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THE OPERATOR NORM OF PARAPRODUCTS ON BI-PARAMETER
HARDY SPACES

SHAHABODDIN SHAABANI

ABSTRACT. It is shown that for all positive values of p, ¢, and r with % =
operator norm of the dyadic paraproduct of the form

o(f):= Y gr(Hrhn,
REDRD
from the bi-parameter dyadic Hardy space HY(R ® R) to H}(R ® R) is comparable to
Hg||H£(R®R). We also prove that for all 0 < p < oo, there holds
91l Brros(ReR) = ||7Tg||H§(R®R)_>Hg(R®R)-

Similar results are obtained for bi-parameter Fourier paraproducts of the same form.

1. INTRODUCTION

The one-parameter dyadic paraproduct operator with symbol ¢ is defined as

m(f) = ZQ[ ()1 I,
1€D
where D denotes the collection of all dyadic intervals on the real line, h; is the Haar wavelet
associated with the interval I, g represents the Haar coefficient of ¢, and (f), is the average
of f over the interval /. Recently, in [8], it was shown, among other things, that

1

|’7T9”LP(RHL@(R) = Hg”LT(R) where 5 = 1_9 + 7

where L"(R) is the Lebesgue space L"(R) modulo constants, with the quotient norm defined
as

1<p,qgr<oo,

191l 2y = 1k llg — el ory.

Our main contribution in [13] was to replace the Lebesgue spaces with Hardy spaces and
to lift the restrictions on the exponents on the right-hand side. Specifically, it was shown
that
1 1 1
_:_+_7 0<p,q,T<OO,
qa p T
where the HY(R)-norm is defined as the LP(R)-norm of the dyadic maximal function, and
the HP?(R)-norm refers to the LP(R)-norm of the dyadic square function. We also obtained
similar results for Fourier paraproducts in the continuous setting, and we refer the reader
to [13] for precise statements in this context.

(1) HWg”Hg(R)HHg(R) = ”gHHQ(R)’

The proof idea in [8], which is similar to that in [7], heavily relies on the duality of Lebesgue
spaces. However, as demonstrated in [13], this approach fails when 0 < ¢ < 1. In [13], we
therefore adopted a direct method. By using a suitable pointwise sparse domination of the
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square function of the symbol g, we were able to construct a test function f such that, when
testing the operator m, on f, we can recover the L"(R)-norm of the square function of g,
achieving the desired result.

In this article, we focus on operators acting on the bi-parameter Hardy spaces. There are
various types of bi-parameter paraproducts, and the one we will study is most similar to the
one-parameter operator, defined as

To(f) = Z 9r{f) g bR,
ReD®D

where the sum is taken over the collection of all dyadic rectangles in the plane (see the next
section for precise definitions and notation). To obtain an analog of (1) for this operator,
we employ a similar strategy and demonstrate how the one-parameter arguments in [13] can
be modified to work in the multi-parameter setting. As in our previous work, we will first
present our arguments in the dyadic setting and then extend them to the continuous setting.
Before doing so, let us fix some notations and definitions.

2. PRELIMINARIES

As mentioned before, by D we mean the collection of all dyadic intervals in R and D ® D
stands for the collection of all dyadic rectangles in the plane. For f € L} (R?) and F a

loc
measurable set of finite positive measure, we denote the average of f over E by

(o= 1B [ 1
E
and for such a function, the bi-parameter dyadic maximal operator is defined as
MiF)(w) = sup (gl
REDED
When the supremum is taken over all rectangles (not necessarily dyadic ones) with sides

parallel to the axes, the resulting operator is denoted by M and is referred to as the strong
maximal operator. We also need the following version of this operator:

M,(f)(x) = M(|f]*) (@),

and the bi-parameter Fefferman-Stein inequality, stating that

1O Mo(£))2 gy SNOQ 1)z im@e), 0 < s <p < oo.
i i

The next notation deals with an enlargement of open sets () which happens quite often in
the multi-parameter theory. We use the following somewhat standard notation

1
Q= {M(XQ) > 5},
and recall that
QcQ, 10519l
which follows from boundedness of M on say L*(R?). Now, to modify our one-parameter

arguments in [13], we need to generalize some properties of sparse families of cubes to simple
families of open sets.
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Definition 2.1. A sequence of open sets {Qi}zzo of finite measure is called contracting when
1
Qi1 C Q. [Qiga| < §|Qz|> 1=0,1,2,...
In the next two lemmas, we show that these sets and their large portions are essentially
disjoint.
Lemma 2.2. Let {Qi}z‘zo be a contracting family. Then, for any sequence of monnegative
numbers {a;}i>0 and any 0 < p < 0o, we have

1
P
1Y~ aixa,lle ~p <Zaf|9i|> :

i>0 i>0

Proof. First, note that

1
P
<Z af|Ql|> 5 || ZaiXQi\Qi+1||Lp < || Za’iXQiHLP'

i>0 i>0 i>0
So it remains to prove the other direction. For 0 < p < 1, from sub-additivity we get

1Y aixallls <> llaixa 7, =D all€ul.

i>0 i>0 i>0

Therefore, we are left to prove

1
P
(2) 1> axa o < <Z afl%l) , I<p<oo

i>0 i>0
To this aim, take a function g € L?, where p' is the Holder conjugate of p and note that
[oX e <23 a9 190sl <2 [ mie) 3 orxaa
i>0 i>0 i>0
where in the above

m(g)(x) := sup (|gl)g, -
e,
i>0
For now, let us assume that this operator is bounded on L?" with norm that depends only
on p. Then, the above last inequality gives us

1
P
/gzaim <20 Y aixangin e lm(9)ll s < <Za§’|ﬂi|> 191l

i>0 i>0 i>0

which implies the desired inequality in (2). To show why m is bounded on Lebesgue spaces,
note that m is L>-bounded with norm 1 and is of weak-(1, 1) type. These two facts, along
with interpolation, imply that m is bounded on L* for 1 < p < co. The weak-(1,1) bound
for m follows from the fact that for A > 0, we have

{m(g) > M =1 | =19 <X gl
(gD, >

where ig = min{i > 0 [ (|g[),, > A}. This completes the proof.
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Lemma 2.3. Let {;},~, be a contracting family and suppose {E;},~, is a family of mea-
surable sets such that for 0 < n <1, we have -
Then, for any A C {0,1,2,...} we have
dOIEI S, U EL
icA icA
Proof. Take a natural number £ > 1 such that 2”“77’1 < 1 and decompose the sequence

4
{Ei}z‘zo into k subsequences {E,+;} where 0 < 7 < k. Since F;; C €);, we have

m>07’

)

1
|Eii| <278 < 277N By < 7Bl 120
which implies that
4
Z | Ergeri] < §|Ez|7 1> 0.

m>0
Now, for 0 < j < k, let i; = min{mk + j | mk + j € A, m > 0}, and note that

SIS Sl <5 Y 15 < SHUEL
icA 0<j<k m>0 0<j<k icA

which completes the proof.

0

2.1. Bi-parameter Dyadic Hardy Spaces. Next, we turn to the definition of bi-parameter
Hardy spaces in the dyadic setting. For a dyadic rectangle R € D ® D, we define

hRZIh[®hJ, WhereR:[xJ,

with h; and h; being the Haar wavelets associated with intervals I and J, respectively. As
it is well-known {hg} p.pep forms an orthonormal basis for L?(R?) and for f € L*(R?) we

have
f=Y_ fahr fr:={(f hg).
ReD@D
To define dyadic Hardy spaces rigorously, we first make the following definition.

Definition 2.4. A dyadic distribution f is a family of numbers {fr} pepep, and formally
15 written as
fi=>_ frhz
ReD@D

For such an object the dyadic square function is defined as
1

Sl f) () ::( 3 féf%]u)) .
ReD®D

Definition 2.5. For 0 < p < oo, the space HJ(R @ R) is the completion of the space of all
locally integrable functions f with

||f||H§(R®R) = ||Md(f)||LP(]R2) < o0.

Definition 2.6. For (0 < p < oo, the space Hg(R®R) 15 the space of all dyadic distributions
f with
||f||H§(R®R) = [[Sa(f)llzp@ey < 0.
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Now, let us explain the relation between these two (quasi)-norms. When a priori f is a
bounded function with compact support, or more generally a function in L}, (R?)NL4(R?) for
some 0 < ¢ < 0o, the two mentioned quantities are equivalent, with constants independent
of this a priori information. The inequality

(3) | Ma(f)lzrwzy Sp [1Sa(f) | Leme),

follows from sub-linearity of the operator M,, and an atomic decomposition of f, which can
be easily derived from the square function. The other direction

(4) [Sa()lo@zy Sp IMa(f)||Lere),

is harder to prove and follows from the following distributional inequality due to Brossard [2].

Theorem (Brossard). There there exists a constant C' such that for any compactly supported
bounded function f we have

o Sd(f)2§0(52l{Md(f)>5}|+ / Md<f>2), 5> 0.
{{Mq(f)>637}¢ {M4(f)<6}

In [2], the inequality (5) was proved in the general setting of bi-parameter regular mar-
tingales. The analog of this inequality for bi-harmonic functions is due to Merryfield [10].
In the one-parameter setting, this inequality was previously established by Fefferman and
Stein [5]. To the best of our knowledge, the only application of this type of inequalities so
far has been to prove (4). However, in the next section, we will show that the inequality (5)
can be useful in certain constructions (see lemmas 3.4 and 4.2).

Here, we would like to note that in the literature, there is only one space referred to as
HY(R®R). This is also true for the one-parameter version HY(R) and the continuous versions
HP(R), H?(R ® R), etc. However, these spaces are not identical and their equivalence must
be understood through some a priori information or by using quotient norms. The reason
is the cancellation within the square function, which is absent in the maximal function. For
instance, since all bi-parameter Haar coefficients of a function of the form

E(Il,l’z) = fl(xl) + f2<x2>

are zero, adding or subtracting such functions does not affect the bi-parameter square func-
tion but does change the maximal function.

The last function space to recall is the bi-parameter BMO.
Definition 2.7. The space BMO4(R ® R) is the space of all dyadic distributions f with

3
1 BroReR) = Sup <|Q| 3 fR) < 0.

RCQ

In the above, the supremum is taken over all open subsets of the plane, and as Carleson
famously showed [3], it is not sufficient to consider only rectangles, which is in sharp contrast
with the one-parameter theory, where intervals or cubes can replace open sets. The next fact
to recall is the bi-parameter John-Nirenberg inequality, which states that for any 0 < p < oo

) I laouas) % sup (a1, Sulf16) (Z @)

RCQ
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(see [12] for a proof). Throughout the paper, we will use the notation on the right-hand
side for localizations of the square function. Last but not least, we recall the well-known
Fefferman’s duality

(7) HYR®R)* =~ BMO4R @ R),
the proof of which in this setting is due to Bernard [1]. We refer the reader to [15] for the

proofs and an exposition of Hardy spaces in the general setting of martingales.

2.2. Bi-parameter Hardy spaces in the Continuous Setting. Let i) be a Schwartz
function on R? with

(8) supp(¥)) € {€ = (£1.&) |0 <a < [&],[&] <b < oo},
(9) D7EL,2728) =1, &,& #0.
(J1.2)€2

Then, the bi-parameter Littlewood-Paley projections and the associated square function of
a tempered distribution f are defined as

(10) ANj(f) =gy x f, ai(€) = P(27706,2778,), j €2,
(11) Su(f)(z) = (Z 1A;(f)(@)P)?, = eR2

In addition, for a Schwartz function ¢ with [ ¢ =1 let
1 ZL‘1 i)

My(f)(x) := sup [pi* f(z)], @ulz) = —

r = (T1, 9 GRQ, tl,t2>0.
t1,t2>0 tite " 1y t2) ( )

be the bi-parameter smooth vertical maximal operator and

ME(f)(x) = sup o0 % f (Y1, 92)];

lz1—y1|<t1,|z2—y2|<ta
t1,t2>0

be its non-tangential analog.
Definition 2.8. For 0 < p < oo, the space HP(R @ R) consists of all tempered distributions
f with
1F e @em) = | M ()l zo@z) < 00,
and H?(R x R) is the space of all tempered distributions with

1 Nl ir mery = 1S ()l ore) < o0

In the above, both spaces are independent of the choice of ¢, 1, and HP(R®R) is identical
to LP(R?) for 1 < p < oco. Similar to the dyadic setting, with an a priori information such
as [ € L1(R?) for some 0 < ¢ < oo, we have

| £l ®oR) Zp,o Hf”Hp(R@]R)'
See [10] and [14] for the proof of these.

Next, we recall quasi-orthogonal expansions and their properties. Let, 6§ be a Schwartz
function whose Fourier transform is compactly supported and is equal to 1 on the support
of 1. Then we may write

Aj(g) = s # (g Z/ewx— N

Re’D2
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where in th above D ® D; denotes the collection of dyadic rectangles with sides 2J1 % Q7 J2
(7 = (J1,J2))- Now, let

(12) Ar(9) = ?Elgmj(g)(y)HRI%, ar(g) = AR(g)‘l/Rez—j (. —y)A;(9)(y)dy.

Then, one can show that

(13) lllirer = 1| D Ar@halizeer, 9= Y Arlg)ar(g),
REDED RED®D

roughly giving an isomorphism between H?(R ® R) and Hg (R ® R). In addition, for any
sub-collection C of dyadic rectangles we have

(14) 1D A(@)ar(9) ir@er) S 1D Ar(9)hal iz @er)-
ReC ReC

The above inequalities follow from almost orthogonality of functions ar(g), Fefferman-Stein
vector valued inequality, and a well-known inequality which captures the local constancy of
band-limited functions. Bellow we bring its bi-parameter version.

Theorem. Let f be a function with supp(f) C {€ | |&1] < t1,|&| < ta}, then we have
(15) FW)Ss (L4 ttafry — ynllwe — ya)Ms(f)(2), 0 <'s < o0

See [6], p. 94, for the proof in the one-parameter setting. Here, we would like to mention
that we could not find a proof of (13) and (14) as stated above in the literature. However,
the one-parameter arguments presented in [6] work for any number of parameters with minor
changes. See also [4].

At the end, let us recall the continuous BMO in the product setting. Similar to the
one-parameter theory, BMO(R ® R) can be defined in terms of Carleson measures, but we
do not use this fact here and instead mention its quasi-orthogonal characterization, which is
quite similar to (13). More precisely, BMO(R®R) is the space of all tempered distributions
g such that the dyadic distribution

Z Ar(9)hr
RED&D
belongs to BMOy4(R ® R), and the equivalence of norms holds:

1
1 2
9|l Brrorer) = (@ sgp Z )‘R(g)2> :

See [4].

3. BI-PARAMETER DYADIC PARAPRODUCTS

In the bi-parameter theory, there are three different types of paraproducts that arise in
the product of two functions. The one considered here is of the form

mo(f) = > (f)rgrhs,
ReDRD

where g is a dyadic distribution, f € L{ (R?), and 7,(f) is understood as a dyadic distribu-
tion. It is easy to see that

Sa(my(f)) < Salg)Ma(f),
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and thus, by Holder’s inequality, we obtain
11 1
17 () @emy— 12 ®er) < 191l @sm)» P +to 0<p,q,r <oo.
Additionally, atomic decomposition together with the John-Nirenberg inequality imply that
HWHHHQ’(R@R)HH(@’(R@R) S lgllBroumer), 0 <p < oo.
In this section we will show that in both cases the reverse direction holds, and this is the
content of our main theorem.

Theorem 3.1. Let g be a dyadic distribution. Then we have

1 1 1
(1) ||7Tg(f)||H5(R®R)—>Hg(R®R) = ||9||H;(R®R)a g = ]—9 + ) 0<p,qr<oo,
(1I) ||7Tg||H5(R®R)—>H5(R®R) ~ |lgllBmos®er), 0 <p < oo.

Using the duality relation (7), we get another characterization of BMOy4(R ® R), which
is dual to (II).

Corollary 3.2. Let g be a function with only finitely many non-zero Haar coefficients. Then
for the operator

we have

”gHBMOd(R@R) = H7T; ”BMOd(R@R)HBMOd(]R@R)-

The proof of theorem 3.1 is based on the following two lemmas.

Lemma 3.3. Let g be a dyadic distribution with Haar coefficients that are zero except for
finitely many, and such that for an open subset Qg with finite measure, we have

g= Z 9grhR.
RCOo

Then, there exists an absolute constant 0 < n9 < 1 (independent of g and ) such that for
any 0 < n < ng, the following holds;

There exist a contracting family of open sets {§);}i>o starting from g, and a sequence of
numbers {\; € ZU {—o00}}i>0 such that

(16) Nl < {Sa(gl) > 287"}, if NeZ i>0,
1
(17) ||g||Hg(R®R) Xy (Z o QZ|> ., 0<7r<oo.
i>0
In the above we use the convention that 2=°° =0, and r.(—o0) = —o0.

Lemma 3.4. For 0 < p,e < 1 and any open set of finite positive measure Q0 C R?, there
exists a function Xq € HY(R @ R) N L*(R?) such that

- 1
(18) ”XQ”Hg(R@R) Spe 197,

(19) Q> (1-9)Q, ¥={reQ]| inf (ta),>
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Let us accept these two lemmas and prove Theorem 3.1.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. First, we consider the case (I), and to this aim let

A= ||7Tg(f)||H§(R®R)—>H§(R®R)-

We must show that
(20) ||9||H;(R®R) S A

Now, observe that if ¢’ is a dyadic distribution with finitely many non-zero Haar coefficients
which are the same as those of g, the operator norm of 7, is not larger than A. This follows
because

Sa(my (f)) < Sa(my([))-

If we can show that (20) holds with g replaced by ¢, then by the monotone convergence
theorem, we can easily deduce (20) for g. Therefore, without loss of generality, we assume
that g has only finitely many non-zero coefficients, and that the associated dyadic rectangles
are all contained in €)y. We then apply Lemma 3.3 to g with sufficiently small n, which yields
a finite contracting sequence of open sets {€;};,>0 and numbers {\;};>o with the described
properties. Next, when 0 < p < 1, we apply Lemma 3.4 with ¢ = %77 to each €2; to obtain
the function yg,. For 1 < p < oo, we set xq, = xq, for ¢ > 0.

As the next step, we take a sequence of independent Bernoulli random variables {w; }i>o
with P(w; = £1) = 1 and construct the following random function:

= Zwﬂt/\iigi, where t = - — 1.
i>0 q
Now, from (3), we have

q
S AquwHHp(R@R

/

Additionally, if we choose another sequence of independent Bernoulli random variables
{€r} repep and multiply these signs to the coefficients of g, the operator norm of the resulting
dyadic paraproduct remains unchanged. This yields

/| Z erwigr2™ (Xo,) p hrl! = /| €rgR (fu) g hr|? <Aq||fw||Hp(R®R

R,i>0 ReDRD

Z dr fw hR

ReDRD

Now, taking the expectation with respect ot both variables and using the bi-parameter
version of Khintchine inequality gives us

lI

X
/(Z G222 (7q,)? ﬁ) <AqE||fw||Hp (ROR)"

R,i>0

Next, call the function under the sing of integral I’ and rewrite the above inequality as

q
2
2 XR
(21) 1Pl S AE fulllyy pomy: F (Z gr2"™ (X @) -
R,i>0
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At this point, let us first estimate the right hand side of the above inequality, and assume
initially that 0 < p < 1. From sub-additivity, (18) in Lemma 3.4, and the fact that tp = r
we obtain

HfWHHP (R®R) — i | HY (RQR) ~

>0 >0 i>0

— )
>0 (2>0 )

In the case that 1 < p < co we also have

=

ol premy = I fullrmey < )2

where in the above we used Lemma 2.2. Therefore, from the above and (21) we must have

(22) 1E o @2y S A <Z 2”1'|Q¢|>

i>0

hSES)

The next step is to observe that (21) implies

FZQt)\i g ~ 2 XR
(Z n o) Ty

RCQ

I

Then, since from (19) we have
(Xa)n>35 RCQ, weR el
we conclude that
(23)  F(z)> %2“%1 =287 e B = QN {Su(g|) > 2871, i>0.
Now, since
90> (- gl [{Siel) > 24 =gl P20,

we have that |
Bl = gnlul, B S, i 0,

which together with (23) and Lemma 2.3 implies that

(24) Do =D 2> | S ZQT}CZ|E| S

i>0 kEZ Ai=k kEZ
(25) > o U E| <Y 2FF > 2772 o || F o).
kEZ Ni=k kEZ

From this and (22) we obtain

S < A (Z 2“i|9i|)p ,

i>0 i>0

which after noting that the sum appearing on both sides is finite gives us

(o) <
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Finally, we recall (17) and obtain

||9||H5(R®R) S A,

which is the desired inequality in (20), and this finishes the proof of case (I).

Now we turn to the case (II), which can be proven by almost the same argument, and we
outline only the required changes. This time, we need to show that for any open subset of
finite measure 2, we have

/Sd(g|Qo)” S AP ], A= ||7Tg||Hg(R®R)—>Hg(R®R)-

We note that if 1 < p < oo, the result follows trivially by inserting the function xq, into the
operator and observing that

Sa(g]€0) < Sa(my(xay))-

Thus, we only need to consider the case 0 < p < 1. In this scenario, the only change required
in the argument is to set ¢ = 0 and note that

||fw||I[){S(R®R) 5 |QO|
Then, the inequality (22) is replaced with

[Pl S A7),
and in (24) and (25) we replace r with p, yielding

/Sd(glﬁo)p S

>0

Ul SNFprrey S AP

This establishes the result we sought, thereby completing the proof of case (II) and the proof
of Theorem 3.1.
O

Now, we turn to the proof of Lemma 3.3, which is based on an iteration of a well-known
argument in multi-parameter theory.

Proof of Lemma 3.3. Let A\ be the smallest number in Z U {—oo} such that
(26) [{Sa(g1€20) > 27} < <.

The above inequality is satisfied for sufficiently large values of \g € Z, ensuring the existence
of such a number. Also, if \y € Z, we must have

Q| < [{Salg|Q0) > 227}

Next, let
Q= {Sa(g|Q) > 2%}~ N Qy,

and note that if 7 is small enough, we have
1
[0 ]S 01€%] < 510l

Now, we repeat the process by replacing €y with €2y, and get A; and 23. Continuing this,
we end up with a sequence of contracting open sets {€;};>¢ and numbers \; € Z U {—occ}
such that

(27) Qi+1 = {Sd(g‘Qz) > 2)\i}N N Qi, 7> 0,
(28) NIl < [{SalglQ) > 2271}, it A €Z.
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Clearly these sets and numbers satisfy (16), and it remains to show that (17) holds as well.
First, we show that
>

>0

Q| S 11Sa(@ ey

which follows from

Do =D N 2R <ty 2 Y T {Su(gln) > 261,
Ni=k

1>0 keZ \i=k keZ i=

and noting that from (28), we are allowed to apply Lemma 2.3 to get

SNl S 30 2% 1{Sulg) > 2 H = 1Su(9) 7 gy

120 keZ

In order to get the other direction, we decompose g as

(29) 9=> g 9= Y grhp, >0,

i>0 RCQ;
RZQ; 41

with the convention that if Q; = ), then g; = 0. Then, we consider two separate case either
0<r<2or2<r<oo. For the first case, we apply sub-linearity and get

a0 e = [ 13 Suta?E < 3 [ ISt < X joup ( / |sd<gz~>2|) |
i>0 i>0 /S i>0

where in the last estimate we used Holder inequality. Therefore, it is enough to show that
(30) [ siar szl izo

which together with the previous estimate gives us

1Sa(D @2y S Z 2740,

i>0

which is what we are looking for. Now, to see why (30) holds, note that

/ S = S a2 S gh[{Sulgl0n) > 22y N R| 1R,

RCQ; RCQ;
RSZQ,’.H Rgﬂi-kl

where the last inequality follows from the fact that R ¢ ©;11, and this gives us

/Sd(gz‘)2 < 2/ Sa(g|fu)? < 2-2°%
{Sa(glQi)>2*i}e

showing that (30) holds, and the proof of this case is finished. Next, we consider the case
2 < r < oo, which follows from duality together with a similar argument to the one presented

Qi‘u 2207
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above. Let ¢ be a function with [[¢]| (4 Y &2 = = 1. Then we have
[ si0 Z/sdg, 0= Y Glehp<2
>0 i>0 RCQ;
RZQiyy
YD grl{Salgln) > 22X N R (p), <2
i>0 RCQ;
RZQ; 41
> a0l M) <2 [ 3 8 n0, M) < 2
i>0 V {Sa(gl)>2Ai}e i>0

2
|| Z22)\iXQi||L%(R2)||Md(§0)||L(§)’(R2) 5 (Z 2T)\Z|Qz|> s

i>0 i>0

where for the last estimate Lemma 2.2 is used, and this shows that

1Sa(9) | re) S (ZT’AIQI) :

>0

which completes the proof of this case and Lemma 3.3.

Remark 3.5. The decomposition (29)

9=>Y 9 gi:= Y grhr, >0,

i>0 RCQ;
RZQ; 11

13

1s an atomic decomposition of g with the property that the supporting open sets of its atoms
form a contracting family. Indeed, the above argument shows that g; are LP-atoms (although
not normalized) for Hi(R®R) for any positive values of p and r. See [9] for the counterpart

of this result in the one-parameter theory. See also [11] p. 42.

As our last job in this section we give the proof of Lemma 3.4.

Proof of Lemma 3.4. Let 0 < § < 1 be a small number to be determined later, and consider

the following three enlargements of €2

Q= {My(xq) >0}, Q:= O, Q3= {My(xq,) > 6},
and let
Xe=xa—f f=D_ (xo,hr)hs
RZQ3
Then since

Yo=Y (xa.hg)hn,

RCQ3

from Holder inequality we have

p

[ sitiar < 0t ( [ sitxar) o0 100

So, Xq satisfies the first property in (18), and it remains to choose 0 so small that the second

property holds as well. To this aim, we note that

(Xo)p + (Nlp=1, RCQ,
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and thus

¥

N —

/ e 1
V={reQ if (Xa)p=5}C{Mlf)2
RCQ

which implies that if f is such that we have

(31) Ma(f) 2 5} < |9,

then xq satisfies (19) and we are done. Now since we have

(32) 00 = ) s [ 1P

it is enough to show that the right hand is small. Here, we observe that

(33) Lt = [ s = [ sare [ s

Qo S

and may estimate the first term by

BLNR
(34) [ st = 3 tnahn B <5 Y o) < .
Q2 RSZQS RSZQS
where in the above we used the fact that R ,@ (3. For the second term we have
SiPP< [ Sutna)® S M) > 8} + [ Maxa)?
Q3 Q3 {Ma(xa)<d}

which follows from (5). Now, using boundedness of M of L2 (R2) yields

Njw

(3 S0P S PHMx) > 3} 465 [ Mylxa)? £ 5210
Q3 {Ma(xa)<d}

and putting (32),(33), (34), and (35) together gives us

1 1
M) 2 31 < [ 1P s el
R2
showing that by choosing ¢ small enough (31) holds, and this completes the proof. U

Here, it worth to mention that in the one-parameter theory the same construction yields
a function with the stronger property that

Xo(z) > =, z€.

(NN

To see this, let f = ngfz frhr and Yo = xo — f. Then, the function f, is constant on each

1

maximal dyadic interval of 2, and thus is not larger than 5

inequality. Regarding this, we ask the following question:

on (), which proves the above

Question. Let 0 < p < 1, and £ be an open subset with |2| < co. Does there exist a
function yq with the following two properties?

, x €.

DO | —

- L
Ixellnp@er) Sp 197, Xa(z) >
d
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4. BI-PARAMETER FOURIER PARAPRODUCTS
In this section we explain how similar results can be obtained for Fourier paraproducts of
the form
y(f) () ==Y pas * f(@)A(9)(2), = €R
JEZ?
where in the above ¢ C {¢ | [&1], || < @'} with a’ < a, and a is the same as in (8). Then,

one can show that

1 1 1
111, ||HP (R@R)— H1(RRR) ~> < gl g (RQR)? 5 = Z_? + o 0<p,qr<oo,

||Hg||HP(R®]R)—>HP(R®]R) < ||9||BMO(R®R)> 0<p<oo.

Indeed, the above inequalities follow from the support properties of ¢ and lﬁ and

1 1 1
(36) 1Sg(F)lLaey S N1l o ey 1 f | o RR) P +o 0<p,q,r < o0,
(37) 1Sg ()l ey S ll9llBrro®er) || fllar®er), 0 <p < oo,

where in the above

1) = (Y leos * F(@)A(9)(@) )2,z € B2,

jez?
Here, we show that the converse of (36) and (37) holds.

Theorem 4.1. Let g be a tempered distribution, and S, be as above. Then,

. 1 1 1
(i) 1Syl v (ReR)— 19 (R2) ||9||Hr ReR) = P + o 0<p,qr<oo,
(ii) 1Syl 5r®er)—2r(R2) == || 9] BMO(RSR), 0<p<oo.

Proof of Theorem. We prove only case (i), since the other case follows with exactly the same
argument. Let, A = ||S,|g»®rer)—Le®2), We need to show that
HgHHT(R@)R) S A
To this aim, recall the notation introduced in (12), let 2z € R be such that
[Asg(@n)l = sup 25(9)(v)l, ReP&D; je z,

and define

=Y Y o flzr)Ar(g)hr

j€7? REDRD;
Then we note that the function p,-; * fA;(g), has Fourier support in {£ | |&1] < 271, |&] S
272} and thus we may apply (15) and get

|po-i * f(xR)] sup 1A(9) ()] < sup po-i % (W) A (9) (W) S Ma(pa-s ¥ [A;(9))(2), = € R,
which implies that
D 3 lers s S (o) P S 37 Malea A, (9)(0)
jEZ2 REDRD jez?
Then applying Fefferman-Stein inequality with 0 < s < ¢ yields
17 (Dl s @amy S N Mala-s  FA5(9))°)2 | zagwzy S 1So(Flzacezy < Allfllarngey-

jez?
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So we have
HW,HHP(M@RHH;(R@R) S A
Now, it follows from (13) that our task is the show that
Iy Ar(9) el awer) S A
ReDED

which follows from an argument identical to the one presented in the proof of Theorem 3.1 if
we replace Yo with its counterpart xq in the following lemma, and this completes the proof.
O

Lemma 4.2. Let 0 < p,e <1, and ¢ be a Schwartz function with [ ¢ = 1. Then for any
open set Q) with |Q)] < oo, there exists a function Yo € HP(R @ R) N L*(R?) such that

= 1
(38) IXallzr@®er) Spe |27,

(39) = (1-e), Q=qzeQ] inf pa-i * Xa(y) >
RQQ,RG%@Dj,jGZQ

DO | —

Proof. First, we note that since ¢ decays rapidly and [ ¢ = 1, we may choose a large constant
a, depending only on ¢ such that

1 .
|la-i * X(ar)e (¥) < 7 yeR, ReD®D;, je 72,

where aR is the concentric dilation of R with a. Thus, if O is an open subset with the
property that aR C O whenever R C () we must have

3
(40) 902fj*Xo(y)>Z7 yeRCQ, ReD®D; jelZ.
So, let
O = {M<XQ) Z ail}a

be the first enlargement of €2, where M is the strong maximal operator. Then, let
Xo=Y_ Ar(xo)ar(xo),
ReDRD
be the quasi-orthogonal expansion of x¢ as in (13), and define the function
E:= > Aa(xo)hs
ReD®D

Now, we follow the same strategy as in Lemma 3.4 as it follows. Take a small number
0 < d < 1, to be determined later and set

Oy = {My(E) > 6}, Oy:=0, Os:={My(xo,) >0},

and decompose F and yo as

(41) E= > Ephp+ Y _ Ephp=E+f
RCO3 RZ O3
(42) Xo =Y Ar(xo)ar(xo) + Y Ar(xo)ar(xo) = Xa + -

RCOs3 RQOS
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Next, we note that (14), Holder inequality, and (13) imply that
(43)

Kol cons S 1B e < [ SEI00 < 104 ([ SuEP) %50 101 Sa0 1.

Therefore, yq satisfies (38), and it remains to show that (39) holds as well. Now, similar to
Lemma 3.4 we may estimate the L?-norm of f as

zo - - |[RN Oy
Lses [ie= [ isapes [ sirs S sEEes [ smr s

RZO3

> E;+/ 1Su(B)|? < 5/ |E]? 4 62 |{My(E) > 6}|+
({Ma(B)>6}~}e R2

RZ03

[ wmrss [ epest [ (B sstol S sl
My(E)<6 R2 R2

In the above we used (14) and (5). Next, recall (40) and note that

- 3 :
o #Xa(y) 2% fly) > 7, yERCQ, ReD®D;, jeZ,
which implies that

[

1 ) 1°
vcleenl  sp )= Q{M¢(f)(x)>1},
x,ye
RQQ,RE%@Dj,jEZQ

W

where M ;( f) is the bi-parameter non-tangential maximal function of f. Finally, from bound-
edness of M} on L*(R?) and the smallness of L*-norm of f we get

. 1 1
| < N > S [ 1P S s,
and thus if we choose § small enough (39) holds and this completes the proof. U
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