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ON THE KERNEL CONDITIONS OF OPERATORS MAPPING
ATOMS TO MOLECULES IN LOCAL HARDY SPACES

CHUN HO LAU AND CLAUDIO VASCONCELOS

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we explore the relationship between the operators mapping
atoms to molecules in local Hardy spaces hP(R™) and the size conditions of its kernel.
In particular, we show that if the kernel a Calderén—Zygmund-type operator satisfies an
integral-type size condition and a T*—type cancellation, then the operator maps h? (R™)
atoms to molecules. On the other hand, assuming that 7" is an integral type operator
bounded on L?(R™) that maps atoms to molecules in h?(R"), then the kernel of such
operator satisfies the same integral-type size conditions. We also provide the L!(R™) to
LY*(R™) boundedness for such operators connecting our integral-type size conditions
on the kernel with others presented in the literature.

1. INTRODUCTION

The real variable theory of Hardy spaces can be traced back to the work of Fefferman
and Stein in [§], in which they provided different characterizations of the real Hardy space,
denoted by HP(R™) for p > 0, using maximal functions and Poisson integrals. These
spaces coincide with Lebesgue spaces when p > 1 and for some applications it provides
a suitable substitute for LP(R™) when 0 < p < 1 since Hardy spaces have nontrivial
dual characterizations. Furthermore, when 0 < p < 1, tempered distributions belonging
to HP(R™) can be decomposed in terms of bounded compactly supported functions a
satisfying vanishing moment conditions, that is

(1.1) /n a(z)z®dz =0, Vol <N,:=|n(l/p—1)|.

This decomposition was established for H?(R) by Coifman [I] and generalized for any
dimension by Latter [12]. This decomposition turned out to be very useful, since many
properties of the space can be reduced by studying it over the atoms. For instance, it is well
known that the boundedness of Calderén-Zygmund type operators can be established by
proving that the image of the operator by an atom is uniformly bounded in the H?—norm.
Since atoms have itself uniformly bounded norm in H?(R™), one may try to show that
the operator maps atoms into atoms, which is not the case since it may not preserve the
compact support. This led to the study of a more general decomposition of Hardy spaces,
called molecular decomposition, in which the hypothesis of compact support is relaxed.

The first discussion on molecular decompositions of Hardy spaces, using functions that
are no longer compactly supported but satisfy certain Lebesgue norm size conditions and
vanishing moments, was established by Taibleson and Weiss [I8]. This new decomposition
were extensively used over the years to show the boundedness of certain classes of linear
operators on HP(R™), since its boundedness follows by showing that the operator maps
atoms into molecules.

Even though the classical Hardy spaces are useful, they still have some inconveniences.
For instance, due to the cancellation conditions inherent in the Hardy space, they are not
stable under multiplications by cutoff functions and the class of Schwartz functions S(R")
is not contained in H?(R™). Motivated by this, in [10] Goldberg introduced a localized
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version of Hardy spaces, called local Hardy spaces and denoted by h?(R™), for p > 0. As
desired, S(R™) < h?(R") for all 0 < p < oo and h?(R") is stable under multiplication by
a smooth cutoff function. This localization property allows the extension of local Hardy
spaces in different settings as manifolds. From a comparison between H?(R") and h?(R™)
(see [10, Lemma 4]) one can get an analogous atomic decomposition for h?(R"), except
that vanishing moment conditions (1) are required only for atoms supported in balls
with small radii, which we call local vanishing moment condition.

It turned out that this local vanishing moment condition is not necessarily required.
For instance, in [2], Dafni introduced atoms in h?(R"), for 0 < p < 1, replacing the local
vanishing moment condition by a control of the absolute value of their moments by the
factor r?, where r is the radius of the ball in which the support of the atom is contained
and § > 0. Later, Komori [IT] showed that for 5 <p <1, one just needs to bound the
absolute value of the moment by a constant, however this is not the case when p = 1+
for some k € Z, (see the [3, Example 3.4]). For the particular case p = 1, Dafni and
Yue in [6] showed an atomic decomposition for h'(R™) with atoms with moments being
bounded above by [log(1 + r~1)]7!. Later, motivated by the boundedness of inhomoge-
neous Calderén-Zygmund operators in hA?(R™), the authors in [3] extended these ideas
and introduced approximate atoms and molecules for all 0 < p < 1. In particular, they
showed an atomic decomposition with atoms satisfying the inhomogeneous cancellation
condition

C lf |a| < 7}’77

/ a(x)(z — xp)*dx o\
B(zpr) [log (1 + 7)} if o] = N, = ,,

where C' > 0 is a constant and B(xp,r) is the small ball containing the support of a.
To be more precise of operators we mentioned before, a Calderén-Zygmund singular
integral operator is an L?-bounded operator formally given by

Tf(x)=[| K(x,y)f(y)dy, Vaz¢supp(f)

R?’L
where the kernel K is a continuous function away from the diagonal satisfying certain size
conditions. It is well known that if K satisfies the Hérmander condition, i.e.,

(1.2) <

sup/ |K (z,y) — K(x,¢(B))|dx < oo, for all balls B,
yeB J(2B)ec

then T is bounded on LP(R") for 1 < p < 2, bounded from L!'(R") to LY*(R™) and from
H'(R") to L'(R"), see [I5, Chapter I Section 5 and Chapter III Section 3.1]. However,
Hormander condition is not enough to conclude that 7' is bounded on H'(R"), even if
T*(1) = 0 = T(1), as shown in [I9]. The boundedness of 7', under the condition that
T*(1) = 0, on H'(R") is guaranteed considering kernels satisfying the classical Holder
regularity

T
Cly 2|

whenever 2|y — z| < |x — y|, or some other weaker integral Hormander-type conditions
presented in [14]. However, such operator T  associated with K would not necessarily be
bounded on h'(R™) nor from A'(R") to L*(R") (consider, for instance, the Hilbert trans-
form on R and the characteristic function on [0, 1]). An alternative for local Hardy spaces
is to consider inhomogeneous Calderén-Zygmund singular integral operators, introduced
by [7]. The main difference between this latter and the classical one is that the kernel of
the former has a stronger decay far away from the diagonal, namely

(1.4) |K(z,y)| < Cmin{|z —y|™, |z —y|™" "}, VYV #yandsome > 0.
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Hence, the class of inhomogeneous Calderén-Zygmund singular integral operators is
smaller than the class of Calderén—Zygmund singular integral operators. This kind of
operator includes some of the pseudo-differential operators, see [3/[7]. Then, if 7" is an
inhomogeneous Calderén-Zygmund singular integral operator, the authors in [3,4] found
necessary and sufficient conditions fot the boundedness of such operators on h?(R") for
all 0 < p < 1, improving and extending the work [7].

The core of proving the boundedness of a Calderén—Zygmund singular integral operator
T on Hardy spaces or local Hardy spaces is to show that 7" maps atoms to molecules.
This strategy works perfectly in HP(R™), under the assumption that the operator satisfies
T*(z%) =0, i.e.,

/ Ta(z)x“dx =0, Vfe L?VP(R”) and |a| < N,

This condition is actually necessary and sufficient for the boundedness of such opera-
tors in HP(R™). However, a local version of such cancellation condition on 7' is too
strong in the local setting (for instance, for pseudodifferential operators). The key to find
less restrictive necessary and sufficient conditions for the boundedness of inhomogeneous
Calderén-Zygmund operators in the local setting, was to consider approximate atoms
and molecules. To do this, if a is an atom in A?(R™), we show that only the conditions
imposed on the kernel imply that T'a satisfy the size conditions of the molecule. Then,
the additional cancellation condition that T*((- — ¢)®) satisfy a local Campanato-type
estimate will show the approximate moment condition of the molecule (see [3, Section
5]). On the other hand, if we suppose that Ta satisfies the size condition of molecules,
then T*((- — ¢)*) must satisfy the local Campanato type conditions, see [4, Theorem 2].
In a more general setting, the authors in [4, Theorem 1] also proved the necessity of this
local Campanato condition for genereral linear and bounded operators in h?(R™) that
maps atoms into pseudo-molecules, a generalization of pre-molecules, that will be defined
in Definition [3|

Motivated by these results, the goal of this paper is to further investigate this relation
between the the size conditions of the kernel and the property of the operator to map
atoms into molecules. This work is inspired by a related question answered in the setting
of Triebel-Lizorkin spaces F¢(R") for v € (0,1) and 1 < p,q < oo in [9]. In particular,
the authors showed in Theorem 1.16 that a linear operator 7" which is continuous from
C?(R™) with mean 0 to the distribution spaces mapping certain smooth atoms to smooth
molecules, then the Schwartz kernel of the restriction on C°(R™) of the extension of 7" on
F;’q(R") indeed satisfies the classical Calderén-Zygmund estimates | K (z,y)| < Cle—y|™™
and |K (z,y) — K(z,2)| < Cly — 2|°|z — y| "% whenever 2|y — 2| < |z — y|. However, the
necessary conditions on the kernel of an operator to map atoms to molecules for (local)
Hardy spaces are unclear.

To motivate our main result, we start by showing that under a suitable integral-type
condition on the kernel and some cancellation condition on 7', then 7" maps atoms to
approximate molecules.

Theorem 1. Let 0 < p<1<¢q<2,1<s<2withp # s, andT be a Calderon-Zygmund
singular integral operator. If the kernel of T' satisfies

(i) there exist a collection of polynomials (of degree at most N,) {Pk p(z,y)}s, a
constant € > 0, and a constant C' > 0 such that for all balls B := B(c,r) we have

€

’.CL’ . C| ”(%*i)JFE
(s (1 | K (2, y) = Pr.p(2,y) | La(5,a95))

< C«Tn(s*1 -1)
L3 ([B(c,2r)]¢,dx)

9

where Pg g(z,y) =0 ifr > 1;
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(i) for all |a] < [n(% —1)],ceR"and 0 <r <1, f =T*(-— ¢)®), formally defined
by {f,ay ={(x —c)*,T(a)), satisfies

q

(1.6) (£ CE Péip(f)(x)wdas) < CTyalr),

where Pg”(f)(:c) is the polynomial of degree < N, with the same moments as f
over B up to order N,, and

e 1 if o] < vp,
v, (t) := C\] »
palt) e [log (1+?)] if o =~ =N, € Zy;

then T maps (hP,q') exact atoms to (h?,s,n(: — 1) + €,C") approzimate molecules for
some C" > 0. Thus, T is bounded on h?(R").

One can verify that a kernel K satisfies (LH) if K satisfies (I.4)) and either (I.3]) or

1/s
(/ K (z,y) - Kz, c)|8dl°) < Cp(2)F 10
2ir<|z—c|<2itly

for every |y —c| < r, introduced in [3], with Px p(.r)(z,y) = K(z,2) if 0 <7 < 1. In addi-
tion, the kernel condition given in [14, Equation (4.7)] and [13, Equation (35)] imply (5.
Condition (LA is inspired by a BMO-type kernel condition first introduced by Suzuki in
[17], and can be regarded as a local-Campanato-type kernel condition with weights in the
x-variable. In fact, Suzuki showed that Calderén-Zygmund operators associated to such
kernels are bounded from H!(R") to L'(R") but they are not necessarily bounded from
LY(R") to LY (R™) (see [17, Theorem 2]).

Next, we state the following converse of Theorem [Il, which is the main theorem of this
paper.
Theorem 2. Let 0 < p < 1 < q¢q<s<2(p+#s) ande > 0. Suppose Tf(x) =
[ K(z,y)f(y)dy whenever x ¢ supp(f) is a bounded linear operator on L*(R™). If there
exists C' > 0 such that T maps (h?,q') exact atoms to (h?, s,n(% —1) +¢,C) approzimate
molecules with respect to the same ball, then for all balls B = B(c, ) the kernel K satisfies

(CH), where

1
Z _‘Fa,c,r(x><y - C)a7 ZfO <r< 17
PK,B(l’a y) = PK,B(c,r) (SL’, y) = 3 lal<N, @

0 otherwise,

and for some functions F, ..(x) on |v —c| = r. If N, # v, is additionally assumed, then
Fo.cr € RP(R™) and can be written as Fp ., = Z;O:O )‘ij’c’A where Z;O:O |\j|P < 00 and M,
are h?(R™) approzimate molecules with respect to B(c,279t1).

In Remark we make several comments on the hypothesis of this Theorem.

As a corollary of the previous theorem, we can show together with [16, Theorem 1],
that if the operator maps atoms to molecules, then it can be extended continuously to an
operator from L!'(R") to L (R™).

Corollary 1. Let .25 <p <1< q<s<2withp # s and e > 0. Suppose Tf(x) =
[ K(z,y)f(y)dy whenever x ¢ supp(f) is a bounded linear operator on L*(R™), and T
maps (h*,q') exact atoms to (h?, s, n(i —1) +¢,C) approzimate molecules with respect to
the same ball B(c,r) for some C > 0, then K satisfies (L)) with Pk (2, y) = K(z,c)

ifr <1 (and 0 when r = 1) and

(1.7) s%p /(4B)C ]{5 |K (2, y) — K(z,¢)|dydz < .
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Moreover, T can be extended to a bounded linear operator from L*(R") to L*(R™).

2. BACKGROUND AND NOTATION

Throughout this paper, we denote by ¢’ the Holder conjugate of ¢, i.e. ¢~*+(¢/)~t =1,
and B(c,r) the ball in R"™ centered at ¢ € R" with radius > 0. Also, the constants C,
(', etc., in the proofs may vary from line to line, and we use the subscript to highlight
the dependence of the variables in the constants.

We start with the formal maximal definition of the Hardy space h?(R™).

Definition 1. Let p € (0,00). We say that the tempered distribution f € S'(R™) belongs
to the local Hardy space h?(R™) if there exists ® € S(R") satisfying [ ® # 0 such that

Mo f(x) = Sup |1+ f(z)| € LP(R"),

where ®;(x) =t " ®(xt™ ).

The functional | f||» = |[Mef|,, defines a quasi-norm in h?(R") when 0 < p < 1 and a
norm otherwise. The may refer always as a norm for convenience. The associated distance
d(f,g) = |f — g|}» defines a metric on h?(R™). Next we provide the definition of (h?,q)

atoms.

Definition 2. Let 0 < p < 1 < ¢ < w0 with p # q. We say the function a is an (h?,q)
exact atom if there exists a ball B = B(c,r) such that
(1) supp(a) = B,
11
(2) la|ros) < [Bl+"7, and

(3) / a(z)(z —c)*dzx =0 for all |a| < N, if 0 <r <1,
B

where N, := |n(p~' — 1), the largest possible integer that is at most v, :=n(p~* —1). If
Condition (3) is replaced by (L2), we call it an (h?,q) approximate atom.

Meanwhile, the molecular theory for h?(R™) with non-exact cancellation is studied in
[T1] for 2 < p < 1 and AY(R) in [5]. In [3], the authors studied the approximated

n+1
molecular theory for h?(R") for all p < 1. We now give the definitions of approximate

molecules.

Definition 3. Let 0 < p < 1 < ¢ < 0 with p # q and \ > n(% —1). We say that a
function M is an (h?, q,\,C) approzimate molecule if there exist a ball B = B(c,r) and
C > 0 (independent of M ) such that
11
(M) [M|zas) < Cra),
A App(i_l
(Ma) [M] - —c|a]lzagpey < Cra™™a7#’, and
C, if o] < vp,

1\]7r
|:10g (1 + E)] ) Zf |Oé| = Np = fYPu

Following [4], Definition 3], when the function M satisfies only the size conditions (M)
and (Ms), we call it a pre-molecule.

(Ms) <

M(z)(z — ¢)%dx

R

We shall note that it is not harmful to change B in (M;) and (Ms) by kB for some k > 1
(independent of B) or to R". Moreover, the constant A can be written as A = n(% —1)+¢

for some ¢ > 0 and the upper bound of (2) becomes C'ra.
In this paper, we only use the decomposition of h?(R™) in terms of exact atoms and
approximate molecules. More precisely, we will use the following.
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Theorem A ([BII0]). Let 0 < p <1 < ¢ <0 withp < q and A > n({ —1). Then the
following are equivalent.
(1) The distribution f € S'(R™) is in h?(R").
(2) There exist a sequence {\;};en € P(C) and a sequence of (hP,q) exact atoms {a;} jen
such that f =Y.y Aja; in S’ (R™) and in h?(R™), with

1/p
e ~ inf{(Z W) }
jeN

where the infimum is taken over all such atomic representations.
(3) There exist a sequence of {\;}ien € P(C) and a sequence of (h*,q, \,C) approzi-
mate molecules {M;};en such that f = Y. AjM; in S'(R™) and in h?(R™), and

7eN

jeN
1/
I fllne =~ inf { (ZjeN |)\j|p> p}, where the infimum is taken over all such molecular

representations.

3. PROOFS

In this section we provide the proof of the theorems.

3.1. Proof of Theorem [Il We start by showing that the pairing (T*((- — ¢)*, a) is well
defined for kernels satisfying conditions of Theorem [II

Proposition 1. Let 0 < p < 1 and1 < s < 2. Fiz T the operator given in Theorem[d. Let
ge LY(R"™) (¢’ = 2) that has support in B = B(c,r) and g such that [, (z—c)%g(z)dz =0
for all |a| < N,. Then

|z — c|*|T(g)(x)|dx < oo for all |a| < N,.
Rn
Proof. Note that from the L?—boundedness of T' we have
/ @ = c[*|T(g)(2)ldx < Cor®* 3| T2 < Cur™ 4| T p2sr2] g L < 0.

2B

It remains to estimate the integral on (2B)¢. Note that, using the cancellation condition
of g,

/ 2 — o*|T(g)()|dz < / |l / K (2,y) — Prs(,)|lg(y)|dyde
(2B)e (2B)e B
L a
< B gl /( N e ) = Proole s
2 c

< |B[7|g|l ||z — "G5

K(z,y) — Pk p(z, y)HLq(B7d_§/)
B Ls ((2B)e da)

x ||| - —¢| 7P s =St

L¥((2B)°)*

Note that —n(s’)(% -5 - % + s'|la) +n = —ns’(% —-1) - ‘%‘3 + §'|la| < 0 if and only if
la| < n(p~' —1) + £, which is the case because |a| < N,. Therefore, the above estimate

is bounded by a function of r and is therefore finite. O

Although the proof of Theorem [ is similar to the one in [3, Theorem 5.3], for the sake
of completeness, we will give the proof here.

Proof of Theorem [1.
Let a be an (h?,q’) exact atom supported in B = B(c,r). We would like to show that
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T(a) is an (h?,s,n(3 — 1) + £) approximate molecule. By the L?-boundedness of T', we
have

1 +1 1
S

b < CylT|pomial BIE57575 = Ol |B

To show (M,), we split r into two cases. For r < 1, using the exact cancellation
condition on a and the hypothesis,

o [ / K (z,y) — Poxe(x.y)]a(y)dy

1
P,

1
ITa|ps@2p) < |TalL22)|2B]

|G
|Tal - =]

Ls(2B)°
Ls((2B)e,dx)

<

n(i-Liyye
PEPLCEE / K (2,y) — Prs(z,y)la(y)ldy
B

L5 ((2B)e dz)

\\H

nG-D+s

3=

|z — (2,9) = Pic.s(@,y)| cagpay sy B+

Ls((2B)¢,dz)
< C|B|'rp Gt st ot

When r > 1, the argument is exactly the same except Pk p(z,y) = 0 in this case.
Equation (EIEI) implies that T'a satisfies (M3) using Holder’s inequality and the fact
that

/ (z — ¢ Ta(z)dz = / T*[(- — ¢)](y)aly)dy.
]

3.2. Proof of Theorem [2l The first main step in the proof of Theorem [2is to describe
a suitable decomposition of the kernel of 7', following the analogous ideas presented in
[9, Theorem 1.16] and [15, pp. 244].

Lemma 1. There exists a sequence {1;}; < CL(R™) of radial functions supported in
B(0,1) such that [o =1, [; =0 for all j =1 and

Q0
(3.1) D Ui(6) =

j=0
Moreover, if K; denotes the kernel of T(- = ;), then K;(z,y) = T(¢;(- —y))(z) and the
kernel of the operator T'|cemn) is given by K(z,y) = Z;io K;(z,y) in S'(R™ x R™).

Proof. We start by constructing the functions {1;};. Let ® be a non-negative function in
C*(R™) with supp(®) = B(0,1), [® =1 and [ ®(z)z*dz # 0 for 1 < |a| < 2N,. Define

Yo(x) = co®(x) — Z Car®®(x),
1<|a|<Np

for some suitable constants ¢, € R such that [ 2%¢y(x)dz = 0 for all 1 < |a| < N, and
[ Wo(x)dz = 1. Then, define ¢(z) = 2"Py(2x) — Yo(x) and let ¢;(x) = 2(] b "1/1(23 2)
for any n € N. By the translation property of the Fourier transform we get 1,;(§) =

%(27%‘) - @//);(217j§). In this way,
ij %27 f)—’%(o)=1 as N — 0.

For f € CX(R") we have f = > 2 f+1; in S(R"), and from (3I) and Plancherel identity
it also holds in L*(R™). Moreover,

(3.2) 2 T(f ;) in S'(R") and L*(R").
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If K; denotes the kernel of T'(- = ¢;), simply by the integral representation of 7' we have
that K;(z,y) = T(¢;(- —y))(x) and from (3.2)), together with the L? continuity of T, the
kernel of T' is given by K = Z;OZO K; in 8'(R™ x R™). Since K is the kernel of 7" and such

oL o
decomposition is true in &', we have from (3.2))

2

(K = 236508 ) = T = DTN =0

where ((-,-)) denotes the paring between S'(R" x R") and S(R™ x R") and (-, -) denotes
the paring between S'(R") and S(R™). Since the tensor product is dense in S'(R™ x R"),
we have the convergence in &'(R™ x R"). O

Since we want to establish estimates for K;(z,y), in which the construction was de-
scribed in the previous lemma, the next step is to provide additional information on the
family {v;};, which is useful in Proposition

Lemma 2. Let 0 < p < 1 and {¢;}; = CX(R") the family of functions constructed in the
proof of Lemmall. Then the following are true:

Yo()
1%0]ls [ B(0,2)]

(1) The function x — is an (h?,0) exact atom supported in B(0,2);

=

()
26-1n(2% 4 1) [ahol s | B(0,2-1)]»
supported in B(0,2777) for all j € N; and
. 0%y ()
(8) The function x — ;
200080 (20 4 1) [iols [B(O.2- 773
atom supported m B(0,277%Y) for all j € N and all multi indices /3.

(4) If [y — | < 25, then

(33 A = vy G- Y~ (@~ 9) beel@)y — ",

1<|a|<Np

(2) The function x — is an (h?,0) exact atom

is an (h?,0) ezact

is also a constant multiple (with constant c, g2/ NeT1=%)|y — c|Ne+1) of (BP, 0)
atoms supported in B(c,27772).
Proof. The proof of (1) is immediate. We show the others.

2. By construction, supp(¢) < B(0,1) and supp(¢;) = B(0,27771). Tt is also easy to
see that

Y;

‘ < 20-0m (27 + 1) oo s
26-0n(2n + 1) o 5| B(0, 2-5+1)|»

L@y (20 4 1)20-Dn gy 5| B(O, 279+1)[5
— |B(0,2771)[ .

This time we need to verify the cancellation condition, but it suffices to check for
;. Note that

/n Z(j_l)"@/)j(x)dx = - Y(x)de = /n[2n¢0(2x) — tbo(x)]dz = 0.

For 1 < |a| < N,, we have

/ 229=1)n ¢ (z)dz = 2~ (G-1) al/ zp(z)de = Q(J'l)la/ (2*n\a| — 1)y (z)dx = 0.
Rn n n
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3. Fix j € N and 3 a multiindex. It is clear that supp(d®e;) = B(0,277*!). Note
that 0%¢;(z) = 2U=DIBI2G=1n(984))(20712). We have
| o
20 115120-0n(27 + 1) B(0,2-)

< |B(0,279+Y)[ 7.

L*(R")

The cancellation conditions hold because
/ 2 (2)d = (=) / 09 (2% (2)d = 0

and 0°(2?) is again a monomial with non-negative power.

4. Let 0 < |y — ] < 27;“. Note that supp(A4;) < B(y,277") u B(c,277*) <
B(c,277%2). By Taylor’s theorem, there exists v = ty + (1 —t)c with ¢ € [0, 1] such

that

A= D L@ - )0 - o
Then,

1 . n
| A Loy < Z _'CnQ(] DNp+14m) gl sy — e Vet
|a|=Np+1 ’

<e¢ n2(j_1)(Np+1+n)Hw0H$|y _ C|Np+1.
Meanwhile, the cancellation conditions hold because of a change of variable and the
fact that [ 2#0%¢; = 0 for all |3| < N,. Therefore, A;[c, 20~ DNt |4 5]y —
[N+ B(0,2792) [P "] is an (AP, o0) exact atom.

t

Finally, in the next proposition, we show some important estimates on the kernels K;
when 7" maps atoms into pre-molecules.

Proposition 2. Let 0 < p <1< g¢g<s<2withp#s, and 0 <e < s(N, + 1 —,).
Suppose T is bounded on L?*(R™). If there exists C > 0 such that T maps (h?,q') ezact

atoms to <hp, s, n(ﬁ — 1) + ¢, C) pre-molecules with respect to the same ball, then

(3.4)
< |ZL‘ — C| %7§)+§ n(s—1-1)
> . | Kj(z,y) — Pr;,5(, y) | Las.ay/1B) < Cnpgs” ;
=0 Ls([B(c,4r)]c,dx)
where
Z M, j(z)(y — o), if0<r<l,
PKJ',B(C,T) (l‘, y) = 1 lal<Np
0 otherwise,
and for some pre-molecule M, ;. centered at c. In particular, for fited B = B(c,r),

K =3 Px; B is a function on {(z,y) e R" x R" 1 v ¢ B(c,4r), y € B(c,r)}.

Proof. Let 0 < p <1, ce R" and r > 0. Without loss of generality, we consider the case
s = q. By Lemma 2] since wj = C’n,pZ"(l 7 (1= )@/)j is an exact (hP,00) atom supported

in B(0,2'7), we have by translation that (- — y)) is also an (h?, o) atom supported in
B(y,2'7). Then, since by hypothesis 7' maps atoms into pre-molecules, for all y € R™ we
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have

/| |>2-i+ |1’ - y|"(%_1)+5|T(Q/;j(. — y))(:c)|ng; < o(—j+1)e
r—y|=277 1

o —y\ "7 Do~
39 N |z—y|>2-9+1 < 2-J+1 T (W5 = y)(@)|"dw < Cpp 2070,
z—y

With the same argument, one can also show

(3.6) / <|ﬂf—y| Mo
Sz \ 2774

T(055(- = )ly=) (@) iz < Cpp 20Dl

and whenever |y — c| <r < 2‘;“
r—c|<27J
(3.8)
lz — | n(t-1)+e
/ (2—j+2) T(Aj)(z)|* < Cn7p7q2(7 W+ D+ (a=Dnl |y, o[aNp+1),
|z—c|=2—7+2

where A; is defined in Lemma 2l Due to the assumption and the constants explicitly
stated in Lemma 2] the implicit constants in the upper bound of all the above estimates
are independent of 7 and y.
We first consider the case r
and y € B(c,r) implies |z — ¢

o\
|z — ¢
| K (2, y) | La.ay 1))
La([B(e,dr)]e dz)

T
|.T . C| n(%71)+€
= ][ / — | Kz, y)|"dzdy
ly—c|<r J |z—c|=4r r
Ifc—yl +y—\" TV
<t L[ 1, )y
y—c|<r J |z—c|=4r

n(4-1)+e
P |IL'—y|
<Gt f () e
y—c|<r J |z—y|=3r
)—

<O TGl mn s gl-nt-)) ¢ @ (i (a(/p-1) (-0
7pq€ 777 )

1 and recall that P, p(x,y) = 0. Since x € B(c,4r)°

>
<z =yl + ]y — | < 3lz—yl, from B3F) we get

q

where in the last line we have used that r™?(1=1/P)=¢ < 1. After taking both sides the ¢-th
root, we have summable coefficients over j and the desired factor r™(1/4=1),
Consider now the case r < 1. We show (3.4) for

1 (0% (0%
Pi, pen(:9) = ) L0050 = y)ly=e)(2)(y — )
0<|al<N,
We first split the sum over j into

1 1 5
[oe) |$ . C| n(;fa)Jra
> | K2, y) — Pre; (2, y) | Lagsay) 5))

r
j=0

(53

ji2—Iiti3r 5273t 1s3p

z— | \" )T
x . |Kj(z,y) — P, 5(%,y) | LaB.ay/1B)

La([B(c,4r)]¢,dx)

La([B(c,4r)]c,dx)
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When j satisfies 2791 < 3r, by triangle inequality, it suffices to provide the desired
estimate for K(x,y) and T( O‘z/JJ( — y)|y=c)(x) separately. To deal with the estimate of

Kj(z,y), we use again that |z — ¢| < |z — y| + |y — ¢| < 3|z — y| and hence

q

n(f—1)+e
r —cC
[ (5 me e
r—c|=4r <r

3 1+
z —y[\"
,pqul[ ‘ / - ( (z, y)|"dzdy
y—c|<r J |z— y> T

9= —1)+e |£L‘ . y| n(%—l)-i—&‘
) - ( ST IRy
<r q:y> J

n,P,9,€

/ 9—it+1\qrpte,—n(F—1)—¢
e < Chpge(2 )T )

(2 ]+1 1)-‘1—6

After taking ¢-th root and summing over js, we have the upper bound C”vp e yrla'=1)

To estimate the term T'(05;(- — y)|y=c) () (y — ¢)*, we use (B.6) and we obtain

T(@5( = Wly=e) @) 1y = O “dyda

/|mc|>4r ly—c|<r
n(%fl)Jrs
77/7p7q7E
ly—c|<r J |z—y|=3r r

9—ij+1 n(I—1)+e
< Cn7p7q7€< )

|£L‘ . y| n(%—l)-i—&‘ q
F L ()T et - o) sy
ly—cl<r Jz—y[z277+1 r

9—j+1 "(%_1)"‘5 in(e N N
- C’,pq€< ’ ) 9G-Dln(a-1)+alol] alod

T(@505(- = Wly=e) @) 1(y = O ["dady

C/ (2—j+1)q'yp+e,rfn(%fl)fs

n,p,q,€

After taking ¢g-th root and summing over those js, we have the upper bound C” ¢~ =1)

n,p,q, el
thanks to the fact that ¢ > 0 and v, > N,,.

Lastly, we need to handle the sum where j satisfies 277! > 3r. Note that for a fixed
7 < 1, there are only finitely many j in this case. We rewrite Kj;(z,y) — Pk, 5(7,y) as

Kj(z,y) — Px; p(z,y) = T(4;)(z),



12 CHUN HO LAU AND CLAUDIO VASCONCELOS

where A; is given by ([B.3]). Then, from the estimates (3.7) and (B.8) we get

/acc>4r 7|[ <|x - C|)n(%1)+€|T(Aj)(x)|qdyd:p

|x_y| n(%71)+€
<Conacf [ (ET T @y
ycl<r Jaylzar \ T
conlf ]
ly—cl<r J 3r<|e—y|<277+2

]ﬁ, / . DG o

2 J+2 >
< (_) 2Ny 11 (gDl (V1)
P\
C”,pqa( )q%+6—Q(Np+1)7,Q(Np+1)*n(%*1)*€.
After taking g-th root and summing over js, we have the upper bound Cj .7 prla™ =)
using the fact that ¢ < ¢(N, + 1) — ¢v,. O

We now are ready to prove the main theorem.

Proof of Theorem[2.

We may assume that € < s(N, +1—,) since an (h”,s,n(2 — 1) + ¢, C') molecule is also
an (h?,s,n(2 — 1) + €', C) molecule for any &’ < e. Moreover, since T' maps (h”, ¢') exact
atoms to (h?,s,n(sp™' — 1) + ¢, ) approximate molecules, we can express

1
PKBZUZJ ZPKBin Z JFa,c,r($)(y_C)a
la|<Np

in 8'(R" x R"), where F, ., = Z;’;O A\;M;, with

Ag = 207 DIEI20-0m (20 4 1)y o] B(0, 277

and M;(x) = A\ T(05;(- — y)ly=c) ().

For this fixed ball B = B(c,r), we will show that F, ., (z) is a function when = ¢ B and
is in L*(B¢). For simplicity, we write A = n(i — 1) 4+ . By the definition of molecules,
note that if 277+t < r,

HM'HLS(BC < T_A/SHM‘| : _C|>\/SHLS(BC) < CT_%Z(_j+1)(%_n(%_§))
and if 27971 > r (only finitely many js), then
bl € bl Wbl o
< 020G =0) 4 op= 3o+ DE G =),

Then, since %

0
DN

1

:n(ﬁ_é)+§>n(i—%),we have

Ls(Be) T Z )‘jHM]

Ls(Be)
=0 ji2—itlgy ji2—itlzy
o0
< e Y 22HGGDlod L oS gl
=0 ji2—itizy

< Cn7p7q7€(r’% + r_"(%_%>) < 0.
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Therefore, for fixed B = B(c,7), Fycr(x) is indeed a function when |z —¢| > r, and
therefore Pk p(x,y) is a function when |z — ¢| = r. Finally, the desired estimate follows
from Proposition

If N, # ~,, note that

Z)\ — Z p(n/p—n—lal) ~ppisd 2 pim=lal) ~ o

because |a| < N, < 7,, and M; is an approximate molecule by Lemma 2] and the hypoth-
esis. Therefore, we can Conclude that Fi, ..(x) € h?(R™). O

Remark.

(1) The assumption ¢ < s is to interchange the L? and L* norm in Theorem [2 and
Proposition 2l Indeed, the results in Theorem 2] and Proposition 2] are also true if

we replace ([LE) by

HH(Q)”S”Z<K<x,y>—a<,3<x,y>>

forl <gq,s ley in the proof of Theorem
[ and in other places we consider ||| - ||zs(281¢) | La(B,dy/|B))-

(2) The continuity of T on L?(R") is to avoid the cases in which the restriction of the
extension of 7" is not the same as T' originally defined (on C(R™)), see remark
(i) after the proof of Theorem (1.16) in [9]; moreover, this assumption allows us
to discuss 1" acting on h” atoms.

(3) In Theorem 2, we are unable to show directly that Pk g(x,y) is the Taylor poly-
nomial of K (z,y) with respect to the y-variable because we may not always have
0“T(f) =T(@"f).

(4) Theorem [2 also holds if we change the molecules in h?(R™) with the analogous
one in HP(R") (with C' = 0 in (M3)). In this case, if N, # v,, Fo.r € HP(R")
instead. In fact, in Proposition [2, nothing is used other than (M;) and (Ms);
and the molecules in H? and h? have the same size conditions (M;) and (M,).
Therefore, Theorem 2 holds in this case.

(5) We also remark that the results for Theorem [ Theorem 2 Corollary [, and the
previous remark are true for Hardy spaces HP(R™) by removing the condition
Py p(x,y) = 0 if r > 1 and changing (ii) in Theorem [ to 7*((z — ¢)*) = 0 for
all |a| < [n(% — 1)]. The proof of Theorem [ is essentially the same by using
homogeneous Littlewood-Paley type decomposition instead. In this case, there
are infinitely many j that satisfies 2771 > 3r but D, ;14 (27) Vet D=aw e jg
convergent.

Proof of Corollary [l
First observe that Pk (. (7,y) = K(z,c) when 2= < p < 1 in the proof of Proposition
2l If r<1ands>1,

< C,r,n(sfl—l)

L3([2B]¢,dx) | L9(B,dy/| B|)

K (2, y) — K (2, )|l (B.ay18) |2t (1481 da)
< ||IK (2, y) — K(z, )| LoB.ay)B) | 2 (4B dr)
< |[|K

1 1
: (3-1y+¢]

(
(
n(h-1)es
r,y) — K(z,¢)|LaB,aymple — |7 = LY([4B]° dx)
(

1
-t

(
n(l
K (z,y) — K(z, ¢)| racp,ay BT — €| G

N

([4B]e,dx)
1

1 s
X (/ o dx
|z—c|=4r |gj — C| ___)S +5

< C,,,E—i—n(%—l)r—n(p—l)—; —C
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and the constant C" is independent of ¢ and . We have used the fact that (% — 1) = 1if

P <

1 < s. The inequality holds in the case s = 1 (and p < 1) by considering supj, _ >4,

instead of the integral.

If r> 1, using B.3), for all 1 < s <2,

g/lzq%r < — C|) Kj(z,c)|*dx

© n(2-1 n(2—-1)+e

9—j+1\ ;-1 |z — (-1 .
Z < ) / >4 (2‘j+1> By, )
=0 r—c|=4r

[00] 2 _]JFI ( 71)“1’8
s Z( > 2(] 1)n(s—1) < C,,p,

Then a similar argument shows that

15K (. y) = K (=, ¢) |1 (m,ay18) | 1 (451 d2)
< K (z, 9)l| 22 B,y 18 | 1 (4B1e a2y + I (2, €) | L1 (Bayy B Lt (481 de)

< st DpnGEl-5 L o=

Therefore, by [16, Theorem 1], we can conclude that T can be extended to a linear

operator that maps L'(R") to LL®(R™). O
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