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MULTILINEAR MATRIX WEIGHTS

SPYRIDON KAKAROUMPAS AND ZOE NIERAETH

ABSTRACT. In this work we fully characterize the classes of matrix weights for which mul-
tilinear Calderén—Zygmund operators extend to bounded operators on matrix weighted
Lebesgue spaces. To this end, we develop the theory of multilinear singular integrals tak-
ing values in tensor products of finite dimensional Hilbert spaces. On the one hand, we
establish quantitative bounds in terms of multilinear Muckenhoupt matrix weight char-
acteristics and scalar Fujii-Wilson conditions of a tensor product analogue of the convex
body sparse operator, of a convex-set valued tensor product analogue of the Hardy—
Littlewood maximal operator, and of a multilinear analogue of the Christ—Goldberg
maximal operator. These bounds recover the sharpest known bounds in the linear case.
Moreover, we define a notion of directional nondegeneracy for multilinear Calderén—
Zygmund operators, which is new even in the scalar case. The noncommutavity of
matrix multiplication, the absence of duality, and the natural presence of quasinorms in
the multilinear setting present several new difficulties in comparison to previous works
in the scalar or in the linear case. To overcome them, we use techniques inspired from
convex combinatorics and differential geometry.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. The Hunt—Muckenhoupt—Wheeden theorem. In the study of singular integrals,
the problem of bounding Calderén—Zygmund operators on spaces of functions such as the
weighted Lebesgue space

fligenen = [ @ @ d)”

is of fundamental interest. In [Muc72], Muckenhoupt showed that the Hardy—Littlewood
maximal operator

M5y = ( f [70)]dr) 100

where the supremum is taken over all cubes @ in R?, is bounded in L%(Rd) forl<p<oo
if and only if w satisfies the Muckenhoupt A, condition w € A,:

[w]p = sgp <][Qw(x)p dx>p<][Qw(x)p/ dx)? < 0.
1

Here v = 1 - %, and the average is interpreted as an essential supremum when the
exponent is infinite. This result was extended by Hunt, Muckenhoupt, and Wheeden in
[HMW?73], who showed that all Calderén-Zygmund operators T' are bounded in L%, (RY)
if and only if 1 < p < 0o and w € A,,.

In the ‘90s, a certain vector-valued extension of the Hunt—Muckenhoupt—Wheeden the-
orem was sought after by Nazarov, Treil, and Volberg, see [Tre89, NT96, TV97a, TVI7b,
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Vol97]. If f : R? — C", a matrix weighted analogue of this problem can be formulated as
follows: suppose W : R4 — C™*" is a.e. a Hermitian positive definite matrix and set
1

lgmecn = ([ W) f@p dr)”.

Then one can ask when the pointwise extension T of a Calder6on—Zygmund operator T',

defined by

(1.1) Tf(x) = (Thi(),....Tfa(x)),

where f = (f1,..., f,) with fr : R? — C, is bounded in L%, (R% C"). Nazarov, Treil,
and Volberg showed that this is the case precisely when 1 < p < oo, and W satisfies the
matrix Muckenhoupt A, condition W € A,: W~! e LV (R% C™"), and thereisa C > 1

loc

such that for all cubes Q C R% and all u € C" there is a v € C™ such that

|[W (z)ulP dx z (W () ol? da v < Cl{u,v)cnl,
(, )'({,

where (u,v)cn = Y p_; upUg. We denote the smallest possible C' by [W],. This is equiva-
lent to the uniform boundedness in LI;V(Rd; C™) of the family of averaging operators

Tof =1 f f(@)ds.
Q
indexed over all cubes @ in R?, in which case we have
[W]p = Sgp HTQ‘|L€V(Rd;0")—>L€V(Rd;0n)-

To obtain a characterization of A, in terms of a Hardy-Littlewood type maximal operator,
in [CGO1], Christ and Goldberg defined the operator

Mt (@)= s (£ W)W ) 1)1 4) 10(r),

and showed that W € A, precisely when My : LP(R?; C") — LP(R?). In order to prove
the Rubio de Francia extrapolation theorem for matrix weights, Bownik and Cruz-Uribe
in [BC23] needed an intrinsically defined maximal operator that maps a space to itself.
To this end, they considered convex-set valued measurable mappings F : R? — K(R"),
where IC(R"™) denotes the collection of compact symmetric convex sets in R™. They then
defined M*F(x) to be the smallest set in IC(R™) containing the set

U P 1),
Q

where the average is defined through the so-called Aumann integral
(F)o = {]lfdx . f e LOR%GRM), f(z) € F(z) a.e.}.
Q

This is well-defined, assuming F' is locally integrably bounded, i.e., for each cube @ there
is a constant C' such that for all measurable f : R? — R™ with f(z) € F(z) a.e. we have

Il < C.
Defining L, (R%; K(R™)) as the measurable mappings F' : R? — KC(R") for which

h(z) :== sup |W(x)ul
ueF (z)

satisfies h € LP(R?), they showed that W € A,, precisely when 1 < p < oo and
MY B (RYGC(RY) — Lh(REGK(R™Y)).
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An alternative characterization of the matrix Muckenhoupt condition was found by
Roudenko [Rou03], who showed that

12) Wl =s (£ (£ 1wewe 1 ) o)’

where || A|| denotes the operator norm of a matrix A € C™*™. An essential ingredient in
establishing this equivalence is the John ellipsoid theorem, which says that if p : C" —
[0,00) is a norm, then there is a Hermitian positive definite matrix A € C™*™ for which

p(u) < |Au| < n2p(u).

One can then apply this result to the norms
1 L

u ][\W u\pdx . U ][\W u\pldm>p/

to obtain the so-called reducing matrices Aw,qp, Aw-1 g, Which yield another charac-
terization of A, through

W], = Sgp HvavaAW”,Q,p’”'

From this, one can deduce (1.2).

A different way of extending the Hunt—-Muckenhoupt—Wheeden theorem is by consid-
ered multilinear Calderén—Zygmund operators 7', which are singular integrals acting on
m functions f1,..., fin. It was shown by Lerner, Ombrosi, Pérez, Torres, and Trujillo-
Gonzdlez in [LOPT09] that such maps satisfy

T: L5, (RY) x - L7, (RY) — LI (RY),

where
m

- 1
wellw o301
=1 P

when py,...,pm € (1,00], p < 00, and W € Az

[ := Sgp(][Q pd:c)’l’ﬁ(][ )P dx)"3' < 0.

Moreover, they showed that the multilinear Hardy—Littlewood maximal operator
m
M(fi,..., fm)(z) = sng (]lQ]f](m)]dx> 1g(x)
j=1

satisfies
M:Ih (R x .- x L (R — LE(RY)
precisely when py,...,py, € (1,00] and w € Ay.

1.2. Main result. The goal of this paper is to fully establish a multilinear matrix weighted
analogue of the Hunt—-Muckenhoupt—Wheeden theorem, unifying and extending the theory
for both the multilinear and matrix weighted settings.

First, we need to establish what we mean by extending a multilinear operator 1" to
m-tuples of vector-valued functions fi,..., f,, with f; : R? — C"%. To exemplify our
approach, we first restrict to the case m = 2, n; = no = 2. Given two functions f,g
R? — C2, each have component functions f = (fi, f2) and g = (g1, g2). As T is bilinear,
we want our extension to consider all possible pairings of the component functions:

T(f1,91), T(f1,92), T(f2,91), T(f2,92)-

Arranging these functions in a matrix yields a mapping T'(f, g) : RY — C2x2 >~ C4,
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In the general case, this extension can be conveniently expressed through the use of the

tensor product
m m
@cr=cn w= ][
: j:l

Suppose T is an m-linear operator in L°(R?) defined on m-tuples of functions in L°(R4).
Given vector-valued functions f = (fi,..., fm) with f; € L (R, C™), we define

m
T( _) ‘R? - ® Cni
j=1
by applying T' “component-wise” to 7Ly fj R? — &’L; C". More precisely, denote
the canonical basis of C™ by (eg),’, so that each f; can be written as

= firl@)er
k=1

Then our definition is
m

(13) (Fla) = 30 Z (i Fonen) () R e,

Ei=1  kp= j=1
A standard check shows that this definition does not depend on the choice of orthonormal
basis. As a matter of fact, in this work we will replace the C™ by general n;-dimensional
Hilbert spaces H;, in which we work with this same extensions, even when no orthonormal
basis is specified.
When T is the product map T'(hi, ..., hn)(x) = [[JL; hj(z), our extension coincides
with the tensor product map

ni Nm m m m

TN =Y [ fim @ Qer, =X fi(x)
ki=1  km=1j=1 j=1 j=1

Moreover, when m = 1, our extension reduces back to the component-wise extension (1.1).

We emphasize here that the proposed extension T of T is the natural one obtained from
the universal property of the tensor product.

Next, we need to establish what the appropriate multilinear Muckenhoupt condition is
for matrix weights. Let Pls---,Pm € (1,00] and let W : R? — C"*" be matrix weights

for which W;l (Rd Cnixmi) for j =1,...,m. We set

W::éWj, ii
j=1

j=1Pi

1oc

where for a.e. z € R%, the map ®;n:1 Wj(x) is the unique map satisfying the property

that
< @ Wj(x)> (@ uj) — @ W (2)u;

for all u; € C™, j = 1,...,m. Writing W = (Wy,...,Wp,) and 7 = (p1,...,Pm), We
say that W satisfies the  matrix Muckenhoupt condition W e Ap if for all cubes @) the

mapping
To(fi, -y fm) =1 fi(x)d
o(f1 ) Q@% j(x) do
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satisfies
m

To : L, (RGC™) x - x I (RYGC™) — L5y (R Q) C™),
j=1
with

Wl = Sup 1Tl < o0.

LhL (RECM)xx LR (RA;Crm )~ LEy, <Rd;®;":1 c”j)
Just like in the scalar case, extra difficulties arise in the multilinear setting due to the
appearance of the exponents p in the quasi-Banach range % < p < 1. In this work, we
develop a way to apply the John ellipsoid theorem to the now quasinorms

sl = (f [Wlaz)

on ®;”:1 Cmi. To facilitate this, we make use of Caratheodory’s theorem on convex hulls.
This result states that if .S is a set of points in R"”, then its convex hull consists precisely

of points of the form
n+1

> O,
k=1

where 0 < 64,...,0y, ZZ;F% 0, =1, and uy,...,ups1 € S. In Section 2.4 below we show
how this allows us to obtain a reducing matrix Aw g : ®§“:1 C" — ®;n:1 C" for which

_ 1
K, pw 0p(0) < [Aw g pul < n2pw g p(u)

1
for all u € ®;”:1 C"i, where K}, = 267D+ s the quasi-metric constant of the Lebesgue
space of exponent p. Using this allows us to show that our multilinear matrix A; condition
can be characterized through the Roudenko-type condition

W]5 = sup ( ]{2 I1( ][Q W W, ) ) ¥ ),
j=1

see Proposition 4.3 below, as well as through the reducing matrix condition

m
(W~ "o HAW,QJJ ( X AW;HQ,p;)
j=1

see Proposition 3.1 below. The proof of Proposition 3.1 itself is achieved through an
involved induction scheme relying on some elementary tensor algebra. While such tech-
niques are standard in the field of differential geometry, they have not appeared so far in
the field of weighted estimates for singular integrals. Thus, we explain them in detail.

We also consider a characterization in terms of the tensor product maximal operator.
For locally integrably bounded mappings Fj : R? — K(C%), j = 1,...,m, we define
MX(Fy, ..., Fy)(x) as the smallest set in K ( Oy C") containing

U &QiFiq 1)
Q =1

)

Setting
LF(R%CT) = Ly, (RG,C™) x - x L (RY;C™m),
our main theorem is as follows:

Theorem A. Let p1,...,pm € (1,00], = := zgﬂzl p%- > 0 and let W1, ..., Wy, be matriz

1
p /
weights W; : RS — C*"i with Wfl € L?gc(Rd;C"JX"J) for j = 1,...,m. Then the

following are equivalent:
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(i) T : L%(Rd; C") — L& <Rd; K, C"J') for all m-linear Calderéon—Zygmund op-
erators T;
(i) M : L (R% C7) — L&, (Rd; Q. cw);
(1it) W € Ag.
In order to establish this equivalence, we prove a general convex body domination
principle for m-linear Calderén—Zygmund operators with kernels having a modulus of

continuity satisfying the Dini condition, the precise definition of which we give in Section 6.
We defer the proof of Theorem A to Section 7.

1.3. Quantitative bounds. Following the Hunt—-Muckenhoupt—Wheeden theorem, a nat-
ural question is how exactly the bounds of Calderén—Zygmund operators and the Hardy—
Littlewood maximal operator in L%, (R?) depend on the Muckenhoupt characteristic [w],,.

The sharp bound for the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator was found by Buckley in
[Buc93], who showed that

| M|, (ma)— 18, mA) Sdp [wh  for 1 <p < oo.

As for matrix weights W, it was shown in [IM19] that the Christ-Goldberg maximal
operator My, satisfies its bound with the same exponent p':

/

[ Mw || Lr(rescm)— Lo (RA) Sdnp WD -

Reducing back to this result, it was shown in [BC23] that the convex-set valued maximal
operator MK also satisfies

/

K
[M™[|e (Rascmy—s 12, (RECm) Sdinp (W -

The problem for Calderén—Zygmund operators T' was a much harder problem, and

became known as the Ay conjecture. It was eventually settled by Hytonen in [Hyt12], who
proved the validity of the conjectured bound

(1.4) HTHL{’U(Rd)aL{’U(Rd) Sdp,T [w]?ax{p’p k.

The proof was simplified by Lerner in [Ler13], who showed that for each Calderén-Zygmund
operator T there is a constant C7 such that for all f € Lgo(Rd) there is a ﬁ—sparse
collection of cubes S in R? such that

(1.5) Ti@)] < Cr Y 10() ]{2 (@) de = CrAsf

Qes

for a.e. x € R% For 0 < n < 1, a collection of cubes S is called 7-sparse if it satisfies the
packing condition
U elza-nlql

QES
QSQo

for all Q9 € S. This reduced the proof of (1.4) to proving a straightforward of Asf,
uniform in the sparse collection S.

This technique was not readily adaptable to the case of matrix weights. Indeed, unlike
in the scalar case, a pointwise bound like (1.5) does not guarantee a bound of |[W ()T f ()|
for matrix weights W. This issue was solved by Nazarov, Petermichl, Treil, and Volberg
in the seminal work [NPTV17]. They introduced the notion of conver body domination,
where they showed the existence of a constant C > 0 such that for each f € L*(R%; C")
there exists a sparse collection & for which

Tf)eCry (flololx) = CrASf(x).

QeS
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Here the sum is treated as a Minkowski sum, scalar multiples are considered pointwise,
and the double angle bracket notation denotes the Aumann integral

(£)a = (K(Pa = { {15 de b L=R, Ihllmmo <1},

where KC(f)(z) denotes the smallest set in IC(C™) containing f(x). Unlike what happened
for the maximal operator, this does not recover the scalar bound (1.4). Instead, for the
case p = 2, they proved that

HTHL%V(Rd)—)L%V(Rd) Sdin CT[WB-

Rather surprisingly, this bound was shown to be sharp for the Hilbert transform T'= H
by Domelevo, Petermichl, Treil, and Volberg in [DPTV24]. For general exponents, it was
shown by Cruz-Uribe, Isralowitz, and Moen in [CIM18] that

(1.6) HTHLP b (RY)—LY, (RY) Sdonp CT[W]p+p if 1 <p<oo.

In bounding the convex body operator A% in LT, (R%K(C")), a main ingredient is the
sharp reverse Holder inequality of [HP13] for scalar weights v satisfying the Fujii-Wilson
condition

[v]pw = bup /MD(Q) x)dxr < oo,

where MP(@) is the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator taken over the dyadic subgrid
of the cube ). By restricting the averaging operators Tiy to one-dimensional subspaces of

L% (R C"), one finds that if W € A, then also [Wu| € 4, for all u € C™\{0}, with

sup [[Wull, < [Wp.
wecn\ {0}

Thus, as W € A, precisely if w-te Ay, the Fujii-Wilson conditions

L
I’

Wlew, = sup [WuPlpw Sa Wl W ew, = sup [Wul Iy Sa W

ueCn\{0} P uecn\{0}

hold. This yields a uniform reverse Holder inequality which is used in the proof of (1.6)
to deduce that

p

/

HTHL’;V(Rd)aLﬁ,(Rd) gd,n,p CT[W]}Z;W,, [Wﬁl]pwp/ [W]p if 1 <p<oo.

P
P

However, in the multilinear case, these uniform reverse Holder conditions are not readily
available. Indeed, while the restriction technique to one dimensional subspaces still works,
this does not yield the required scalar bounds (see Remark 4.6 below). Moreover, the
notion of duality yielding W—! € A, for W € A, is now completely absent.

In the scalar case, the multilinear Muckenhoupt condition is equivalent to a set of
individual matrix linear Muckenhoupt conditions on each of the weights w;, 7 =1,...,m
and w, see [LOPT09, LMO20, Nie20]. It turns out that a similar result continues being
true in the matrix setting. However, the noncommutative nature of matrix multiplication
imposes additional technical difficulties, which we are able to overcome through a careful
use of Holder’s inequality. We refer to Theorem 4.10 below for details.

Reverse Holer inequalities in the scalar case follow immediately from the individual
Muckenhoupt conditions. In the matrix case the individual matrix Muckenhoupt condi-
tions one obtains are intrisically of a “two-exponent nature” but at the same time different
from the ones that have appeared in other places in the literature such as [IM19, KNV24].
In order to deduce scalar Muckenhoupt conditions from them we need to test a new type of
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“exponent-shifted” averaging operators on one dimensional subspaces, see Proposition 4.11
below. Using this, we find that if W € A, then

1 -
[W]pr = sup kulp]lgw Sd,m,ﬁ,p [W]ﬁ ifp < 00,
(®m Cn’)\{o}

1
[ijl]FWp,. = sup [[W; uj\pﬂ]gj Samip; Wl ifp;>1forj=1,...,m,
u;€C™\{0}

see Corollary 4.13 coupled with Proposition 4.3 below. Defining

A5 (F)(a ZK(@ 2) 1a(@),

QeS 7=1
where for S C @7, C™ we let K(S) denote the smallest set in K( X', C") containing

S, our main quantitative result is:

Theorem B. Let p1,...,pm € (1,00], % = Z] 1 p , et Wh, ..., Wy, be matrixz weights
Wi R? — C% "% and let 0 < n < 1. Then the following assertions hold:
(a) If p < 00 and W e Ay, then uniformly for all n-sparse collections S,
il

m
K T (p—1)* 117j
HAS“L%(Rd;cﬁ)*}LgN(Rd;®;ﬂ:1 c") gd,m,ﬁ,ﬁ,n [W]ﬁ[W]FWp J 1[Wj ]Fjwp;_
J:
/
_J
Pj

-, max(1,p)+37
§d7m7ﬁ7p [W ﬁ 7

(b) If W € Ay, then

m Py
K _1 P
HM ”LP (R4;C7)—LE (R, ®m Cc") Ndmn,p H ]F{Np;
I
RS g

Sd,m,ﬁ [W]ﬁ

Part (a) is proven as Theorem 6.10 below, and part (b) as Theorem 5.3 below.

Interestingly, when m = 1, the bound in (b) recovers Buckley’s sharp bound of the
scalar result. However, in the multilinear case, the sharp bound for M was shown in
[LMS14] (see [Niel9] for the case of infinite exponents) to be

1M 5 s g ety S [l 02,

This exponent is smaller than the one we obtain in (b). We leave it as an open problem
whether the bound in the matrix case can be improved or not.

We apply Theorem B to prove implication (iii)=(i) of Theorem A with the following
convex body domination result. Here, we write Ag(f) = AK(K(f1)s -, K(fm))-

Theorem C. Let T be an m-linear Calderon—Zygmund operator with a kernel having a
modulus of continuity that satisfies the Dini condition. Then there is a constant Cp > 0
(depending on d, m, @i, and T') such that for any cube Qo and any m-tuple of functions
fe LY(R®; C") there exists a ﬁ—sparse family S of cubes in R contained in 3Qq such
that

T(f)(x) € CrAS(f)(x) for a.e. x € Q,

where the constant Cr depends only on d, m, @ and T.
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In particular, if p1,...,pm € (1,00] satisfy % = 2211;;% > 0, and W1,...,W,, are
matriz weights W : R — C X with W € Ay, then

m Pj

1Tl getcmys gy iy, €y St Ol AW [Tv; i,

j=

Pj

/

p_
| max(Lp)+ 7, 5

§d7m7ﬁ7ﬁ CT [W ﬁ .

This convex body domination result is proven in Theorem 6.9 below, and the quantita-
tive bounds in Corollary 6.11 below.

While this result is certainly known, we note that even in the scalar case, sparse dom-
ination for m-linear Calderén-Zygmund operators with kernels having a modulus of con-
tinuity that satisfies the Dini condition has not been explicitly written in the literature.
In [CR16, LN18], the less general log-Dini condition is assumed, and in [DHL18]|, only the
case m = 2 is treated. For a complete exposition, we provide details of the general case
m > 1 in this work based on [DHL18, Lil8].

1.4. Organization. This paper is organized as follows:

e In Section 2 we lay the groundwork for the techniques and results of this paper. On
the one hand, we introduce our main notation and collect together some notions and
facts on directional quasi-Banach functions spaces, tensor products of Hilbert spaces,
equivalent norms on spaces of linear operators and sparse families. Of particular
importance is a novel definition of a product of directional Banach functions spaces,
each of which is obtained from a Banach function space through a matrix weight.
On the other hand, inspired by techniques in convex combinatorics we introduce a
completely new notion of reducing operators associated to quasinorms, which forms
one of the cornerstones of the paper.

e In Section 3 we characterize the boundedness of averaging operators from a cartesian
product of directional Banach function spaces into a directional quasi-Banach function
space in terms of reducing operators. The new reducing operators for quasinorms are
the centerpiece of this characterization. On the technical level, inspired by techniques
in differential geometry we use an involved but at the same time rather elementary
induction scheme involving some tensor algebra.

e In Section 4 we develop a theory of multilinear Muckenhoupt characteristics for matrix
weights. Thanks to the new notion of reducing operators for quasinorms, we are able
to do so directly in the full generality of three sets of parameters and fully recover
the results that were already known in the scalar multilinear case. The main result
of this section is a set of reverse Holder estimates for each weight individually as
well as their tensor product. One of the main tools of the proof is the use of novel
“exponent-shifted” averaging operators.

e In Section 5 we treat lower and upper bounds for a tensor product analog of the
convex body maximal operator. First, we show the equivalence of matrix weighted
weak-type estimates for this operator and the multilinear Muckenhoupt condition.
Then, we show that in the presence of the multilinear Muckenhoupt condition, the
tensor product convex body maximal operator admits matrix weighted, strong type
bounds. The proof relies on the reverse Holder estimates of Section 4. Finally, we prove
a pointwise sparse domintation result for the tensor product convex body maximal
operator.

e In Section 6 we consider matrix weighted bounds for multilinear Calderén—Zygmund
operators. After a quick overview of basic facts about such operators we prove a
pointwise sparse domination result for them in terms of a tensor product convex body
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sparse operator. This is achieved through bootstrapping the sparse domination algo-
rithm of the scalar case. Using our sparse domination and the reverse Holder estimates
from Section 4, we prove matrix weighted upper bounds for them in the presence of
the multilinear Muckenhoupt condition. Finally, we introduce a novel notion of di-
rectionally nondegenerate multilinear Calderén—Zygmund operators — which is new
even in the scalar case — and show that matrix weighted bounds for them imply the
multilinear Muckenhoupt condition. As an illustration of our notion of directional
nondegeneracy, we study the concrete example of multilinear Riesz transforms.

e In Section 7 we prove theorem A by collecting together all pieces from the preceding
sections.

e Finally, for the convenience of the reader, in the Appendix we give detailed proofs
of several facts about multilinear Calderéon—Zygmund operators used in the sparse
domination of Section 6.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notation. Throughout this work, we let d be a positive integer denoting the dimen-
sion of the domain, and let m be a positive integer denoting the multilinearity. We let
H = (Hi,...,Hm) be finite dimensional Hilbert spaces that are all defined over the field
F, where F denotes either R or C. We fix their dimensions n; := dim#H;, j = 1,...,m

and set
m
n = H n;.
j=1

Choosing an orthonormal basis of H;, we may identify H; = F".
We will use the following definitions and notational conventions:

e The components of p’'will always be denoted by p'= (p1,...,pm), and, per convention,
1 i 1
P =P

Algebraic operations and inequalities of p are considered in the Schur sense, i.e.,
. o1 1 1 1 1 1 S
componentvmsej For example, we write 5= 7= (p—1 — e T q—m), or p > ¢ if
pj >gqjforall j=1,...,m.

e As a convention, we write
m
Hi= QM
j=1

which is a Hilbert space with respect to the unique sesquilinear form on H satisfying

m m m
(®w ®ui),, = TTtwivin
j=1  j=1 j=1
for all 7,7 € H. Note that dim H = n.
e The space of bounded linear operators on a Hilbert space V is denoted by £(V) and
is equipped with the operator norm
L=y == sup || Lu]y.
llully<1
If dimV = k € N and an orthonormal basis for V is chosen, we may identify L£())
with the space F¥** of k x k matrices.
e An m-tuple of mappings W = (W1,...,W,,), W; : R — L(H;) will be called an
m-tuple of matrix weights if for a.e. € R? the operator Wj(z) is self-adjoint and
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positive for all j € {1,...,m}. When identified with a matrix, this means that W;(x)
is Hermitian and positive definite. Moreover, as a convention, we set

m
W = ®Wj :RY = L(H).
j=1
e For a finite dimensional Hilbert space V over R, respectively over C, we let (V)
denote the non-empty, compact, real, respectively complex symmetric, convex subsets
of V. Given 0 < p < oo and a matrix weight W : R? — £(V), the space L}, (R% K(V))
consists of the measurable mappings F : R? — K(V) for which ||[W(2)F(x)|y :=
SUPyep(z) [|[W (@)ully lies in LP(R%), with

IEl e (rascr)) = HHWFHVHLP(Rd)'
e For an m-tuple of exponents p and an m-tuple of matrix weights W we write
LE (R H) = Lhy (R H) x o L (R ).

Thus, we write f € L%(Rd;?_[) to mean that f = (f1,..., f) with f; € L};{/J_(Rd; H;)
for j =1,...,m. We analogously define L%/(Rd;IC(H)), LO(RYGH), LR H), ...
e By a cube Q C R?, we mean a cube whose sides are parallel to the coordinate axes.

We write A Sgy.a.,... B to mean that there is a constant Cy, 4, depending on the
parameters ap, as, ... for which A < Cy, 4,....B. We define A 2, 4,.... B analogously, and
we write A =g, 4,,.. B if both A S4 4., B and A 24, q,,... B hold.

~

2.2. Directional quasi-Banach function spaces. In this section we describe the direc-
tional quasi-Banach function spaces as defined in [Nie24a]. Let (€2, 1) be a o-finite measure
space and let V be a finite dimensional Hilbert space. We say that X is a V-directional
quasi-Banach function space over (2 if it is a complete quasi-normed subspace of L°(£2;V)
and satisfies the following properties:

e The directional ideal property: For all f € X and g € L°(Q;V) satisfying g(x) €

K(f)(x) for a.e. x € Q, we have g € X with ||g||x < || f|lx;

e Non-degeneracy: If g € L°(£; V) satisfies Jo{f, 9y dp =0 for all f e X, then g = 0.

We let Kx > 1 denote the smallest constant for which

1+ gllx < Ex(l[fllx + llgllx)

for all f,g € X. When Kx =1, we call X a V-directional Banach function space over ).
We define X’ as those g € L(Q; V) for which

lgllx = sup / (. g)w] dpt < oo,
Ifllx=1/Q

As in [Nie24a, Proposition 3.2], we have g € X’ if and only if there is a C' > 0 such that
for all f € X we have

2.1) | [¢ravan| < clrix.

In this case, the optimal C' satisfies ||g||x' = C.
We say that X satisfies the Fatou property, if for any sequence (fx)r>1 in X with fi — f
a.e. in V, and liminfy_, || fx|[x < oo, we have f € X with

1fllx < liminf || fi.[|Ix.
k—o0

If ¥V = F, then we simply call a V-directional quasi-Banach function space over 2 a
quasi-Banach function space over €2, and a Banach function space over {2 if the triangle
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inequality is satisfied. We refer the reader to [LN24] for a thorough treatment of quasi-
Banach function spaces.

Let X be a V-directional quasi-Banach function space. For each v € V we define the
space X, consisting of those h € L°(2) for which hv € X, with ||h||x, = ||hv|x. We say
that X has the component-wise saturation property if for an orthonormal basis (e);_, of
V, the spaces X,, for k =1,...,n are quasi-Banach function spaces.

A measurable mapping W : Q — L(V) is called a matriz weight if W (z) is self-adjoint
and positive for a.e. € €. Given a quasi-Banach function space X over {2 and a matrix
weight W : Q@ — L(V), we define Xy as the space of functions f € L°(;V) for which
IW flly € X, and set

1 I = (I £lIv ]| -
Then Xy is an V-directional quasi-Banach function space over 2 with the component-wise
saturation property satisfying
(Xw)' = (X )w-1,
see [Nie24a, Section 3.2]. Observe that if X satisfies the Fatou property, then so does Xyy .

Definition 2.1. Let X = (X1,...,X,,) be m Banach function spaces over Q. Their
product X := H;nzl X is defined as the quasi-Banach function space over ) consisting of

those f € L2() for which there exist 0 < f; € X; such that |f| < [T7%, f5, with

(2:2) Il = inf { TTU5lx, < 171 < T 45 0 < 5 € X}
j=1 i=1

We refer to [Sch10] for a thorough treatment of the properties of such product spaces.

We would like to define the product of a finite number of directional Banach function
spaces as well. Although we have not been able to do so in full generality, we give a
definition in the particular case of matrix weighted Banach function spaces, including
matrix weighted Lebesgue spaces.

Definition 2.2. Let X = (X,..., X,,) be m Banach functions spaces over Q and let W
be a m-tuple of matrix weights. For each j = 1,...,m, consider the H ;-directional Banach
function space X; := (Xj)w,. The product X := H;nzl X; of X1,...,X,, is defined to be

(2.3) X = Xw,

where X := [[7", X; and, we recall that W = @7~ W;. Observe that X thus defined is
an H-directional quasi-Banach function space over €.

In the special case that there is p’ € [1,00]™ with X; = LPi(Q) for each j = 1,...,m,
we have X = LP(Q), where we recall that % =3 p%_. Hence, in this case,

[T 24, (@ #y) = LRy (5 H).

j=1

2.3. Linear operators on a tensor product of Hilbert spaces. Let H be a m-tuple of
finite dimensional Hilbert spaces. We recall that H = ®7L:1 H; is also a finite dimensional
Hilbert space. Given now A; € L(H;) for each j =1,...,m, there is a unique operator A
satisfying

m

A<®uj) = ) Aju;

J=1 J=
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m
for all @ € H. We denote this operator by ® Aj := A. In this case one can directly verify

j=1
that
(® Aj) <® Bj) = ®(Aij)
j=1 j=1 j=1

for all B; € L(H;),j=1,...,m.
Notice that

A* = éAj.
j=1

In particular, if Aq,..., A, are Hermitian, then A is also Hermitian. Moreover, using
for example the spectral theorem one readily deduces that if Aq,..., A, are all positive
definite, then A is also positive definite.

The following lemma is a standard result, but we include its proof for the reader’s
convenience.

Lemma 2.3. Let A; € L(H;) for each j=1,...,m. Set A:= ®AJ~. Then, we have

j=1
m
1Al3m = TT 114511245 24,
j=1
Proof. If all Aq,..., A, are all positive semidefinite, then the claim follows immediately

through an application of the spectral theorem.
For the general case, observe first that

A" A = QA3 A)).
j=1
It follows from the special case that

m m
AN 20 = A" Allsa = [T 145 A -9, = [T 114613 24,
i=1 j=1

concluding the proof. O

2.4. Reducing operators for quasinorms. The construction of reducing operators in
the case of norms is a standard application of the John ellipsoid theorem. However, since
in the multilinear setting we are working with Lebesgue spaces with exponent p < 1, we
need to consider the setting of quasinorms as well.

Proposition 2.4. Let V be an n-dimensional Hilbert space, and let ¢ : V — [0,00) be a
lower semicontinuous quasinorm with quasi-triangle inequality constant K. Then there is
a self-adjoint positive A € L(V) for which

—on 1
K~"q(u) < || Aully < nZq(u),
for allu e V.

When the underlying field is R, this power 2n can be replaced by n. The main ingredient
for the proof other than the John ellipsoid theorem is Carathéodory’s theorem on convex
hulls. It states that if S C R is a set, then for any u belonging to the convex hull of S
there are 61,...,0,+1 > 0 with ZZ;L% 0 =1, and uq, ..., uy41 € S for which

n+1

u = Z Hkuk
k=1



MULTILINEAR MATRIX WEIGHTS 14

The fact that the amount of elements in this convex sum has a fixed dimensional upper
bound makes the result possible. When the underlying field is C, we can use the canonical
identification C = R? to obtain this result with n replaced by 2n.

Proof of Proposition 2.4. We define
L:=conv({ueV:qu) <1}) C V.

We claim that this is a compact (complex) symmetric convex set containing 0 in its interior.
By Carathéodory’s theorem on convex hulls, the convex hull of a compact set is compact,
so it suffices to show that the set of u € V with ¢(u) < 1 has these properties. To this
end, note that there are ¢, C > 0 for which

cllully < gq(u) < Cllully

for all w € V. Boundedness then follows from the first inequality, whereas the containment
of ball centered at 0 follows from the second. For a topological argument proving the
existence of these constants we refer the reader to [CM21, Theorem 2.5]. Finally, to see
that the set is closed, let (ug)r>1 be a sequence for which g(u;) < 1 and up — w in V.
Then, by lower semicontinuity of ¢, we have

q(u) <liminf g(ug) <1,
k—00

as desired.

Now, we may apply the John ellipsoid theorem to L to find a self-adjoint positive definite
mapping A € L(V) satisfying
(24) A_1§V - L - H%A_lpy.

By Carathéodory’s theorem on convex hulls, for each w € L, there are 61,...,69,1.1 > 0
with ZZE{I 0p = 1 and uq,...,uop+1 € V with g(ug) < 1 for £ = 1,...,n such that
U= Zi’g{l Orug. Hence, by inductively using the quasi-triangle inequality, we have

2n+1

q(u) < K" Orqlu) < K"
k=1

This proves that
LC{ueV:qu) <K}
Hence, by (2.4), we find that for any u € V we have
K~"q(u) < || Aully < n¥q(u),

as desired. O

The following application of this result proves the existence of reducing operators in
directional quasi-Banach function spaces.

Corollary 2.5. Let V be an n-dimensional Hilbert space, let X be a V-directional quasi-
Banach function space over Q2 with the Fatou property, and let E C ) satisfy 0 < p(F) <
00. Suppose that X has the property that 1gu € X for all w € V. Then there is a
self-adjoint positive Ax g € L(V) satisfying

1
(2.5) K[ 1pulx < |Ax pully < n2||1pullx
for allu e V.

The operator Ax g is called the reducing operator of E in X.
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Proof of Corollary 2.5. By Proposition 2.4 we need only check that the quasinorm u —
|| 15 ul|x is lower semicontinuous. Indeed, if uy — w in V, then 1gu; — 1pu a.e. and
thus, by the Fatou property of X, we have

| 1pu|lx <liminf || 15 ugl/x,
n—oo

as desired. O

2.5. Equivalent norms on the space of linear operators. Let V be a n-dimensional
Hilbert space for an integer n > 1, and let (ex)?_; be an orthonormal basis of V. Let
A e L(V). We claim that

(2.6) 1A=y =n D Ay
k=1

Indeed, we have

1 n
A > — A .
sup [ Aeklly > — > [ Aex|ly

|Allv=y >
k=1,...n k=1

For the converse inequality, an application of the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality combined
with the bound || - ||z < || - || yields

n 1 n
JAvly < (3 I4exl?) vl < (D Aexllv ) ol
k=1 k=1

for all v € V, proving the the claim.
In practice, (2.6) is used for the following result:

Lemma 2.6. Let X be a quasi-Banach function space over  with the Fatou property, let
V be a n-dimensional Hilbert space with n > 1 an integer, and let W : Q — L(V) be a
matriz weight. Set X := Xy . Then, we have

11e [WAlvyllx =nxx [Ax pAlvoy, VA€ L)
Proof. Pick an orthonormal basis (e;);_, for V. Then, by (2.5) and (2.6),

n n
11 [WAv-vllx Snkx Y11 [WAelvlx =D 11e Aexllx
k=1 =1

n
Sn Z [Ax, pAex|ly =n [|[Ax 2 A[V-y-
k=1

For the lower bound, note that, by (2.5) and (2.6),

[1e[[WA[yoyllx = sup [[1g||[WAevlx = sup |[[1g Aelx

=1,...,n =1,...,n

n
Zn Y Ax pAeklly =n [|Ax, 2 AV
k=1

The result follows. O

2.6. Convex-set valued mappings. Let V be an n-dimensional Hilbert space over F.
We let (V) denote the non-empty, closed subsets K of V satisfying:

e Converity: If u,v € K, then (1 —t)u+tv € K for all 0 <t < 1;

o Symmetry: If u € K, then Au € K for all A € F with |A\| = 1.
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Given a set S C V, we define IC(S) as the smallest set in (V) containing S.

Let (2, 1) be a o-finite measure space. We call a mapping F : Q — K(V) measurable if
for every open set F C V the set

FYE)={zcQ:ENF(z)# 2}

is measurable. Moreover, we let L°(€2; (V) denote the space of measurable mappings
F:Q— K.

Given a F € L%(Q; K(V), we define its set of selections by

SOQ; F) = {f € L°(%1 V) : f(x) € F(z) a.e.}.

Given a V-directional quasi-Banach function space X, we let X[K] denote the set of
those F € LY(£;K(V)) for which S°(Q; F) is a bounded subset of X. Moreover, in this
case we set

[Fllxp) == sup  [Iflx.
feSO(F)

If X is a quasi-Banach function space with the Fatou property and W : Q@ — L(V) is a
matrix weight, then F' € Xy [K] if and only if F(x) is a bounded set for a.e. = € €2, and
h(z) := supycp(y) |W (2)ul satisfies h € X. Moreover, writing |[W F|[y := h, in this case
we have

I xw i) = [[IWEFIv ||,

see [Nie24a, Proposition 3.10 and 3.11]. In particular, this is true for matrix weighted
Lebesgue spaces, where we write

Ly (9 K(V)) = Ly, (V) K]

Furthermore, when W is the identity mapping, we remove the subscript W.
If F € LY(Q;K(V)), then we define the Aumann integral of F by

/QFdM::{/QfdM:fESO(Q;F)}.

Note that this is a well-defined set in V, since any f € S%(Q; F) belongs to L*(Q;V).
Denoting the supremum of the norms of a bounded set S C V by || S|y, we have the
following result:

Proposition 2.7. Let F € L*(Q;K(V)). Then the Aumann integral of F is a non-empty,
convex, symmetric, and bounded set, with bound

| [rau],=o [ 17 an
Q v Q

Proof. For any f € S%(Q; F) we have
| [ran], < [17Ivan < 1Ploon = [ 17Ivan

Taking a supremum over all f € S°(Q; F), this implies that

H /quH /HFHvdM

For the converse inequality, pick f € S°(€;K(V)) for which || f[ly = ||[Fllv. Let (ex)?_,
bean orthonormal basis of V and set
(£, en)v] f

Ji =
(f,ex)v
on the support of (f,ex)y. As F is a symmetric set a.e., we have fj, € S°(Q; F). Thus,

fobdne S [ eavian =3 [ sener),
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=S| el <] [l

The assertion follows. O

We say that F' € Ll _(R%K(V)) if 19 F € LY(RY K(V)) for all cubes @ C R?. In this

loc
case the Aumann integral

(Flo={f s@)dr: s € "B 10 )

is a well-defined bounded set in K(V) for all cubes Q@ C R,
For proofs and further properties of set-valued mappings, we refer the reader to [AF09,
B(C23, Nie24a].

2.7. Sparse families. In this subsection we briefly describe the definitions and relevant
properties of sparse families that we need in this work. Further details and proofs can be
found in, e.g., [LN18] and [NPTV17].

Definition 2.8. Let 0 < n < 1. A family of cubes S in R is said to be 7-sparse, if there
exists a family {Eg : @ € S} of pairwise disjoint measurable subsets of R? with EgCc@
and |Eg| > n|Q] for all Q € S.

Definition 2.9. Let 0 < ¢ < 1 and let D be a dyadic grid in R%. A subfamily S of D is
said to be martingale e-sparse if for all Q € S we have

> IR <€Ql,

Rechs(Q)

where chg(Q) is the family of all maximal cubes in § that are strictly contained in Q.

Setting Fg = Q\UJ Rechs(Q) R, we find that a martingale e-sparse collection is 1 — e-
sparse.

We will often use the so-called “3%lattice trick” (see [LN18, Theorem 3.1]), stating
that there are 3¢ dyadic grids (Da)gd:l in R?, such that for each cube @ C R there are
ac{l,...,3%) and R € D* with Q C R and |R| < 67|Q|.

In particular, if § is an n-sparse family for some 0 < 7 < 1, then there are édL—sparse
families Sy, ...,Ssqa such that S, € D%, o = 1,...,3% and for each cube Q € S there are
ac{l,...,3% and R € S, with Q C R and |R| < 6¢|Q|. Moreover, if S is finite, then all
families So, & = 1,...,3% can be taken to be finite.

3. AVERAGING OPERATORS

As before, throughout this section we let (£2, 1) be a o-finite measure space. Moreover,
we fix measurable subsets E, E’ of Q with 0 < u(F),u(E’) < oco. Then, we define the
averaging operator T g/ by

Tow(f) = <®(fj>E> g

Jj=1

acting on m-tuples of functions f: (fiy- oy fmn) with fj1g € LY(Q) for all j = 1,...,m.
If E=FE', then we set Tg := Tg .
We wish to obtain a characterization of the boundedness of T g+ from
)Z::Xl X oo X X,

where each X is a H;-directional Banach space, into an H-directional quasi-Banach space
Y in terms of reducing operators.
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Proposition 3.1. Let X, be a Hj-directional Banach function space over 2 with the
component-wise saturation property for each j = 1,...,m, and let Y be a H-directional
quasi-Banach function space over Q) with the Fatou property. Then, the following are
equivalent:

(i) f; € X; is integrable over E for all j =1,...,m, and Tk X Y
(ii) lEUGX;» forallveH; forallj=1,...,m, and lgpru €Y foralluecH.

In this case, we have

m
(3.1) T B || X1 x.. xXon—s Y ~it, Ky N(E)m“AY,E’<@AX3,E) HHHH-
]:
We note that since Ay g and Axs g, j = 1,...,m are positive definite and thus Her-
]7

mitian operators, we have
m m
v (@ e, = | (@ Axg) v
H Y.E @ X0E )0 @ X! .E ) AY.E

Before proceeding to the proof of Proposition 3.1, we need to review some elementary
tensor algebra.
Fix : € {1,...,m} and define

Hey = (Hir- o M), HO = (Ha,.. M)

HoH

as well as '
iy = QH;, HD :=QH,.
j=i j=1

We also set H(0) = H(m+1) = F. Given now u € H, we define

(éuﬂ‘)(é@ = (ﬁ%,vj HJ) ®u] e HUD, Vie H,
J=1 j=i j=i
as well as | |
(82)(®2) = (TTwsin) & vy, v
=1 j=1 J=1 Jj=i+1

These definitions arise from the canonical isomorphisms
Hj > uj e (uj,) €H;, j=1,...,m,

where H7 denotes the space of sesquilinear forms on #;, and noticing then that these yield
canonical isomorphisms

n= (@) (®)

and A
K] m
= (QH) e ( @ M)
=1 j=it+1
By linearity, we can then consider the products uv and uw, for all u € H, v € H;) and
w € H®. One can verify through a direct computation that
i—1

(3.2) < (® >® > (- <u’(§vj>?t

j=i 7=1 7j=1
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and
(3.3) <u( vﬁ;é %) :<“’(§W>H’

for all u € H and & € H.
Finally, we note the identity

(3.4) (.. (((uor)v2)vs) . . )om = <u, ®vj>H

j=1

for allu € H and 7 € H.

Proof of Proposition 3.1. Assume first that all f; € X; are integrable over E for j =
1,...,mand Tg : X — Y. To see that 1zu € X for all u € ‘H, note that, by linearity, it
m

suffices to show this for u = ®uj with u; € H;. As X; possesses the component-wise
j=1

saturation property, by [Nie24b, Proposition 3.4] we have that the F-Banach function

space (Xj)uj is saturated, therefore by [LN24, Proposition 2.5] there exists a weak order

unit p; € (X;j)y; with p;j >0 p-a.e. on Q, for all j € {1,...,m}. Observe that pju; € Xj,

for all j =1,...,m, and thus

H<Pj>E 1gru=Tgp(prut,...,PmUnm) €Y.

m
Since H(pj>E > 0, we conclude that 1z u €Y, as asserted.
j=1
Next, let 7 € H be arbitrary. Then, for all f; € X; with ||fillx, =1, j = 1,...,m,
letting u; := (fj)r, j = 1,...,m we estimate
m m
mH(/ (@) 05, )| = H| el = [{ Qe @), |
j=1 j=1
m m
\<®“w® )4l (®u:@u),|
1 =1 =1
T 1Te, e (f1s- - f)lly < T8, X0 e x X s Y — -
e (@) |12 (@)l
7j=1 7j=1
m
‘<u’®?}j>%‘
7j=1

S HTEvElHXlX---XXm*)Y Sup 1—
ucH\{0} | 1p ully

m
[l
<N Te,prllxy % xXm YH o H sup ——1t
et § Tt wernjoy 1 1erully’

where we observe that
[[all%
sup < 00
uer\o} | 1erully
exactly as in the proof of part (a) in [Nie24b, Proposition 4.1], or alternatively, as a
consequence of (2.5). Therefore, for each j = 1,...,m, by fixing f; for i = 1,...,m with

i # j and letting f; vary, from (2.1) we deduce 1pv; € X/.
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Next, we estimate

—

R:=puE)"|Tepllg_ v = suwp wE)"Ter(f)lly

fi€Bx;
Jj=1,...m
m (25) m
= o (B[ 15 (Qs)|, maewn s w(E)"||Ave (@) )|
fi€Bx; j=1 fi€Bx; j=1 H
7j=1,...m 7j=1,...m
m
o el (@inis) o)
ijEXj ueBy j=1
7j=1,...m

m
= sup sup pu(E ‘<® £) E7AYE’u> (
ucEBy ijBX]. j=1 M

Jj=1...m

Let us fix for the moment u € H as well as f; € ij for j =2,...,m and estimate
m
Ry = u(FE) sup ‘<®(fj>E,AY,E/u> ‘
fieBx, = j=1 H

Thanks to (3.2) we can write

B ) s ({0 e (@6,

f1€§x1 j=2
Setting
m
up = AYE/u (® >€H1,
7=2

we can continue the computation using (2.1) to find that

= sup ‘/E(f1($),ul>7-ll d,u(ac)‘

Ry = p(E) sup ‘<<f1>E’u1> f1€B

f1€Bx, Ha

= [11ewllx; =n [Ax; gulla -

Thus, we obtain

R B s s s [Cavn)(@1e)] |,

UGBH fJEBX Jj=2
J=2,...m
m
e s s [ (@05)] ),
ueBy fjeBXj UIEB'HI j=2 Ha
j:27"'7m
m
= u(E)" " suwp swpsup |((Avpw) (@)e). Axgpvr)
v1€By,; ueBy fjeBx; j=2 H
71=2,....m
('32)7(5'3) mfl S
=" u(E) sup sup  sup ‘<®<fj>E7(AY,E’u)(AX’l,Evl)>
U1€BH1 ueBy f]'GBXj j=2 H(2)

7j=2,....m
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Then, similarly to previously we deduce

m
R =z ,u(E)”“2 sup sup sup HAX’ H(AYE’U Ax’ JEV1 }(@ )”’
UIEB’HI u€By fJEBx j=3
J=3,...,m

Continuing inductively, we eventually arrive at

Rmg sup  sup | [[(Ay,ew)Ax; porl(Axy o)) - J(Ax, mom)]|
UjeB’Hj ueBy
7j=1,...m
m
= sup sup <AY,E/u,®(AX/_7Evj)> ‘
v; By ueBy el H
J j J
7j=1,...m

= sup sup <AY,E' (é >(évj)>?{‘

vjEBHj ucBy
j:17"'7m

= v (@ ) (@),
j=1

'UjeB’Hj uEBH ]‘:1
j7177

n (2.6)
= sw HAYE'<®AX 2) (@), = Aw(®Ax )
vEBH = =1 H—H
Jj=1,...m

Conversely, assume that 1pv € X;», forallve H;, forall j=1,...,mand 1Iprucy,
for all u € H. First of all, observe that for all j = 1,...,m, since 1gv € X;», for all
v € H;, exactly as in the proof of part (b) of [Nie24b, Proposition 4.1] we have that every
f € X is integrable over E.

Let now f; € X, j =1,...,m be arbitrary. Set

C:—_HA /( Axcr >H .
Y.E @ X/, E
We estimate

w(E)" | Te g (fi, - fm)lly = 1 EmH1E<<§) )H

(2)

Sk H( mCH@ )E) —CHH/A pfi@ ()‘H

For each j =1,...,m, choosing an orthonormal basis ey, ..., e,, of H; we get

H/AXJ’EfJ Jdp( Z‘ /A plile ()a€k>7_[

2
< ekmjdu(x)( < 111, 3 I A perlk
k=1

J

2

J

y
— -1
k=1
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Therefore, we deduce
m
p(E)" 1 Tee(Dlly Sa C T lx;-
j=1

Thus, T : Xy X ... x X, = Y. O

Using Lemma 2.6 in the special case of weighted Lebesgue spaces, we regain the familiar
expression featuring integral averages. To state it, we denote by Aw g, the reducing
operator in LY, (Q, %) of E for p € (0,00] (where we note that the quasi-Banach

function space LP((, ;(“?)) has the Fatou property). Observe that

K ) = 2z~ D+ —, K,, Vpe (0,00].
()

Proposition 3.2. Let € (0,00]™, q € (0,00] and let W be a m-tuple of matriz weights.
Then, the following are equivalent:
(i) VVj_1 is tj-integrable over E, for all j = 1,...,m and W is g-integrable over E'

1

) 0= (o, TL(F W00 15, ) ) < oo

(where the usual interpretations are in force if t; = oo for some j or ¢ = o0). Moreover,
in this case we have

m
(3:5) C Rt Ky e K Ko Aw,an<® AW;I,E,t) HH%H-

J=1

We note that if ¢; < oo, then the condition that I/Vj_1 is t;-integrable over F means

1ty
W) ) <

or equivalently (by the spectral theorem for positive definite operators on a Hilbert space)
W) ol < o,

that is, Wj*tj is integrable over F. Similarly, if ¢ < oo, then the condition that W is
g-integrable over E’ is equivalent to the condition that WY is integrable over E’.

Proof of Proposition 3.2. First of all, if (i) is true, then the reducing matrices in (3.5) are
well-defined. Thus, using Lemma 2.6, we have

C= <][ﬁ (]{g W)W () 50, e, dx) ’ dy) q
j=1

q 1

~(f f[ (1956 W30, d2) )’
<ttt (1. ﬁ A1, Wi, 09
(£,
(1,

(& v )W, 000)

w0 (@), )
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Nanq

m

TSI

adaY @ Wit Bt ) |y —n
]:

Conversely, assume that C' < co. Then, there is yo € E such that W;(yo) is invertible,
forall j=1,...,m and

aq
T

f[l(]é ||Wj(y0)Wj(x)*1||Zi_mjdp(x)) I < 0.

Then
—1nti .
W00 W30 g i) < 0, i =1,

Since W;(yo) is a fixed invertible linear operator on H;, we deduce that I/Vj_1 is t;-integrable
over F for all j =1,...,m. Then, similarly to previously, we have

o q
00 > C S iy, Kip, (]{E’ <®AW[1’E¢1>W(y)HHHH dy> .
J=1

Q=

m
Since ® Ay g 4 € L(H) is a fixed invertible linear operator on H, we deduce that W
J k) k)
j=1
is g-integrable over E’, concluding the proof. O

Finally, we prove a result that shows that the linear matrix Muckenhoupt classes embed
into our bilinear matrix Muckenhoupt weight classes.

Proposition 3.3. Let X be a Banach function space over Q) with the Fatou property and
let W :Q — L(H) be a matriz weight. Then the following are equivalent:
(2) TE : XW — Xw;
(i) Te : (X )w-1 = (X p-1;
(iii) T : Xw X (X )w-1 = Lipgp- (G HOH).
Moreover, in this case we have

1Telxw—xw = 1Tl (x7))—1 (xS ||TE||XWx(X/)W_ﬁL;V@W_I(Q;H@H),
HTEHXW><(X’)W,1—>L‘1/V®W71(Q;H®H) <N Tellxw—xw 1Tl x7) -1 (X7 1 -

Proof. The equivalence (i)<(ii) with equal norm follows from (2.1) and the fact that

Q Q

For (iii)=(i), note that for any g € (X")y—1 we have
| [t aman] = | [0 @eman] =| [0V@ W@ 0) e

§/||W(33)<f>E||HHW(5U)1<9>EHHdN: ITe(f;9)l:  (@Frern
E WeW

< ||TE||XW><(X’)W_1—>L5V®W_1(Q;’H®’H)Hf”XWHgH(X’)WA

Taking a supremum over all g € (X')y—1 = (Xw )’ of norm 1 proves that Tg : Xy — Xy,
with

1T xw—xw < ITEl Xy x(xr)gor -8,y
For (i)&(ii)=-(iii), note that

1Te(f,9) L (QHEH) :/ﬂHW(OC)TEf(x)HHHW(OC)_lTEg(x)HH dp

(HOH)

”L‘I/V
QW
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SN TefllxwlTegllxr), 1
which shows that

1Ty x (7)1 L2 @nan) < N Tellxw—xwl TEll (), 1 =) -1

wew—1

as desired. m

Remark 3.4. When H = F, we have LW w-1 (G FRF) =
identification F ® F = F. Now, in the implication (i)&(ii)=(ii

/ Ti(f.g)(x) dps = / Tp f(2)g(x) dp
Q Q

to produce a bound using only Tx : Xy — Xy . Thus, in this case we have

L'(Q2) under the canonical
i) we can use the fact that

ITElxw < (x7) -1 =210 = ITElxw—xw = 1TEl (X)X

It is unclear whether this same equality holds for general H or not.

4. THE MULTILINEAR MATRIX MUCKENHOUPT CONDITION
Let W be an m-tuple of matrix weights and let p’= (p1y---yPm) € [1,00]™. We set
L%/(Rd;ﬁ) = L%I(Rd;”;’-h) X e X L%’};(Rd;?-[m),
and, recalling our conventions, we have defined
1
H = ®H3, W = ®W ‘R? = L(H —:Z—
7=1 7j=1 7j=1 p
We say that W satisfies the Muckenhoupt Ay condition and write W e Ay, if ijl
locally p;-—integrable forall j=1,...,m and

Wl 1= s 1Tall g ety 1, ey <

where the supremum is taken over all cubes Q C R,

Remark 4.1. The condition that VV;1 is locally p}—integrable ensures that any function
fe L];I"/j(Rd; ;) is locally integrable.

Definition 4.2. Let W be a m-tuple of matrix weights. Let also p € (
and s € (R\{O}) U{oo} with p'> 7 (i.e. p; > rjforall j=1,...,m) an
convention = := 0). Define

1 1 1 1 1 1 .
—i=—-—-=-€0,00), —:i=——-—¢€]0,00) forj=1,...,m
¢ p s tj T P

more (0,00)™
% (where by

ﬁl*—‘._,
AV

We define
[W] 5, (7,5 —Sup ][H ][HW Wi(z;)~ 1”7-1 S, dxj) dx) ,

where the supremum is taken over all cubes Q@ C R?, and an integral average is interpreted
as an essential supremum whenever the associated exponent is infinite. In particular, if

€ [1,00]™, 7= (1,...,1) and s = 0o (so that ¢ = p and t; :p;» for j =1,...,m), then
we define

q
t

[W]ﬁpp = [W] 5 (

P,(7,s),0p*
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Proposition 4.3. Let p' e [1 and let W be an m- tuple of matrix weights. Then, we

oo™
have W € Ay if and only if | ]ﬁop < 00. Moreover, in this case we have
[W]ﬁ, op gﬁ,m [W]ﬁ < [W]IZOp-

Proof. First suppose that [W]@Op < oo. Then, by Proposition 3.2, we have that I/Vj_1
locally p’.—integrable for all j =1,...,m. Moreover, we estimate

ITa(Fl, Rdm—HHW W W el 1 |

Lr(R4)

3=

<(/ H (W53 ), Wi )l ) )

=

p
< / H ][nw W)™ 5 g, g ) 5 (W Fille, Y, )

- 1
< WilopQl? H(HijjHHj>pj,Q < p,opHHf]HLm (RAH,)"

j=1 7j=1

Taking a supremum over all cubes Q C R? proves that W € Ay with [Vf/]ﬁ < [W]ﬁ,op.
The converse follows immediately from Proposition 3.1 coupled with Proposition 3.2,
(2.5) and the observation that for any measure space (Q, u) we have Kppq ) < 2™ 1. O

The main result of this section is the following:
Theorem 4.4. Let j € [1,00]™, and let W € Ay. Then we have

sup [[[Wollalp < [Wlsops
veH\{0}
and

sup [HW UH'HJ] . Nmn [W]ﬁom Vi=1,....,m.
veH,;\{0}

In particular, if p < 0o, we have

L .
[(Wlrw, == sup [[Woll3]iw Smp [Wlgop
veH\{0}
and, if pj > 1,
1
_ P} =
W ew,, == sup [IW; 0l iy Samaizy W]pop

J UEHj\{O}
forallj=1,....m

We defer the proof to the end of this section.
The following result is a multilinear analogue of the result that the norms of an A,
matrix weight applied to vectors, uniformly belong to the scalar A, class.

Proposition 4.5. Let p’ € [1,00]™ and let W be an m-tuple of matriz weights. If W € Ag,

then
Wi = (Wil - - [Wintimll,) € Ap
for all uy, ..., uy with uj € H;\{0}. Moreover, we have
LS (Wil < Wy

u; €M, \{0}
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Proof. Observe that
2 —1 —1
w7, Wil < W5 gl
SO HVVuJH?__L1 is locally p;—integrable. Let h; € s

Wil (Rd)- Then f; = hju; €
Ly, (Rd H;) with

”fj”L%j(Rd;H Hh HLT‘U Wy, (Rd)’
and m m m
o(f) =(H 1Q>®“J’ZTQ(h)®u1
j=1 j=1 J=1

Hence, since HW(@;”ZI uj> HH = [ Wil = Wa,

1Ta()ll2g, @y = 1Ta(F)ll g, ez Huh I,

W .
1759

as desired. O

(R%)’

Remark 4.6. In view of the properties of the scalar multilinear Muckenhoupt condition
[LOPT09], Proposition 4.5 already implies that

{HW®%H I, < 07,

as well as that )
W5l < Wlp G =1.eim

mp);
for all nonzero u; € H;, j = 1,...,m. This already implies that these weights satisfy some
reverse Holder inequalities. However, these do not appear to be sufficient to estimate the

mutlilinear convex body sparse operators in Section 6 below, and we need the full result
of Theorem 4.4.

Proposition 4.7. Let jj (0,00]™, 7€ (0,00)™ and s € (R\{0}) U {oco} with p > " and
% > 1 Let W be a m-tuple of matriz weights with [W] 7.(7s),0p < 00. Then

[W]p,(r,s),op < [W]ﬁ,(ﬁs) op
Proof. Like above, set % = % — %, % = % — p%- for j =1,...,m, and fix a cube Q C R%,
Observe that
I &1 1 1
t Z:; ti v p
Thus, by Holder’s inequality for the exponents ¢;, j = 1,. , we get
m a4
(# TL(£ 1W5W5() 1 do )t )’
Q=1 /e
m q 1
t
> (4 (4 LW W)y s de) )’
Q /R4
1
—(f (£ IWEW) o) dy)
Q MJQ
concluding the proof. O

We now prove a matrix weighted version of [LMO18, Lemma 3.2]. We use the notation
similar to the one of [Nie20, Proposition 3.1.6].
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Proposition 4.8. Let p € (0,00]™, 7 € (0,00)™ and s € (R\{0}) U {oc} with p > 7 and
% > 1 . Let W be a m- tuple of matriz weights with [W]*(FS) op <00. Fizje{l,...,m}.

Set

R NVE A

o T r s
Then

Wils (5,050 Sitssit W (7,5).00
and B
[Wj_l]pj,(rj,aj) ) gﬁs,ﬁ [W]p,(r,s),op7

wherel%_::%%—%—p%.

For the proof we use the following lemma:

Lemma 4.9. Let p € (0,00], r € (0,00) and s € (R\{0}) U {oo} with p > r and
Assume that [W],, (. ¢).0p < 00. Set

151
p — S

Then, we have [W 1], (r,s),0p < 00 and

[W_l]ﬁ,(r,s),o ~r,s,n SUP HAWQ, AW—l,Q, ||7'l%7-l ~r,s,n [W]p,(r,s),op

1_ 1 1_1
p~s r P
Proof. Observing that % < 1—1) < % nd
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
S and So-=-—o
p s r.p r p p S
this follows from Proposition 3.2 (where we note that K; < 9=+ <, 1 and, similarly,
K, < s 1), and the self-adjointness of reducing operators. O
p 1._1_1 1._1_1 1.1 _ 1 S
Proof of Proposition 4.8. Set T s T b and % T T forj=1,...,m

Then x; € (0,00]. Indeed, we have

which implies that
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
pj 04 T S V“j pj T P S

Now fix a cube @ € R? and j € {1,...,m}. By permuting the indices, we may assume
without loss of generality that j = 1. Then we first note that

W1 (2) " Wi () = = (W1 (2) T WA (Y) @ ida, - - @ idag,, e
Since [W]@(ﬁs) < 00, we have that W, ! is ¢;-integrable over Q. Denoting A; := Ay -

fori=1,...,m as well as A® := Q" A;, we write

(Wi(z) "' Wi(y)) @idy, ... @idyy,

1
7Q7ti

= (Wi (z) LA A W (y (é} ) AT AW ()
=2

= (Wi(a) (é A7h) | (aowiy)).

=2
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Using first the submultiplicativity of the operator norm and then the fact that the operator
norm of the tensor product of operators equals the product of the operator norms of the
individual operators, we finally get

W1 (2) " W (y) [l 24,

< W (@) AT s e (T 0) ™ A7 a3 ) [AS W () i
1=2
Thus, we deduce

1

a2l 1
(£, (£, w060 W@l ) )

]l W1 (x) P AT,y da )
X (]l <HHW2‘( )TAT 1]]HZHH)\\A®W( 5 ,,d )
Srama (][ <H||W LA )HA®W( I d )

Now, we observe that

1

1

f:l 11 1,1 11 1 1 1
—t; g t t B Ky

Thus, we apply Holder’s inequality for the exponents ts,...,tm,, g to conclude that

<J[ (f ”Wl(m)_lwl(y)\\%ﬁ%dw)%dy)»31

S (LT 10045 ) ) (147 W )

Sisii [W]

P,(7,8),0p>

concluding the proof of the first estimate. The second estimate follows immediately from
the first one coupled with Lemma 4.9, proving the result. ]

We now want to show that the conclusions of Proposition 4.7 and Proposition 4.8
together are actually equivalent to the condition of the weight m-tuple belonging to the
multilinear matrix Muckenhoupt class.

Theorem 4.10. Let p € (0,00]™, 7 € (0,00)™ and s € (R\{0}) U {oco} with p > 7 and
% > % Let W be a m-tuple of matriz weights with [W g i g op < 00. Set

Then, the following are equivalent.

(2) [ ]p (7,s),0p < 005
(i) Wilp, (r.0)0p < 00 for each j=1,...,m and [W], s < oc.

Moreover, in this case we have

maX([Wl]ply(h,ol),opa sy [Wm]pm,(rm,om),op’ [W]p,(r,s),op) SF Kot [W]ﬁ,(f',s),op
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and
m
ﬁy(Fvs)vop gﬁyfvsym [W]pv(rvs)vop H[W]pj,('f‘j,Uj),Op

Proof. The implication (i)=-(ii) together with the first inequality follow from Proposi-
tion 4.7 and Proposition 4.8. Thus, it remains to show that (ii)=-(i) together with the
second inequality.

Assume that [Wjl,. (r,.0,).0p < 00 for each j = 1,...,m and [W], .5 < co. We set
1. (1 _ 1y 1.1 1 1._1 _ 1 1 ._ 1 1 . .
Z'_m(F_§)7E'_5_§7t = an dn—j.—p—j—o—jforj—l,...,m. Fix a cube
Q C R%. Then, we have

(A pmmsraf
LT fHW >>
<1,(1, H ][ 75 )W) -, 75 2 >Wj<x>luzﬁﬂjdx)%dy)fdz

m

ﬁ £
—1 -1 t;
]l <][ W (y) | ]l W5 IW; (), g )
J

=1
Notice that
ShlL Lol ld Ay
— 1 t p t r ros) U

)

4 Lo
H W) - o) )
t 4

]l ]l Wiy 1\|H%dy)5dz)f

J
Thus, by applying Hélder’s inequality with the exponents %, Ty 5, we deduce

K ¢
—1 t; K
f Loty
S N 7’ 8)70[) H p]7(7njvo-] Op’
where
1 1 1 1
Si= - -
p r s D
Thus, we have shown that
m
[W]ﬁ,(ﬁs),op S 70p H p]y 7‘]70]
7j=1

An appeal to Lemma 4.9 yields [W_l]p (r,8),0p ~n,rys | Wlp,(r,s),0ps concluding the proof. [

Proposition 4.11. Let p € (0,00], r € (0,00) and s € (R\{0}) U {oco} withp > r

>3
and v # s. Assume that [W], . ¢ op < 00. Then, for all v € H\ {0} we have

1
" p

W22 < (W]

p?(r78)70p’
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where
1_1 1
—=2—€10,1 and -:=--—-.
K I 1 P r s
T S
Proof. Set
1 1 1 1 1 1
t r p q p s

and observe that
pr' =1, pr=gq.

To begin with, we prove the following estimate for measurable functions f : R — H:

4y (£ U@IE) < W £ V@ @)

We estimate
1

(f<uw<x>fusz>5 ) = (4, (£ 1w smiga) as)’
< (£ (£ @WK 1W0s <y>usady) “4z)"
f ]‘ W) 15 tn)” (£ 1WA as)

< W ]luw ) o)

Next, considering the scalar weight w := ||[Wv||%,, which by Proposition 3.2 is locally &-

==

integrable, for any measurable function f : R? — [0, 00) we test (4.1) on the vector valued
1
function frv, and we get

(£ (W oigy)

1
K

<V ron( ][Q IW (@) f (@) rolfida) ™,

1
K

that is

(Pou@)ds)” < W o (£ (F@u@)d
Q Q

In other words, we have shown that

<“> R )

==

Since k € [1,00] and the scalar weight w is g-integrable over @, it is a classical fact that

R\ % =K\
(Whelw ™)y < HTQHLg <Q7‘%‘>_>L% <Q7%‘>,
yielding the required result. g
Remark 4.12. Referring to the proof of Proposition 4.11, we note that
I Ll

a3

a.e. on R

Since W1 is locally t-integrable by Proposition 3.2, we have that w™! is locally -
integrable.
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v
tnl»—l

Corollary 4.13. Let p € (0,00]™, ¥ € (0,00)™ and s € (R\{0})U{oo} withp > 7.
and r # s. Let W be a m-tuple of matriz weights with [W] (7s),0p < 00. Set

D,
1 1
r s

and

Then we have

1 -
(4.3) sup [[[Woll5,] < [Wls 7,s).0p5
veH\{0}
and
1 -
(44) sup [HW’ilfUHp -]p- Sf,s,ﬁ [W]* 7,8),0p? VJ = 15 cee, M.
veH\ {0} J HilN p,(7,s),0p

In particular, we have

1 .
(4.5) (Wlrw, == sup [[[Wollliw Srsp (Wlg@siop PF#S
veH\{0}
and
1
_ t 7, .
(4.6) W pw,, = sup [ U||H] Sesip; Wlsrsyop D F# Ty
J T wen;\{o} J

forallj=1,....m

Proof. Estimate (4.3) follows immediately from Proposition 4.7 combined with Proposi-
tion 4.11. Estimate (4.4) follows immediately from Proposition 4.8 combined with Propo-
sition 4.11 (since in the notation of Proposition 4.8 we have o; # r; for each j = 1,...,m).

Finally, since px = g and A\jp =t; forall j =1,...,m, (4.5) and (4.6) follow from (4.3),
respectively (4.4), through the fact that if « € [1,00) and w is a scalar weight, then

1
W fw Sa [Wla;

see, e.g., [HP13]. The result follows. O

Remark 4.14. If one cares about dependence on p; one can use the fact that if a < 8 and
w is a scalar weight, then

1
— 1 1a T
1_113 e - A
a B < [
[w ]FW S eofw ]§ ’
see [Nie20, Proposition 3.3.3]. If one applies this in the final estimate above respectively
with a = p, % =1_ 1_12’ w = [Wol|/, and a =p, B =t;, w = ||W].711)H7.[]., we obtain
1.1
11 . %
sup [[Woll3Jew” Srs (W5 if p#s
sEH\[0} Hliw” Srs P,(7s),0p
and
1
pj
1 _ T 1 2J
—171 75 Py pj 1 Pj .
W e 7, = sup [[|[W; U”HJ]F Srosit [W]@](f,s),op if pj # 7

T veH,;\{0}
Pj

forall j =1,...,m. Setting ¥ = (1,...,1), s = oo, this yields

-1 -
sup [[[Woll2 Jow” Sm WIERL i p < 0o
veH\{0} ’
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and
;1 ]
—1 P pji 1 Pj .
sup [[W; vl e Srsa Wi,  ifpj>1
veH,\ {0} J H; D,op
for all j = 1,...,m. As these last terms are exactly the ones that appears in Theorem B

(and Theorem 5.4 below), the dependence on 7 can be determined more precisely this way.

Proof of Theorem j.4. The result follows from Corollary 4.13 applied with 7= (1,...,1)
and s = oo. O

5. THE TENSOR PRODUCT MAXIMAL OPERATOR

Given F = (Fy,...,F,) with F; € LL (R%K(H;)) and a collection of cubes P we
define

MEF) = k( | @(Fale)
QeP j=1
and

m

MpF(z) = | ;c(®<Fj>Q) 1o()
QeP  j=1
Moreover, we drop the index P when the collection consists of all cubes.

5.1. Weak type bounds. We define Liy, (R% H)weak by

1| 2z, (RH) e = sup |1 zerauer (o)) vl ®am)-
u
As 1 crdier(a) U € SORY; F), any F € L5, (R H) belongs to Ly, (R% H)weak with

HFHLQV(Rd;H)weak < ”FHLPW(Rd,H)

The following result shows that the weak-type boundedness of M characterizes the multi-
linear matrix Muckenhoupt condition.

Proposition 5.1. Let p € [1,00]™ and let W be matriz weights. Then the following are

equivalent:
(i) W e Ap;
(i) M : I (R% K(H)) = Ly (R K(H))weak
Moreover, in this case we have
(Ws ~anm M Lz sty pgy (R () e
For the proof, we require the following lemma:

Lemma 5.2. Let j € [1,00]™, W € Ag, F e L’;}(Rd;/C(’I-_[)), and let P be a pairwise
disjoint collection of cubes in a dyadic grid D. Then

H > K(é(ﬂ?@) 1 ‘
QeEP j

Jj=1

< V- Mo
Ly Rk (7))~ [W]ijl 155l ey
Proof. We set Tfpﬁ = ZQEP;C’C(®7L:1<}PJ>Q) 1g and let g € SO(Rd;Tpﬁ), Then g =

>_0ep 9@, Where g € SO(Rd;IC(®T:1<Fj>Q 1g)). By the John ellipsoid theorem, there
is an Ag € L(H) such that

(5.1) AgB C /C((%)(Fm 1g) CnAgB,
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where B is the closed unit ball in H = ®;n:1 H;. Choosing an orthonormal basis (ek)Z]: 1
for each H;, for k= (b1, km), k5 € {1,...,n;}, we write ey := ®;n:1 ek;, and set

U;:;’Q = Agqej. By the first inclusion in (5.1) and Carathéodory’s theorem on convex hulls,

we have
2n+1 m
Q _ Q Q
Uy = Z 9i75®<f,;27j>62,
i=1 j=1

with HQ >0, Y2t HQ =1, and fgij € S9R% Fj1¢). Now, since gg(z) € n%AQP by
the second inclusion in (o 1), it is of the form
2n+1

=Y h2(a)d =Y h(a Ze ® MQ1Q(35),
;; R

1
for hg satisfying <ZE ]hg(x)\Q) > < 3. Now, setting hi := Y ocp hg 1¢, it follows from
the quasi-triangle inequality that

ol = (| S0 5 52 0 Qs ot ae)
J=

QEP =1
< DG pd 3 (/ Z 02, ®W 12 Jala ‘p dm)é
P QeP i=1

2n+1 1
S Y z/(ze Wy@)(72, Dol dr)?
i QEP
2n+1
Som (X i 0Tl 2Ny )
i QeP i=1
2n+1

UDNOIPICH H(/’WF"dx)po

i QeP i=1

1

n (20 + 1)%[W]ﬁ< > 1:[ (/Q!WjF}\pj dx)f})z

m 1 m
Sn,m [W]ﬁH / |W F |pj dCC " < ]ﬁH ‘|FjHL€$j (REK(H,))"
Q Jj=1

cP
Taking a supremum over all g € S°(R%; TpF ), the assertion follows. O
=(

—

Proof of Proposition 5.1. For (ii)=-(i), note that Tins a selection of M (KC(f)). Hence,

HTQJFHL{’N(Rd;H) - ”TQﬂ’LPW(RdH Yweak — HM( ( ))HL” (REGKC(H)) weak

< I 7 ey by (R0 LRGN 27 et
j=1

=Ml 5 (gt 1y (i) s 1 Wil e,
i
This proves that W e Ay with

[ ] < HMHLP (Rd H)HLP (R H)weak.
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For (i)=(ii), by a 3%-lattice reduction and the monotone convergence property it suffices
to bound Mx uniformly for finite collections of cubes F contained in a dyadic grid D.

Letu e H. Ifu € M;ﬁ(m), there is a Q € F with € @ for which u € IC(@ZI(Fj)Q).
Denote the maximal cubes @ € F for which u € IC(® [TV e > by P. Then

L eRrdueny Fayy ¥ € Z ®<FJ>Q 1g

QEeP j=1

a.e., so that by Lemma 5.2 we have

1T emnerts ey gy i < | Zm(é (Fi)o) 1o

QeP 7=1

m
Nnm H |F H pJ RdlC(’HJ))
7=1

The result follows. O

Ly (REK(H))

5.2. Strong type upper bounds. Next, we prove a strong-type bound for M*.
Theorem 5.3. Let € (1,00]™ and W € Agy. Then
M* LV (R K(H)) — Ly (R K(H))

with
/.
m
K 5 —
M HL%/(Rd;IC(H))HL{’N(Rd;IC(H)) Ndm"vp H FW/
/
- 1+Z] lpj

§d7m7ﬁ7ﬁ [W]p
We begin with a couple of standard reductions. Using Proposition 2.7, for any F e
(R4 K(#H)) we have

loc

[W () ME(F)@) | = W) (L@Jé o), = [URWiw Ee 10w,

Jj=1 Q j=1
m
—supH® QH 1o(x —SHPHH Fj>Q‘H 1o(z)
J:
m

< sp [ LW @)l o Ta(@) = Myp (F) @)
7j=1
Thus, we only have to find L’I}/(Rd; K(#)) — LP(R?) bounds for M.
We will actually prove a more general result. Let p € (0,00]™ and # € (0,00)™ with
D> T D #ooand p; # rj forall j =1,...,m. Let W be a m-~tuple of matrix weights
with [W]p7(r,oo) < 0. For F € LT (RY; IC(?-[)) we define

7Op

-

My o F) ) = sup (TTIW @B, )G ) 16,

j=1
where the supremum is taken over all cubes Q@ C R¢. We will deduce L’I}/ (R IC(?-_[)) —
LP(RY) bounds for M,y - in terms of [W]ﬁ,(F,oo),op'
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Theorem 5.4. Let € (0,00]™ and 7 € (0,00)™ with § > 7. Let W be a m-tuple of
matriz weights with [Wz (7.c).0p < 0. We have

m
HMVT/,FHL%(Rd;IC(ﬁ))—>LP(Rd) Sd,m,ﬁ,ﬁf Wp (7,00),0p H
Jj=1 F*p*j

1

Pj
437 1+
i P

Sd,m,ﬁf [W]

The second inequality follows from the first through Corollary 4.13 (and Remark 4.14),

so we need only prove the first one. Moreover, we note that by setting 7 = (1,...,1),
Theorem 5.3 follows from this one.

The proof of Theorem 5.4 follows the same strategy as in [Gol03, Theorem 3.2]. We

first need to bound two auxiliary operators. The first one is the multilinear counterpart

of “Goldberg S auxiliary maximal operator” from [Gol03] and is of interest in its own.

Namely, for F € LT (R%K(H)) we set

P,(7,00),0p

loc

Mg oF) @) i= sup (L0, 0.) " Fi 1 15 10(0)

j=1

where the supremum is taken over all cubes Q@ C RY. If ¥ = (1,...,1) then we write
My = My 5

Proposition 5.5. Let § € (0,00]™ and 7 € (0,00)™ with f > 7. Let W be a m-tuple of
matriz weights with [W{l]pw . <oo forallj=1,...,m. We have

R
1
_pL

m
H'MW FHLP v (R K(H))—Lr(RA) ~d7,5,7 H

Proof. We adapt the argument of [IKP17, p. 252]. Set

11 1 7
i = 5, KRi= D
t 7 P 7
We note that # < t. For each j =1,...,m let 7j € (1,00) with
d+1 t;
T =20 sup (WAl e Jew,
AeL(H; )

A invertible

where as a consequence of Lemma, 2.6 we observe that
1
tj 7] -1
sup H|WjAHHj_>Hj]FW Sn [Wj ]FWtj < o0.
AeL(H; )
A invertible

T]tj Tt

"
that t; > r;), the sharp Reverse Holder inequality [HPR12, Theorem 2.3], and Lemma 2.6,
we estimate

My AF)(z)

)

!/
Then, using in each factor Holder’s inequality for the exponents - > (where we note

m L 7iti l r (T ,
<sup (TT0CAw; 1 )19, I )G I 5 HH< ) . (%) ) 10@)
j=1
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(W, F HH(T“) o

©s\~

m
_ ts
sup(H W5 (A1 )~ 55,00
7j=1

1

- (ﬁ (IW; F ||H<w> o (%) ) 1o(@).

=1
Set
wj = Pj 5, J=1,...,m
| Titi
(%)
‘We observe that
L
= K,
T’j T’j

Kj

<m>/
T
classical strong type estimate for the Hardy—Littlewood maximal function M on R we
obtain

therefore w; = > 1. Thus, applying again Holder’s inequality and then the

P

U 1 m m(i’ﬁ) (L) 1
([ Mg sF)arar) Sae TL( | Mwim i e "5 )
Rd ) ]:1 Rd J
m 1 . 1
Sage [Jwp ([ W@ E ) o)™
j=1 R
Now notice that
W Py _ by g pj(Titi —1j)
Jj ] T, P —
Titi Titi
_ bty =) 1 e
- - - ~PjTq bl
CLLC e e T P I B A
therefore
1 1 1 EL
I\ D D — pPj
(w])pj ~Pj,T5,8 (T])pj Nd n,pj;,Trj [Wj :IF<7V1§J
1
It now remains to observe that ;—2 =0 p_J . O
i Pj

Lemma 5.6. Suppose p < co. Let F be a finite family of cubes contained in a dyadic grid
D. For all Q € F, we consider the auziliary operator

No.r(a) = sup. (HIIW Ay e, Iy, ) 1(@).

Then
No r(@)Pdz Sirp (W Q|

for all Q € F.
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Proof. We adapt the proof of [Gol03, Lemma 3.3]. Since [W]@(ﬁw),op < 0o, we have that
W is p-integrable over ). Since F is finite, a crude estimate shows that there is a best
constant 0 < B < oo such that

/ No.7(z)Pdz < B|Q],
Q

for all Q € F. We show that B <; 75 [W]g(ﬁw)’op.

Let 0 < A < oo be a large constant to be specified later. Fix Q € F. Denote by S the
set of maximal cubes R in F(Q) satisfying

H (A ; ,Qt AW].’l,R,thHj_’HJ' > A.
It is clear that
NQ j—- < A H HW -_1,Q7tj ||/Hj*>7'[j7 \V/QE € Q \ (U S)’

therefore, using Lemma 2.6,

/Q\(US) Nor(e)de < Ap/ H W5 (@) Ayt g 4, 3,90, A < PAPIWE e ) 0@,

where the constant ¢ > 0 depends only on 7, 7.
We now claim that )
Rl < -
> IR < 51|

ReS
if A is sufficiently large. Indeed, for each R € S we estimate, using Lemma 2.6,

t t
A < H ” ; 7Q tj AWJ-il,R,thHj_)’Hj

t
.

. -1 - 1 y
R \R!E( LW (A1) 15, ).

so by applying Holder’s inequality (for sums) we obtain

AR Zagrn ST ([ 1W560) (A ) 15y o 0)

t
tj

ReS ReS j=1
i t
SH(Z/ ”Wj(m)_l(AW Qtj) 1HHJ_>HJdm>t
j=1 Res”’R
i t
< IL( I )y g de)* g
j=1

This shows that one has only to choose large enough A depending only on 7, p) 7.
Observe that for each R € S and each x € R we have either Ng r(z) = Ngr(x)
or No.r(z) < AT, HWJ’(QU)AWJfl,Q,t].HHJ-—>HJ-- Thus, since the cubes in S are pairwise

disjoint we conclude

/ Nor(a pdx—Z/NQ; oyda < AP, Q1+ B Y IR

ReS ReS

< (AP oy oo 2 ) €1
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—.

B
Thus, we deduce that B < ZCAP[W] —|— , showing that B < 4cAP [W] O

p,(7,00),0p p,(7,00),0p"

We can now prove Theorem 5.4.

Proof of Theorem 5./. If p = 0o, note that for every cube @) and a.e. z € () we have
m 1 m L m
LTI @El5) G < H W5 (@)W 506 H 151 2, maskcauy)
i=1 i=1 i=1

-

< Wk, (7,00) 00 H HF}HL%J (REK(H;)
=1

proving the result.

Now suppose p < co. Through the 3%-lattice trick and monotone convergence it suffices
to prove such a bound uniformly for the operators M FW obtained by restricting the
supremum in the definition of MW,F to cubes in finite collections F contained in a dyadic
grid D. In particular, M]__’W’F(ﬁ)(az) < oo for every x € RY,

For each j € Z, let S; be the family of all maximal cubes R € F with the property

L
T

2 < H 1(A Wil Rt) 15}'”%)1{ < 2

and set

= J{weR: M,y (F)(z) < 2"2Np r(x)}.
RGS]'

Let » € R? with Mfwf(ﬁ)(x) # 0. We claim that there exists j € Z with z € Ej;.
Indeed, pick R, € F with x € R, and

m 1
Mz H (IW; () Ejll37,) &, -
Observe that
m L m L
(W5 (@) F5115,) K At gyl - Ay g )™ Fill 0 R,
J Jj [t
i=1 =1
1
thus H?;l(H(AWJ__l vatj)—leHZ)}% > 0. Therefore, there exists j € Z with
1
J 1 Tj J+1
2 < TLU Ay ) B <20,
7=1
Then, there is R € §; such that R, € R. Then x € R and
m L 1
TLUw;@EI5) 7 H 95V Ay g, oy, A1 ) Bl )
j=1
< 2J+1NR,]—'($)a
thus z € Ej.

Observe also that |JS; C {./\/l v F ) > 27} for each j € Z. Thus, we deduce
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S 20+2)p / Ng F(z)Pdx
jez ReS,
S‘/m’ﬁ’ﬁ’F [W]ﬁ,(f“,oo),op Z sz Z ’R‘ - [W]Ip;v(Fvoo)vop Z QJP‘ U S]‘
ez ReS, jez
JjEZ

1

pj

m
p
gd,ﬁ,ﬁf (7 oo),op(H > H H J || PJ (R (M ))
j=1 rj*p%. j=1
concluding the proof. O

5.3. Sparse domination. While we did not use this in the proof of Theorem 5.3, we
nonetheless prove convex body sparse domination of MY, generalizing [Nie24a, Theo-
rem C].

Lemma 5.7. Let D be a dyadzc grid in R and let F C D be finite. For all Fe LIOC( R 7—2)
there exists a martingale g—sparse collection S C F for which

MEF(z) C n2(2n)™ MK F(z)
for a.e. x € R,

Proof. Let Qo € F. Using the John ellipsoid theorem, for each j € {1,...,m} we can find
an orthonormal set B;(Qo) of H; and (Ae;)e;e8;(Qo): Ae; = 0, for which

gj(QO) = { E , <u7 ej>Hj)\€jej : HUH’HJ < 1}
e;€8;(Qo)
satisfies

“ NJ\D—‘

&i(Qo) € (Fj)q, € njEi(Qo).

We set

m
B(QO) = {®6] S €j € B](QO)a .] = 1,""m}a
j=1
and for each e € B(Qp) we let ch.(Qp) denote the collection of maximal cubes Q € F
contained in g satisfying

m

H| 6] H; Q| > 2n H e] H] QO’

where e = Q7" ¢;

Letting ch(Qo) denote the maximal cubes in (J.ep(q,) che(Qo), we let Sy denote the
maximal cubes in F, and iteratively define

Siii=|J (@), S=[]Js:
=0

QES;
We will show that S is sparse. Indeed, for each Qg € S we have

Yookl > > el

Q€&ch(Qo) e€B(Qo) Q€che(Qo)

< > ! ﬁ /\ )s€5) Hjldw)%

1
eeB(Qo) 2n [T72 1 (I(FY, )3, 1) &5, @ec e(Qo ) =1
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3 1 (X [ i)

1
eBQo) 2n [ 171 ([(F}, ) ;] >5Oj=1 Qech(Qo)
|Qo| Qo]
< 1ol _ %0l
- Z 2n 2’

e€B(Qo)

3=

as desired.
For each @ € F, we let m5(Q) denote the smallest cube Qg € S containing (). Suppose
Q € F satisfies m5(Q) = Qo. If @ # Qo, then @ fails the stopping condition for all

ec B(QO)a i'e', ife= ®;n:1 €j, then

m
H 6]7.[] Yol < (2n)™ H e]HJ

As this estimate remains true when QQ = (g, we find that

m

(52) RQiFo= > @ sreimaes € @)™ S (T e5)n, hay ) Kle).

Jj=1 e€B(Qo) j=1 e€B(Qo) J=1
Now, fix e € B(Qo) where e = @', ¢;, and pick f; € SO(RY; Fy) for which
<|<Fjaej>7‘l]’|>Q0:<<fj’6j>?-lj> 0 J=1...,m.

1
Fixing j € {1,...,m}, since (f;)q, € (Fj)qQ, C n;&;(Qo), we can write

1
(figo =n: €)1 N €
e’ EB](QO

with [Jullz;; < 1. Thus,

Q ol

(K{Fj ei)n; oo = (((fidaei)m;) o) = nj%<u €j)H; Ae;€5 € T 5 (Qo) € 17 (Fj)qo-

Combining this with (5.2) yields

j=1 j=1
In conclusion, we find that

MeF@) = ) U @Ealel cnien™ [J K(QiFa)

QoesS  QeF  j=1 Qo€ES j=1
7s(Q)=Qo

C 2 (2n)" ME F(x).
As Mécﬁ(x) € K, we conclude that also
MEF(x) = K(MFF(x)) € n? (2n)"ME F(x),
as desired. O

6. MATRIX WEIGHTED BOUNDS FOR MULTILINEAR CALDERON—ZYGMUND OPERATORS

In this section we prove matrix weighted upper bounds for multilinear Calderén—Zygmund
operators as well as matrix weighted lower bounds for non-degenerate multilinear Calderén—

Zygmund operators.
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6.1. Multilinear Calderén—Zygmund operators. Here we briefly recall the definition
of multilinear Calderén—Zygmund operators and properties of them that will be important
for the convex body sparse domination.

Let w : [0,00) — [0,00) be a modulus of continuity, meaning in this paper an increasing,
continuous function with w(0) = 0 such that there is a constant D € [1, 00) with
w(2t) < Dw(t), Vtel0,00).

The best such D is called doubling constant of w. In particular, setting r := logy(D) €
[0,00), we have
w(ct) < "Dw(t), Vee[l,00), Vte]0, ).

We will also assume that w satisfies the so-called Dini condition, that is
1
dt
lw||Dini == / w(t) — < oo.
0 t

Let A := {(yo,¥1,---,ym) € RH™ L yo =y1 = ... = yu}. A m-linear Calderdn-
Zygmund kernel with modulus of continuity w is a function K : (R?)™*1\ A — C for which
there exists a constant C'x € (0,00) such that the following two conditions are fullfilled:

(1) Size condition: For all (yo,y1,.-.,ym) € (RY)™F1\ A we have
Ck
m md’
(Zk,e:o Yk — ye|)

(2) Smoothness condition: For all j =0,1,...,m, for all

(y07"'?yja"'aym)’(y(]a"'ay_;',"')ym) € (Rd)erl \A

|K(y0’yla s aym)| <

with
g5~ )1 < 5 max Jy;—
Yi yj — 2 k=0,...m Yi Yk
we have
’K(y07"'7yj7"'7ym) _K(y07"'7y;7"'7ym)’
v — yjl ) ‘ 1
m _ md’
L I )

A multilinear Calderén—Zygmund operator with kernel K is an m-linear operator
T:SRYHY™ = S'(RY),
where S(R?) denotes the space of Schwarz functions on R? and &'(R%) the space of
tempered distributions, such that the following hold:

(1) The operator T admits a bounded, m-linear extension LI(R%) — LI(R%) for some
m-tuple g € [1,00)™. By abuse of notation we denote this extention also by 7.

< CKw<

(2) For all m-tuples of (suitable) complex valued functions f = (fi,...,fm) there
holds

Tmmzj K (o, [ £ w) 47

for all z € R*\ (7L, supp(/f;).

We will need some properties of multilinear Calderén—Zygmund operators that have
appeared earlier in the literature. We recall that for p € (0,00) and a measurable function
f: R4 — C we define

1
[/l oo may 7= sup Al{[f| > A}|>.
A>0
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Proposition 6.1. The operator T" admits a bounded extension LT(Rd) — L%’W(Rd) with
T gy ety S CUT oty + Crclllom),
where the constant C > 0 depends only on d,m,q and the doubling constant of w.

Following [Lil18], we consider the “grand maximal operator” My given by

—

Mz (f)(z) = sgpesgesgp IT(F)(€) — T(f130) ()| 1o(x), = €RY,

where the first supremum ranges over all cubes @ C R?. Moreover, following [Li18], for
any cube Qp € R? we consider the localized grand maximal operator Mr,g, given by

Mr.go(f)(x) == sup esssup |T(f130,)(€) = T(f130)(¢)| 1g(x), « € R,
QCQo ¢€Q

where the first supremum ranges over all cubes @ C R? contained in Qy. Observe that

Mr.qo(f) < Mr(f13q,)-
Proposition 6.2. For any cube Qo C R? one has

m
—

IT(f 13q,)(2)] < el|T| oy L1 1f1(@)] + Mgy (£)(2)
j=1

1
IR —Lm>

for a.e. x € Qq, where the constant ¢ > 0 depends only on d.

For any 0 < n < oo, we denote by M, the Hardy-Littlewood n-maximal function on
RY, that is, for f € L] (R?) we define

M, f(x) : —Sgp(\f\ >”1Q( ), z€R

where the supremum ranges over all cubes Q C R, Moreover, we denote by M the

m-(sub)linear maximal function on R?, that is, for f € L1 (R?) we define

loc
f —supH|fJ xGRd,

where the supremum ranges over all cubes Q@ C R,
Proposition 6.3. For alln € (0, i) we have

MT(f) < C(CKHWHDlm + HTH M(]?) + Mn(’T(f)’) a.e. on :R,d7

LI(R) L7 °°(Rd))
where the constant C > 0 depends only on m,d,n and the doubling constant of w.

Propositions 6.1, 6.2 and 6.3 and their proofs appear already implicitly in [DHL18, Lil8].
Nevertheless, since the proofs there concern only the case m = 2 and especially in [Lil8]
a stronger, L"-Hormander smoothness assumption on the kernel is considered, we give
detailed proofs of Propositions 6.1, 6.2 and 6.3 in the appendix.

Corollary 6.4. The grand mazimal operator Mt maps LT(Rd) — L%’W(Rd) boundedly
with

HMTHLl Rd %L%’M(Rd) — (CKHWHDIIH + HT”LI(Rd %L%’W(Rd))’
where the constant C depends only on m,d and the doubling constant of w.

Proof. This follows immediately by combining Propositions 6.1 and 6.3, after observing
T 1
that the m-linear maximal operator M maps L'(R%) — Lm*°(R?) boundedly and that

the Hardy Littlewood n-maximal function maps Li’oo(Rd) — Li’oo(Rd) boundedly for
any 0 <n < % U
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Remark 6.5. Let T be the m-linear extension of T acting on m-tuples of vector valued
functions as defined in (1.3). Then, for all m-tuples of (suitable) vector valued functions

f: (fl, .. ,fm) with fj ‘RY — /Hj, we have

m

TP = [ KD @)

for all z € R?\ (2 supp(f;).

6.2. Sparse domination of multilinear Calderén—Zygmund operators. In this sub-
section we prove a pointwise domination of the vector valued extensions of multilinear
Calderon—Zygmund operators by a “multilinear” convex body sparse operator. This dom-
ination is based on a bootstrapping principle whose starting point is the pointwise sparse
domination algorithms in the scalar setting, which in turn relies on the following multilin-
ear adaptation of [NPTV17, Lemma 3.2].

For a measurable function f : R¢ — V that is integrable over the cube Q we denote

(e =K

Lemma 6.6. Let T : LL(R?) — LO(R?) be a multilinear operator. Let D be a dyadic grid.
Assume that for some cube Qo € D there exists \ € [1,00) such that the following holds.
For each 0 < e <1 and for each m-tuple fe LL(RY) of functions supported in A\Qq, there
exists a collection G of disjoint cubes in D(Qo) with the following properties:

(1) Xqeg 1@ < €lQo

(2) For any family G of pairwise disjoint cubes in D(Qq) covering G (meaning that for
each P € G there is P € G with P C P, and no cube in G is a proper subset of a
cube in G) one has

‘ = 10@)T(f1xg) (@

Qeg

m
H Ifillage, for a.e. x € Qo,

where the constant C' > 0 depends only on A, d, m, ¢ and T.

Then, for every 0 < 6 < 1 and for every m-tuple f € Ll(Rd ) of functions supported in
AQo, there exists a collection G of disjoint cubes in D(Qg) with the following properties:

(1) Ygeg Q1 < 61Q0]
(2) We have

T(f)(@) € CL( @ fihan) + 3 1o@T(Fag)@) for ae. v € Q.
j=1 Qeg

where the constant C > 0 depends only on A, d, m, 6, 1 and T'.
Proof. Fix 0 < § < 1 and a m-tuple f € LE (Rd;ﬁ) of functions supported in AQq. For

cach j = 1,...,m, let & be the John ellipsoid of {fj)arg,- Then, for each j =1,...,m,
we can find an orthonormal basis €;1,...,¢e;,, for H; as well as aj1,..., a5, € [0, 00),

such that
n; d
&= {Zxkakek :xp €F, Z \xk\z < 1}.
k=1 k=1

Exactly as in [NPTVI?, Lemma 3.2] we have (| fjr)ag, < /7 oy for each k=1,...,n;
and j =1,. .
For each k € H * {1,...,n;}, apply the hypothesis on the m-tuple f* := (f1 5, .-+, fink)

for € = ﬁ’ where we recall that n := H;n:l n;. Thus, we obtain a family QE of pairwise
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disjoint cubes in D(Qo), such that > s |Q| < €[Qo| and for any family G of pairwise
disjoint cubes in D(Q) covering G one has

‘ - g T(f* 15g,) (@

Qeg
where the constant C' > 0 depends only on A, d, m, € and T
Let now G be the family of all maximal cubes in UE G*. Observe that

e > el< Z€|Q0| = 6|Qol.

Qeg k Qegk

m
H ‘f]k ‘ AQo for a.e. z € QQ,

Moreover, observe that for each k we have

- gl T(f* 15q,) (@

Qeg

m
H | fks 1Drqo SCmHagk

7j=1

for a.e. x € g, because G covers G*. From the definition of the vector valued extension
of T we deduce

T(f)(x) € Cn2 P+ 3~ 10(0)T(f o) (x)
Qeg
for a.e. x € Qq, where

m
Pi= {Z%’(H%kj)e;;: vg € F with |zg| < 1}=
PNl

where ez == @)L, ¢j ;. Observe that

E:
PcC \/EIC({)\<ﬁaj7kj>eE ke ﬁ{1,...,nj}, A € F with |\ = 1})
j=1 J=1
Moreover, as
)\(Haj7kj>€]; S ®5j
J=1 J=1

for every k € [T72,{1,...,n;} and A € F with [A| = 1, it follows that

Penik((QE) < ik @lfiha)-
j=1 j=1
concluding the proof. O

Lemma 6.7. Let T be a m-linear Calderdn—Zygmund operator with a kernel having a
modulus of continuity that satisfies the Dini condition. Let D be a dyadic grid in R?.
Then, for any cube Qo € D, the assumptions of Lemma 6.6 are satisfied with A = 3.

Proof. We adapt [NPTV17, 3.2.2]. Let @ € D and 0 < € < 1 be arbitrary. Let fe L{(RY)
be a m-tuple of functions supported in 3Q)g. Then, by Corollary 6.4 and Chebyshev’s
inequality, we have that there exists a constant C7; > 0 depending only on T, d and m,
such that for the set

E = {x € Qo: Mr,(f)(x)> (\fa\>3Qo}

] 1

(U {ree: 15@1> Lashie))

j=1
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we have |E| < 577[Qol. Then, for all x € Qo \ E, by Proposition 6.2 we have

T(7)(@) = 22 T[Absan

where the constant Co > 0 depends only on T', d and m.
Let now G be the family of all maximal cubes @ € D(Qq) such that

1
(1e)e > 5o

Let G be an arbitrary family of pairwise disjoint cubes in D(Qq) covering G. Since |E \
(UQeg Q) ‘ = 0 by the Lebesgue differentiation theorem, we conclude that

- Cy
(@) < 2 [T Dseo,
for a.e. z € Qo \ (UQeg Q). In particular, we have
f H |fJ 3Qo>

for a.e. x € Qo'\ (UQGG Q).
Let now Q € G be arbitrary. We show that

—

IT(f) (@) = T(f30)(@

s|Q

H ‘fj 3Qo

for a.e. x € Q.

If Q@ = Qo, then (1g)g < % If Q # Qo, then by the maximality of the cubes in G we
deduce that the parent Q of Q in D, which is contained in Qy, satisfies (1g) o < #,
therefore (1g)g < % In particular, ) cannot be a subset of E, and therefore there exists
xo € @ with MT,QO(JF)(QUO) < %H?:ij%@o- Since zg € @ and @ C Qp, from the
definition of the localized grand maximal operator we deduce

T La00)(@) ~ T(F L)) < S [y hagy for e, 2 € Q.

j=1
in other words

—

IT(F)(@) = T(fl30)(=

3|Q

m
H (|fil)aq, forae. xz €@,

concluding the proof. O

Lemma 6.8. Let S be an n-sparse family of cubes in RY for some 0 < n < 1 and let
F e LYR%K(H)). Then, for a.e. x € RY, the Minkowski sum

Z’C(® ) 1o(w)

QeS 7=1

is well-defined as a bounded, convexr, complex symmetric subset of H.
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Proof. This is an adaptation of [NPTV17, Lemma 2.5]. It suffices to show that

m
Z HIC(@(FJ>Q) H 1g(z) < oo for ae. 2 € RY,
) H
QeS 7=1
in other words that

Z H [(Fielln, lo(z) < oo forae. x € R,
QeS8 j=1

In view of Proposition 2.7, it suffices to show that

S TUF ) 1) < 0o for ae. z € RY

QeS j=1

By a standard application of the 3%-lattice trick, we can without loss of generality assume
that S is a subset of some dyadic grid D in R?. Set

S1={QeS: Q) <1}, S:=8\8.

Exactly as in [NPTV17, Lemma 2.5] we have that the set {Q € &1 : = € Q} is finite, for
a.e. z € R%. Thus, we only have to prove that

> TTIE ) 1g(@) < oo for ae. z € R

QESy j=1
It is clear that there exists a finite subset F of D such that ¢(Q) = 2, for all Q € S and

U supp(Fj) € | J @.

QeF

Thus, we have

> HAE e < H 1E5 %)@

QEeS2 j=1 Qefg € j=1
<YYo mdkn/ 1B () g,z < oo,
QEF k=2
concluding the proof. O

If S is an n-sparse family of cubes in R? for some 0 < 1 < 1, then for we consider the
multilinear convex body sparse operator As acting on m-tuples F € LL(R%; K(H)) by

ZK(@ )IQ( ) for a.e. zeRY

QEeS j=1
By Lemma 6.8 and [BC23, Theorem 3.3] we have that As(F) : RY — K(H) is a well-
defined measurable map. For f € LL(R% H) we denote As(f) := As(K(f)).

Theorem 6.9. Let T be a m-linear Calderon—Zygmund operator with a kernel having a
modulus of continuity that satisfies the Dini condition. Then, for any cube Qo C R% and

for any m-tuple of functions f € Lg(Rd;’l-_i) supported in Qq, there exists a martingale
L _sparse family S of cubes in R contained in 3Qq such that

2.3
T(f)(:ﬂ) € CAS(]F)(CE) for a.e. T € Qy,

where the constant C depends only on d, m, i and T .



MULTILINEAR MATRIX WEIGHTS 47

Proof. We adapt [NPTV17, Theorem 3.4]. Let fE LY R 7—2) be a m-tuple of functions
supported in Qg. Let D be a dyadic grid with Qg € D Set Go = {Qo}. We apply
Lemma 6.7 for the cube Qg and the m-tuple fwith 0= 5 Thus, we obtain a family G;
of pairwise disjoint cubes in D(Qg) such that

1
Z Q < §|Q0|
QeG1
and

T(f)(x) € czc(® £) 3@0) Y 19(@)T(f13g)(x) for ae. 2 € Qo
Jj=1 QEeG1

where the constant C' > 0 depends only on d, m, 7 and T.
Next, for each ()1 € Gi, we repeat this step for the cube @1 and the m-tuple f 130,
with § = %, obtaining a family Gs ¢, of pairwise disjoint cubes in D(Q);) such that

> el <l
Q€92
and
T(f)@) € (@l fidsar ) + Y. Lo@T(Fla)(x) forae. o € Qu,

J=1 REG2,Q,

with the same constant C' as above. Setting Go := UQeg1 G2, we deduce

G C Z ’C(@ f] 3Q> ].Q Z ].Q fng)( ) for a.e. x € Qq.
QeGoUG1 Jj=1 Q€Go

Now we repeat this steps for the cubes in Gs and continue this process inductively, obtain-
ing successively families Gy, k = 1,2,3,.... After the k-th step we have

T(f)z)yeC > K(®<<fj>3Q> 1o(z) + > 1o(2)T(f13q)(x) for ae. € Qy,

Qeuf;ol Go j=1 Qegy
for all k =1,2,.... Set G :=Jg—, G- Since

AU el-pm| U -0

k=1Q€Gy
we deduce that
F x)eCZIC(@ fi) 3@) 1g(z) for ae. z € Q.
Qeg j=1

Set S :={3Q : Q € G}. Then, S is a martingale ﬁ—sparse family with

i) e ¢ Y k(@fide) o) for ae. o € Qu,

QeS j=1

concluding the proof. O
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6.3. Matrix weighted bounds for multilinear convex body sparse operators. In
this subsection we prove matrix weighted bounds for our “multilinear” convex body sparse
operator.

For each C' € K(V) and v € V we denote

(Cropy i= {(w, )y s ue K} CF.
Then we have (C,v)y € K(F).

Theorem 6.10. Let p € (1,00]™ satisfy % =300 p— >0, and let W € Ay If S is an
n-sparse collection of cubes in RY for some 0 < 1 < 1, then
m Pj
14117, (Rt Lty (e Samaiin w (FPWi) H1 I, ;
j=
ot

< "
Ndymynyp ﬁ

Proof of Theorem 6.10. The second bound follows immediately from Theorem 4.4 (and
Remark 4.14), so we only have to prove the first.

First of all, by monotone convergence (see [Nie24a, Proposition 3.7]), we may assume
that S is finite. For each cube Q C R% we let Ajg = AW{HQJ)}’ and Ag 1= Aw g,p. We

now distinguish two cases.

Case 1.: p>1. Let h € L%;,_I(Rd;”;’-[) be arbitrary. We need to show that
| fote) el
Rd
m p]

- —1)t
Samaze WIAWIHY H[Wj Wb, 1L g ascmpll gty

for every g € SO(R?; Ag(F)). It is clear that
[ (@) ha)uda| < [ 1A @), ha)wlde,
Rd Rd

for any g € SO(R%; As(F)). Thus, we only have to bound Jra (As(F) (), h(z))y|dz. We

estimate

Smas W5 [ 3 [E(@58500) |, 143 nl 10teyie

QES j=1
= W5 Y [k @iazbE00) ||, - (145" klle - 1@
QeS j=1
< W15 X2 TTA8F ) - (145 klioa - 1@

QeS j=1

< (32 L1045 I 511) (32 145 blht)

QeS j=1 QEeS

\\H
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Using Proposition 5.5 we obtain
m

(S TL04550081Q) S (3 T104 g 1 Eal)”

QeSS j=1 QeS j=1
— m pJ
< ||M ( )HLP RY) Ndmn H j FW / ||FHLP (R4, /C(’H))

As for the last term, let r € (1,00) with

r = d+1 sup [HWAH%HH]FW7
AcL(CT)
A invertible

where as a consequence of Lemma 2.6 we observe that
1

sup  [IWAIR B Sn Wik, < oc.
AeL(C™)
A invertible

Thus, by the sharp reverse Holder inequality [HPR12, Theorem 2.3], we obtain

(S ag nlbglRl)” < (D145 Wik - IWhIGIQI)
QeS QeS

4
Y

< (UG W05 - (wh] >"’>’|@|)

QeS

1
7/

17/
Sup (A WIE05 - (WAl 57 1)
Qes
T 1A\ < e 5
S (2w V3 Q1) Sew (Do (WIS P Eql)”
QeS QeS

1
7

< ([ Mawlg ) as)”

49

where M is the usual Hardy-Littlewood maximal function on R?. Note that (Tp—;)/ > 1,

because r > 1. Thus, we have

([ wr @7 ) Sap ()] Wl maser

As in the proof of Proposition 5.5 we have

(7)1 5
rpy /) | St BEEws:
concluding the proof in this case.
Case 2.: p < 1. Using that
[z ller iy < llller(ny
for all sequences x = (z)ren of real numbers, we estimate

145 () i = [, [W ZK(@ o) 19(a)| az

Qes j=1

< /R dc;s“w(w)lc(gwﬁ@)“; 1o(x) de
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< [ Z V(@) (e

Npmn Z H ||A] QF HH] Q|Q|

QeS j=1

Using now the sparseness of S and then Proposition 5.5, we obtain

> H 14, 6 Fl,)01Q1 <o Y H 1474 F5 191, )5 | Eq

@s

£ [ 0t

Il
—_

J

QeS j=1 Qes j=1
_ m %
< (F)2)Pde <. ~~ < —11b ) .
o Mw(F)(x) dz ~d,m,n,p JII[W] ]F H H Rd K ( 7-[))
concluding the proof. O

Corollary 6.11. Let T be a m-linear Calderén—Zygmund operator with a kernel having a
modulus of continuity that satisfies the Dini condition. Let p' € (1,00]™ with p < oo, and
let W € Ap. Then, we have

m
”THLP (R H)HLP (R4;H) STdmn,p [Wﬁ H FW ;
Jj=1

_ max(1,p)+3 7L, o2
Samas (W "
Proof. Let f € Lg (R 7—7) be arbitrary. By monotone convergence it suffices to prove that
for every cube Qo C R? containing U;n:1 supp(fj) we have

1

</Q IW@T ), dx) Sramg WIW f[ ' Fw £l (R4H)"

=)

Let Qo € R¢ be any cube containing szl supp(fj). By Theorem 6.9 we have that

there exists a martingale ﬁ—sparse family S of cubes in R? such that

T(f)(z) € CAs(f)(z) for ae. z € Qy,
where the constant C' depends only on 7', d, m and 7. Thus, by Theorem 6.10 we obtain

1 1
—

(f HW(m)TN)(m)H%dx)PsTvd,m,ﬁ( / W) As ()l dr)”

m
St WIHIWIEY ™ TTIW; FW/ 171,
7=1

(REH)

S R

concluding the proof. O

6.4. Non-degeneracy. Finally, we prove that the boundedness of non-degenerate m-
linear Calderén—Zygmund operators implies the multilinear Muckenhoupt condition.
Such a result for matrix weights in the case m = 1 is proven in [Gol03, Theorem 5.2].
However, to treat the case m > 1, we require an idea that is more involved. In [Gol03], the
operator T is applied twice in order to obtain an operator satisfying appropriate estimates
with respect to the averaging operator, whose boundedness characterizes the Muckenhoupt
condition. In the multilinear setting, an operator maps m functions into a single function
and, hence, cannot be applied twice. In order to deal with this, we will split the argument
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into two steps in a way similar to what is done in [Nie24b, Ler24], and use a general
factorization technique to reduce m functions back to one.

Definition 6.12. Let T be an m-linear Calderén—Zygmund operator. We call T direc-
tionally mnon-degenerate if there is a C' > 0 such that for all cubes @ there is a cube Q'
satisfying the following properties:

(a) For all 0 < hy,...,h, € L°(RY) supported in Q' with [T72; hj = 1¢, we have

1 < O|T(h)(=)|

for a.e. x € Q.
(b) For all 0 < a < 1 there is a mapping S : Q' x Q™ — C satisfying

1S(z, ) < Q™™
a.e. for which for all fe Lf’(Rd; 7—2) supported in () we have

m
~ =

QRifido=01—-a)CT(f)@)+a [ S5 fiy;)dj
j=1

j=1 Qr
for a.e. z € Q.
Our main result of this section is as follows:

Theorem 6.13. Let p' € (1,00]™ with p < oo and let W be matriz weights for which VVJ-_1

s locally p;—mtegmble for j = 1,....m. If T is a non-degenerate m-linear Calderdn—
Zygmund operator satisfying

T: L7 (R4 H) — iy (R H),

then W € Ay, with
7 712
[W]ﬁrs HT”L%(Rd;ﬁ)—)L%’(Rd;H)'

Before we get to the proof, we first define a scalar multilinear non-degeneracy condition
which reduces back to [Ler24, Definition 3.11] when m = 1.

Definition 6.14. Let T be an m-linear Calderén—Zygmund operator. We call T non-
degenerate if there is a C' > 0 such that for all cubes Q there is a cube Q' satisfying the
following properties:

(a) For all 0 < Ay, ..., hy, € L°(R?) supported in Q' with [T/, hj = 1¢, we have
1< CIT(h)(x)]

for a.e. x € Q.
(b) For all non-negative h € L(R?) supported in Q we have

[[(hi)a < CIT () (@)

m
i=1
for a.e. x € Q.

The boundedness of such an operator implies the scalar Muckenhoupt condition. As a
matter of fact, we only need a weak-type boundedness, where

11| X earc = SUD | 1152y Allx-
A>0

Note that for any E C R? we have || 1g||x = | 1g||x

weak *
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Proposition 6.15. Let X be Banach function spaces over R with the Fatou property
and let T be an m-linear non-degenerate Calderdn—Zygmund operator for which

T: )? — Xweak-
Then Tg : XX uniformly for all cubes @, with
SlqlzPHTQH)?_)X < |13

X‘_>Xweak‘
In particular, 1g € X and 1g € X} for g =1,...,m for all cubes Q.

Proof. Let Q be a cube, let Q' be as in the definition of the non-degeneracy of T', and let
0<hi,...,hy, € LX(R?) supported in Q' with H;n:1 hj = 1¢. Then, by property (a)
and the ideal property of Xyeak, 1gr € X with

m
1o llx = 1o Ixyew < CIT gk, TT 105l
j=1
By the ideal property of the X, this is true for all 0 < h; € X; with 1o <
Thus, taking an infimum over such h;, we conclude from the definition of X =
that

m
] 1hj-

[T~
[T 1%

T E

e llx = 1o lxgea < ClIT g, 1o lx-

weak

Now, let f c LR N X. Then the above estimate combined with property (b) yields

m m

ITa(Nllx = [[el tallx < CITIg x, H(fﬁ@ Lo

J=1 J=1

m
<l Tl
j=1

weak

The Fatou property of the X; now extends this result to all f eX , as desired. Now, the
final assertion follows from Proposition 3.1 in the case n = 1. O

To prove Theorem 6.16, we will actually prove a more general result for matrix-weighted
Banach function spaces. Given a V-directional quasi-Banach function space X over (2,
following [Nie24a], we define Xyeax as those f € L(Q; V) for which

[ £11X geure := SUP | L{zeoiuek(f) ()} Ullx < 00.
ueV

Note that for any F C Q, v € V, and f(x) := 1g(z)v, u € H satisfies
ue K(f)(x)
whenever z € F and v = Av with |A| < 1, which shows that

[ 1E0[|Xye = sup || 1 Mv[|x = || 15 v]|x.
[M<1

Our general result is as follows:

Theorem 6.16. Let X be m Banach function spaces over R with the Fatou property
and X = [[[L) X;. Let W be matriz weights for which 1q HWj_luﬂjaﬂj € X for all

cubes Q for j=1,...,m. If T is a non-degenerate m-linear Calderén—Zygmund operator
satisfying

T: XW — Xw,
then

. _
P ITal 5, xS Ot Tl
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The reason we need to assume the strong-type bound for for T is because, in general,
the space (Xw)weak 1S not a vector space. However, this is needed when applying the
directional non-degeneracy property (b).

For the proof of the theorem, we require several lemmata.

Lemma 6.17. Let T be a directionally non-degenerate m-linear Calderon—Zygmund op-
erator. Then T is non-degenerate with the same constant C and cubes Q.

Proof. Let Q be a cube and let @’ be as in the definition of directional non-degeneracy.
Let u; € ‘H; be unit vectors for j = 1,...,m, and note that for any h € L?(Rd) we have

T(hiuy, . .., hm) = T(R)u,

where u == @],

isan S: Q' x Q™ — C with |S(z, %) < |Q|™™ for which for all non-negative h € LZ(R%)
we have

uj. Thus, property (b) of directional non-degeneracy implies that there

m

[Ttlou=sCTi@u+ +3( ) S [Thiw)dg)u

7j=1
for a.e. z € Q. Hence, since |S(z, )| < |Q|™™,

m

[T e < 5OIT(R) () + 5 [[(hi)e Lo

J=1 J=1

SO
m

[[(h)e1e < CIT(R) (@),
j=1
proving that 7" satisfies property (b) of non-degeneracy, as asserted. O

The following lemma is a multilinear analogue of [Gol03, Proposition 5.3]:

Lemma 6.18. Let Q,Q’ be cubes in R?, let X be Banach function spaces over R®, and
let W be matriz weights. Suppose 1gu € (XJ/')WJ.‘l for allu € Hj for j =1,...,m, and

suppose 1oy u € Xw for allu e H. If S: Q' x Q™ — C satisfies
1S(@,9) < Q™™

then the operator

L(f)(x) = 1g(z) | S, §) ® (y;)d

Qm
satisfies
HLHX‘W%XW < Cﬁ,KX HTQ,Q’H)EW—)XW
Proof. Let fe XVT/ of norm one, and let B; be an orthonormal basis of H; for j = 1,...,m.

For any x € Q" we have

| [ st.n@wimimai, ﬁw @il
@ J=1 j=1

< H W5 (@)W g, -1, 1@ s W3 £l

<1QIT IT > MW Wite)esllw; 1 llx

j=1 ejEBj
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<1 T >° IAx,  @Wil@)eslin,

Jj=1 ejEBj J

<nlQI" TTIWi@)Axs) ., oll—n,

j=1 7

- n‘Q’_mHW ® A(XJ/')W-_I’QHHHH.
=1 i

Thus, it follows from the ideal property of X and Lemma 2.6 that

1L xw Sn 1@ 10

m
W@iA(XJ,')Wj_l’QHH—)’HHX
]:

m
o —m
~n,Kx |Q| HAvaQ' @ A(Xﬁ)w;l ’QH’H—YH.

Thus, the result follows from Proposition 3.1. O

Proof of Theorem 6.16. Set X; := (X;)w,, X := Xw. We will first show that for all cubes
@ we have 1gu; € X; for all u; € H; for j =1,...,m, and 1gu € X for all v € H. For
the former result, note that per assumption

10 W, s, < 1o W7 gy g g, € X

and hence, by the ideal property of X}, 1qu; € X = (XJ/‘)WJ.‘l for all u; € H;, j =
1,...,m. For the latter result, Let u; € H;\{0} for j =1,...,m, set u := ®§“:1 uj, and
note that by [Nie24a, Section 3.2] the spaces (X;),; and X, defined by the h; € LO(R)
for which hju; € X for j =1,...,m and h € LO(RY) for which hu € X respectively, are
Banach function spaces over R%.

Noting that

(6.1) T(hiuy, . . ., hane) = T(R)u,

the boundedness T : X — X implies that T : ig — X,. Thus, since T' is non-degenerate
by Lemma 6.17, it follows from Proposition 6.15 that 15 € X, i.e., 1gu € X, for all
cubes @), as desired.

Next, since || 1gpul|x = || 1z u|lx,,, for all E C R? and u € H, it follows from (a) and
(6.1) that for all @ € H and 0 < hy, ..., hy, € LP(R?) with [Tj2, hj = 1¢ we have

1g ®u]' € CK(T(hyuy, ..., hyptin))
j=1

a.e. and, hence, by the directional ideal property of X eak,

m
H 1g ®ujHX < CHT(hluh cee 7hmum)HXweak
j=1

m
< COlTlg x,.., TT 1P3lIWjuslle lx,
j=1
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By the ideal property of the X, this is true for all 0 < h;||Wju,ll#, € X; with 1¢ <
H;.”Zl h;. Hence, taking an infimum over all possible h;, we conclude that

HlQ®uJH <ClTlg, I 10 T IWusle
j=1

m
o @,
=1

=

(6.2)

=CITlg x

weak

Now, by (b), for each 0 <7 <1 we can find an S : Q' x Q™ — C with |S(z,7)| < |Q|™™
a.e., and, defining L as in Lemma 6.18,
1T (Nlx < (1 - )CKx[T(1q f)lx + kx| L(1q f)llx

< (1 - )CKx||T|lx_x + aKxCr ki I Toollx x

for all ]?E Lgo(Rd;”;’-_[) NX with 1 fillx; <1forj=1,...,m. For arbitrary ]?E X of norm
bounded by 1, define

(6.3)

N ._
hi' = LaeRaja|<N, | £;()lln, <N}
and set f; v 1= thj € LOO(Rd;H i) N X; for positive integers N and j = 1,...,m. Then

m

1y H W () fiwdall < 1o TTUWI O fillae, o

7=1
so by the dominated convergence theorem and the Fatou property of X = H;n:1 X (see
[Sch10]), we may conclude that (6.3) actually holds for all f € X of norm bounded by 1
ie.,
ITo.ollg_x < (1 —a)CKx|Tlg_x + oKxCri kx| To.o g x-
Choosing o = 1 K'C; 7.k and using (6.2), we conclude that

<

ITollg x < ClT % x... ITee g x Sixx CCITlx x. . ITlx x-

Taking a supremum over all cubes () proves the assertion. O

Proof of Theorem 6.15. We apply Theorem 6.16 with X; = LPi(R?). The assertion then

follows from the definition of [IV]. O
As our non-degeneracy condition is quite convoluted, we provide an example.

Ezample 6.19. Let T be the m-linear Riesz transform of the first coordinate, i.e., the
m-linear Calderéon—Zygmund operator associated to the kernel

> (@t —yj)
md+1"’
(Z;n:1 |z — y]|)

where z € R%, 7 = (y1,...,ym) € (RY)™, and where z = (2!,...,29), yj = (yjl,,y;”)

K(Cﬂ,g) =

denote the coordinates of x,y; € R j=1,...,m.
Given a cube Q in RY, set

Q' = Q+2ml(Q)e,
where e; = (1,0,...,0) € R To check (a), let 0 < hy,...,hy, € LE(R?) supported in
Q" with [[72, hj = 1¢. Since for z € Q and 7 € (Q')™ we have
(2m —DUQ) <yj — =" < (2m +1I(Q)
and
0<y;—a*<Q)
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for all k € {2,...,d}, j € {1,...,m}, it follows that for

d—1+©2m+1)2)2
Crm,d =
’ m(2m — 1)

we have

(Sl —))™" < m@m — 10 at(@™ = G al@l™m(zm — 1Q)
j=1

m

< Crdl Q™S (5} — 2.

j=1
Thus, since |Q| = |Q’],

m o (yt — ot m
Conl T(h)(@)| = Cin.a 21U ) 1Ty a7

S J@ym <z;n:1 oz — yj,)md—l—l =
> H]l,hj(y)dy = <]1,th(y)% dy)m =1
j=1 j=1

for a.e. x € @), as desired.
For (b), let f € L (R% H) be supported in Q and let 0 < o < 1. Then we have

m
~ =

Q) fide = (1= a)CondT(F(x) +a | S(x,5) R fi(y;) 47,
j=1

j=1 Qm
where
S(l’,:lj) = a_l(’Q‘_m - (1 - Q)Cm,dK(mag))'

If z € Q' and ¢ € Q™, then by a similar computation as above,

} ST (et —yh) I
K(z,i) = =1 g e le]

m md+1 —
(Zj:l |z — y_]|>

Hence, we have
alS(z, ) = Q™" = (1 = )CpaK(2,9) < (1 - (1—a)|Q™™ =al@™™,

proving the desired result.

7. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULT

Proof of Theorem A. The implications (iii)=(i) & (ii) correspond to (a) & (b) of Theo-
rem B respectively. The implication (ii)=-(iii) follows from Proposition 5.1, and the impli-
cation (i)=-(iii) from Theorem 6.13 applied with 7" being the multilinear Riesz transform
of Example 6.19. O

APPENDIX A.

Here we give the details of the proofs of Propositions 6.1, 6.2 and 6.3. We consider a
m-linear Calderon—Zygmund operator with a kernel K having a modulus of continuity w
satisfying the Dini condition. We denote by Cx > 0 the best constant in the boundedness
and smoothness conditions for the kernel K. Moreover, we denote by D the doubling
constant of w.
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Proposition A.1. The operator T admits a bounded extension LT(Rd) — L%’W(Rd) with
TN, gy 1 ey S COT it oty + Crc o),
where the constant C > 0 depends only on d,m,q and the doubling constant of w.

Proof. We adapt the proof of [DHL18, Lemma 6.1]. Let D be the standard dyadic grid
in R%. Let f: (f1,---, fm) be a m-tuple of functions that are finite linear combinations
with complex coefficients of characteristic functions of cubes in D. Let A > 0 be arbitrary.
We show that

AT > M™ < CUT | pagey— pamey + Crcllwllpin),

where the constant C' > 0 depends only on d, m, ¢ and the doubling constant of w. Without
loss of generality, we may assume that for every j = 1,...,m it is not the case that f; =0
a.e. on R%.

We consider positive real numbers aq,...,a;, to be chosen below. Then, for each j =
1,...,m, we consider a Calderén-Zygmund decomposition of f; at height a;A. Thus,
we obtam functions measurable functions g;, b; : R4 — C, a finite family F; of pairwise
disjoint cubes in R% and functions bjo: R = C,Q¢ F; with the followmg properties:

fi=gj+0bj,
b= Y b
QG]'—J'

d
lgillrmay < N filloimays 1195l Loe(may < 2%,

bj, vanishes outside @ and / bjg(x)dzr =0, [|bjollL(re) < 271\ Q| for each Q € F,
Q

2H@<—HMMWW

QEF;

Set € := UQeJ-‘j(?’Q) for each j = 1,...,m. Set also E := R?\ (U;n:1 Qj>. Then, we

have

(PR <+ S [{eer: Tt 1> 2|

=1 he{g,b}ym
We estimate each term separately. First of all, we have
Ien 1
ENQKEZEIWWdE:XH@ XZ&WMW&%
J=1 QeF; J=1 QeF; j=1

We turn our attention to the other 2™ terms. For the term where only “good” functions
appear, we have

{rer: > 5} < m)
<ag (5) 1T sy o1 o (T a)(H 152 )

Next, we estimate the terms where there is a mixture of “good” and “bad” functions, or
where there are only “bad” functions. Let h € {g,b}" such that it is not the case that
hj=gjforallj=1,...,m. Let B:={je€{l,...,m}: hj =b;} and A:={1,...,m}\B.

2m
ey < (5) NN gy o 191

\»—l
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Consider enumerations A := {s1,...,s,} and B := {ry,...,r;}. We abbreviate dy4 :=
dys, - ..dys, and dyp := dy;, ...dy,,. Then, for each x € F we have

_ d‘

= / / K(z,9) [] bie; (yj)dy3> 11 95 (w)dya
QtE}—r @ux.xQe jeB jeA
t 17 7

:/ ( / (K(x7g)_K(xayla--'7y7"1—17CQ17y7’1+17---7ym))
QiEFr, Q1X...XQy
=10

H 7,Q; (y; dy3> Hg] yj)dya
€B JEA

& 1
= Ok A( > / w(z‘{/gl ,xigl’o md
(R) QT Q1. xQy j=1 Yi <z;n:1 !w—yj\)

=1,...¢

« I bse ) T 950510

jEB JEA
‘yr - ch’
(Rd)A Q;'—rt Q1X...XQy zjeA |yj| + ZjeB |z — yj|
t=1,...0
1
X — 11 e (yj)dy3> 11 9w)dya
(Ziealysl+ Lyeple—uil) ies jéa
Q1)
Smav i [ (5[ ( )
~m,d,D YK
" (R4)A Qtezfrt QuxxQe  N2jea Uil + e |7 — cq,l
t=1,....0
1
X — 11 be (yj)dy3> 11 9 wi)dya
(Tiea sl + Tyeple—cq)l) " ics jea

< ‘ )\#A/ < / Q1)
. K(ngaj> Q;-‘ Q1x.. XQz aeA|yJ|+ZjeB|x_cQj|)

tl,,

1
X md H bj,Qj (yj)dyB> dya
(ZjeA|yj| +ZjeB|x_cQj|) jeB

NdmCK Haj )\m/ l_Il\Qk\)w<Z ) &) _CQj|>

jealyil +2 el
1

X dya

(Z»GA\ymz-eB\x—cQj\)md
<CK Hay )\m/ H|Qk|) <#>

tEf k=1 ]EB |'I—CQ |
=10

QtE]:
=10
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1
X md dyA

(Zjenlvsl + Syenle - cq,)

< - Aym . E(Ql) 1

Soaci( [ ¥ (TTe)s(s 122 )
J=1 )

QieFr, k=1 jen v = cq,] <Zj€B |z — cq,l

Simad.D CK<ﬁaj>)\m Z / w(z E(Ql)_yﬂ) 1 >#dey3

. xr
jes | (ZjeB|~"3—yj|

m ¢
< CK(HGJ>)‘mZ Z /le...ngw<sz)_yj’>

jEB |z

L(Qr)=maxs—1,... ¢ L(Qt)

1

X #deyB
(ZjeB |z — yﬂ|>
<C A" / v
K<j1—Ila’]> ;Q; Q1%...xQy <ZjeB |CE—yj|) (ZjeB|$—yj|>#Bd
t=1,..0
m . L E(Qk)
= CK(EGJ ’ ; Qk%:frk /Qk </(Rd)3\“’“} w(,x B y”@‘>
1
#Bd dyB\{m}) dyr,

(Sreat )

m ¢ ((Qr) L
< AT '
~m.d CK(jI;[laj))\ kzz:le%;—rk /Qk w(’x - yT’k‘) |5C - y7’k|ddy”C

Integrating over x € E we obtain

/ |T(R)(z)|d

Sm,d,DCK<Haj))\mzé: > /

j=1 k=1QieFr, '@

. </Ew<|j(_Q§r)k|) z _1yrk|ddx)dyrk
¢

<o (I >2 5 [ lolbomic

k=1 QrEFr,
¢

< Cx JwlpmA™ 3 (H ) TP

k=1 \j=1
J#k

Thus, we obtain

T > M Smap.g Z HfJHLl Rd)
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N ) (H 1512 )’
+CKHWHD1n1>\m 12 (H >kaHL1 RY):

< \lr—t

+ 5 T gy oy ( H

3

Tk
We now choose

1__
Hf]HLl Rd) 1 1 _
aj = e +, Jj=1...,m.
= elpige, A Tz soge + lellpm)
J

A direct computation shows that this choice yields the desired result. O
Proposition A.2. For any cube Qy C R? one has

—

IT(F30) @) S TN ay booe oy LT 15+ Mr o (F) ()
j=1

for a.e. x € Qq, where the constant ¢ > 0 depends only on d.

Proof. The proof given in [Lil8, Lemma 2.1] for m = 2 works mutatis mutandis. One

has to replace 2 by m, 7 by T, ¢ by 1, (fix3qo: fox3@s) bY f1agos (fixsq: foxaq) by
f13qg, (f1,f2) by f, and, at the very end of the proof, let x be a Lebesgue point of all
il [fml- 0

Proposition A.3. For alln e <0, %) we have

Mz (f) < C(Ck|w]|pimi + 1Tl YM(F) + M,(IT(F)]) a.e. on R,

LIR4)— L7 (R4)
where the constant C' > 0 depends only on m,d,n and the doubling constant of w.

Proof. We adapt and combine the proofs of [Lil8, Theorem 1.2] and [DHL18, Theorem
6.6]. Let Q C R? be any cube. Then, for all z,2, ¢ € Q we have

—

T(F)E) — T(F1a0)(E)] = | /( wrm o FED [ 4,0)a
j=1

<] EET - Ll

We estimate

j| + 1T(F) (@) +1T(f L3g) (@)]-

‘ /(Rd)m\(gQ)m(K(E,ﬂ) - K(:U’,ﬂ))(ﬁfj(yj))dgj
K& 9) - (H\fj (4 ) g

/@k 3Q)™\ (2 1.3Q)™
£ — 2| )

<Ck / w( = -
Z k.3Q)m\(26-1:3Q)™ <Zj:1 1€ = y;l + 2275 27—y

1 m
m | fi(yi)l)dg
' <Z;n:1|§_yj|+2?:1 |~’U/—yj|) d<j1_11 i\Yj > Y

<
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Suan 3o )(ﬁm Darse) £ CullllomM(F) (@)

Now, taking an L"-average over =’ € (), we obtain:

—

T(£)(€) = T(F150)(©)] Snma.n CrllwllpmM(F) () + (T (f )I">é <|T(f13Q)|">é

—

< CrllwlpmM(F) (@) + My(IT(f) ) () + (‘T(flsQ)mé

Since

Lw™> C L7

because 0 < n < %, we deduce

(T(F130)") % IT(F 1)) i)
QT

- |Q|m H ||L1(Rd)—)Lm’oo R4) H ||f] 13 ||L1(Rd

Sd,m HT”LT(Rd)HL%,OO(Rd)M(']F)(x)’

concluding the proof. O
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