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NOTES ON THE SPACES OF BILINEAR MULTIPLIERS

OSCAR BLASCO

ABSTRACT. A locally integrable function m(&,n) defined on R™ x R" is said
to be a bilinear multiplier on R™ of type (p1,p2,p3) if

Ballo)@ = [ [ f@atmle,mem € dgay

defines a bounded bilinear operator from LP1 (R™) x LP2(R"™) to LP3(R™). The
study of the basic properties of such spaces is investigated and several methods
of constructing examples of bilinear multipliers are provided. The special case
where m(&,n) = M(§ —n) for a given M defined on R" is also addressed.

1. INTRODUCTION.

Throughout the paper Cpo(R™) denotes the space of continuous functions defined
in R™ with compact support, S(R™) denotes the Schwartz class on R™, i.e. f: R"™ —

C such that f € C®(R") and za% is bounded for any 8 = (81, ..., 8

and o = (aq, ..., ) where z* = z{*..2%" and |B] = f1 + ... + B and P(R
stands for the set of functions in S(R™) such that f € Coo(R") where f(£)
Jen f( e~ 2mi{z.8) g,

We shall use the notation M, ,(R™) (respect. M, ,(R™)), for 1 < p,q < oo, for
the space of distributions v € S&’'(R™) such that u * ¢ € LY(R") for all ¢ € LP(R™)

(respect. for the space of bounded functions m such that T3, defines a bounded

operator from LP(R™) to LI(R™) where m(&) = m(€)f(€).) We endow the
space M, ,(R") with the “norm” of the operator Ty,, that is ||m||,.q = || Tyn]|-

Let us start off by mentioning some well known properties of the space of linear
multipliers (see [T, 14]): M, (R™) = {0} whenever ¢ < p, M, ,(R™) = My, (R™)
for 1 <p<g<ooandforl<p<2 M;1(R") C M,,(R") C Mys(R™). We
also have the identifications

n)
")

Maa(R") = L>(R"),
My ,(R") ={ueS'(R"):ue€ LYR™)}, 1< q< oo,
Mii(R") ={ueS'R"):u=pe MR")}.
In this paper we shall be dealing with their bilinear analogues.

Definition 1.1. Let 1 < p1,p2 < 00 and 0 < ps < 0o and let m(&,n) be a locally
integrable function on R™ x R™. Define

v) = / F©d(mm(e, n)m & gy
n RTL

Key words and phrases. spaces of bilinear multipliers, bilinear Hilbert transform, bilinear frac-
tional transform.
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for f.9 € P(R™).

m is said to be a bilinear multiplier on R™ of type (p1, p2, p3) if there exists C > 0
such that

1B (f;9)llps < CllF llpi[l9llp

forany f,g € P(R™), i.e. B, extends to a bounded bilinear operator from LP*(R™)X
LP2(R™) to LP*(R™) (where we replace L>°(R™) for Co(R™) in the case p; = oo for
1=1,2).

We write BM p, p,.ps) (R™) for the space of bilinear multipliers of type (p1,p2, ps)
and [|m|lp, po,ps = [|Bmll-

The study of bilinear multipliers for smooth symbols (where m(€,n) is a “nice”

regular function) goes back to the work by R.R. Coifman and Y. Meyer in [6].
Particularly simple examples are the following bilinear convolution-type opera-
tors: For a given K € L], (R™) we define

(1) Cxe(f,9) /fw— gz + 1)K (y)dy

for f and g belonging to Cpo(R™).
If K € LY(R") then m(¢,n) = K (€ —n) defines a multiplier in BM p, ps.ps) (R™)
for 1/p1 +1/p2 =1/ps if ps > 1 and [mllp, pops < 1K1
Indeed, for f and g € S(R), one has f(z —y) = [z f(©)e*me=v8d¢ and
g(z+y) = [g. §(n)e*™@Hvmdy. Hence we have

Cx(f.9)(@) = | flr=ygl+yKy)dy
L] foamreemocnicmm gy,

[ [ F@at [ rmememmagenicnagay
n R™

= [ [ ami© k- mem i,

This motivates the introduction of the following class of multipliers.

Definition 1.2. Let1 < py,ps < 00 and 0 < p3 < co. We denote by M(Phpmpa)(Rn)
the space of measurable functions M : R™ — C such that m(&,n) = M(§ —n) €
BM(?LPLPS)( ), that is to say

0= [ [ f©atne - mer gy

extends to a bounded bilinear map from LP'(R™) x LP2(R™) into LP3(R™). We keep
the notation ||M||P17p27173 = ||BM||

It was only in the last decade that the cases My(x) = E ‘} - were shown to define
bilinear multipliers of type (p1,p2,ps) for 1/ps = 1/p1 +1/ps — a for 1 < p1,ps <
oo and 0 < o < 1/p1 + 1/p2 (see @) in Theorem [[3)) and, in the case n = 1,
M (z) = —isign(x) was shown to define a bilinear multiplier of type (p1,p2,ps)
for 1/ps = 1/p1 + 1/pa for 1 < p1,p2 < oo and p3 > 2/3 (see (@) in Theorem
[[3)). These two main examples correspond to the following bilinear operators: the
bilinear fractional integral defined by

/f |y|1f+y)dy, 0<ax<l
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and the bilinear Hilbert transform defined by

H(f,g)(z) = lim 1 flz—y)glz+y) "

20T Jiy|>e Yy

respectively.
Let us collect the results about their boundedness which are known nowadays.

Theorem 1.3. Let 1 < pj,pa <00, 0<a<1/pr+1/p2, 1/¢=1/p1+1/p2—«a,
1/ps =1/p1+ 1/p2 and 2/3 < ps < co. Then there exist constants A and B such
that

(2) HH(f7 g)”Ps S AHfHPIHngQ (Lacey'Thiele7 [127 13])7

B)  Malf;9)llq < Blfllpillgllp.- (Kenig-Stein [11], Grafakos-Kalton [10] ).

Our objective is to study the basic properties of the classes BM,, ,, n,)(R) and
My, ps.ps(R), to find examples of bilinear multipliers in these classes and to get
methods to produce new ones.

As usual, if f € L'(R™) we denote by 7, M,, and D! the translation 7, f(y) =
f(y — z) for x € R, the modulation M, f(y) = €=} f(y) and the dilation
DY f(z) =t /Pf(Z) for 0 < p,t < oco.

With this notation out of the way one has, for 1 <p <oocand 1/p+1/p’ =1,

@) (@hE) = M_of©), MLF)E) =7f©), DIE) =D f&).

Clearly 7., M, and DY are isometries on LP(R™) for any 0 < p < occ.

Although most of the results presented in what follows have a formulation in
n > 1 we shall restrict ourselves to the case n = 1 for simplicity. The reader is
referred to [2 13 [ [5] [7] for several similar results on other groups, and to find same
methods of transference.

2. BILINEAR MULTIPLIERS: THE BASICS

Let us start by pointing out a characterization, for ps > 1, in terms of the duality,
whose elementary proof is left to the reader.

Proposition 2.1. Let 1 < p3 < co. Then m € BM
exists C' > 0 such that

(R) if and only if there

(p1,p2,p3)

| / F©a(mh(e +mym(E.m)ddn| < C|Fllp 19lloa 1l

for all f,g,h € P(R).

We now present a basic example of a bilinear multiplier. For a Borel regular
measure in R p we denote (i(§ fR —2miz& () its Fourier transform.

Proposition 2.2. Let ps > 1 and 1/p1+1/p2 = 1/p3 and let m(&,n) = (e + Bn)
where 1 is a Borel regular measure in R and (o, ) € R%2. Then m € BM R)
and [[mllpy,ps.ps < l1all1-

(P1,P27;D3)(
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Proof. Let us first rewrite the value B,,(f,g) as follows:

(z — at)g(z — St)dp(t).

Bu(f.9)(x) = / F(©)a(ma(ag + Bn)e*™ &M deay
- / F©)am)( / 2SI g (1)) 2RETZ g iy
— / / Qﬂi(mfat)ge2ﬂi(zfﬁt)nd€dn)d‘u(t)

Hence, using Minkowski’s inequality, one has

1B (f59)lps

IN

/ 17( — at)g(- — BO)llpadlul (1)
< / 17( = )l llg(- — BE)padlpel(t)
1l Nl / dlal(®) = [l 1 o gl

A

Let us start with some elementary properties of the bilinear multipliers when
composing with translations, modulations and dilations.

Proposition 2.3. Let m € BMy,, p, p,)(R).

(a) Ifml S 'A;lslypl (R) andmg € Mszy;vz (R) then my (g)m(é.a W)m2(77) € BM(Sl,Sz,Ps)(R)'
Moreover

||m1mm2||51,52,p3 < ||m1 ”817101 ||m||10171027103 ||m2||52,172

(b) T(eo,neym € BMp, py.ps)(R) for each (§o,m0) € R? and

”T(Eomo)m”mmzms = ”mHPl,PLPS'

(C) M(ﬁoﬂ]o)m € BM(Z)17P27P3)(R) Jor each (50) 770) € R? and

”M(fo,no)m”mmzms = ”mHPl,Pz;P?’
(d) ]f% = p% + p% - p%, and 0 <t < oo then Dim € BMy, p, ps)(R) and
||ng||1011p21p3 = ||m||P11P21P3'

Proof. Use @) to deduce the following formulas

(5) Binymm, (f,9) = B (T, f Ty 9)-
(6) BT(go,no)m(fv g) = M&o-l-noBm(M—&ofa M—nog)-
(7) BM(gO,nO)m(fa g) = Bm(T*EO‘ﬁ T*ﬁf)g)'

(8) Bm(Dflqufzg):DfSBDfm(fag)
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Let us check only the validity of last one. The other ones follow easily from the
previous facts.

B (D} f, Dy g) ()

RN i i
/ t7% f(#€)E7E gtn)m (&, m)e* ™ ETT dedn
R
7 ﬂ)€2ﬂi(£+n)%t*2d§dn
t't
B 7R UUTRNIE I S ST S ) NP T
= | f©amem T Em (e, e dedn
R

= D{"Bpyn(f,9)(=).
]

From (&) we can see that the condition 1/p; + 1/p2 = 1/p3 is also connected to
the homogeneity of the symbol.

Proposition 2.4. Let m € BM(y,, p, 1,)(R) such that m(t€, tn) = m(&,n) for any

_ 1
t>0. Then——l—p—2 e

Proof. From assumption D{°m = m. Using (8) we have
Bu(DF' £, DEg) = 2/ /st /v Do s (5, )
and therefore

||Bm(fag)||p3 = ||DfSBm(f,g)||p3
t—1/103-l‘(l/Pl-i-l/;Dz)Hfgm(DPlf7 D§72g)”p3

< V@R B B 1 £ pa 19 -

For this to hold for any 0 < ¢ < oo one needs 1/p; + 1/pa = 1/ps. ]

Let us combine the previous results to get new bilinear multipliers from a given
one.

Proposition 2.5. Let p3 > 1 and m € BMy,, p, p,)(R).
(@) If Q@ = [a,b] X [¢,d] and 1 < p1,p2 < 00 then mxq € BM(p, p,ps)(R) and

”mXQ”pi,pz,;s < CHm”m,pz,ps-
(b) If® € L'(R?) then ®xm € BM(PI;PZ;PS)(R) and [[®xml|p, pyps < [Pl 1[172]]py pa.ps-

(C) Ifo e Ll(RQ) thlen (i)lm € BM (p1,p2, pe)(R) and ”(i)m”m,pz,ps < ||‘I)||1||m||p1,pz,p3-
(d) Ify € LYRF trs ot o2) thenmy (€,m) =[5 m(te, tn)i(t)dt € BMpy py ps)(R).-
Moreover ||mw||p1,p2,p3 = Hw” ”mel,pz,ps

Proof. (a) Use that x5 € ./\;lpl,p1 for 1 < p1 < oo and xq € ./\;11[,27]02 for
1 < p2 < oo together with Proposition 23] part (a).
(b) Note that

Baum (£ 9)(x)

F(©an)( / m(€ — u,n — v)®(u, v)dudv)e?™ EXDT dedy
]RZ

R2

/R 2( - F©amm(E = u,n —0)e VT dedn) @ (u, v)dudo

/R2 BT(um)m(f, 9)(2)®(u, v)dudv.



6 OSCAR BLASCO

From the vector-valued Minkowski inequality and Proposition part (b), we
have

1Boan(fealls < [ W (£l 0 0) e
< Il s |1l e 211
(c) Observe that
By, (f.9)(x) = R2f%§>g<n>gzé2A4@4h7v>nmg,n>¢<u,v)dudv)ez”“f+">rd§dn

/11@2 By pym(f59)(2)®(u, v)dudv.

Argue as above, using now Proposition 23] part (¢), to conclude the result.

(d) Use now Proposition 23] part (d), for p—3 - (le + piz) = _27
Bu,(f)@) = [ FOa([ " DEam(emrru(eyinem € agan

= [ oy @ vt

With all these procedures we have several useful methods to produce multipliers
in BM, p,.py)(R). Let us mention one application of each of them.

Example 2.6. (1) If i + % = p%, mi € Mpypr) and ma € My, 1,y then

m(&§,n) = mi(§m (77) € BMy, ps.ps-
(2) If m € BM(pl paps)(R), p3 > 1 and Q1, Q2 are bounded measurable sets in

R then
1

|Q1]1Q2] Jq, %@,
3) If® e LI(RQ) then ® € BM(p17p27p3)( ) fOT Py + - = 3; ps > 1.

P2

(4) If m € BM(p, po.ps)(R), |pi1 4+ 1 pls| <1 then

p2

m(é +u,n+ v)dUdv € BM(?17P27P3) (R)

dt

—I—t € BM (p1,p2, P%)(R)

m@m=4m<%w

A combination of the previous results gives the following examples of bilinear
multipliers in BM (1 1 p,)(R) whose proof is left to the reader.

Corollary 2.7. Let ® € L'(R?), ¢4 € LP*(R) and 15 € LP*(R) and pil + piz =
pis <1 then

m(&,n) = Y1) (&, M)2(n) € BM (11 ) (R).

Let us use Proposition 2.1] and interpolation to get a sufficient integrability con-

dition to guarantee that m € BM,, p,.py) (R).

Theorem 2.8. Let 1 < p1,ps < p <2 and p3 > p' such that pil + p% — % = pLB, If
m € LP(R?) then m € BMp, p, ps)(R).
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Proof. Let us show first that m € BM, ;, o) (R). Let f,g € L?(R) and h € L'(R).
Using Holder and Hausdorfl-Young’s inequalities one gets

| /R F©FA(E +mm(€ mdgdn| < [lmll o) [Bllooll 191

[l Lo @) 1Pl fllpllglp-

Similarly, changing the variables £ + 7 = u, £ = —v, one has

IN

[ HOGIE +nm(Endsan = [ Fv)atu+ vhwm(v.u+v)dudu.
An argument as above gives also the estimate
|Wf@@ﬂﬂ+@ﬂmewU+wwmdéMmeN%NﬂMWb

This shows that m € BM,1,)(R). A similar argument shows also that m €
BM(1 pp)(R).

Given1 < p; < pandp’ < p3 < oo with 15%_;3% = % we have 0 < 0 < 1 such that
= % + % and ;3% = % + 1%. Hence, by interpolation, m € BMz, , 5,)(R).
Similarly m € BMp 5,4,)(R) whenever 1 < py < p and p’ < ¢3 < oo with
11 _1

b2

1
D1

4 p°
To finish the proof we observe that if 1 < p; < p and 1 < py < p then for each
0 <@ <1 thereexist 1 <p; <p; <pand 1< py <py < psuch that

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
S (-0 —5) s =0 o).
pr P p1r Pp p2 P b2 P
Denoting ps, gz the values such that == — 1 = L and = — 1 = L one obtains that
P2 P Ds Pz P @3
1 1-6 0 1 1-6 0 1 1-6 0
L B Y U N L )
b1 b1 p P2 p n b3 b3 a3
Hence the result follows again from interpolation between the last ones. ]

3. BILINEAR MULTIPLIERS DEFINED BY FUNCTIONS IN ONE VARIABLE

Let us restrict ourselves to a smaller family of multipliers where m(&,n) = M ({—
7n) for some M defined in R. These multipliers satisfy

9) B (M, f, Myg) = M2y B (f, 9)-

As in the introduction we use the notation M, ,, . (R) for the space of functions
M : R — C such that m(&,n) = M(§ —n) € BM(p, p,.ps)(R), that is to say

Bu(f,9)@) = [ FEO5mM(E =m0 dedy,

defined for f and § compactly supported, extends to a bounded bilinear map from
LP1(R) x LP?(R) into LP3(R). We keep the notation | M||p, ps.ps = || Batl|-

The reader should be aware that the starting assumption on the function M is
only relevant for the definition of the bilinear mapping to make sense when acting
on certain classes of “nice” functions. Then a density argument allows to extend
functions belonging to Lebesgue spaces. We would like to point out the following
observation.
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Remark 3.1. If M,, € ./\;l(pl)pz)ps)(R) are functions such that My (z) — M(z) a.e

and sup,, ”MnH < oo then M € M(m,pz,ps)(R) and ||M||P17PQ;P3 < sup, HMn”m,pz,ps'
Indeed, this fact follows from Fatou’s lemma, since

1By (f; 9)llps < liminf || Bag, (f, 9)llps < SupI\Mnllpl,p2,p3Hfl\plllgl\pz-

Remark 3.2. The case M(x) = == Il = (and even the n-dimensional case) corre-
sponds to the bilinear fractional integral. This was first shown by C. Kenig and E.
Stein in [11] to belong to M(p17p21p3)(R) foranyl < p1,ps <o00,0<a<1/p1+1/p2
and 1/p1 + 1/p2 = 1/ps — . Another very important and non trivial example is
the bilinear Hilbert transform, given by M (x) = —isign(z), which was shown by M.
Lacey and C.Thiele in [12L[13] ?] to belong to ./\;l(pl)pz)ps)(R) forany 1 < p1,pa < oo,
1/p1+ 1/p2 = 1/ps and ps > 2/3. These results were extended to other cases in
[10] and [8L Q] respectively.

We start reformulating the definition of this class of bilinear multipliers.

Proposition 3.3. Let M € L}, .(R), f,g € P(R). Then

(10) By /R i “” )9 M (@) dudu
(11) Buf.0)(-a) = [ (F MO T(E)ds.
(12) Bu(f.9)(@) = cM< D!, 7. D} 59)(x).

Proof. ([I0) follows changing variables.
To show (II]) observe that

()=o) = [ HEmamME — nidedy
— [ (] manaie - e
R JR

—

- [ @aean©nteu
Finally, using (), we have

Bu(f.9)(x) = %/R(/Rf(u;v)g(ugU)M(v)dv)ez’”“””dv

1 TIUT
= 3 ] CuD%Lf D) e

This implies (I2]). |

For symbols M which are integrable we can write Bj; in terms Ck for some
kernel K.

Proposition 3.4. Let M € L'(R) and set K(t) = M(—t). Then By = Cr, i.e

/fx—t (x +t)K(t)dt



NOTES ON THE SPACES OF BILINEAR MULTIPLIERS

Proof.

Cx(f,9)(x) = [ flz—t)g(e+t)M(~t)dt

T

( f(§)§(77)ezm(m*t)geQﬂ(mH)"d{dn)M(—t)dt

Il
—

R JR2

= F(€)g(n)( / M (t)e2m (=Mt qp) 2 (EEme ge gy
R2 R

= Bu(f.9)(x).

This class does have much richer properties than BM,, 1, p,)(R). As above use
the notation f;(z) = D} f(z) = 1 f(%) for a function f defined in R. The following
facts are immediate.

(13) TyBM(fu g) = BM(Tyf7 Tyg)ay e R.
(14) M2yBM(f7 g) = BM(MUf7 Myg)v /S R.
(15) (Bu(f,9))e = Bpr_, m(fe,91): 1> 0.

When specializing the properties obtained for m(&,n) to the case M (€ — n) we
get the following facts:

(16) BM(T—yfa Tyg) = BMyM(fa g)ay eR.
(17) BM(Muva—Ug) :BTQyM(f7g)7yER
Fori=1L1 4L _ L1 wehave
q p1 D2 p3
(18) Bu(Di" f, Dy*g) = D{* Bpaw(f, ).t > 0.

As in the previous section we can generate new multipliers in M(p17p27p3) (R).

Proposition 3.5. Let p3 > 1, ¢ € L*(R) and M € /\;l(php%pa)(R). Then

(@) ¢ x M € Mp, py.ps)(R) and [ 5 Mllp, ps ps < [|@lI1[1M ]|y ,ps,p5-

(b) oM € M(m,pz,ps)(R) and ||¢M||P17:D21P3 < ||¢||1||M||;D11P21P3'

(c) Ife € LY(RF, t7~ G¥52)) then My (€) = [7° M{E)Y ()t € Mgy o o) (B)-
Moreover ||M1ZJ||P17P27:D3 < Hw”l”M”pth,Ps'

Proof. (a) Apply Minkowski’s inequality to the following fact:

Boou(f.0)w) = [ F@an)( | M(€ == wolu)du)e* <t wdgay

/R< [ M (€M (€ = m)e 42 dedn)e™ o u) du

[ M Bu O£ ) @)
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(b) Observe that

By (Fa)@) = [ FOam [ (Mom)(€ = motu)du)e™ =gy

I
T
&

S

2
3
-
2
&
=
S
U
N

Use now Minkowski’s again and (I6).
(c) Write - — (X + p12) = —l

b3 p1

B, (f,9)(x)

f(©an / DI M)t~ p(t)dt)e*™ = dgdn
R2
= [ By w9 o
0
The result follows from (&) and Minkowski’s again. |

Proposition 3.6. Letps > 1, ¢ € LY(R) and M € M(pl,pmpg)(R)- Then m(&,n) =
M(§ - n)¢(€ + 77) € BM(;Dl,Pz,Ps)(R) and ”mH;Dl,Pm;Ds < ||¢||1||M||p17p27:03'

Proof. Apply Young’s inequality to the following fact:

/ F©amM(E —n)( / dly)e T dy) 2T DT g dn

/ / F©am)M (€ — )™ EDE=) dedn) o(y)dy
b+ Bu(f. 9)(@).

Let us show that the classes /\;l(php%pg)(R) are reduced to {0} for some values
of the parameters.

Theorem 3.7. Let ps > 1 such that pil + piz < p%. Then ./\;l(phm)ps)(R) = {0}.

Proof. Let M € M(P11P21P3)(R)' Using Proposition we have that ¢ * M €
M(mmz,ps) (R) for any ¢ continuous with compact support. Hence we may assume
that M € L'(R). Using Proposition 3.4 one has that

Bu(f.9)(x) = / Fa— gl + N (—t)dt
(z+Br)N(—z+BRr)

for any f and g continuous functions supported in a ball Bg = {|z| < R}. Therefore
one concludes that supp(Bum(f,g)) C Bar in such a case. On the other hand for
any compactly supported function h, 0 < p < oo and y big enough one can say that
1B 7,y = 2V7]1f .

Consider {rj} the Rademacher system in [0, 1] and observe that, for each N € N
and y € R, the orthonormality of the system gives

1 N N N
/ By (YO £, Y rie()Tay )t =D Bar(Tiy £, 7y 9)
0 k=0 k=0 k=0
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Therefore, since Z;CV:O B (Tey fr Ty g) = fozo Ty B (f, g), we conclude that for
y big enough

N
13" 7 Bas (£, )12 = (N + DI Ba(F, ) 152
k=0

On the other hand, for ps > 1,

1 N N
AL SEACE NS SERUE WO
0 k=0 k=0

1 N N

7 () Ty f Z T ()Thy9)l| st

k=0 k=0

N N
Z T () Thy [l |l Z k() Ty 9) || p, dt
k=0 k=0

A
E
=

IA
—
o
=

N N

< ||Bm| sup e (O) Ty f sup 75 (t)Tky g
1Byl s 1320l s 13 (Ol
< Bull(N 4+ DYPH £l (N + 1)72 | g,

This implies that (N + 1)'/73|[By(f,9)[P* < C(N + D)VPrt/ez(| £l | gllp, -
Hence 1/p1 + 1/p2 > 1/ps. [ |

The following elementary lemma is quite useful to get necessary conditions on
multipliers.

Lemma 3.8. Let M € ./\;l(php%ps)(]R). If% = pll + piz — p% then there exists C > 0
such that

y2¢2 1_
| / e NE M(E)dE| < OIM [py paps Ao~
for any A > 0.

Proof. Let A > 0 and denote G such that Gy(€) = e2V’€ . Using [0 one
concludes that

1 .
Bu(Gy,Gy)(z) = 5/2e_’\2”2e_’\2“2M(U)ezmmdudv
R
1 —\2p? 1 —u? 2miul
= —([e M@)dv)(= [ e " e ™ Xdu)
2 Jr A Jr

= Cle_”2§7(/ e_’\2”2M(U)dv).
A R

Since ||Gallp = Cp/\%_l and M € ./\;l(php%pS)(R) one gets that
1Bar(G, Ga)llps = C| / X" M(0)dv| 375 < C|| M|y, o s APT AT
R

Therefore | f, e 2€ M(€)de| < C||M||py s ps A7 " n

Theorem 3.9. If there exists a non-zero continuous and integrable function M
belonging to My, p, ps)(R) then

1 1 1 1

—<—+—<—+1

ps  p1 P2 D3
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Proof. Assume first that p% + p% < pis. Use Lemma [3.§ applied to 7_o, M for any
y € R together with (I8) to obtain

|A46”%Uﬂ£+%wﬂgcmmmmmki

Therefore, using the continuity of M and g < 0 one gets

gmMA/ e NEM (¢ + 2y)de| = | M (2y)| = 0.
—00
Hence M = 0.

Assume now that p_1 + p—2 — 5, > 1. Using again Lemma B8, applied to M, M,

together with (7)) we obtain
[ e E MO e < My o2

Therefore, taking limits again as A — 0, since 1/¢g—1 > 0 we get |M (y)| = 0. Hence
M =0. ]

Corollary 3.10. (see [16, Prop 3.1]) Let p3 > 1 such that - 1 p—2 < p—3 or pil—l—p% >
p_3 + 1. Then M(P17P27P3 ( ) - {0}

Proof. Let M € M(P11P21P3)(R)' From Proposition we have that ¢ x M €

M(p17p21p3)(R) for any ¢ compactly supported and continuous. Now use Theorem
to conclude that ¢ x M = 0 for any compactly supported and continuous ¢.
This implies that M = 0. |

Let us now use some interpolation methods to get more examples of multipliers
in My, ps.ps) (R). First note that, selecting a = 1 and 8 = —1 in Proposition 22
we obtain the following simple example.

Proposition 3.11. Ifp € M(R) then M = ji € M(m,pz,pa)( ) for P_1+_ =
and || M| < |}

Theorem 3.12. Let — s = pll +

for some K € LY(R) where p_1 + p—2 - p—3 =1-= then M e M(mmz ps) (R) with
IM]lp1.p2.p5 < ClIElg-

Proof. Consider the trilinear form
T(K, f.g) /fx—t (2 + K (1)dt.

From Proposition B4 we have By (f,g9) = T(K, f,g) for M = K. Now use Propo-
sition B.I1 to conclude that T is bounded in L'(R) x L9 (R) x L% (R) — L*1(R)
where qil + q% = L <1 and it has norm bounded by 1.

S1

Assume ﬁrst that 1 piz < 1. Hence T is bounded in L!(R) x LP*(R) x LP?(R) —
LP(R) for o~ + - = l
On the other hand using Holder’s inequality

SgﬂAf@-ﬂﬂI+ﬂK@MﬂSWNmMMNKM“

This shows that T is also bounded in L? (R) x LP*(R) x LP?(R) — L>(R). There-
fore, by interpolation, selecting 0 < 6 < 1 such that i = 1}'%9, one obtains that T’
is bounded in LY(R) x LP*(R) x LP2(R) — LP3(R) fo l L1711

pr T 02 T s q

1<
p3 —

5§ {2<H}UM€U(MMM:K
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Assume now that 1 < p% + p% < 2.
Using that [ f(z —t)g(z + t)dt = f % g(2x), Young’s inequality implies that

I /Rf(w —)g(x + K (O)dt||ry < Koo DT2([f1# gD lrs < ClF [l 1gllra 1K oo

whenever%—k%zland%—l—%—l:%.

Hence T is bounded in L>(R) x LP'(R) x LP*(R) — LP(R) where o + - — 1 =
<L

Using duality, (T'(K, f,g),h) = (T(h, f,g), K), where f(z) = f(—=x, that is

/ flz—t)g(z +t)K(t)h(x)dtde = /(/ f(t —x)g(z + t)h(z)dz) K (t)dt.
R? R JR

Therefore T is also bounded in L? (R) x LP'(R) x L?*(R) — L*(R).
Select 0 < 8 < 1 such that p% = % + %. Now using interpolation 7" will be

bounded in L(R)x L' (R) x LP*(R) — LP*(R) for + = & = L —4 = L —-L— 41

p’ p3 P pP3  P1 P2
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