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ENDPOINT MULTILINEAR RESTRICTED WEAK TYPE

EXTRAPOLATION THEOREM

KANGWEI LI, TERESA LUQUE, AND SHELDY OMBROSI

Abstract. In this paper we present a generalization in the context of
multilinear Muckenhoupt classes of the endpoint extrapolation theorem
on restricted weights due to Carro, Grafakos and Soria [8] . Moreover,
our main result is obtained on limited ranges of boundedness and to
this aim we introduce a new limited range, off-diagonal extrapolation
theorem in the context of restricted weights. In addition, as one of
the applications, we prove endpoint estimates of certain bi-sublinear
maximal functions associated with the study of return time theorems in
ergodic theory.

1. Introduction

The Rubio de Francia extrapolation theorem [30] raises one of the most
striking issues concerning weighted inequalities. This theorem posits that
an estimate for an operator T on Lp0(w) for a single p0 and all Ap0 weights w
implies a similar Lp(w) estimate for all p in (1,∞) and every w ∈ Ap. After
this result was first proved, many other versions and improvements have
appeared in the literature. A more detailed background can be found in
[14]. In particular, the operator itself does not play any role in the theorem
and the statement can be given in terms of families of pairs of nonnegative
measurable functions (see [12]). The extrapolation can also be generalized
for the off-diagonal case in which the inequalities are from Lp(wp) to Lq(wq)
for possibly different values for the exponents p and q and the weight w in
the appropriate classes Ap,q (see [17, 20, 15] ). Although for operators that
are unbounded outside a range of the form (p−, p+) with 1 < p− < p+ < ∞
classical extrapolation does not work, it has been extended to this scenario
in [4, 15].

In the multi-variable setting, there are some Rubio de Francia’s extrapola-
tion results. In [16] it was shown that if T is bounded from Lp1(w1) · · · ×

Lpm(wm) into Lp(w
p
p1
1 . . . w

p
pm
m ) for wi ∈ Api and for some fixed exponents
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1 < p1, . . . , pm < ∞ with the relation given by

1

p
=

1

p1
+ · · ·+

1

pm
, (1)

then the same holds for all possible values of pj, pj > 1. This result is also
obtained in [15] using by iteration an off-diagonal extrapolation argument.
These first results treat each variable separately with its own Muckenhoupt
class of weights and do not really use the multivariable nature of the problem.
In [23] is presented an extrapolation argument using the multilinear Mucken-
houpt classes of weights introduced in [21]. Namely, given ~p = (p1, . . . , pm)
with the relation (1), ~w = (w1, . . . , wm) is in the class A~p if

sup
Q

(
1

|Q|

∫

Q
w

) 1
p

m∏

i=1

(
1

|Q|

∫

Q
w

1−p′i
i

) 1
p′
i
< ∞, (2)

where w = w
p
p1
1 . . . w

p
pm
m and the exponents verify the relation (1). These

classes of weights characterize the boundedness of the sub-multilinear max-
imal function M defined by

M(f1, . . . , fm)(x) = sup
x∈Q

m∏

i=1

(
1

|Q|

∫

Q
|fi(y)|dy

)
.

It was also shown in [21] that this is the appropriate class of weights for
multilinear Calderón-Zygmund operators.

In [23], the authors exploited the clever off-diagonal argument presented
in [15] to prove multilinear extrapolation for the class A~p. One of the key
points there it was to understand that the multilinear condition (2) could
be “linearized” by changing to a weighted measure space (see Lemma 3.2 in
[23]). Subsequently, a quantitative extrapolation result for these weights was
obtained in [25] via a generalization of the Rubio de Francia algorithm to the
multilinear setting. The argument in [25] allows also one to reach the upper
endpoint. For more results concerning the upper endpoint extrapolation in
the linear and multilinear context see also [22, 24, 26].

A weakness of Rubio de Francia’s theory is that it does not allow to ex-
trapolate up to the (lower) endpoint. More precisely, in the one-variable
case it is not possible to obtain an estimate for p = 1. In [8], the authors
present a solution for this matter introducing a slightly bigger class than

Ap0 , named Âp0 , for which given a restricted weak-type (p0, p0) bounded

operator T : Lp0,1(w) → Lp0,∞(w), for some p0 > 1 and every w ∈ Âp0 , then

T : L
1, 1

p0 (w) → L1,∞(w) for every w ∈ A1. The class Âp is closely related
to the restricted Ap class, AR

p , which characterizes the restricted weak-type
boundedness of the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function M (see [19] for this
characterization).

Extrapolation involving the classes Âp and AR
p is known as restricted weak

type Rubio de Francia’s extrapolation and after the pioneering paper [8],
different applications have been developed around it. In particular, in
the multi-variable context this argument allows to extrapolate down to
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(1, . . . , 1), considering hypothesis in each variable (weight) separately. See
[10] and [28].

The purpose of this paper is to establish multi-variable restricted weak type
extrapolation results to down to the lower endpoint for vector weights ~w =
(w1, . . . , wm) associated with restricted weak type estimates. The first result
in this direction can be found in [28, Chapter 5, Theorem 5.2.2] where the
AR

~p class was introduced (see also [27] and [6]). We recall now the definition

of theses classes.

Let 1 ≤ pi < ∞ and 1
p = 1

p1
+ · · · + 1

pm
. We say ~w = (w1, · · · , wm) ∈ AR

~p if

sup
Q

(
1

|Q|

∫

Q

m∏

i=1

w
p
pi
i

)1/p m∏

i=1

‖χQw
−1
i ‖

Lp′
i
,∞
(

wi
|Q|

) < ∞, (3)

where recall that when pi = 1 then

‖χQw
−1
i ‖

Lp′
i
,∞
(

wi
|Q|

) := ess sup
Q

w−1
i .

Observe that if pi = 1 for i = 1, . . . ,m and therefore p = 1
m the class AR

~1
m

actually agrees with the class A ~1
m

introduced in [21].

It is proven (see [27, 28]) ~w ∈ AR
~p if and only if M : Lp1,1(w1) · · · ×

Lpm,1(wm) → Lp(w
p
p1
1 . . . w

p
pm
m ). Moreover, the recent preprint [29] presents

the first restricted weak-type extrapolation scheme assuming multi-variable
conditions (see [29, Theorem 8.21]). However, there the extrapolation is only
in one component, the starting point is (p1, 1, ..., 1) (p1 > 1) to go down to
(1, ..., 1). Finally in the current paper we complete the picture and we can
obtain the following result, which represents one of the main contributions
of this work.

Theorem 1.1. Given measurable functions f1, · · · , fm and g. Suppose that
for some exponents 1 ≤ p1, · · · , pm < ∞ with 1/p =

∑
i 1/pi and for all

~w = (w1, · · · , wm) ∈ AR
~p we have

‖g‖
Lp,∞(

∏m
i=1 w

p/pi
i )

.

m∏

i=1

‖fi‖Lpi,1(wi). (4)

Then for all (v1, · · · , vm) ∈ A ~1
m

,

‖g‖
L1/m,∞(

∏m
i=1 v

1/m
i )

.

m∏

i=1

‖fi‖L1,1/pi (vi)
. (5)

As it happens we are able to prove a more general theorem. In fact, a limited
range version to reach the endpoint case is possible, and as a particular case,
it gives us Theorem 1.1. One of the interests of having a limited range version
of the previous theorem is associated with the fact that depending on the
singularity of the operators, a higher local integrability of the intervening
weights is necessary for their boundedness. See, for example, [18], [11] or [5]
where that fact is well reflected in the multilinear case.



4 K. LI, T. LUQUE, AND S. OMBROSI

To state this theorem, we need to introduce some notation. We start by
defining the general restricted weights class AR

~p,~r. We say ~w ∈ AR
~p,~r, if

[~w]RA~p,~r
:= sup

Q

( 1

|Q|

∫

Q
w

δm+1
p

) 1
δm+1

m∏

i=1

‖χQw
− 1

pi
i ‖Lδi,∞( dx

|Q|
) < ∞,

where w =
m∏
i=1

w
p/pi
i , 1 ≤ r1, . . . , rm+1 < ∞, ri ≤ pi for all 1 ≤ i ≤ m,

p < r′m+1 and

1

p
=

m∑

i=1

1

pi
,

1

δi
:=

1

ri
−

1

pi
∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ m+ 1,

1

pm+1
= 1−

1

p
.

Here if ri = pi we have the expression

‖χQw
− 1

pi
i ‖Lδi,∞( dx

|Q|
) = ess sup

Q
w

− 1
pi

i .

Note that our formulation is different from (3) when ri = 1 for every i =
1, . . . ,m + 1. However, thanks to Lemma 3.3 below we see that these two
formulations coincide (see Remark 3.4 for details).

Now with the previous notation we can state the main result of this paper.

Theorem 1.2. Given measurable functions f1, · · · , fm and g and some ex-
ponents 1 ≤ ri ≤ pi < ∞, ∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ m, with 1/p =

∑
i 1/pi > 1/r′m+1 for

some 1 ≤ rm+1 < ∞. Suppose that for some constants αi ∈ (0, pi] and for
all ~w = (w1, · · · , wm) ∈ AR

~p,~r we have

‖g‖
Lp,∞(

∏m
i=1 w

p/pi
i )

.

m∏

i=1

‖fi‖Lpi,αi(wi). (6)

Then for all (v1, · · · , vm) ∈ A(r1,··· ,rm),~r,

‖g‖
Lr̃,∞(

∏m
i=1 v

r̃/ri
i )

.

m∏

i=1

‖fi‖Lri,αiri/pi (vi)
, (7)

where r̃ is defined via 1/r̃ =
∑m

i=1 1/ri.

Remark 1.3. Observe that if αi = pi for all 1 ≤ i ≤ m, then we genuinely
end up with a weak type estimate.

An idea of the proof of Theorem 1.2 : As the multi-variable extrapolation
presented in [23] that follows the scheme of [15], the proof of this theorem
is based on two main ingredients: an off-diagonal theorem in the restricted
context and a structural result concerning the AR

~p,~r classes. In fact, we believe

that, the result that deals with the structure of the AR
~p,~r (see Proposition 3.1

in the next section) represents one of the novel points of this paper even in
the particular case of ri = 1 for i = 1, . . . ,m + 1. It shows the connection
between the multi-components of the vector weight in AR

~p,~r classes. An

analogous characterization for the A~p,~r classes can be found in [23, Lemma
3.2]. In that case or in the equivalent presented in [21, Theorem 3.6] (for A~p)
complete characterizations are achievable due to (among other things) each
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weight σi = w
1−p′i
i ∈ A∞. However, in our context, the AR

~p classes generally
do not exhibit such good property in the weights σi. To overcome this
obstacle and obtain a useful variant, a deeper understanding of weak norms
is necessary. This understanding is partially facilitated by a Sawyer-type
inequality, which can be found in, for example, [13].

The paper is organized as follows. In the next section we provide an off-
diagonal extrapolation theorem. In Section 3 we obtain a partial character-
ization of the classes AR

~p,~r and we give the proof of Theorem 1.2. Finally, in

the last section we present several applications.

2. A general off-diagonal extrapolation theorem

This section is devoted to proving a general off-diagonal extrapolation the-
orem. First, we need to introduce some notation.

Let µ be a doubling measure. For 1 ≤ r < ∞ we will say that v ∈ Âr(µ) if
and only if there exist u1 ∈ A1(µ) and a function g with Mµg(x) < ∞ a.e x

such that v := u1Mµg
1−r. Observe that the class Â1(µ) agrees with A1(µ).

Moreover, if 0 < q < ∞ and 1 ≤ r < ∞ we will say that v ∈ Âr,q(µ) if and

only if vq ∈ Â1+ q
r′
(µ).

We will need the following result.

Lemma 2.1 ([13]). Let µ be a weight satisfying A∞ condition. If u ∈ A1(µ)
and uv ∈ A∞(µ) then

∥∥∥∥
Mµf

v

∥∥∥∥
L1,∞(uvµ)

. ‖f‖L1(uµ) .

This result appeared first in [13] in the particular case µ = 1, but using the
A∞ condition the same proof there also works.

Now, we state the main result in this section.

Theorem 2.2. Let µ a weight satisfying the A∞ condition, and let 1 ≤
r0 ≤ p0 < ∞, 0 < q0 < s0 and α ∈ (0, p0]. Assume that for certain

measurable functions f and g and for all w ∈ Â p0
r0

,
δ0
r0

(µ), where δ0 is defined

via 1/δ0 = 1/q0 − 1/s0, there holds

‖g‖
Lq0,∞(w

q0
r0 µ

q0
δ0 )

≤ C‖f‖
Lp0,α(w

p0
r0 µ

1−
p0
r0 )

.

Then for 0 < q < s0 with

1

q
−

1

q0
=

1

r0
−

1

p0

and all w ∈ Â
1,

δ1
r0

(µ), where 1/δ1 = 1
q −

1
s0
, we have

‖g‖
Lq,∞(w

q
r0 µ

q
δ1 )

≤ C‖f‖
L
r0,

αr0
p0 (w)

.
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Before providing a proof of this result, we observe that in the particular case
r0 = 1 and α = 1 the previous theorem is contained in [29, Theorem 8.10].

Proof. Let H = |f |r0w
1−

δ1
r0 µ−1. Then set

E =
{
w

δ1
r0

· q
s0 µ

q
s0 MµH > (γy)r0

}
, F =

{
w

δ1
r0

· q
s0 µ

q
s0 MµH ≤ (γy)r0 , |g| > y

}
.

Then we have ∫

{|g|>y}
w

q
r0 µ

q
δ1 ≤

∫

E
w

q
r0 µ

q
δ1 +

∫

F
w

q
r0 µ

q
δ1 .

For the first term, we have
∫

E
w

q
r0 µ

q
δ1 =

∫

E
w

δ1
r0

(
w

δ1
r0

· q
s0 µ

q
s0

)−1
µ.

Since w
δ1
r0 ∈ A1(µ) and

w
δ1
r0

(
w

δ1
r0

· q
s0 µ

q
s0

)−1
=
(
w

δ1
r0

)1− q
s0 (µ−1)

q
s0 ∈ A∞(µ),

by Lemma 2.1 and α ≤ p0 we have
∫

E
w

q
r0 µ

q
δ1 . (γy)−r0

∫
Hw

δ1
r0 µ = (γy)−r0

∫
|f |r0w

. (γy)−r0‖f‖r0
L
r0,

αr0
p0 (w)

. (8)

It remains to estimate the integral over F . Let

β =
q0/r0

(p0/r0)′
.

Then it is easy to check that 1 + β = q0/q and therefore

1−
q

s0
(1 + β) =

q0
δ0
.

Hence we have
∫

F
w

q
r0 µ

q
δ1 ≤ (γy)r0β

∫

{|g|>y}

w
q
r0 µ

q
δ1

(MµH)β(w
δ1
r0

· q
s0 µ

q
s0 )β

= (γy)r0β
∫

{|g|>y}
w

δ1
r0

(1− q
s0

(1+β))
µ
1− q

s0
(1+β)

(MµH)−β

= (γy)r0β
∫

{|g|>y}

[
w

δ1
δ0 (MµH)

− 1
(p0/r0)

′
] q0
r0 µ

q0
δ0 .

To proceed we need

v := w
δ1
δ0 (MµH)

− 1
(p0/r0)

′ ∈ Âp0/r0,δ0/r0(µ).

This is indeed the case since

[
w

δ1
δ0 (MµH)

− 1
(p0/r0)

′
]δ0/r0 = wδ1/r0(MµH)

−
δ0/r0

(p0/r0)
′ ∈ Â

1+
δ0/r0

(p0/r0)
′
(µ).
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Thus by the assumption and MµH ≥ H we have
∫

F
w

q
r0 µ

q
δ1

≤ (γy)r0β
∫

{|g|>y}
v

q0
r0 µ

q0
δ0

. γr0βyr0β−q0‖f‖q0
Lp0,α(v

p0
r0 µ

1−
p0
r0 )

∼ γr0βyr0β−q0
( ∫ ∞

0
sα−1

(∫

{|f |>s}
w

δ1
δ0

·
p0
r0 (MµH)

1−
p0
r0 µ

1−
p0
r0

) α
p0 ds

) q0
α

≤ γr0βyr0β−q0
( ∫ ∞

0
sα−1

(∫

{|f |>s}
w

δ1
δ0

·
p0
r0 H

1−
p0
r0 µ

1−
p0
r0

) α
p0 ds

) q0
α

= γr0βyr0β−q0
( ∫ ∞

0
sα−1

(∫

{|f |>s}
w|f |r0−p0

) α
p0 ds

) q0
α

≤ γr0βyr0β−q0
( ∫ ∞

0
s

αr0
p0

−1
(∫

{|f |>s}
w
) α

p0 ds
) q0

α

∼ γr0βyr0β−q0‖f‖
q0r0
p0

L
r0,

αr0
p0 (w)

. (9)

Combining estimates (8) and (9) we have
∫

{|g|>y}
w

q
r0 µ

q
δ1 . (γy)−r0‖f‖r0

L
r0,

αr0
p0 (w)

+ γr0βyr0β−q0‖f‖
q0r0
p0

L
r0,

αr0
p0 (w)

.

Optimizing the choice of γ we get∫

{|g|>y}
w

q
r0 µ

q
δ1 . y−q‖f‖q

L
r0,

αr0
p0 (w)

and the result follows. �

3. The classes AR
~p,~r and proof of Theorem 1.2

We recall the definition of the class AR
~p,~r. We say ~w ∈ AR

~p,~r, if

[~w]RA~p,~r
:= sup

Q

( 1

|Q|

∫

Q
w

δm+1
p

) 1
δm+1

m∏

i=1

‖χQw
− 1

pi
i ‖Lδi,∞( dx

|Q|
) < ∞,

where w =
m∏
i=1

w
p/pi
i , 1 ≤ r1, . . . , rm+1 < ∞, ri ≤ pi for all 1 ≤ i ≤ m,

p < r′m+1 and

1

p
=

m∑

i=1

1

pi
,

1

δi
:=

1

ri
−

1

pi
∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ m+ 1,

1

pm+1
= 1−

1

p
.

For notational convenience, we also set 1
r =

m+1∑
i=1

1
ri

and the following expres-

sions
1

̺
:=

1

rm
−

1

r′m+1

+

m−1∑

i=1

1

pi
, µ :=

(m−1∏

i=1

w
1
pi
i

)̺
.
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We now supply the sufficient understanding of the classes AR
~p,~r to prove

Theorem 1.2.

Proposition 3.1. (a) Let 1 ≤ ri ≤ pi < ∞ for 1 ≤ i ≤ m− 1 and pm = rm
and 1

p =
∑

i
1
pi

> 1
r′m+1

. Then ~w ∈ AR
~p,~r if and only if (w1, · · · , wm−1, 1) ∈

AR
~p,~r and w

̺/rm
m ∈ A1(µ).

(b) Let 1 ≤ ri ≤ pi < ∞ for 1 ≤ i ≤ m and 1
p =

∑
i

1
pi

> 1
r′m+1

. Assume that

(w1, · · · , wm−1, 1) ∈ AR
(p1,··· ,pm−1,rm),~r and W δm+1/rm ∈ Â

1+
δm+1
δm

(µ). If

we set wm = W
pm
rm µ− pm

δm , then (w1, · · · , wm) ∈ AR
~p,~r.

Assuming Proposition 3.1 we can give the proof of Theorem 1.2.

Proof Theorem 1.2. If necessary, we may reindex the subscript so that we
always have pm > rm (if pi = ri for all 1 ≤ i ≤ m then there is nothing
to prove). Thus by part (b) of Proposition 3.1 and the assumption we
know that for every fixed (w1, · · · , wm−1, 1) ∈ AR

(p1,··· ,pm−1,rm),~r and all W ∈

Â pm
rm

,
δm+1
rm

(µ) (i.e. W
δm+1
rm ∈ Â

1+
δm+1
δm

(µ)),

‖g‖
Lp,∞(W

p
rm µ

p
δm+1 )

.
(m−1∏

i=1

‖fi‖Lpi,αi (wi)

)
‖fm‖

Lpm,αm (W
pm
rm µ

1−
pm
rm )

.

Then applying Theorem 2.2 with

r0 = rm, p0 = pm, δ0 = δm+1, q0 = p, s0 = r′m+1, δ1 = ̺

for all V ∈ Â1,̺/rm(µ) (in other words V ̺/rm ∈ A1(µ)), we have

‖g‖
Lq,∞(V

q
rm µ

q
̺ )

.
(m−1∏

i=1

‖fi‖Lpi,αi (wi)

)
‖fm‖

L
rm,

αmrm
pm (V )

, (10)

where q is defined via 1/q = 1/rm+
∑m−1

i=1 1/pi. Now, by part (a) of Propo-
sition 3.1 we have that (10) holds for all

(w1, · · · , wm−1, V ) ∈ AR
(p1,··· ,pm−1,rm),~r.

Repeating the above process will send us to the desired estimate. �

The rest of this section will be dedicated to proving Proposition 3.1. With
the previous notation, first we show the regularity that the class AR

~p,~r pro-
vides to the weight w.

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that ~w ∈ AR
~p,~r. Then wδm+1/p ∈ AR

( 1
r
−1)δm+1

. In

particular, if (w1, · · · , wm−1, 1) ∈ AR
(p1,··· ,pm−1,rm),~r, then µ ∈ AR

( 1
r
−1)̺

⊂ A∞.

Proof. Note that
m∑

i=1

1

δi
=

m∑

i=1

( 1

ri
−

1

pi

)
=

1

r
−

1

rm+1
−

1

p
=
(1
r
− 1
)
−

1

δm+1
.
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Let

si = δi

[(1
r
− 1
)
−

1

δm+1

]
.

Then by Hölder’s inequality for weak type Lebesgue spaces,

∥∥∥χQw
−

δm+1
p

· 1

( 1r−1)δm+1

∥∥∥
L(( 1r−1)δm+1)

′,∞( dx
|Q|

)

.

m∏

i=1

∥∥∥χQw
−

δm+1
pi

· 1

( 1r−1)δm+1

i

∥∥∥
Lsi((

1
r−1)δm+1)

′,∞( dx
|Q|

)

=

m∏

i=1

∥∥∥χQw
−

δm+1
pi

· 1

( 1r−1)δm+1
·( 1

r
−1)

i

∥∥∥
1

1
r−1

Lδi,∞( dx
|Q|

)
=

m∏

i=1

‖χQw
− 1

pi
i ‖

r
1−r

Lδi,∞( dx
|Q|

)
.

Thus
∥∥∥χQw

δm+1
p

· 1

( 1r−1)δm+1

∥∥∥
L( 1r−1)δm+1 ( dx

|Q|
)

×
∥∥∥χQw

−
δm+1

p
· 1

( 1r−1)δm+1

∥∥∥
L(( 1r−1)δm+1)

′,∞( dx
|Q|

)

.
( 1

|Q|

∫

Q
w

δm+1
p

) 1
δm+1

· r
1−r

m∏

i=1

‖χQw
− 1

pi
i ‖

r
1−r

Lδi,∞( dx
|Q|

)

≤
(
[~w]RA~p,~r

) r
1−r .

�

Now, we are ready to prove Proposition 3.1.

Proof Proposition 3.1. We start with (a). Suppose that (w1, · · · , wm−1, 1) ∈

AR
~p,~r and w

̺/rm
m ∈ A1(µ). Then by definition,

sup
Q

( 1

|Q|

∫

Q
µ
) 1

̺
m−1∏

i=1

‖χQw
− 1

pi
i ‖Lδi,∞( dx

|Q|
) < ∞

and

sup
Q

1
µ(Q)

∫
Q w

̺/rm
m µ

ess infQ w
̺/rm
m

< ∞.

It then follows that

sup
Q

( 1

|Q|

∫

Q
w̺/rm
m µ

) 1
̺
m−1∏

i=1

‖χQw
− 1

pi
i ‖Lδi,∞( dx

|Q|
) ess sup

Q
w

− 1
rm

m

= sup
Q

[( 1

|Q|

∫

Q
µ
) 1

̺
m−1∏

i=1

‖χQw
− 1

pi
i ‖Lδi,∞( dx

|Q|
)

]
·
[( 1

µ(Q)

∫
Q w

̺/rm
m µ

ess infQ w
̺/rm
m

)1/̺]

≤ [(w1, · · · , wm−1, 1)]AR
~p,~r
[w̺/rm

m ]
1/̺
A1(µ)

.
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On the contrary, suppose that ~w ∈ AR
~p,~r. Then since

( 1

|Q|

∫

Q
µ
) 1

̺
m−1∏

i=1

‖χQw
− 1

pi
i ‖Lδi,∞( dx

|Q|
) & 1

and
( 1

µ(Q)

∫
Q w

̺/rm
m µ

ess infQw
̺/rm
m

)1/̺
≥ 1.

By the same computation we get that (w1, · · · , wm−1, 1) ∈ AR
~p,~r and w

̺/rm
m ∈

A1(µ) immediately.

Next we prove part (b). We may without loss of generality assume that
pm > rm since otherwise it is already included in part (a). Then we have

that W δm+1/rm = um(Mµg)
−

δm+1
δm with some um ∈ A1(µ). We will prove

that

‖χQw
− 1

pm
m ‖Lδm,∞( dx

|Q|
) .

ess infQ(Mµg)
1

δm

ess infQ u
1

δm+1
m

(µ(Q)

|Q|

) 1
δm . (11)

In fact, if we prove (11), then

( 1

|Q|

∫

Q
w

δm+1
p

) 1
δm+1

m∏

i=1

‖χQw
− 1

pi
i ‖Lδi,∞( dx

|Q|
)

.
( 1

|Q|

∫

Q
µW

δm+1
rm

) 1
δm+1

m−1∏

i=1

‖χQw
− 1

pi
i ‖Lδi,∞( dx

|Q|
)

ess inf
Q

(Mµg)
1

δm

ess inf
Q

u
1

δm+1
m

(µ(Q)

|Q|

) 1
δm

≤
( 1

|Q|

∫

Q
µum

) 1
δm+1

m−1∏

i=1

‖χQw
− 1

pi
i ‖Lδi,∞( dx

|Q|
)

1

ess inf
Q

u
1

δm+1
m

(µ(Q)

|Q|

) 1
δm

.
(µ(Q)

|Q|

) 1
δm

+ 1
δm+1

m−1∏

i=1

‖χQw
− 1

pi
i ‖Lδi,∞( dx

|Q|
)

≤ [(w1, · · · , wm−1, 1)]AR
(p1,··· ,pm−1,rm),~r

.

Thus it remains to prove (11). By definition,

w
− 1

pm
m = u

− 1
δm+1

m (Mµg)
1

δm µ
1

δm .

Thus

‖χQw
− 1

pm
m ‖Lδm,∞( dx

|Q|
) . ‖χQµ

1
δm (Mµg)

1
δm ‖Lδm,∞( dx

|Q|
)

1

ess inf
Q

u
1

δm+1
m

= ‖χQµMµg‖
1

δm

L1,∞( dx
|Q|

)

1

ess inf
Q

u
1

δm+1
m

.
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By Lemma 3.2 we know that µ is doubling. It is well-known that

χQMµg ∼ χQ ess inf
Q

Mµg + χQMµ(gχ3Q).

Hence by applying Lemma 2.1 to f = gχ3Q and v = µ−1 ∈ A∞(µ) and u = 1
we have

‖χQµMµg‖L1,∞( dx
|Q|

) .
(µ(Q)

|Q|

)
ess inf

Q
Mµg + |Q|−1‖χQµMµ(gχ3Q)‖L1,∞

.
(µ(Q)

|Q|

)
ess inf

Q
Mµg + |Q|−1

∫

3Q
|g|µ

.
(µ(Q)

|Q|

)
ess inf

Q
Mµg,

where in the last step we used again that µ is doubling. The proof is now
complete. �

Now, to finish this section we prove the following result which, in particular,
shows that in the case ri = 1 for every i = 1, . . . ,m+ 1 then AR

~p,~r ≡ AR
~p .

Lemma 3.3. Let q ≥ 1 and v be a weight. For fixed 0 < a < 1 and
0 ≤ b < 1, we have that

∥∥χQv
−1
∥∥
Lq,∞(v)

∼
∥∥χQv

−a
∥∥k
Lkq,∞(vb)

, (12)

where k = 1
aq′ +

b
aq .

Proof. Let S = supt>0 t v({x ∈ Q : t < v−1(x) ≤ 2t})1/q . Since 1/q ≤ 1 we
have that

t v({x ∈ Q : t < v−1(x)})1/q ≤
∞∑

k=0

t v({x ∈ Q : 2kt < v−1(x) ≤ 2k+1t})1/q

≤ S

∞∑

k=0

2−k = 2S.

Then
∥∥χQv

−1
∥∥
Lq,∞(v)

∼ S. Now with this estimate, equivalence (12) follows

directly. In fact, since 0 < a < 1, we have that
∥∥χQv

−1
∥∥
Lq,∞(v)

∼ sup
t>0

tv({x ∈ Q : v−1(x) ∼ t})1/q

∼ sup
t>0

t[t(b−1)vb({x ∈ Q : v−a(x) ∼ ta})]1/q

∼ sup
t>0

t
1
q′
+ b

q vb({x ∈ Q : v−a(x) ∼ ta})1/q

∼ sup
t>0

(
tvb({x ∈ Q : v−a(x) ∼ t})1/kq

)k

where k = 1
aq′ +

b
aq . �
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Remark 3.4. Observe that if we apply the previous lemma systematically
with q = p′i, a = 1

pi
(i = 1, . . . ,m) and b = 0 (so that k = 1) we have

‖χQw
−1
i ‖

Lp′
i
,∞
(

wi
|Q|

) ∼ ‖χQw
− 1

pi
i ‖

Lp′
i
,∞
(

dx
|Q|

).

With this at hand it is obvious to see that if ri = 1 for every i = 1, . . . ,m+1
then AR

~p,~r ≡ AR
~p .

4. Applications

To show the first application, we need to introduce some notation. For
brevity, we will present it in the bilinear case, though the same arguments
can be extended to the multilinear case. Before stating the theorem, we will
define an operator as bi-sublinear if it simultaneously satisfies the following
conditions:

|T (f1 + f2, g)| ≤ |T (f1, g)| + |T (f2, g)|

and

|T (f, g1 + g2)| ≤ |T (f, g1)|+ |T (f, g2)|,

where we assume that |T | is increasing in each coordinate, and supp f1 ∩
supp f2 = ∅ and supp g1 ∩ supp g2 = ∅, respectively.

Theorem 4.1. Let T be a bi-sublinear operator. Assume that there exists
0 < α ≤ 1 such that for every measurable Lebesgue sets E and F in R

n

(with finite measure) and λ1, λ2 > 0 we have that

|T (λ1χE , λ2χF )(x)| . (λ1λ2)
αM(χE , χF )(x)

α, a.e. x ∈ R
n. (13)

Then

‖|T (f1, f2)|
1/α‖

L
1
2 ,∞(v

1/2
1 v

1/2
2 )

.

2∏

i=1

‖fi‖L1, αq (vi)
,

for all (v1, v2) ∈ A~1
2

and q > 2α.

Proof. Observe that even that if T is sublinear, in general S(f1, f2) =

|T (f1, f2)|
1/α could not be for α < 1. We fix q > 2α and we take p = q

2 and

p1 = p2 = q. We claim that for every pair of weights (w1, w2) ∈ AR
~p the

operator S satisfies that

‖S(f1, f2)‖Lp,∞(w
1/2
1 w

1/2
2 )

.

2∏

i=1

‖fi‖Lpi,α(wi). (14)

Obtaining that estimate the conclusion will follow by applying Theorem 1.2
Fix non-negative functions f1 and f2. For j, i ∈ Z we will use the notation
Ej = {x ∈ R

n : 2j ≤ f1(x) < 2j+1}, Fi = {x ∈ R
n : 2i ≤ f2(x) < 2i+1}.

Then using the hypothesis of T it is not difficult to check that

|T (f1, f2)| .
∑

i,j∈Z

2αj2αiM(χEj , χFi)
α.



RESTRICTED WEAK TYPE EXTRAPOLATION FOR A~p WEIGHTS 13

Then, using that p
α > 1

‖S(f1, f2)‖
α

Lp,∞(w
1/2
1 w

1/2
2 )

= ‖|T (f1, f2)|‖L
p
α ,∞(w

1/2
1 w

1/2
2 )

.
∑

i,j∈Z

2αj2αi‖M(χEj , χFi)
α‖

L
p
α ,∞(w

1/2
1 w

1/2
2 )

.

But since

‖M(χEj , χFi)
α‖

L
p
α ,∞(w

1/2
1 w

1/2
2 )

= ‖M(χEj , χFi)‖
α

Lp,∞(w
1/2
1 w

1/2
2 )

,

and since (w1, w2) ∈ AR
~p we can obtain that

‖S(f1, f2)‖
α

Lp,∞(w
1/2
1 w

1/2
2 )

.
∑

i,j∈Z

2αj2αiw1(Ej)
α
p1w2(Fi)

α
p2 .

From that using standard arguments it is not difficult to check that the

previous sum is essentially bounded by
(∏2

i=1 ‖fi‖Lpi,α(wi)

)α
and claim (14)

follows.

�

Now, we will apply the previous theorem to the following particular operator

N(f, g)(x) = sup
λ>0

λ|{y ∈ R
n \ {0} :

|f(x+ y)||g(x + y)|

|y|2n
> λ}|2

We observe that the operator N can be regarded as an specific instance, con-
sidering the additive group, of a bilinear variant of the (sublinear) maximal
operators discussed in [9]. In that work, intriguing applications to ergodic
theory were derived employing an extension of the restricted extrapolation
theorem within the linear setting, applied to weights belonging to one-sided
Sawyer’s classes. In fact using similar ideas as in [9] (see also [1] and [7]) we
could deduce endpoint estimates for a discrete variant of N . However, for the
sake of brevity and since we can already show the potential of Theorem 4.1
with the operator N , we remain in that particular continuous context. We
would like also mention that other bilinear variants (in the discrete setting)
with negative results already were considered in [3].

Corollary 4.2. Let q > 1. Then

‖N(f1, f2)‖
L

1
2 ,∞(v

1/2
1 v

1/2
2 )

.

2∏

i=1

‖fi‖
L
1, 1

2q (vi)
,

Proof. Observe that if we denote

T (f1, f2) = N(f1, f2)
1/2.
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It is not difficult to check that T is a bi-sublinear operator. On the other
hand for fixed measurable sets E and F

T (λ1χE , λ2χF )(x) . sup
λ

λ

∫

|y|<
(λ1λ2)

1/2n

λ1/n

χE(x+ y)χF (x+ y).

So, rescaling and using Hölder we can check that T satisfies (13) with α = 1
2 .

Therefore, T verifyes the hypothesis of Theorem 4.1.

�

Finally, we will describe another abstract result focussing on the natural
fact that if p > 1 then the space Lp,∞(µ) is a normable space, while at the
endpoint, only if some pi = 1 in the relationship 1

p = 1
p1

+ · · · + 1
pm

will

imply that p < 1, and therefore arguments using duality cannot be directly
applied.

Theorem 4.3. Assume that for each j = 1, . . . , we have an operator
Tj(f1, . . . , fm) defined for functions fi ∈ Lpi(wi) for i = 1, . . . ,m with 1

p =
1
p1

+ · · · + 1
pm

. Such that for some p > 1 and for every vector weight ~w =

(w1, · · · , wm) ∈ AR
~p we have

‖Tj(f1, . . . , fm)‖
Lp,∞(

∏m
i=1 w

p/pi
i )

≤ cj(~w)
m∏

i=1

‖fi‖Lpi,1(wi)
,

where the non-negative scalars cj(~w) satisfy that
∑∞

j=1 cj(~w) ≤ C(~w) < ∞.

Then, the operator T =
∑

j Tj satisfies

‖T (f1, . . . , fm)‖
L1/m,∞(

∏m
i=1 v

1/m
i )

.

m∏

i=1

‖fi‖L1,1/pi (vi)
,

for all (v1, · · · , vm) ∈ A ~1
m

,

The previous theorem is a direct consequence of Theorem 1.1 and the fact

that for p > 1, Lp,∞(
∏m

i=1 w
p/pi
i ) satisfies Minkowski’s inequality. Of course,

we could apply the previous theorem in the case that we have only an op-
erator T .

We finish this presentation with a last remark.

Remark 4.4. The operator N in Corollary 4.2 also shows the sharpness of
Theorem 1.2, in the sense that in general the right hand side of (7) it is not

possible to change the L1,1/pi(wi) norm by L1(wi) norm. In fact, assuming

n = 1, N does not satisfy an estimate L1 × L1 → L
1
2
,∞. If that is the case

choosing f = g we could deduce that the operator N∗(f) = supλ>0 λ|{y ∈

R \ {0} : |f(x+y)|
|y| > λ}| is weak type (1, 1). And it is well known that this is

not the case, see for instance [2].
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