exponents ~p = (p1, . . . , pn) ∈ (0,∞)n. When ~p = (1, . . . , 1), the subscript

is omitted.

Proposition 2.3. Let Λ be an (m + 1)-linear wavelet form. Then

|Λ( f , f1 . . . , fm)| . min
{

‖ f ‖BMO(Rd) ‖M ( f1, . . . , fm)‖1 , ‖M ( f , f1, . . . , fm)‖1
}

See [9, 10] for proofs, and [2] as well as [8, Section 3] for an account of the weighted norm

inequalities ensuing.
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Definition 2.4 (Paraproducts). Hereafter,

b = {bQ : Q ∈ D}

is a sequence of complex numbers. Recalling the basis (2.3), we make the identification of the

sequence b with the function

(2.5) b ≔
∑

Q∈D
|Q|bQϕQ.

The m-linear operator defined by

(2.6) Πb( f1 . . . , fm)(x) ≔
∑

Q∈D
|Q|bQζQ( f1, . . . , fm)βQ(x), x ∈ Rd

where
{

βQ ∈ Ψk+1,⋐(Q), ζQ ∈ CΦk+1;⋐
m (Q) : Q ∈ D

}

is a generic fixed family, is called paraproduct with symbol b. Paraproducts are related to

wavelet forms by the equality

(2.7) 〈Πb( f1 . . . , fm), g〉 = V(b, g, f1, . . . , fm)

where V is the (m+2)-linear wavelet form corresponding to the choices φQ = ϕQ, ψQ = βQ ⊗ηQ

in (2.4).

As is well known, when b = f ∈ BMO(Rd), sparse and weighted Lebesgue space estimates

for (2.6) in the full multilinear range may be deduced from Proposition 2.3. As a mere example,

we point out that

(2.8)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

Πb :

m
∏

j=1

Lp j → Lr

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

. ‖b‖BMO(Rd), 1 < p1, . . . , pm ≤ ∞, 0 <
1

r
≔

m
∑

j=1

1

p j

.

The main point of this article is to obtain sharp estimates, in terms of requirements on the

regularity of the symbol b, for the action of (2.6) on Sobolev spaces. These sharp conditions will

be in general much weaker than BMO(Rd) membership, will depend on the Hölder exponent

tuples (p1, . . . , pm) e.g. in (2.8), and will be formulated in terms of Triebel-Lizorkin type norms,

along the lines of [7, Section 4] in the linear case. These are the object of the next definition.

2.4. Triebel-Lizorkin norms. Sobolev space boundedness of wavelet forms is related to a

family of symbol norms generalizing BMO(Rd) and described in terms of intrinsic wavelet

coefficients, defined by the maximal quantity

(2.9) Ψ
k+1,⋐
Q

( f ) ≔ sup
ψ∈Ψk+1,⋐

Q

|ψ( f )| .

Although we only need the wavelet class Ψk+1,⋐
Q

in this article, we keep the full notation for the

sake of comparison with other works. Referring to (2.2), for n ∈ R, n ≤ k, 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞, set

Sn
q,R f (x) =

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∣

∣

∣Ψ
k+1,⋐
Z

( f )
∣

∣

∣

ℓ(Z)n
1Z(x)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

ℓq(Z∈D(R))

, R ∈ D.



6 F. DI PLINIO, A. W. GREEN, AND B. D. WICK

The homogeneous unified Morrey-Campanato-Besov-Triebel-Lizorkin norms we consider are

the following. For n,m ∈ R, n,m ≤ k and 1 ≤ p, q ≤ ∞, set

‖ f ‖Ḟn,m
p,q
≔ sup

Q∈D
ℓ(Q)−m

〈

Sn
q,Q f

〉

p,Q
.(2.10)

We immediately record the embeddings

‖ f ‖Ḟn,m
p,q
≤ ‖ f ‖Ḟn+u,m−u

r,s (R), u ≥ 0, r ≥ p, s ≤ q,

as an immediate consequence of the definition. For reference, we point out the norm Ḟ
n,m
p,q

coincides in essence with the Ḟ
n,m

d
+

1
p

p,q norm of [16]. Some clarification on the rôle of (2.10)

is provided by the fact that Sn
2,R is an instance of the local square function for |∇|n f . Indeed,

relying on the k + 1 vanishing moments of the wavelet, and integrating by parts, standard usage

of Littlewood-Paley estimates implies

max{p, p′}− 1
2

〈

Sn
2,R f

〉

p,R
. inf

P∈Pk−n
〈∇n f − P〉p,wR . max{p, p′} 1

2

〈

Sn
2,R f

〉

p,R

where 1 < p < ∞, Pm stands for the ring of (vector) polynomials of degree at most m, and

the implied constants are absolute. Furthermore, the John-Nirenberg inequality tells us that the

norms Ḟ
n,0
p,2, 0 < p < ∞, are all equivalent, and comparable with |∇|n f ∈ BMO(Rd).

2.4. Estimates for localized wavelet forms. The norms in (2.10) arise in the estimation of the

intrinsic wavelet form localized to some Q0 ∈ D, which is defined momentarily in (2.11). For

Q0 ∈ D, referring to (2.4), we say that the wavelet form Λ is localized to Q0 if

ψQ = 0 ∀Q < D(Q0), ψQ ∈ Ψk+1,⋐
m (Q) ∀Q ∈ D(Q0).

Referring to (2.9), each wavelet form localized to Q0 is dominated by the intrinsic wavelet form

(2.11) ΛQ0
( f , f1, . . . , fm) ≔

∑

Q∈D(Q0)

|Q|Ψk+1,⋐
Q

( f )Ψk+1,⋐
Q

( f1)

m
∏

j=2

〈 f j〉1,wQ.

where, as before, w ≥ 1 is the dilation parameter specified in the statement of Proposition 2.1.

Lemma 2.5. Let θ ∈ Z and

(2.12) 1 < p, q, p2, . . . , pm ≤ ∞, 1
p
+

1
q
+

m
∑

j=2

1
pm
= 1.

Then

ΛQ0
(b, g, f2, . . . , fm) . |Q0|ℓ(Q0)−θ‖b‖Ḟ0,−θ

p,2
〈g〉q,wQ0

m
∏

j=2

〈

f j

〉

p j ,wQ0

with implied constant depending only on p, p1, . . . , pm, d,m.

Proof. Note that we may assume that f1, . . . , fm are all supported in wQ0. We will prove the

more precise estimate

ΛQ0
(b, g, f2, . . . , fm) .

∑

Q∈S
|Q|〈S0

2,Qb〉1,Q〈S0
2,Qg〉1,Q

m
∏

j=2

〈 f j〉1,Q(2.13)
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for some sparse collection S ⊂ D with the property that Q ⊂ wQ0 for each Q ∈ S. We sketch

the proof of (2.13). Let S ∈ S(Q0) be the collection of maximal elements of D(Q0) with the

property that at least one of the inequalities

inf
x∈Q

S0
2,Q0

b > Θ〈S0
2,Q0

b〉1,Q0
,(2.14)

inf
x∈Q

S0
2,Q0

g > Θ〈S0
2,Q0

g〉1,Q0
,(2.15)

inf
x∈Q

M
(

f j1wQ0

)

> Θ〈 f j〉1,wQ0
, j = 2, . . . ,m,(2.16)

holds. If Θ is large enough, the packing condition

(2.17)
∑

Q∈S(Q0)

|S | ≤ 2−6|Q0|

is easily verified by the maximal theorem. Define

G(Q0) ≔ D(Q0) \
⋃

S ∈S(Q0)

D(S ).

The principal effect of the stopping conditions (2.14)-(2.15) is that the stopped square function

S0,⋆
2,Q0

f (x) ≔

















∑

G∈G(Q0)

∣

∣

∣Ψ
k+1,⋐
G

( f )
∣

∣

∣

2
1Z(x)

















1
2

, x ∈ Q0

satisfies
∥

∥

∥S0,⋆
2,Q0

b
∥

∥

∥

∞ ≤ Θ〈S
0
2,Q0

b〉1,Q0
,

∥

∥

∥S0,⋆
2,Q0

g
∥

∥

∥

∞ ≤ Θ〈S
−0
2,Q0

g〉1,Q0
.

while (2.16) implies

sup
G∈G(Q0)

〈 f j〉1,wG . 〈 f j〉1,wQ0
, j = 2, . . . ,m.

Therefore, using Cauchy-Schwarz to step to the third line,

ΛQ0
(b, g, f2, . . . , fm) −

∑

S ∈S(Q0)

ΛS (b, g, f2, . . . , fm)

=

∑

G∈G(Q0)

|G|Ψk+1,⋐
G

(b)Ψk+1,⋐
G

(g)

m
∏

j=2

〈 f j〉1,wG

. |Q0|
∥

∥

∥S0,⋆
2,Q0

b
∥

∥

∥

∞

∥

∥

∥S0,⋆
2,Q0

g
∥

∥

∥

∞

m
∏

j=2

sup
G∈G(Q0)

〈 f j〉1,wG

. |Q0||〈S0
2,Q0

b〉1,Q0
〈S−0

2,Q0
g〉1,Q0

m
∏

j=2

〈 f j〉1,Q0

and (2.13) is proved by iteration and taking advantage of the packing condition (2.17). We turn

to deducing the proposition from (2.13). Suppose first that q < ∞. In that case an immediate
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consequence of (2.13) and Hölder inequality is

ΛQ0
(b, g, f2, . . . , fm) .

∫

Q0

[

S0
2,Q0

b
] [

S0
2,Q0

g
]

m
∏

j=2

M
[

f j1wQ0

]

. |Q0|ℓ(Q0)−θ‖b‖Ḟ0,−θ
p,2

〈

S0
2,Q0

g
〉

q,Q0

m
∏

j=2

〈

f j

〉

p j ,wQ0

and the claimed estimate of the proposition is obtained by using Littlewood-Paley theory. If

q = ∞, note that

sup
Q∈D(Q0)

〈

S0
2,Qg

〉

1,Q
. ‖g1wQ0

‖BMO(Rd) ≤ 〈g〉∞,wQ0

and apply again Hölder’s inequality in the remaining exponents. �

2.6. Anti-Integration by Parts. We will frequently need to convert wavelet coefficients of

functions into wavelet coefficients of their higher order derivatives. For this reason, it will be

helpful to subtract off a polynomial Pk
Q

f (of degree k − 1) suitably adapted to f on Q.

Let θ be a fixed smooth function on Rd with
∫

Rd θ = 1 and support in the unit cube, and for

each Q ∈ D, set

θQ ≔ |Q|−1SyQθ.

Given a Schwartz function f , then we define the Taylor-type polynomial

Pk
Q f (x) ≔























0 k = 0,
∑

|α|≤k−1

1

α!

∫

Q

θQ(y)∂α f (y)(x − y)α dy k ≥ 1.

Lemma 2.7. Let Q ∈ D, k ∈ N and δ > 0. For each φQ ∈ Φk+δ(Q), there exists φ−k
Q
∈ Φδ(Q)

such that for any f ,

(2.18) φQ( f − Pk
Q f ) = ℓ(Q)kφ−k

Q (∇k f ).

Furthermore, let P ∈ D such that P ⊂ CQ. Then, for any R ∈ D, there exists φ−k
R,Q ∈ CΦ0,⋐(Q)

such that for all f ,

χR(Pk
P f − Pk

Q f ) = ℓ(Q)d(Q,R)k−1χ−k
R,Q(∇k f ).

3. Boundedness of paraproduct operators

This section contains Sobolev space estimates for the paraproduct operators of (2.6). In

Theorem A below, we indicate by
〈

Π
⋆, j
b

( f1, . . . , fm), g
〉

≔

〈

Πb( f1, . . . , f j−1, g, f j+1, . . . , fm), f j

〉

the j-th adjoint ofΠb, where f j and b are the entries interacting with the cancellative components

of the associated wavelet form.

Theorem A. Let κ ∈ Z ∩ [−k, k], n1, . . . , nm ∈ {0, . . . , k} such that n = n1 + · · · + nm ≤ k, and

1 < p1, . . . , pm ≤ ∞, 0 <
1

r
≔

m
∑

j=1

1

p j

,
n

π
≔

m
∑

j=1

n j

p j

.
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Then for each ε > 0, there holds

(3.1)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

Πb :

m
∏

j=1

Wθ jn,p j → Wκ,r

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

.ε ‖b‖Ḟκ,−n
π+ε,2

.

Furthermore, if κ ≥ 0, then for each j = 1, . . . ,m,
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

Π
⋆, j
b

:

m
∏

i=1

Wni,pi → Wκ,r

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

.ε ‖b‖Ḟκ−n j ,n j−n

π
j
+
+ε,2

,(3.2)

n − n j

π
j
+

=

m
∑

i=1
i, j

ni

pi

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

Π
⋆, j
b

:

m
∏

i=1

Wni,pi → W−κ,r

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

.ε ‖b‖Ḟ−n j ,n j−n−κ

π
j
−+ε,2

,(3.3)

n − (n j − κ)
π

j
−

= κ +

m
∑

i=1
i, j

ni − κ
pi

.

Remark 3.1. Let us make a few comments about the role of ε in Proposition 3.1. First, taking

ε = 0 in (3.1) in fact characterizes the restricted strong-type estimates where each Wn j ,p for

n j > 0 is replaced by the Lorentz-Sobolev space Wn j,(p,1); see (3.7) below. Second, in (3.2),

when ni = 0 for each i , j, not only can ε be zero, but π
j
+ can be taken to be one using the

John-Nirenberg equivalence

‖b‖Ḟu,0
p,2
∼ ‖b‖Ḟu,0

1,2
, u ∈ R, 1 ≤ p < ∞.

Finally, ε can be taken to be zero and (3.1) persists in the supercritical case, where ni pi > d. We

refer the interested reader to the end of the proof of Lemma 4.18 in [8].

3.2. Proof of Theorem A. The proof requires a few pieces of additional notation. First, fixing

~n = (n1, . . . , nm) ∈ Nm and n = n1 + · · · + nm, our test class for the norm inequalities is f ∈
Cn+1

0
(Rd). The main new object is a version of the adjoint form (2.7) localized to Q ∈ D,

namely

VQ(b, g, f1, . . . , fm) ≔
∑

R∈D(Q)

|R|bRβR(g)ζR ( f1, . . . , fm)

Lemma 3.3. Let p, q, p2, . . . , pm be as in (2.12). There exist a sparse collectionZ(Q) ⊂ D(Q)

with the property that

VQ

(

b, g, f1 − Pn
Q f1, f2, . . . , fm

)

. ‖b‖Ḟ0,−n

p,2

∑

Z∈Z(Q)

|Z|〈g〉q,wZ〈∇n f1〉1,wZ

m
∏

u=2

〈 fu〉p j ,wZ.

Lemma 3.3 is proved in §3.3 below. Let us proceed to prove Theorem A. Fix f1, . . . , fm, g ∈
Cn+1

0
(Rd). We claim that for any ε > 0, there exists a cube Q0 with ℓ(Q0) ≥ 1 such that

(3.4)
∣

∣

∣V(b, g, f1, . . . , fm) − VQ0
(b, g, f1 − Pn

Q0
f1, f2, . . . , fm)

∣

∣

∣ ≤ ε.
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Indeed, if Q ∈ D(Q0) then
〈

Pn
Q0

f
〉

Q
.

∑n−1
j=0

〈

∇ j f
〉

Q0

ℓ(Q0) j
. ‖ f ‖Wn,1 ℓ(Q0)k−1|Q0|−1 so that, by

Lemma 2.5

(3.5)
∣

∣

∣VQ0
(b, g,Pn

Q0
f1, f2, . . . , fm)

∣

∣

∣ . ℓ(Q0)−1‖b‖Ḟ0,−n
p,2
〈g〉q,wQ0

m
∏

u=2

〈 fu〉pu,wQ0

which clearly goes to zero as ℓ(Q0) → ∞. Finally, by taking Q0 large enough that f1, . . . , fm, g
are all supported on Q0, for any Q ∈ D such that Q0 ⊂ Q, there holds

〈h〉wQ .
|Q0|
|Q| 〈h〉Q0

, h ∈ { f1, . . . , fm, g},

which, combined with the trivial estimate |bQ| . ‖b‖Ḟ−n,0
1,∞
ℓ(Q)−n,

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

Q∈D,
Q0⊂Q

|Q|bQΨ
n+1,⋐
Q

(g)

m
∏

u=1

〈 fu〉wQ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

. ‖b‖Ḟ−n,0
1,∞
〈g〉Q0

‖ f ‖L1

m
∏

u=2

〈 fu〉Q0

∑

Q∈D,
Q0⊂Q

ℓ(Q)−n

(

|Q0|
|Q|

)m

.

(3.6)

The geometric series clearly goes to 0 as ℓ(Q0) → ∞. Combining (3.5) and (3.6) establishes

(3.4) and thus the following sparse bound holds by virtue of Lemma 3.3.

|V(b, g, f1, . . . fm)| . ‖b‖Ḟ0,−n
p,2

∥

∥

∥M(1,p2,...,pm,q) (∇n f1, f2, . . . fm, g)
∥

∥

∥

1

which in particular entails the norm estimate with p1 = p and r = q′,

(3.7)
∥

∥

∥Πb : Wn,(p1 ,1) × Lp2 × · · · × Lpm → Lr
∥

∥

∥ . ‖b‖Ḟ0,−n
p1 ,2
.

see e.g. [3, Appendix A]. If one uses strong type estimates, there holds instead

(3.8)
∥

∥

∥Πb : Wn,p1 × Lp2 × · · · × Lpm →L r
∥

∥

∥ .ε ‖b‖Ḟκ,−n
p1+ε,2

for ε > 0 and it is a bit more manageable to interpolate (3.8), although (3.7) may be dealt with

as well giving a bit more precise results; see Remark 3.1. For instance, (3.8) can be turned into

(3.9)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

Πb :

m
∏

j=1

Wθ jn,p j → Lr

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

.ε ‖b‖Ḟ0,−n

π+ε,2
, θ j ≥ 0,

m
∑

j=1

θ j = 1, 1
π
=

m
∑

j=1

θ j

p j
,

from which we will now derive the three estimates of which Theorem A consists. In fact, from

(3.9) and integrating by parts we can arrive at the full scale of positive and negative Sobolev

space bounds for Πb and its adjoints. Let γ, ι, α j, β j ∈ N, j = 1, . . . , n. Simply by integrating by

parts (and in the case ι < γ using (2.18) which relies on the fact that g is paired with an element

of Ψk+1,⋐(Q)),

〈Πb(∇α1 f1, . . . ,∇αn fn),∇ιg〉 = V(b̃,∇γg, f1, f2, . . . , fn),

b̃ =
∑

Q

bQℓ(Q)γ−ι−αϕQ, α =

n
∑

j=1

α j.
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Set now β =
∑n

j=1 β j and let π > 1 be defined by
β

π
=

∑n
j=1

β j

p j
. With a view towards applying

(3.9) to V in the above display, notice that
∥

∥

∥b̃
∥

∥

∥

Ḟ
0,−β
π+ε,2

= ‖b‖
Ḟ
ι+α−γ,−β
π+ε,2

.

Therefore applying (3.9) (take θ j =
β j

β
), we obtain

(3.10) |〈Πb(∇α1 f1, . . . ,∇αn fn),∇ιg〉| . ‖b‖
Ḟ
ι+α−γ,−β
π+ε,2

‖g‖Wγ,r′

m
∏

j=1

∥

∥

∥ f j

∥

∥

∥

W
β j ,p j .

Of course, if α j and β j are both positive for some j, then the first step (integrating by parts to

move all the α j derivatives) was a bad idea, so one should actually optimize the choice of β j and

α j before hand, or just assume that for each j, min{α j, β j} = 0. In our applications (3.1), (3.2),

and (3.3), we will choose the latter option. To prove (3.1), take (3.10) with

α j = 0, β j = n j, ι = max{0, κ}, γ = max{0,−κ}.

Now, to prove the bounds for the adjoints Π
⋆, j
b

, first notice that for any κ ≥ 0,
〈

Π
⋆, j
b

( f1, . . . , fn),∇κg
〉

=

〈

Πb( f1, . . . , f j−1,∇κg, f j+1, . . . , fm), f j

〉

.

Now, we may exchange the roles of r′ = q and p j and apply (3.10) with

α j = κ, β j = 0, αi = 0, βi = ni, γ = n j, ι = 0

to achieve (3.2). For (3.3), we do the same thing except take α j = 0 and β j = κ. �

3.3. Proof of Lemma 3.3. The proof is iterative, and begins with the following definition. Let

S(Q) be the collection of maximal elements Z ∈ D(Q) with the property that

wZ ⊂ {

M
(

1wQ∇n f1

)

> C〈∇n f1〉wQ

}

.

Appealing to the maximal theorem, we learn that

(3.11)
∑

Z∈S(Q)

|Z| ≤ |Q|
4

provided C is chosen sufficiently large. The key is the estimation of the difference

VQ(b, g, f1 − Pn
Q f1, f2 . . . , fm) −

∑

Z∈S(Q)

VZ(b, g, f1 − Pn
Z f1, f2, . . . , fm)

=

∑

G∈G(Q)

bQβQ(g)ζQ( f1 − Pn
Q f1, f2 . . . , fm)

+

∑

Z∈S(Q)

VZ(b, g,Pn
Z f1 − Pn

Q f1, f2 . . . , fm)

(3.12)

having introduced the collection G(Q) ≔ D(Q) \ ⋃{D(Z) : Z ∈ S(Q)}. We estimate the first

term in (3.12). The key is to use the two estimates of Lemma 2.7 and telescoping to get that for

each P ∈ D(Q)

(3.13) 〈 f1 − Pn
Q f1〉1,wP . ℓ(Q)n inf

P
M(1wQ∇n f1).
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Referring to (2.11), we then have
∑

G∈G(Q)

|bQ||βQ(g)|
∣

∣

∣ζQ( f1 − Pn
Q f1, f2 . . . , fm)

∣

∣

∣

≤
(

sup
G∈G(Q)

〈 f1 − Pn
Q f1〉1,wG

)

ΛQ(b, g, f2, . . . , fm)

. |Q|‖b‖Ḟκ,−n
p,2
〈∇n f1〉wQ〈|∇|−κg〉q,wQ

m
∏

u=2

〈 fu〉p j ,wZ

(3.14)

having used (3.13), the non-stopping nature of G(Q), and Lemma 2.5 to pass to the third line.

For the estimation of the second term in (3.12), take into account the bound

〈Pn
Z f1 − Pn

Q f1〉1,wP . ℓ(Q)n inf
Z

M(1wQ∇n f1)

for each P ∈ D(Z) and Z ∈ S(Q), which is also a consequence of Lemma 2.7 and telescoping,

and estimate
∑

Z∈S(Q)

VZ(b, g,Pn
Z f1 − Pn

Q f1, f2 . . . , fm)

. ℓ(Q)n

(

sup
Z∈S(Q)

inf
Z

M(1wQ∇n f1)

)

ΛQ(b, g, f2, . . . , fm)

. ℓ(Q)n〈∇n f1〉wQΛQ(b, g, f2, . . . , fm)

. |Q|‖b‖Ḟκ,−θ
p,2
〈∇n f1〉wQ〈|∇|−κg〉q,wQ

m
∏

u=2

〈 fu〉p j ,wZ.

using the non-stopping nature of the parent of Z ∈ S(Q), and arguing just as for (3.14). We have

turned (3.12) into the estimate

∣

∣

∣VQ(b, g, f1 − Pn
Q f1, f2 . . . , fm)

∣

∣

∣ ≤ C|Q|‖b‖Ḟκ,−n
p,2
〈∇n f1〉wQ〈|∇|−κg〉q,wQ

m
∏

u=2

〈 fu〉p j ,wZ

+

∑

Z∈S(Q)

∣

∣

∣VZ(b, g, f1 − Pn
Z f1, f2, . . . , fm)

∣

∣

∣

which may be iterated, yielding the sparse collection Z(Q) in view of the packing estimate

(3.11). We omit the well-known details. This completes the proof of the Lemma.

4. Representation and Sobolev regularity of multilinear Calderón-Zygmund operators

As anticipated in the introduction, multilinear singular integrals of Calderón-Zygmund type

enjoying additional smoothness properties can be represented as a finite linear combination of

wavelet operators and paraproducts, extending to the multilinear, non-homogeneous case the

analysis initiated by the authors in [9], see also [10] for the linear homogeneous case. The

estimates of Section 3 then yield Sobolev-type testing conditions on the paraproduct symbols

occurring in the representation, which should be seen as an extension of the classical result

by David and Journé [6] to the Sobolev case. Before the statement, let us provide a precise

definition for the class of singular integral forms we represent.
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Definition 4.1. Let k ∈ N, n ≥ 1, δ > 0. We say an (n+1)-linear form Λ acting on (n+1)-tuples

of is a normalized k-smooth (SIδ) form if the following conditions hold First, Λ satisfies the

weak boundedness property,

|Q|n|Λ(χ0
Q, χ

1
Q, . . . , χ

n
Q)| ≤ 1, ∀χ j

Q
∈ Φk+δ,⋐(Q), Q ∈ D.

Second, the k + δ kernel estimates hold for Λ; that is, there exists a kernel K on R(n+1)d, locally

integrable off the diagonal {(y, . . . , y) : y ∈ Rd} in R(n+1)d , such that for any f0, . . . , fn ∈ W0 with

∩n
j=0

supp f j = ∅, there holds

Λ( f0, f1, . . . , fn) =

∫

Rd(n+1)

K(x)

n
∏

j=0

f j(x j) dx

and for all 0 ≤ j ≤ k,

|∇ j
x0

K(x)| ≤














n
∑

i=1

|x0 − xi|














−nd− j

, x = (x0, x1, . . . , xn) ∈ (Rd)n+1,















n
∑

i=1

|x0 − xi|














k

|∇k
x0
∆

0
hK(x)| + max

i=1,...,n
|∆i

hK(x)| ≤ |h|δ














n
∑

i=1

|x0 − xi|














−nd−δ

,

where ∆i
h

denotes the difference in the i-th variable,

∆
i
hK(x) ≔ K(x0, . . . , xi + h, . . . , xn) − K(x0, . . . , xn).

Remark 4.2. Let Λ⋆, j( f ) be the j-th adjoint of Λ, that is

Λ
⋆, j( f0, f1, . . . , fn) = Λ( f j, f1, . . . , f j−1, f0, f j+1, . . . , fn).

In general, it is not true that Λ⋆, j is a k-smooth (SIδ) form for j , 0 whenever Λ is. However, in

such a case Λ⋆, j is 0-smooth (SIδ)form. See [7, Section 5] for details.

4.2. Testing conditions. Let γ = (γ1, . . . , γn) ∈ ⊗n
j=1
N

d with ‖γ‖ℓ1 ≤ k. Define the paraproduct

symbols of Λ of order γ by the sequences

bγ = {bγ
Q

: Q ∈ S}, b⋆, j = {b⋆, j
Q

: Q ∈ S};
b
γ
Q
≔ ℓ(Q)k

Λ
(

ϕQ,TrQx
γ1

1
, . . . ,TrQxγn

n

)

, |γ| ≤ k;

b
⋆, j
Q
≔ ℓ(Q)k

Λ
⋆, j(ϕQ, 11, . . . 1n

)

, j = 1, . . . , n.

Recall that each x
γ j

j
: Rd → R is the monomial function x

γ j

j
(y1, . . . , yd) = y

(γ j)1

1
· · · y(γ j)d

d
. With

reference to (2.5), form each function bγ or b⋆, j from the corresponding sequence of wavelet

coefficients. It is immediate from the weak boundedness and kernel estimates of a k-smooth

(SIδ) form that

‖bγ‖
F
|γ|−k,0
∞,∞
. 1, |γ| ≤ k

cf. [8] and estimate (2.3). However, stronger testing type conditions on the symbols bγ are

needed to ensure Sobolev space bounds for the form Λ. See (4.1) below. Since our representa-

tion theorem is motivated by Sobolev estimates for the adjoint operators, for any (n + 1)-linear

form Λ, we introduce the vector form

∇k
Λ( f0, f1, . . . , fn) ≔ (Λ(∂α f0, f1, . . . , fn) : |α| = k) .
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Theorem B. Let Λ be a normalized k-smooth (n+1)-linear SI form. There exists wavelet forms

{V j}mj=1
such that for all f j ∈ S(Rd),

∇k
Λ( f ) =

m
∑

j=1

[

∇kV
⋆, j
j

( f ) + ∇k
Π
⋆, j

b⋆, j
( f )

]

+

∑

|γ|≤k

Πbγ( f0, ∂
γ1 f1, . . . , ∂

γn fn),

To obtain Sobolev bounds from Theorem B, we introduce the following norms associated to

the paraproduct symbols. For 1 ≤ p ≤ q ≤ ∞, define

(4.1)

‖Λ‖Ḟ(k,p,q) ≔ sup
|γ|<k−⌊ d

p
⌋
‖bγ‖

Ḟ
0,|γ|−k

p,2
+ sup

k−⌊ d
p
⌋≤|γ|≤k−1

‖bγ‖
Ḟ

0,|γ|−k

q,2
,

+ sup
|γ|=k

‖bγ‖Ḟ0,0
1,2
+ sup

j=1,...,n

∥

∥

∥b⋆, j
∥

∥

∥

Ḟ
−k,0
1,2

Corollary B.1. Let 1 < p, p1, . . . , pn ≤ ∞ satisfy 1
p
=

∑n
j=1

1
p j

. Then, for any q > p,

‖T ( f1, . . . , fn)‖Wk,p .

(

1 + ‖Λ‖Ḟ(k,p,q)

)
∑

β∈Nn

|β|=k

n
∏

j=1

∥

∥

∥ f j

∥

∥

∥

W
β j ,p j

.

Remark 4.3. By placing stronger, p-independent, testing conditions on the symbols bγ, one

can in fact take p < 1, and obtain the full range of multilinear weighted estimates. In fact, this

was the approach taken in [9], while our focus in this paper was to provide weaker p-dependent

conditions to ensure Sobolev boundedness.

4.3. Outline of proof of representation Theorem. Setting

D+n (Q) =
{

P = (P1, . . . , Pn) ∈ ×n
i=1D : ℓ(P1) = . . . = ℓ(Pn) ≥ ℓ(Q)

}

,

the precursors to wavelet forms are

Σ0( f ) =
∑

Q∈D
|Q|φQ(∇k f0)

∑

P∈D+n (Q)

Λ(φQ, ψ
1
P1
, ψ2

P2
, . . . , ψn

Pn
)

n
∏

i=1

|Pi|ψi
Pi

( fi),

Σ j( f ) =
∑

Q∈D
|Q|φQ( f0)

∑

P∈D+n (Q)

Λ(φQ, ψ
1
P1
, ψ2

P2
, . . . , ψn

Pn
)|P j|ψ j

P j
(∇k f j)

n
∏

i=1
i, j

|Pi|ψi
Pi

( fi),

φQ, ψ
1
Q ∈ Ψk+δ,⋐(Q), ψ

j

P
∈ Φk+δ,⋐(P).

The main step in the representation theorem is

Proposition 4.4. There exists wavelet forms V j such that

Σ0( f ) = V0( f0,∇k f1, f2, . . . , fm) +
∑

|γ|≤k

Πbγ( f0, ∂
γ1 f1, . . . , ∂

γn fn).

and for j = 1, . . . , n,

Σ j( f ) = V j(∇k f0, f1, . . . , fn) + Π
⋆, j

b⋆, j
( f ).

Following the argument in [9, p. 80], Theorem B follows from Proposition 4.4 and the

wavelet resolution in Proposition 2.1.
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Proof of Proposition 4.4. The major difference between the multilinear and linear setting of

[10, 8] is the method of subtracting off the Taylor polynomial in the range

A(Q) = {P ∈ D+n (Q) : ℓ(Pi) ≥ 3wℓ(Q), max
i
{|c(Pi) − c(Q)|} ≤ 3wℓ(Pi)}.

Introduce the Taylor polynomials

T
j

Q
f = P

j+1

Q
f , Ṫ

j

Q
f = T

j

Q
f − T

j−1

Q
f .

In fact, the method we propose here is more efficient than [9].1 For simplicity, let us fix Q and

P, thus omitting the dependence on them in what follows. Introduce the shorthand

τ
j

i
= ψi

Pi
− T

j

Q
ψi

Pi
, T

j

i
= T

j

Q
ψi

Pi
, Ṫ

j

i
= Ṫ

j

Q
ψi

Pi
.

Expand

Λ(φQ, ψ
1
P1
, . . . , ψn

Pn
) = Λ(φQ, τ

k
1, ψ

2
P2
, . . . , ψn

Pn
) + Λ(φQ,T

k
1, ψ

2
P2
, . . . , ψn

Pn
).

Leave alone the first term and for the second term, expand

Λ(φQ,T
k
1, ψ

2
P2
, ψ3

P3
, . . . , ψn

Pn
) =

k
∑

j=0

Λ(φQ, Ṫ
j

1
, ψ2

P2
, ψ3

P3
. . . , ψn

Pn
)

=

k
∑

j=0

Λ(φQ, Ṫ
j

1
, τ

k− j

2
, ψ3

P3
, . . . , ψn

P) +

k
∑

j=0

Λ(φQ, Ṫ
j

1
,T

k− j

2
, ψ3

P3
, . . . , ψn

P).

Continuing this process, we obtain Λ(φQ, ψ
1
P1
, . . . , ψn

Pn
) = A + B where A is finite sum of terms

of the form

(4.2) Λ(φQ, Ṫ
β1

1
, . . . , Ṫ

β j

j
, τ

β j+1

j+1
, ψ

j+2

P j+2
, . . . , ψn

Pn
), j ≤ n − 1,

j+1
∑

i=1

βi = k.

and

B =
∑

β∈Nn

|β|≤k

Λ(φQ, Ṫ
β1

1
, . . . , Ṫβn

n ).

The argument in [9, Lemma 3.3] shows that each term of the form (4.2) is controlled by (P,Q)k+δ

and hence one may integrate by parts, apply wavelet averaging [9, Lemma 2.4], and convert that

portion of Σ0 into a wavelet form. We claim that B can be converted into paraproducts by the

same reasoning as [8, Proof of Theorem A, pp. 48-49].

Handling Σ j for j , 0 is much easier and only requires subtracting off T0 in which case the

telescoping argument is not needed. This splits Λ(φQ, ψP) into a term which is controlled by

(P,Q)δ and the zeroth order paraproduct. In this case, the (P,Q)δ decay suffices for wavelet

averaging after integrating by parts since ℓ(P) ≥ ℓ(Q). �

1Notice that in [9], one actually subtracts off paraproducts for each |γi| ≤ k.
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