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POTENTIAL TRACE INEQUALITIES VIA A CALDERON-TYPE
THEOREM

ZDENEK MIHULA!, LUBOS PICKZ2, AND DANIEL SPECTOR3

ABSTRACT. We establish an approach to trace inequalities for potential-type
operators based on an appropriate modification of an interpolation theorem
due to Calderén. We develop a general theoretical tool for establishing bound-
edness of notoriously difficult operators (such as potentials) on certain specific
types of rearrangement-invariant function spaces from analogous properties of
operators that are easier to handle (such as fractional maximal operators).
The key ingredient for the development of the theory is the initial pair of
endpoint estimates for the easier operator whose pivotal example is based on
a two-weight inequality of Sawyer. Among various applications we obtain a
generalization of the celebrated trace inequality involving the Riesz potential
and the Hausdorff content by Korobkov and Kristensen.

1. INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENT OF MAIN RESULTS

Let o € (0,n) and 1 < p < Z. A classical result pioneered by V. Maz’ya [28,29],
extended by D.R. Adams [I], demonstrated for the full range of parameters by
B.J. Dahlberg [I1], whose proof was simplified by K. Hansson [I8], and has been
codified in the literature as [3, Theorem 7.1.1] asserts the existence of a constant
Cy = C1(p,a,n) > 0 such that

(1.1) [ g deav,, < Gl
for all f € LP(R™). Here we denote by

capy p(E) = | [, : f € S®), Inf >1on B}
the Riesz capacity, where I, f = I, x f for

1 1
Ta(2) = s
v(a) |x]
the Riesz kernels, cf. [42 p. 117], and the integral on the left-hand-side of (ILTl) is
intended in the sense of Choquet, i.e.

/R L |7 deap, , = / cap (I fI? > 1}) dt,
n 0

which can be interpreted as either an improper Riemann integral or Lebesgue in-
tegral of the monotone function

£ capg , ({Taf P > 1)),

r €R",
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The capacitary or trace inequality ((ILT]) is a strong form of the Hardy-Littlewood-
Sobolev theorem on fractional integration. For example, when one takes it in con-
junction with the isocapacitary inequality (see, e.g. [42, p. 120]),

|E|17°‘p/" < Cgcapmp(E),

one deduces the sharp Lorentz version of the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev theorem
(see also R. O’Neil [31, Theorem 2.6 on p. 137]):

12 ad sy =4 / {ILaf| > B 724t < Coll I o

for ¢ = np/(n — ap) and where L?P(R™) is the Lorentz space of functions whose
norm given by the left-hand-side of ([2)) is finite. Another consequence of ([II]) of
equal interest is that it implies, for f € LP(R™), the existence of Lebesgue points
of I, f not just Lebesgue almost everywhere but up to a set E' with cap,, ,(E) = 0.
This means that potentials of LP(R™) functions admit Lebesgue points H"~Pte
almost everywhere for every € € (0,ap). This last fact follows from a version of
(TI) with the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function on the left-hand-side, the local
equivalence of Bessel and Riesz capacities proved in [3| Proposition 5.1.4 on p. 131],
and the choice of h(r) = r"~°P*¢ in [3| Theorem 5.1.13 on p. 137].

The inequality (L)) is slightly weaker than the analogous statement for p = 1,
that one has the bound

(1.3) / T f1 A0 < Call fllpes e

for all f € HY(R™), the real Hardy space, see e.g. [2, Proposition 5 on p. 121]. Here

HP () = inf {an_ary—a tE C | B(a, m)}
i=0 i=0
denotes the Hausdorff content (see [9}[10}12]13,[T9H21127.B3H36L40,41] for related
results), wyp_o = 7("/2/T((n — @) /2 + 1) is a normalization constant, and again
the integral is intended in the sense of Choquet. One says the inequality (1) is
weaker because while for 1 < p < n/a the behavior of the capacity on balls and a
covering argument easily give

(1.4) cap, ,(E) S Hoo *P(E),

the reverse implication fails unless p = 1. Here we use cap,, ; to denote an analogue
of the capacity cap, , for p =1 defined by

capa)l(E) = inf{HfH’Hl(]Rn) : f S SO(R”), Iaf >1on E},

where Sp(R™) is the subset of S(R™) consisting of Schwartz functions with zero
mean value. This failure of the reverse implication can be seen by the Cantor
set construction and Theorem 5.3.2 in [3| p. 142-143] (which combined with [3]
Proposition 2.3.7] shows the failure of the analogue of (L3) for p > 1), while
the validity at the endpoint is itself a consequence of (I3). One notes from this
strengthening of (ILI]) that potentials of functions in the real Hardy space admit
Lebesgue points up to a set of H"~“ measure zero, with no loss of € > 0.

The consideration of (IIl) and (I3)) and their discrepancies might prompt one
to wonder whether with stronger assumptions it is possible to prove a complete
analogue of the latter in the regime p > 1—a trace inequality with respect to the
appropriately scaling Hausdorff content. An answer to this question was given in
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the remarkable paper of M. Korobkov and J. Kristensen [23], who proved that for
functions in the Lorentz space LP*(R™) one can recover such a trace inequality. In
particular, from their paper on Luzin N- and Morse-Sard properties for a borderline
case [23, Theorem 1.2] one has

Theorem A (Korobkov-Kristensen). Let o € (0,n) and 1 < p < n/a. There
exists a constant C5 = Cs(a, p,n) > 0 such that

(1.5) TP a2 < ol

for all f € LP1(R™).

Here we recall that the Lorentz space LP'1(R") is the set of measurable f such that
the norm

11l zos gy = / {If] > 37 de

is finite. Note that a different definition of Lorentz (quasi)norms is used in the
rest of the paper (see Section [2]), but it coincides with the one used here (see [17]
Proposition 1.4.9 on p. 53], for example).

Remark 1.1. While [23] Theorem 1.2] asserts an estimate with respect to measures
in a Morrey space, a duality argument shows that their formulation is equivalent
to that in Theorem A. For the reader’s convenience, we briefly explain the duality
argument here. The density of C,.(R™) in LP1(R") yields H *P-quasicontinuity of
the potential I, f and so also of |, f|P. By the duality [2, Proposition 1 on p. 118]
(see also [37]) between L'(H" ) and the Morrey space L1"~°P  consisting of
those (signed) Radon measures p on R™ for which

B
il = sup  HAEED) o
zeR™ r>0 rnTep
using Hahn-Banach one obtains that
(16) [ g azer = sw [ jrafrdlu
R" <1 Jan

for every f € LP!(R"). One can remove the ~ in this statement about Banach
space duality by utilizing a norm on L'(H" ®P) in place of the above quasi-norm,
for example with a Choquet integral involving the corresponding dyadic Hausdorff
content. Now, while Theorem A asserts that the left-hand side of (L6]) is bounded
from above by a constant multiple of ||f||’L’p,1(Rn), [23, Theorem 1.2] asserts the same

for the right-hand side of (IL6]). Therefore, the formulations are indeed equivalent.

The proof of Korobkov and Kristensen is in two steps. First, they utilize a
fundamental property of the space LP1(R"), that to establish (5] it suffices to
demonstrate the inequality for characteristic functions of sets of finite measure (see,
e.g. [43, Theorem 3.13 on p. 195)):

Theorem B (Korobkov-Kristensen). Let o € (0,n) and 1 < p < n/a. There exists
a constant Cg = Cg(v, p,n) > 0 such that

(L.7) / L xE[P dH™ < ColE|
]Rn

for all measurable E C R™ such that |E| < +o0.



4 ZDENEK MIHULA, LUBOS PICK, AND DANIEL SPECTOR

Second, they prove a series of Lemmas [23] Lemmas 3.1-3.7] which establishes (7))
by elementary arguments.

The starting point of this paper is an observation concerning the connection of
the result of Korobkov and Kristensen and a classical result of E. Sawyer [38[39],
combined with the same duality principle as in Remark [Tl To this end, we recall
that in his papers on one and two weight estimates, Sawyer proved (see also [2|
pp. 28-29]) the following: For 8 € (0,n) and 1 < ¢ < % there exists a constant
C7 = C7(B,q,n) > 0 such that

(18) [ Mgy b < ol
for all f € LI(R™), where

1

M) =sup s [ ISl
For 8 = a and ¢ = p, the inequality (IL4]) shows that the estimate for the fractional
maximal function in (L8] is better than that for the Riesz potential of the same
order in (L)), while as discussed in the preceding, there is no hope to control the
integral of the Riesz potential with respect to the Hausdorff content of this order.

Yet we observe that there is a classical inequality for Riesz potentials which allows
one to find room in the inequality because of the stronger hypothesis in Theorem A.
In particular, [3, Proposition 3.1.2(c) on p. 54] asserts that for 8 € (0,n) and
6 € (0,1), there exists a constant Cs = Cs(f,6,n) > 0 such that

(1.9) |[Iop f ()] < CsMp f(x)’ M f(z)'~".

Thus, for any a € (0,n) and 1 < p < £, one may choose 3 € (a,n) such that
q=p% > 1. Then for f =xp and 0 = a/B, (3) yields

[Ioxe(x)| < CsMpxp(x)™/’.

As a consequence of this inequality and the relation ap = ¢, one deduces

/R Laxel? dHIo < O / | Myxe|? dHE5
< C7C§|E|7

which is the inequality (7). Thus one finds a short proof of Theorem B, and
therefore Theorem A, on the basis of the powerful inequality (L8).

In this work we develop a framework for this principle, when a bound for a
good operator like the fractional maximal operator can easily be translated into a
bound for a (comparatively) bad operator like the Riesz potential. Our results are
in the general context of rearrangement-invariant function spaces, which preempts
the question of bounds for bad operators with that of necessary and sufficient
conditions for bounds for good operators on these spaces. The general context of
rearrangement-invariant function spaces provides an unifying theory for function
spaces such as Lebesgue spaces, Lorentz spaces, or Orlicz spaces, to name a few.

The classical Calderén-type theorem (see [5], [6, Theorem 5.7 on p. 144]) asserts
that restricted weak-type boundedness of linear operators is equivalent to the same
boundedness for quasi-linear operators and they are equivalent to the boundedness
of the Calderén operator. However, for the example of the fractional maximal
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function, the bounds are not of restricted weak type. Instead, one has the pair of
estimates

(1.10) M, : LP(R",dz) — LP(R",v),
(1.11) M, : La*°(R", dx) — L= (R",v),

where v is a Radon measure on R™ that satisfies
B(z,
v(B,r) _

sup T

xeR™,r>0
As we will see, this results in significant differences in the theory we develop from
the classical one. Several other types of various nonstandard versions of Calderén’s
theorem can be found in literature, see e.g. [4[I5l26], but none of the known ones
can be used for our purposes.

We therefore next introduce a class of operators inspired by the results on
fractional maximal operators mentioned above for which we will establish such
a Calderdén-type theorem. The symbol 9T denotes the class of measurable functions
on a given measure space, and 9y denotes those that are finite almost everywhere.

Definition 1.2. Let (R, u) and (S,v) be nonatomic o-finite measure spaces. Let
P, q be such that

(1.12) 1<p<gq

We say that a quasilinear operator T' defined on (L? 4+ L%°°)(R,u) and taking
values in My (S,v) is (p, q)-sawyerable if T satisfies:

(1.13) T: LP(R,p) — LP(S,v)
and
(1.14) T: LY°(R,p) = L>(S,v).

Recall that an operator T defined on a linear space X C My (R, ) and taking
values in My(S, v) is quasilinear if there is a constant k > 1 such that

IT(f+9) <k(ITf]+|Tgl) and |T(af)|=|al|Tf|] v-ae in$
for every f,g € X and every scalar a. We say that T is sublinear if it is quasilinear
with k£ = 1.
We shall now point out that sawyerable operators can be effectively characterized
by a special governing operator acting on (nonincreasing) functions of a single

variable.
Let p, ¢ satisfy (L.I2), and let r be defined by

q
1.15 r=—.
(1.15) p—
We then define the operator R, ; by
I ;
(116 Rugl) = (5 [ o6 ds). te (0.00), g € mM0,00),
0

where g* is the nonincreasing rearrangement of g. The operator R, ; is intimately
connected with the K-inequality suitable for the pair of estimates (LI0)—(TTI),
and its origin will be apparent from Proposition B] below. Its importance stems
from the following two theorems, the first one being in the spirit of classical theo-
rems of Calderén. An additional principal novelty is the appearance of the space
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Y{P)(S,v), governed by the functional | gy = ||(|g|p)**(t)%|\y, where Y (S, v)
is a rearrangement-invariant space. While the precise definitions are postponed to
Section 2] the two abstract theorems are followed by illustrating examples.

Theorem 1.3. Let (R,u) and (S,v) be nonatomic o-finite measure spaces. Let
p,q satisfy (LI2). Then, for every couple X (R, u) and Y (S,v) of rearrangement-
invariant function spaces, where X (R, u) C (LP + LT*°)(R, u), the following three
statements are equivalent:

(i) Buvery linear (p, q)-sawyerable operator T is bounded from X (R, ) to Y P)(S,v).
(i) Every quasilinear (p,q)-sawyerable operator T is bounded from X(R,p) to
Y (S, v).
(iti) The operator Ry 4, defined by (LI6) with r from (LI5), is bounded from
X(0, u(R)) to Y(0,0(S)),
in which X (0, u1(R)) and Y (0,v(S)) are representation spaces of X (R, ) and Y (S, v),

respectively.

The characterization of boundedness of sawyerable operators enables us to obtain
a variety of boundedness results of a given ‘bad’ operator, whose ‘good’ friend is
sawyerable.

Theorem 1.4. Let (R, p) and (S,v) be nonatomic o-finite measure spaces. Let
X(R,p) and Y (S,v) be rearrangement-invariant function spaces. Assume that

(1.17) Jim, 1x(0,6) 1% (0,1(m)) = O-
Let p, q satisfy (L12), and let X € (0,1) be such that
(1.18) Ap > 1.

Let B be a linear operator defined at least on characteristic functions of p-measurable
subsets of R of finite measure and taking values in Mo(S,v). Let G be a (Ap, \q)-
sawyerable quasilinear operator. Assume that R, ,: X (0, u(R)) = Y (0,v(S)), and
that there is a constant C > 0 such that for every p-measurable set E C R of finite
measure:

(1.19) |Bxg(z)| < C|Gxe(x)]  for y-a.e. z € R.

Then
B: Ax(R,p) = YP(S,v).

Loosely speaking, the technical assumption (L.IT) ensures that the space X does
not have an “L* part”. The space Ax(R,p) is the classical Lorentz endpoint
space corresponding to X, for a detailed definition see Section 2l Let us still recall
that when X is LP (or more generally a Lorentz space LP9) with p € (1,00) (and
q € [1,00]), then Ay is the Lorentz space LP>!, and ([LIT) is satisfied. It is worth
noticing that LP! is precisely the function space appearing on the right-hand side
of (LA).

Having stated two abstract theorems, it is in order to illustrate their usage on
some practical examples. We first address the question of boundedness of the
operator R, 4 on appropriate function spaces, as one of the key ingredients of the
theory. The following theorem characterizes when R, , is bounded between two
Lorentz spaces (and so also between two Lebesgue spaces).
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Theorem 1.5. Let r1,72,51,52 € [1,00] satisfy @A) with p = r; and g = sj,
j=1,2. Let p,q satisfy (LI2) and let r be defined by (LID). Then

(1.20) Ry.q: L1(0,00) — L™2%2(0, 00)

if and only if

1 1 1
(1.21) r € (p,q), s1<s;, and -+—=—,
q T2 1
or
(1.22) r=p, r2=p, s1<p, and sy=00,
or
(1.23) ri=gq, ro=o00 and Sy =00.

Now when the boundedness properties of R, ; between Lorentz spaces is at our
disposal, the next step is to investigate what the operation (-)<1’> does on them.
By [44, Examples 4.7 and 4.9], we have

L™ (S,v) when p < r < 0o and s € [1, o0,
(1.24) (L™*)P)(S,v) = ¢ LP(S,v) when r = p and s = oo,

L>(S,v) when r = s = 0.

What is particularly important here is that the operation enhances LP:*° to LP,
which in turn leads to stronger estimates for sawyerable operators.

The usefulness of Theorems and [[4] can be fully understood in detail by
the applications discussed at the end of Section Their important application
involving Lorentz spaces, which generalizes Theorem A, follows. In fact, it is a
corollary of a more general theorem, namely Theorem [B.7, which establishes a
general boundedness result for the Riesz potential I#, defined by (L[27), under
suitable assumptions on a pair of Radon measures pu, v. It relies on our principle to
connect a bad operator, I¥, to a good one, for which bounds are known. Here the
good operator is a suitable dyadic maximal function associated to the measure p
for which bounds were established by E. Sawyer in [38] (see the discussion before
Lemma B35 for more details).

Theorem 1.6. Let 0 < d <n, a € (0,d), and 1 <p < %. There exists a constant
Cy = Cy(a,p,d,n) > 0 such that

(1.25) s aw < Coll il
for all f € LPY(R™) and for all Radon measures p,v which satisfy
B
(1.26) sup Lﬁﬂ”)) < 00
x€R™ r>0 r
and
v(Q)

Sup ————=p < 0.
(@0 Q)=

Here Q C R™ is a cube and the Riesz potential I of order a € (0,d) with respect
to p is defined by the formula

(1.27) Igff(:b)z/R Mdu(y), x € R"™.

n |z —yld=e
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When g is the Lebesgue measure on R™ (and so d = n), this recovers the
Korobkov—Kristensen trace inequality (L)) by a different argument. Consequently,
we obtain the assertion of Theorem A (hence also Theorem B) as a special case of
our results.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In the entire paper, we use the convention that 0-co = 0. We use the symbol
< in inequalities to mean that the left-hand side is less than or equal to a constant
multiple of the right-hand side, with the multiplicative constant independent of all
important quantities. When it is not obvious from the context what the important
quantities are, we explicitly state it. Loosely speaking, the multiplicative constant
may depend on parameters of function spaces (such as p in the case of L? spaces)
and on the measure of the underlying measure space in the case of finite measure
spaces. We also use the symbol =~ when < and 2 hold simultaneously, where 2>
substitutes for < with switched sides.

Let (R, 1) be a nonatomic measure space. The set of all y-measurable functions
on R is denoted by 9M(R,u). We denote by M+ (R, 1) and My(R, u) its subset
consisting of those functions that are nonnegative and finite p-a.e., respectively.
We say that functions f € M(R, u) and g € M(S, v), where (S, v) is another (pos-
sibly different) measure space, are equimeasurable if their distributional functions
coincide, that is,

p{z e R:|f(x)] > A}) =v{y € S:lg(y)| > A}) for every A > 0.

The nonincreasing rearrangement of a function f € 9M(R,u) is the function
fri:(0,00) = [0, 00] defined as
fu@®) =inf{A>0:p({z € R:|f(z)| > A}) <t}, t €(0,00).
It clearly follows from the definition that

(2.1) if | f| <|g| p-a.e., then f; < g;.

The nonincreasing rearrangement is nonincreasing and right-continuous. Moreover,
f and f}; are equimeasurable, and f; vanishes in the interval [u(R),o0). The

mazimal nonincreasing rearrangement of a function f € 9M(R, ) is the function
[ (0,00) = [0, 00] defined as

I @) /f )ds, t € (0,00).

The maximal nonincreasing rearrangement is nonincreasing and continuous. More-
over, it dominates the nonincreasing rearrangement, i.e., f; < f;*. The maximal
nonincreasing rearrangement satisfies (see [6l, Chapter 2, Proposition 3.3])

(2.2) fo@t)=~-  sup / |f(z)|du(x) for every t € (0, u(R)).
U BECR, u(R)=t

A special case of the Hardy—Littlewood inequality tells us that

23 [ @l < [T (wiode for ey f e MR

and every p-measurable £ C R.
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A functional || - || x (g, ) : MT(R, 1) = [0, 00] is called a rearrangement-invariant
Banach function norm if, for all f, g and {f;}jen in M (R, 1), and every A > 0,
the following properties hold:

(P1) [ fllx(r.,py = 0if and only if f = 0 p-a.e; A fllxr.u) = Mfllxru; I1f +
Ilxrm < Mfllxwm + 19x (R0

(P2) f < g prae implies || f| x (=, < 9l xR,

(P3) f; & f wace. implies || f5ll x .y /I fllx (R

(P4) [IxEllxr,u < oo for every E C R of finite measure;

(P5) if E C R is of finite measure, then [, fdu(z) < Cg||f||x(r,u, where Cg is a
positive constant possibly depending on E and || - || x(r,,) but not on f;

(P6) I fllxr.m) = ll9llx(r,u) Whenever f and g are equimeasurable.

P

We extend || - || x(r,p to all functions f € M(R, ) by defining
Ifllxmpw = I xRy [ € MR, p1).

The functional || - ||x (%, is a norm on the set
X(Ryp) ={f € MR, p1): [Iflx Ry < 00}
In fact, X (R, p) endowed with || - || x(®,,) is a Banach space, which is contained in

Mo(R, p). We will call X (R, u) a rearrangement-invariant function space. When
(R, ) is an interval (0, a) endowed with the Lebesgue measure, where a € (0, o],
we write X (0,a) for the sake of simplicity, and we will also omit the subscript in
the notation of rearrangements.

When X(R,u) and Y (R, p) are two rearrangement-invariant function spaces,
X(R,pn) CY(R,u) means that there is a constant C' > 0 such that

I fllyr.u < Cllfllxr,u for every f € MR, p).
By X(R,u) =Y (R, ), we mean that X (R, ) CY(R,u) and Y (R, u) C X(R, 1)

simultaneously. In other words, the rearrangement-invariant function spaces coin-
cide up to equivalent norms.
Given a rearrangement-invariant function space X (R, ), its representation space

is the unique rearrangement-invariant function space X (0, u(R)) representing X (R, 1)
in the sense that (see [6, Chapter 2, Theorem 4.10])

1 £l xR = il 20,um)) for every f € M(R, u).

Note that X (0,a) = X(0,a) for every a € (0,00], and X(R,u) C Y(R,p) if and
only if X (0, u(R)) C Y (0, u(R)).

Textbook examples of rearrangement-invariant function spaces are the Lebesgue
spaces LP(R, u), p € [1,00]. Their rearrangement invariance follows from the layer
cake representation formula (e.g., see [24] Theorem 1.13]). More precisely, we have

I fllr(row) = i lleo,ur))  for every f € IM(R, p).

Lorentz spaces and Orlicz spaces are other important and well-known examples
of rearrangement-invariant function spaces. In this paper, apart from Lebesgue
spaces, we also work with Lorentz spaces L”9(R, 1), and so we briefly introduce
them here. The functional || - || z».4(r,,) defined as

1_1,,
I fllzracr = It7 77 fu@)lLaco,ur)), € MR, p),
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is a rearrangement-invariant Banach function norm if and only if 1 < ¢ < p < oo or
p=¢qg=o00. When 1 < p < ¢ < o0, it satisfies all the properties of a rearrangement-
invariant Banach function norm but (P1) (more precisely, the functional is not
subadditive). However, it is still at least equivalent to a rearrangement-invariant
Banach function norm even when 1 < p < ¢ < co—the norm is defined in the same
way but with f replaced by f;*. As we will not be interested in precise values
of constants, we will consider LP?(R, 1) a rearrangement-invariant function space
whenever

(2.4) p=g=1 or pe(l,0)and g€ [l,0], or p=g=cc.

In the remaining part of the paper, it will be implicitly assumed that the parameters
p, q satisfy (24). Moreover, we have

(2.5) 1F* ILea0.00) S PIIf|ra(0,00)  for every f € M(0, 00)

provided that p > 1 (e.g., see [0 Chapter 4, Lemma 4.5]). Note that LPP(R,u) =
LP(R, u) (in fact, they have the same norms). The Lorentz spaces LP>*°(R, u) are
often called weak Lebesgue spaces. Lorentz spaces are increasing with respect to
the second parameter, i.e.,

(2.6) LP9 (R, 1) C LP (R, ) when g1 < gs.

Furthermore, note that X (0,u(R)) = L»9(0,u(R)) when X (R,u) = LP9(R,p)
(possibly up to equivalent norms).

The fundamental function of a rearrangement-invariant function space X (R, )
is the function ¢x: (0, u(R)) — (0, 00) defined as

ex (t) =[xl x0.um): t € (0, uR)).
Notice that ¢x(t) = |[xEllx(r,u), where E C R is any subset of R satisfying
u(E) =t. For example, ¢r»(t) = t7. More generally, ¢rr.q(t) = tv.
Given a rearrangement-invariant function space X (R, ), we define the func-
tional || - ||a (=) a8

I llax R = ||f||L°°(R,u)90X(O+)+/O fi(s)@x (s)ds, fe MR, p).

The functional || - ||y (=, is @ rearrangement-invariant function norm provided
that px is concave. The fundamental function of a rearrangement-invariant func-
tion space is quasiconcave but it need not be concave in general. If px is only qua-
siconcave, then the functional || - ||z (%) is not necessarily subadditive (cf. [25]).
However, there always is an equivalent rearrangement-invariant function norm on
X (R, n) with respect to which the fundamental function is concave. The space
Ax(R,u) is contained in X (R, u), and their fundamental functions coincide (pos-
sibly up to multiplicative constants). For example,

(2.7) Arva(R,p) = LPY(R, 1)

provided that p < oo, and Ape (R, ) = L>®(R, ). Furthermore, there is also a
biggest rearrangement-invariant function space with the same fundamental function
as X (R, ), which is equivalent to LP**°(R, u) for X (R, u) = LP4(R, p) with p > 1.
The interested reader can find more information in [0, Chapter 2, Section 5] (for
spaces endowed with norms) and also in [30] (for spaces endowed with quasinorms).
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Given a > 0 and a rearrangement-invariant function space X (R, u), the func-
tion space X () (R,u) is defined as the collection of all f € 9M(R,u) such that
£l x o) () < 00, where

1
1o = 1A s o iy

When p(R) < oo, X{® (R, 1) is always a rearrangement-invariant function space.
When u(R) = oo, X{® (R, ) is a rearrangement-invariant function space unless it
is trivial (i.e., it contains only the zero function, and so it does not satisfy (P4)),
which may happen. For a detailed study of the spaces X () (R, 1), see [44] (recall

also (L24))).

Finally, given two rearrangement-invariant function spaces X (R, 1) and Y (R, v)
over the same measure space, their sum (X + Y)(R, 1) endowed with

”f”(XJrY)(R,,u) = K(f7 1; X, Y)u f € mt+(R7 /1’)7

is also a rearrangement-invariant function space. Here K is the Peetre K-functional
defined as, for f € MT (R, u) and ¢ € (0, 00),

K(ftXY) = it (gl + ).

The K functional is nondecreasing in ¢ and the function (0,00) 3 t — t 1K (f,¢; X,Y)
is nonincreasing. We have, for all a,b > 0,

(2.8) min{%,l}K(f,b;X,Y) <K(f,a;X,Y) < max{%,l}K(f,b;X,Y).

Equivalent expressions for the K-functional between a pair of function spaces are
known for a large number of function spaces. For example, see [22] for the expression
of the K-functional for a pair of Lorentz spaces (in particular, for a pair of Lebesgue
spaces). The interested reader can find more information about the K-functional
in [6l Chapter 5].

Finally, every rearrangement-invariant function space X (R, u) is contained in
(L' + L*>®)(R, ) (e.g., see [6, Chapter 2, Theorem 6.6]).

3. SAWYERABILITY AND PROPERTIES OF THE GOVERNING OPERATOR
We start with a characterization of sawyerable operators.

Proposition 3.1. Let (R,p) and (S,v) be nonatomic o-finite measure spaces.
Assume that p, q satisfy (LI12), and let r be defined by (LIH). Let T be a quasilinear
operator defined on (LP + L) (R, u) and taking values in Mo(S,v). Then the
following three statements are equivalent.

(i) The operator T is (p, q)-sawyerable, i.e., it satisfies the endpoint estimates [LI3))

and (LI4).

(i1) There is a constant C > 0 such that

(1) (TFP);(0F <C(Rpafilt)+ sup sifi(s)) for allt € (0,0(S))

sEtr,00)

and every f € (LP+L9°)(R, i), where the operator Ry, 4 is defined by (L10).
(iii) There is a positive constant C' > 0 such that

(3.2) K(Tf,t;LP, L) < CK(f,t; LP?,L?>) for all t € (0,00)
and every f € (LP + LY°)(R, ).
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Proof. First, assume that (i) is true, i.e., T is bounded from LP(R, u) and LT (R, 1)
to LP(S,v) and L*°(S,v), respectively. Since T is quasilinear, it follows (see [8|
Proposition 3.1.15] and [6, Chapter 5, Theorem 1.11]) that (32) is true with a
constant C' > 0 depending only on ||T'||zr—re, |T||Lao—1, and the constant k
from the definition of the quasilinearity. In other words, (i) implies (iii).

Next, we prove the reverse implication. Assume that (3.2]) is valid. Using the
well-known equivalent expression for the K-functional between LP and L*° (e.g.,
see [7, Theorem 5.2.1]), we have

(33) < /

and every f € (LP 4+ L9*°)(R, ). Here the multiplicative constant depends only
on C from [3.2)), p and ¢. The trivial decomposition f = f + 0 shows that

K(f,; L7, L) < || fllo(r,uy for every t € (0, 00).
Thus, letting ¢t — oo in (B3], we obtain

P

(Ts(s)P ds) S K(f,t; LP, L) for every t € (0, 00)

tP

ITfllrswy S WfllLeerom

for every f € LP(R, ). In other words, T: LP(R, ) — LP(S,v). Similarly, the
decomposition f =0+ f leads to

K(f,t; LP, L") < t||fllpace(r,p) for every t € (0,00).
Consequently, dividing ([3.3)) by ¢ and letting ¢ — 0%, we obtain

1T fllLe(s) S Nfllase(r )

for every f € LT°(R, u). In other words, T': LY*°(R, u) — L*°(S,v). Altogether,
we have shown that (iii) implies (i).

Finally, we show that the statements (ii) and (iii) are equivalent, which will finish
the proof. Observing that (LI5) can be expressed as % — % = %, and using the
well-known equivalent expressions for the K-functionals between Lorentz/Lebesgue
spaces (see [22, Theorem 4.2]), it is easy to see that ([B.2]) is valid if and only if

(3.4 ( /

for every t € (0,00) and every f € (LP4+L%*)(R, u) is. The multiplicative constant
in (3.4) depends only on that in ([3:2)), p and ¢. Multiplying 34 by ¢! and using
the definition of (T'f)}* and of R, 4f, we obtain

(3.5) (ITFP) ()% S Ry f5(t) +  sup 57 f1(s)

sE[tPT,00)

tP

(Tf);(s)Pds> 5( /O f;(s)Pds> —I—tesup s%f;(s)

[t77,00)

for every t € (0,00) and every f € (LP 4+ L?*°)(R,u). The simple change of
variables t¥ — ¢ shows that (83) is equivalent to (3.I]), and establishes thereby the
implication (iii)=(i).

In order to prove the opposite implication, assume that (3] is valid. Then the
above analysis shows that (3.3]), and hence also (84, holds for every f € (LP +
L%>°)(R, ) and every t € (0,v(S)). Thus, if v(S) = oo, then (B2) immediately fol-
lows. When v(S) < oo, (8)) only implies that ([B.3]) is true for every t € (0, I/(S)%],
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and, consequently, so is ([32]). However, since (L + L*°)(S,v) = L?(S,v) provided
that v(S) < oo, it is not hard to see that

K(Tf,t; L7, L) ~ K (T f,v(S)7; L?, L) < K(f,v(S)¥; LP, L)
< K(f,t; LP,LT*>)

for every ¢ > V(S)% and every f € (LP 4 L?*°)(R, u). This, once again, establishes
the validity of ([B.2]). Hence, putting everything together, we see that the statements
(ii) and (iii) are indeed equivalent. The proof is complete. O

Remark 3.2.

(1) The fact that f € (L? + L9*°)(R, p) is equivalent to the fact that R, ,f(1) +
SUP,c(1,00) s%fu* (s) < oo. Furthermore, when p(R) < oo, the sum (LP +
L%*°)(R, u) coincides with LP(R, 1), up to equivalent norms, and f € (LP +
L) (R, u) = LP(R, ) is equivalent to R, 4f(1) < oo.

(ii) We could replace the pointwise inequality (3] with a seemingly more general
inequality:

(|Tf|p)i*(ct)% < C(R@qf;(t) + sup s%f;(s)) for every t € (0,v(S)),
SE[tT,00)
where ¢ > 0 is another constant independent of both f and t. However, if this

holds with some ¢ > 0, so it does with ¢ = 1 and a possibly different constant
C > 0. This follows from the observation that

(|Tf|p)i*(ct) > min{1, cfl}(|Tf|p)Z*(t) for every t € (0, 00).
Therefore, the choice of ¢ = 1 is without any loss of generality.

The following proposition tells us that the supremum operator in the pointwise
estimate ([B.I]) is in fact essentially immaterial for rearrangement-invariant norm
inequalities. In other words, it basically explains why sawyerable operators are
governed only by the operator I, ,. Interestingly, a similar phenomenon was ob-
served in connection with a class of operators with completely different nonstandard
endpoint behavior in [I5] Theorem 1.2].

Proposition 3.3. Assume that p,q satisfy (L12) and let r be defined by (L15).
There is a constant C > 0 depending only on p and q such that

sup  seh* (s)
sEt,am)

< CllRpqhllz0,a)  for every h € M(0, 00),
Z(0,a)

for every a € (0,00], and for every rearrangement-invariant function space Z(0,a).

Proof. Fix h € M(0,00). Notice that
Ry qh(t) = (¢~ (|RP)™ ("))

1
P

for every t € (0,00),

and

(3.6)  (TI(RPYH(E)) P > (TN (ET)P) P = £ (tT)  for every t € (0,00)
thanks to the relation (|h|P)** > (Jh/P)* = (h*)? and (LIH). Owing to [15]

T

Lemma 3.1(ii)] (with 8 =0 and a = { in their notation), we have

t t
/ sup Téh*(T) ds < / (X(0,0) (T)Tgh*(TT))*(S) ds for every ¢ € (0, 00),
0 0

TE[sT,a")
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in which the multiplicative constant depends only on p and q. Combining this with

BH), we obtain
t ¢
/ sup T%h*(T) ds < / (X(Oﬂ)Rp,qh)*(s) ds for every t € (0, 00).
0 TE€[s",a") 0
Hence, it follows from the so-called Hardy-Littlewood-Pdlya principle (see [6]
Chapter 2, Theorem 4.6]) and the monotonicity of the function

(0,00) 3 t = X(0)(t) sup sTh*(s)
SEtT,am)
that
5 ||Rp,qh||Z(0,a)- O
Z(0,a)

It is important to notice that the operator R, , itself is not necessarily (p, q)-
sawyerable. More precisely, it satisfies an essentially weaker endpoint estimate
than (I3]). This fact is the content of our next proposition. At the same time,
this is precisely the stage of our analysis at which the (-)<p>—operation on function
spaces comes into play, improving the boundedness properties of (p, ¢)-sawyerable
operators.

Proposition 3.4. Assume that p,q satisfy (L12) and let r be defined by (L13).
The operator R, 4 defined by (LI0) is sublinear, and it is bounded from LP(0,c0)
and LT*(0,00) to LP*°(0,00) and L>(0,00), respectively.

Proof. We clearly have

|Rpq(af)] = Rpq(af) = |a|Rpqf = |af|Rpqf]
for every f € 9(0,00) and every a € R thanks to the positive homogeneity of the
operation f +— f**. As for the subadditivity, using (2.2]), we observe that

Roa(F +9)() =15 sup (/E|f+g|1’f

|E|=t"
EC(0,00)
1 1
_1 1 P
<cb g, () e o ([Lor)
=t" =t" E
EC(0,00) EC(0,00)

paf () + Rpqg(t)
for every ¢ € (0,00) and all f,g € M(0, 00). Next, note that

1R fl 000y = SUD H(Rpgf)" (0P < sup ¢ sup 8" (|f[P)(s")
te(0,00) te(0,00) s€E[t,00)

< sup  sup S(Ifl”)**(S):/O ()P =110 0,00)

te(0,00) s€t,00)
for every f € LP(0,00). Finally, using (LI2), (ILI5) and (Z5]), we obtain

r— Kk (4T L )k
1Bpa fll e 0,00) = sup £ H(IF]7) (t)=t:£p)t“(|f|p) (t)

te(0,00)
= IS oo 0,009 S MFIPH L0 0,00)

= 12 e .y = 11000
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for every f € L?*°(0, 00). O

We now turn our attention to specializing Theorems [[L3] and [[.4l We start with
customizing Theorem [[4] to the generalized potential I# defined by (L21), which
will serve as the “bad operator” B in (LI9). For this “bad operator”, the “good
operator” G is a suitable fractional maximal function (or rather, a suitable family
of fractional maximal functions).

For a cube Qo C R", let D(Qo) = {27 *(n+ Qo),k € Z,n € Z"} be the dyadic
lattice generated by Qo, and D, (Qo) denote the set of 3™ translates of this lattice
by 1/3. For 8 € [0,d), d € (0,n], we define the dyadic fractional maximal function

(3.7) MEROTf(z) = sup XQ(x)M(Q)ﬁ/dfl/ If(W)ldu(y), = € R",
QED-(Qo) Q

where p is a Radon measure on R™ satisfying (.26]).

The following lemma connects I# and M’g’QO’T in the spirit of (LI9) (cf. [3
Proposition 3.1.2]). What is also important to note here is that nonfractional
maximal functions are usually uniformly pointwise bounded over bounded subsets
of L*>°. In particular, this is the case for ./\/lf)"Q“’T and the set of characteristic
functions on R™.

Lemma 3.5. Let Qo C R™ be a cube. For 8 € (0,n) and 6 € (0,1), there exists a
constant C' = C(B,0,n) > 0 such that

|I§‘Bf(3:)| < OM;’QO’Tf(x)eMg’QO’Tf(:E)ke for every x € R”.

Proof. For any r > 0 one has

[Igsf(2)] < /B Il du(y) + /R 7”;1/3'% du(y)

(z,r) |z — y[d-68 n\ B(z,r) |z —
= IT+1I.

Dyadic annular expansion on I yields

1< (2t d
DICl /B ( £ )| duy)

z,2="r)\B(z,2= " 1r)
< 2(2’"’17“)”*”1/3 I W)ldu(y).
n—0 (z,2—7r)

One then uses the 1/3 trick, that B(z,27"r) C 3Q for some cube Q € D, (Qo) with
1(Q) = 27"r, two sided comparable. For each n we set Q,, = 3Q, which yields

o0

1Yo )l du)
n=0 n
_ S —n—1,. GﬁfdM
=Sy /Q fw)ldu)

< Y@ T MY f (@)
n=0

< CrPP MR f(2).
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A similar argument applies to I1:

(z,27+1r)\B(z,2"r)

- ny. 0B8—d
II< ;(2 ) /B |f(y)| du(y)

<> [ W)

1-8/d
< (2%)9/3_51%/62 f )| dpaly)

< CrPP P MR f ().

—

g i

n=1

While the desired inequality now follows from optimization, e.g. the choice

B MS’QO’Tf(w)

=1 -7 0
MG [ (x)

Remark 3.6. Note that in the proof above, one uses the structure of R™ to find
canonical dyadic cubes which contain any ball, after which one only needs the
polynomial bound on the growth of the measure p, u(Q) < 1(Q)%.

Equipped with the lemma, we are in a position to prove a general boundedness
result for T#, of which Theorem [[[6] is a special case.

Theorem 3.7. Let 0 < d < n, a € (0,d), and 1 < p < g. Let p be a Radon
measure on R™ such that

sup
xeR™,r>0 T

For a cube Qo C R", let {Dj}gll be an enumeration of all the 3™ translates of Qg
by % Assume that v is a Radon measure on R™ such that

v(@)

sup — . _op < o0,
w(@>0 (@)

where the supremum extends over all Q) € Uf; D; with 1(Q) > 0.

If X(R", 1) C (LP + La>®)(R", p) and Y (R",v) are rearrangement-invariant
function spaces such that (LI7) is satisfied and that R,  : X (0, u(R™)) — Y'(0,v(R")),
then

(3.8) I': Ax(R™, ) — Y P/ (R", v).

[e3

Proof. Let us recall that I is the generalized Riesz potential defined by ([[L27]).
The fact that p > 1 allows us to find § € (o, ap). For this fixed § > a, we define
gn
Gf =Y _Mf, feMR", p),

j=1

where M} 7 is the weighted fractional maximal operator corresponding to the dyadic
grid D; defined as

M) = sup xa(@u@F ! [ 1f1dn, 5 € @),
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Next, it is easy to see that the operator G is sublinear and that
(3.9) G: L5(R"™, 11) — L®(R", H°).

Here H° is the counting measure on R™. Furthermore, it is not hard to see that
our assumptions on the measures p and v imply that

U(Q)M(Q)%p S Q) forevery Qe Dy, j=1,...,3"
Hence, for every j =1,...,3",
MY L (R p) — LT (R, v)
thanks to [38, Theorem A]. It follows that
(3.10) G: LT (R, ) — LF (R, ).

In view of (1) and (BI0), we see that the operator G is (22, 4)-sawyerable. Now,
notice that

M?’QO’Tf < Gf forevery f € MR", pn),
where MY Q0T is the maximal operator defined by (B.7). Furthermore, one has
MG Tyg <1

for every p-measurable £ C R™. Therefore, it follows from Lemma [3.5 with 6 = &
and § = § (note that 8 € (0,1) and 8 € (0,n)) that

|I"xg(z)| < C(a,8,d,n)Gxp(r)s for every z € R".

Therefore, (LI9) with B = I} and A = § is true with the same multiplicative
constant. It remains to observe that, owing to our choice of 4, the condition (LIS)
is satisfied. Therefore, altogether, we obtain [B.8]) by virtue of Theorem [[.4l O

Any effective use of Theorem [[3] in practical tasks would require knowledge of
boundedness of sawyerable operators on customary function spaces. The following
result specializes it to Lorentz spaces (and so also to Lebesgue spaces).

Theorem 3.8. Let u(R) = oo and r1,72, 81,82 € [1,00]. Assume that p,q sat-
isfy (LI2), and let r be defined by (LIH). Suppose that either

1 1 1
(311) e (paq)v S1 S 52, and - +— = )
q T2 1
or
(3.12) ri=ro=p and s <p< s9,
or
(3.13) r=gq, ro=o00 and Sy = 0C.

Then every quasilinear (p, q)-sawyerable operator T is bounded from L™1(R, u) to
L"52(S v).

Furthermore, when v(S) < oo, we may replace L™°2(S,v) with L™*(S,v) for
every 1 <r <rg and s € [1,0].



18 ZDENEK MIHULA, LUBOS PICK, AND DANIEL SPECTOR

Proof. First, assume that (3I1I) holds. Note that it coincides with (LZII). Hence
Ry.q: L™°1(0,00) — L™*2(0,v(S))
by Theorem [[L5l Since ro > r1 > p > 1, one has
(L™252)P) (S, ) = L™2%2(8, v)

owing to (L24)). Therefore, the claim follows from Theorem [[3

If either B12) or (BI3) is satisfied, then the assertion follows straightaway
from the definition of a sawyerable operator combined with the nesting property of
Lorentz spaces pointed out in (2:0)).

Finally, assume that v(S) < oo and either (B.I1) or (B.12) is valid. We have
already proved that every quasilinear (p, ¢)-sawyerable operator T is bounded from
LR, pu) to L™%2(S,v). Since L™*2(S,v) C L™*(S,v) for every 1 < r < ry
and s € [1,00] provided that v(S) < oo (e.g., [0, p. 217]), we immediately obtain
the fact that T': L™*1 (R, u) — L™*(S,v) is also bounded. O

Finally, by combining Theorem[[.4l with Theorem[[.5] we obtain the boundedness
of “bad operators” dominated by suitable “good ones” between Lorentz spaces.

Theorem 3.9. Let (R, i) and (S,v) be nonatomic o-finite measure spaces. Assume
that p,q satisfy (LI2) and let r be defined by (LID). Let X € (0,1) satisfy (LIF).
Assume that 1,79, 81,82 € [1,00] satisfy one of the conditions [B11)-B13).

Then every linear operator B, defined at least on characteristic functions of
u-measurable subsets of R of finite measure and taking values in My (S,v), satis-
fying [LI9) with some (Ap, A\q)-sawyerable quasilinear operator G, is bounded from
LY (R, 1) to L™%2(S,v).

Proof. The claim follows from Theorem [[.4] combined with Theorem [[5] (T.24),
and (Z7). When the parameters rq, 2, 51, $2 satisfy either BI1) or (BI3), we use
Theorem [ with X (R, u) = L™*1 (R, u) and Y (S,v) = Y P)(S,v) = L™°2(S,v).
When the parameters satisfy ([B.12]), we use the same theorem, but this time with
X(R,p) = L™ (R, p) and Y (S, v) = L">>(S, v), recalling that (LP>){)(S,v) =
L?(S,v). O

4. PROOFS OF MAIN RESULTS
Proof of Theorem [[.3. We start by showing that (iii) implies (ii). Let T be a quasi-
linear (p, q)-sawyerable operator. By Proposition B} one has
x|+
1T flly @ s,y = IUTFIP)S) 7 90,008

Loy
sup sqf#(s)

S IRy fillv0,0(s)) +
SE[tT,00)

Y (0,u(8))

sup s%f;(s)

~ Ry fullyoms) +
ATV O T i sy

Y (0,u(5))
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for every f € X(R, ). Furthermore, it follows from Proposition B3] that

sup s%fﬂ*(s)

seltr w(8)) ~ 180 fillv 0,8

HRp,qfu* HY/(O,V(S)) +

Y (0,0(5))
for every f € X(R,p). Combining these two observations together with (iii), we
arrive at

sup s%f;(s)

1T £l ) S Bealilly 0 msn T
Y(P)(S,v) || P,q u||y(07 (8) €[ (8)7100)

Y (0,0(5))
* 1ok
Sl zo,um)) + sup s f;(s)
SEl(8)700) Y (0.(5))
By
(4.1) =fllxwpw + sup s f,(s)
SEW(S)T,00) Y (0,0(5))

for every f € X(R, ). Now, since the second term on the right-hand side is equal
to zero when v(S) = oo, we have proved the desired boundedness provided that
v(S) = co. When v(S) < oo, we use the fact that X (R, u) C (LP + LT°) (R, 1)
and ([2.8)) to obtain

1 o0 o0
K(f,v(S)v; LP, L) = K(f, 1; LP, L) = || fll (Lo Loy rp) S [ fllx(Rop)

for every f € X(R,u), in which the constants in the equivalence depend only on
v(S), p and ¢. Since

=

s€W(S)r,00)

1 v(S8)" % 1
K(f,v(8)?;LP, LT) ~ (/0 f;(s)p ds) +v(S) sup  s@ f;(s)

for every f € X(R,u), thanks to the equivalent expression for the K-functional
between LP(R, u) and LE°(R, u) (see (34)), we have

1., 1
(4.2) sup s f;(s) Sv(S) P fllxrw v 0,008))

s€W(S)T,00)

Y (0,4(8))

for every f € X(R,u). Clearly, 1/(8)7%||1||y(0)1,(3)) < oo is independent of f.
Hence, combining (A1) with [@2]), we obtain the desired boundedness of T' even
when v(8S) < .

As (ii) clearly implies (i), we only need to prove that (i) implies (iii). Fix g =
IX0,u(r)) € X(0,(R)). Replacing g with gx(o,n)X(0,u(r)) for an appropriate N €
(0, 00) if necessary, we may assume that | supp g| < co. Since (R, ) is nonatomic,
there is a function h € X (R, u) C (LP 4+ L) (R, 1) such that (see [0 Chapter 2,
Corollary 7.8])

(4.3) hy, =g"

Moreover, since |suppg| < oo, we have g € LP(0,00). Next, by [0, Chapter 3,
Corollary 2.13], there is a linear operator S: (L' + L) (R, 1) — (L' + L>)(0, 00)
satisfying:

(4.4) Slh|=g¢" a.e.in (0,00),

(4.5) Sf=Xur)Sf forevery fe (L'+L®)(R,p)



20 ZDENEK MIHULA, LUBOS PICK, AND DANIEL SPECTOR

and

(4.6) max{[|S|pipr, ||} < 1.

Moreover, ([L6) together with (3] implies (see [6 Chapter 3, Theorem 2.2]) that
(4.7) 1Sl zoum)y) < 1flzrpy for every f e Z(R, )

and for every rearrangement-invariant function space Z(R, u). Now, we define two
auxiliary operators. The first one, denoted )1, is defined as

Q1f(t) = X(0,u(s)(t tr/ F(8)x0,u(r)) (s )dS) 5
for t € (0,00) and f € (L' + L*)(0,00). Clearly

(4.8) 1Q1f ()] < X(0,065) () (FX (0, R)))**(tr)t 7 for every t € (0, 00)

and every f € (L' + L°°)(0, 00) thanks to the Hardy-Littlewood inequality (2.3).
Next, we set T = Q1 0 S. The operator T is clearly linear, Tf = X(0,0(S)) Tf and
Tf € Moy(0,00) for every f € (L' + L>®°)(R, u). For future reference, note that

(49)  X(wis) )SIAE)ET < Qu(SIR)(E) = TIh|(t) for every ¢ € (0,00)

thanks to ([@3) and the fact that S|h| coincides with a nonincreasing function
a.e. in (0,00). As for the second auxiliary operator, since (.5, v) is nonatomic and
T|h| = X(O,V(S))T|h’|7 there is a function G € M (S,v) such that G = (T|h|)*
(see [0, Chapter 2, Corollary 7.8]). Moreover, we have

r—1 %

(410)  Jim G3(t) = Jim (FIA) (1) = Jim (x(o.e)(8)g™" ()5 7)" (1) = .

This is obvious when v(S) < co. When v(S) = oo, it is not hard to see that the
desired fact follows from g € LP(0,00). Indeed, using the definition of g** and the
Hoélder inequality, we see that

r—1 r—l_ .4 _1
g (sT)s e <57 T gllneo,00) = 577 1|9l Lo (0,00)

for every s € (0,00), and so

=1y % _1
(g**(ST)S P ) (t) st ”gHLP(O,oo) for every t € (0,00)

Therefore, (I0) is true regardless of whether v(S) < oo or v(S) = co. Hence,
there is a measure-preserving transformation o from the support of G onto the
support of G} (i.e., (0,v(S))) such that G = (G} o 0)xsupp (see [6l Chapter 2,
Corollary 7.6]). We now define the second auxiliary operator, denoted @2, as

Qa2f(x) = f(o(x))XsuppG(x)v z €S, feM0,00).

The operator @3 is linear and maps My(0, 00) into My (S, v). Moreover, we have
(see [0, Chapter 5, Proposition 7.2])

(4.11) (Q21); = (X(owsyf)" a.e. in (0,00) for every f € Mo(0,00).
Hence, in particular,
(4.12) (Q2(T|nl)); = (TIA))*  ae. in (0,00).

Finally, we define the operator T as

T=QyoT=Qy0Q,08.
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The operator T is clearly linear, being a composition of linear operators. We
claim that it is bounded from LP(R,u) and L?*°(R, u) to LP(S,v) and L>(S,v),

respectively. Indeed, using (II), (&), (L), a change of variables, ([2.5]), and
ED), we have

||Tf||ip(s,y) = [(T'f) ||Lp 0,v(8)) — ||(Tf)*||ip(oyy(s)) = ||Tf||1£p(o7y(s))

v(S)
S USH N T Wopouisy = [ Sy ar
S _”(Sf)**“LP(Ooo < ||Sf||Lp (0,00) T ”Sf”Lp (0,u(R))
<

(Al
for every f € LP(R, ). Moreover (using also (IIH)), we have

1T fll sy = 1Tl 00s)) = 1T e 0.005))

< sup (SHT@EET = sup (ST = [[(SF) || paee (0,00
te(0,00) t€(0,00)

SIS fllae(0,00) = IS fllLase0,um)) < 1fllLaree(r,p)

for every f € L9°(R,u). Hence, T is (p,q)-sawyearable. At last, we are in a
position to prove that (i) implies (iii). If (i) is assumed, it follows that T" is bounded
from X (R, i) to YP)(S,v). Therefore, there is a constant C' such that

(4.13) ITflly o s,y < Cllifllx(rp forevery f e X(R,p).

Consequently, using a change of variables, ([@4]), (4.9), the Hardy—Littlewood in-
equality (Z3]) together with ([LI2)), (£I13), and (@3], we obtain

1

At =|(: 7o)
Braslisomisy = (5 [ a"ras)’ rawy
1 t
(_/ 7‘ r ld)
t Jo

1 t
=G [ (smiens=)"a )
1 N 1
(_/ T|h|(s)pds)p )
t Y (0,0(8))

sk L

I(TIRDP)S) 7 9 0.ms)) = TRy (5,09

< Ol xR,y = Clhpll x0,0m)) = Cllgll % 0,ur))-

Hence, the operator R, , is bounded from X (0, #(R)) to Y (0, v(S)). In other words,
we have shown that (i) implies (iii), which finishes the proof. O

Q

v(S))

Y (0,u(8))

IN

IN

Before we give a proof of Theorem [[L4] we need to make a simple observation.

Lemma 4.1. Let (R, u) and (S,v) be nonatomic o-finite measure spaces. Let p,q
satisfy (L12), and let o € (%, 00). Assume that T is a (p, q)-sawyerable operator.
Then the operator Ty, defined as

Tof = [T (f17)]*

is (ap, aq)-sawyerable.
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Proof. Fix t € (0,v(S)). In view of Proposition Bl the assertion immediately
follows from observing that the value of r in (LIH) is independent of «, whence one
has

(ITuf17)5 ()77 = (1T (1F1*) 7)) (8)%

S (Boa(71050) + sup st (f1);(5))

sE[tr,00)

Q=

Lok
~ Rap,aqfy(t) + Sup s Fuls);

in which the multiplicative constants depend only on «a. (I

Proof of Theorem[I.j} We first note that, by Lemma[d.1] the operator G% is (p, q)-
sawyerable. Furthermore, it is easy to see that the quasilinearilty of G implies
that G is also quasilinear. Consequently, since Ry q: X(0,u(R)) — Y(0,v(S)),
Theorem [[.3] implies that

(4.14) IGLfllywr sy S Nfllxwrp for every f € X (R, ).
Therefore, using (L.I9), the definition of G 1, and I4), we arrive at

(4.15)  IBxellyw s S HGxe) My s = 1Gxslly s S Ixelxmm

for every E C R of finite measure. Using the summability property of Ax (R, u)
(cf. [43, Theorem 3.13 on p. 195]), we get that (I3 is in fact valid for every
simple function (i.e., a linear combination of characteristic functions of sets of
finite measure) f on (R, p). To verify this argument, note that it is enough to
consider nonnegative simple functions. Writing f = Zjvzl a;XE;, where a; > 0,
j=1,...,N, Ey C--- C Ey, and using ([{.I3) together with (L.I7), we obtain

N N
IBflyo s < Dol Bxe lyw sy S Y esex(u(E)))
=1

j=1

N eh >
:Zaj/o gp/X(t)dt:/O fa)ex (t)dt
j=1

= | fllax(Rp)-

Finally, since B is linear and simple functions are dense in Ax(R,u) thanks to
(TI7), the operator B can be uniquely extended to a bounded linear operator from
Ax (R, p) to YP)(S,v). O

Remark 4.2. The operator B is assumed to be linear in Theorem [[L4l Another
possibility is to assume that B is a nonnegative sublinear operator (see [0 p. 230])
defined on all simple functions.

We will precede the rather involved proof of Theorem with that of Theo-
rem [[L6] which is just a corollary of the more general Theorem [B.7]

Proof of Theorem [1.d. By Proposition B4 we get
R, a: LP(0, u(R™)) — LP*°(0, v(R™)).
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It thus follows from Theorem B77 with Qo = [0,1)", X(R", u) = LP(R", 1) and
Y(R™, v) = LP>°(R™,v) (note that the assumption (LI7) is satisfied) that

I Ao (R™, p) — (LP°°) PN (R™, v).
A straightforward application of ([27) and (I.24)) now yields (.25)). O

We will round off this section with the proof of Theorem While being
somewhat lengthy, we believe that it provides a valuable insight into the subject,
and at the same time reveals interesting connections with fine properties of certain

scales of function spaces and the interpolation theory (see Remark 4.3 for more
detail).

Proof of Theorem [L3 For the sake of brevity, we will write || - ||, s, and || - [[;,
J = 1,2, instead of ||| 755 (0,00) and [|*|| 45 (0,00), Tespectively. The inequality (L20)
reads as

@16) [t

On substituting h = |g|? and using the definition of Lorentz (quasi)norm on the
right-hand side, we find that (£I6]) holds if and only if

. S gllry.sy  for every g € 9(0, 00).
382

(4.17) H (tr_lh**(tr))% t%*%h*(t)% for every h € (0, 00).

<]

72,52 S1

Now, assume for the moment that we know that

1 1
(4.18) H(t“lh**(tr))’) ~ | sup (T’”*lh**(r’”))p
T2,52 t<t<o0o
72,52
and
(4.19) ‘t__ sup yih™(y)r|| =~ |emEtiT )
t<y<oo S2

S2

for every h € M(0,00). Using the definition of the Lorentz (quasi)norm and the
change of variables y = 7" inside the supremum, we see that

t7s s sup (TT_lh** (TT))
t<T<o0

S

1
sup (Tr_lh**(TT)) P
t<r<o0

72,52 S2

1 1

t727% sup (y' TR (y))
tr<y<oo

Bl=

52

for every h € 9t(0, 0c0). Moreover, on calling (II5) into play and using the change
of variables 7 = " (and renaming 7 to ¢ again), we have

1 1

1
R s () RR()
tr<y<oo

11 1w, AL
5TE sup yih ()
tr<y<oo

S2 52

t7e T sup yTh*™(y)
t<y<oo

S|

~ ’
~

S2

for every h € M(0,00). Therefore, putting all these things together and assuming
that both ([@I8) and (£I9) are true, we have shown that (£I7) holds if and only if

(4.20) ‘t%ﬁ—ih**(t)% g\t%—ih*(t)%
S2

for every h € M(0, 00).

S1
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Since the validity of ([@I7) is equivalent to that of [@I6]), and so also to the desired
boundedness ([[20), we arrive at

(4.21) Ry, q: L™°1(0,00) — L™°2(0, 00) is bounded if and only if (£20) is true,

provided that (I8) and (@I9) are valid.
We now prove [IJ) and (I9), starting with the former. On the one hand,

using the lattice property of the Lorentz (quasi)norm, (21J), and observing that the
function

=

t— sup (Tr_lh**(TT))
t<r<o0

is nonincreasing on (0, c0) and clearly majorizes the function
1
tes (IR
we see that

(4.22) H (=1 (7))

=

<

sup (T’d*lh** (TT))
t<T<o0

2,52
r2,52

for every h € 9M(0,00). On the other hand, by [I5, Lemma 3.1(ii)] (with 8 = 0 and
a = (r —1)/p in their notation), we have

*

/Ot sup (T“lh**(TT))% ds < /Ot ((T’”*lh**(ﬂ))%) (s)ds for every t € (0,00)

s<T<00

and every h € M(0, 00). Consequently,

1
sup (T’d*lh** (TT)) P
t<T<o0

(4.23)

S H (trflh**(tr))%

r2,52
72,52

for every h € M(0,00) by virtue of the Hardy—Littlewood—Pdlya principle (see [6]

Chapter 2, Theorem 4.6]). Hence, combining ([A22)) and [@.23]), we obtain ([@.I8]).
Next, we turn our attention to ({I9). We will distinguish between so < oo and

so = 00, the latter case being considerably simpler. When s = oo, we simply

interchange the suprema to obtain

1 1 1

tr2 T2 sup yehT(y)?

t<y<oo

— sup t72 sup yIh*(y)*
te(0,00) t<y<oo

S2
1

sup y%h**(y)% sup trrz

y€(0,00) 0<t<y

= sup ytin(y)
y€(0,00)
= [t o™= b (1) .,
for every h € M(0, 00). Hence [@IY) is true when sz = oo (in fact, with equality).
Assume now that s2 < co. We clearly have

L

t73 T R (1) TR

s i)
t<y<oo

(4.24) <

S2
82

for every h € (0, 00), and so we only need to prove the converse inequality. The
desired inequality follows from [14) Theorem 3.2(i)]. We sketch the way in which
their theorem is used for the reader’s convenience. Fix h € M(0, 00), and denote

ply) =™ (y)7 for y € (0,00)
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and
1 22 4 %2 9 52 _q
u(y) =y, oly)=y72"* ", w(y) =y forye (0,00).
An easy calculation shows that

(/OI [tEEEzU(T)] - w(t) dt) g < (/va(t) dt) E for every z € (0, 00).

Therefore, applying [14, Theorem 3.2(i)] to (in their notation) p = ¢ = s2 and u, v, w

as above, and noticing that ¢ is obviously nonincreasing on (0, 00), we obtain

a1 1 1

trr2 e sup yeh™(y)r
t<y<oo

<

S2

(4.25) trata T (1)

)

S2

in which the multiplicative constant does not depend on h. Finally, combining
(#24)) and (£.25]), we obtain (LI9) even when so < co.

The above analysis shows that the inequality (L20) holds if and only if (£20)
is satisfied. It thus only remains to verify that the validity of (20) is equivalent
to that of one of the conditions (L2I)-(T23). We shall split the proof of this fact
into four parts in dependence on finiteness or non-finiteness of the parameters s;
and so, since the techniques are different for each of these cases. We will need
some knowledge from the theory of weighted inequalities on the cone of monotone
functions.

(a) Assume that s; < oo and sz < co. Then, ([20) (after raising it to p) reads
as

P p

(4.26) (/ R T Tz*r%ldt) S (/ ()7t %1dt) b
0 0

for every h € MM(0,00). A simple analysis of [32] Theorem 10.3.12, (iii)—(vi)] reveals
that (#26) cannot hold unless s; < s5. To this end, one can easily observe that
the condition [32] (10.3.13)] cannot be satisfied, because it requires an integral of a
power function over (0,00) to be finite. So, we have to have

(4.27) s1 < 82

r ([A26) to possibly hold. A characterization of the validity of ([@26]) under the
restriction (L27) is provided by [32, Theorem 10.3.12, (i)—(ii)]. It read as: either
51> D,

(4.28) sup (fOt - p)

te(0,00) (f TH_l dT)
sup </ T "2
te(0,00) t

p
s2 t s_qy s s s 51
T"1 s1—p 1 s1-p dT < 00,
0
or s1 < p, [E28) is satisfied, and

0 24222 = t ET s
sup t / Ta T dr / T o dr < 00.
te(0,00) t 0

P
EPD)

and
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Calculation shows that all these conditions are equivalent to

1 1 1
(4.29) r>p, ro>p, and —+  — = —.
q T2 1

We next observe that 7o > p is in fact superfluous in (£29) as it follows from the
other two relations. Indeed, the combination of r; > p with % + % = % directly
enforces

(4.30) E + L < l.
q T2 p
By ([I5), (£30) is equivalent to
1 1 r’
2T T

whence, using (LI5) once again, one gets
1 r@=1) 1

—_— _ =,

T2 q p
and the claim follows. So, ([{29) is equivalent to
1 1 1
(4.31) r1>p and —+— = —.
q rTro ™

Since (4.31)) immediately implies that 1 < ¢, we conclude that, in the case (a), ([@20),
hence ([@21]), holds if and only if (L21)) does.
(b) Assume that s; < oo and s2 = co. We claim that then (£20) holds if and
only if
1 1 1

(4.32) - ==
q T2 1

and

either 71 >pands; <p
or ry > pand s; > p.

To verify this claim, note that [@20), raised to p, turns into

P

-
®
i

(4.33) sup h**(y)y%+% < (/ h*(t)s?lti_llds>
y€(0,00) 0

for every h € 9(0,00). To characterize parameters for which ([£33]) holds, we
will exploit [16, Theorem 3.15], which (translated to our notation) states that this
inequality holds if and only if either s; < p and

. ry p 1, P
sup  sup min{t, 7} 2 T < oo,
te(0,00) 7€(0,00)

or s; > p and

$1—P

A N o
(4.34) sup tatTs ! </ (/ s ds) ! dT) < 0.
te(0,00) 0 T

Calculation shows that in the first case, that is, when s; < p, the necessary and
sufficient condition for (£33)) is p < ry and (#32). In the second case, that is, when
s1 > p, the analysis is more complicated because of the kernel occurring in the
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condition. Notice that, owing to the standard techniques, the term f: s ds can
be equivalently replaced in [@34]) by

-2,
t o ifs <

logé ifSlle
s1

T if sy > 1.

Some more computation shows that if s; < 71, then the desired inequality holds if
and only if ([@32) holds. In the second case, when s; = 71, the condition reads as

51—P

. =1 o1
Py, P _ t\ s1-p
sup ot 1 / <log—> dr < 00.
t€(0,00) 0 T

Homogeneizing the integral by changing variables 7 = ty, we obtain

S1—P

Py 2 4 t t —sfip 51
sup ta' 2 / <10g—> dr
t€(0,00) 0 T
L 5 s1—p
Py p _p 1\ s> o
= sup aters o / <1og—) ' dy
t€(0,00) 0 Yy

Since the last integral is convergent, we see that this is, once again, equivalent
to ([E32). Finally, if s; > 71, straightforward calculation show that ([€34]) holds if
and only if p < r; and (£32) holds. This establishes the assertion in the case (b).

(¢) Assume that s = oo and sy < oo. We claim that, in this case, the in-
equality ([A20) is impossible. Indeed, the choice h(t) = h*(t) = £t e (0, 00),
makes the right-hand side of (Z20) finite, while making the left-hand side infinite
regardless of the choice of the other parameters which have not been fixed. This
establishes the claim.

(d) Assume that s; = oo and sy = co. Then, ([@20]) reads as

11, 1 1 1

(4.35) sup R (t)pti Tz < sup tTIRE(t)e
te(0,00) te(0,00)

for every h € M(0,00). We claim that ([£33) holds if and only if (@31 does.
Indeed, to verify the ‘only if’ part, we assume that (£35]) holds and test it first
on the single function h(t) = h*(t) = thLt e (0,00). This immediately shows
that 1 > p is necessary for ([@33]) because otherwise h* is not integrable near zero,
whence h** = oo on (0, 00), which makes the left-hand side of (£35]) infinite and
the right-hand side finite. As the next step, we test (£35) on h = hy = h, = X(0,q)
for any fixed a € (0,00). We get
1

a 1
sup (X(o,a) (t) + ;X[a,oo)(t)) ta
te(0,00)

=

;< 1
T =
2 am,

for every a € (0, 00), which, in turn, enforces

(4.36) aits S arr for every a € (0,00).

. . . . . 1 1 _ 1
A simple inspection shows that ([{36]) implies PR Altogether, we see that

Tro
(@31) is necessary for (£35).
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Conversely, to establish the ‘if’ part, let h € 9t(0, 00) be such that the expression
on the right-hand side of (433 is finite, and denote

(4.37) M = sup t%h*(t) < 0.
te(0,00)
Then one has .
h*(t) < Mt ™ for every t € (0,00).
Integrating and using the fact that p < r1, we get,
*% 1

W) < 5

Consequently, owing to (£31]), one has

Myiﬁ for every y € (0, 00).

1 1

1, 1
Sup yq 2T Tl

=

sup h**(y)%y%rﬁg( & M)

y€(0,00) m—p y€(0,00)
1
(4.38) = ( 1 M) ’
L —Pp
Hence, ([@33) follows from the combination of (£37) and ([3Y)). This establishes
the assertion in the case (d) and completes the proof of the theorem. (]

Remark 4.3. The boundedness of R, ,: L™*1(0,00) — L"%2(0,00) with the pa-
rameters satisfying (LZI)) can alternatively be derived from combining Proposi-
tion B4 with the Marcinkiewicz interpolation theorem (in its version for Lorentz
spaces due to A.P. Calderén, e.g., see [6 Chapter 4, Theorem 4.13]). However,
the benefit of the different proof given above is twofold (apart from being self-
contained, to some extent). First, it additionally shows the necessity of the restric-
tion s1 < s9. Second, it suggests a way in which one could obtain boundedness of
R, 4 between more general function spaces—in particular, between function spaces
that are instances of the so-called Lorentz Lambda spaces introduced in [25] (see
also [32] Chapter 10] for more information).
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