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A GEOMETRIC CONDITION, NECESSITY OF ENERGY, AND

TWO WEIGHT BOUNDEDNESS OF FRACTIONAL RIESZ

TRANSFORMS

ERIC T. SAWYER, CHUN-YEN SHEN, AND IGNACIO URIARTE-TUERO

Abstract. Let σ and ω be locally finite positive Borel measures on Rn with
no common point masses. We assume that at least one of the two measures
σ and ω is supported on a line in Rn. Let Rα,n be the α-fractional Riesz
transform vector on Rn. We prove that new energy conditions are implied by
the Aα

2
and cube testing conditions for Rα,n. Then we prove an extension of

the main theorem in arXiv:1305.5104v6 (2013) to the new energy conditions,
and apply it to give the ‘NTV conjecture’ for Rα,n: namely that Rα,n is
bounded from L2 (σ) to L2 (ω) if and only if the Aα

2
conditions hold, and the

cube testing conditions for Rα,n and its dual both hold.
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1. Introduction

In [SaShUr] and [SaShUr2] the authors established a characterization of the two
weight inequality, in terms of A2 and cube testing conditions, for stongly elliptic
α-fractional singular integrals Tα,n in Rn (with 0 ≤ α < n), but only under the side
assumption that certain energy conditions hold. It is not known at the time of this
writing whether or not these or any other energy conditions are necessary for any
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vector Tα,n of fractional singular integrals in Rn with n ≥ 2, apart from the trivial
case of positive operators. In particular there are no known counterexamples. We
also showed in [SaShUr2] that the technique of reversing energy, typically used to
prove energy conditions, fails spectacularly in higher dimension (and we thank M.
Lacey for showing us this failure for the Cauchy transform with the circle measure).

The purpose of this paper is to show that if σ and ω are locally finite positive
Borel measures without common point masses, and at least one of the two measures
σ and ω is supported on a line in Rn, then the energy conditions are indeed necessary
for boundedness of the fractional Riesz transformRα,n, and hence that the analogue
of the NTV conjecture holds for Rα,n. The case of one measure supported on a
line seems to be the most general situation in which some reversal of energy holds,
with even the case of one measure supported on a smooth curve being problematic.
The vector of α-fractional Riesz transforms is given by

Rα,n = {Rα,n
ℓ : 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ n} , 0 ≤ α < n,

where the component Riesz transforms Rα,n
ℓ are the convolution fractional singular

integrals Rα,n
ℓ f ≡ Kα,n

ℓ ∗ f with odd kernel defined by

Kα,n
ℓ (w) ≡ cα,n

wℓ

|w|n+1−α .

In order to prove the NTV conjecture in this setting, we will need a strengthened
version of the two weight theorem in [SaShUr2], one that uses a certain weakened
form of the energy condition that is large enough for use as a side condition in
the two weight theorem in [SaShUr2], yet small enough to be necessary for the
boundedness of the Riesz transform when one of the measures is supported on a
line. We discuss this new form of energy condition in detail below. Finally, we
remark that the NTV conjecture under this geometric condition has application to
the weighted discrete Hilbert transform H(Γ,v) when the sequence Γ is supported
on a line in the complex plane. See [BeMeSe] where H(Γ,v) is essentially the Cauchy
transform with n = 2 and α = 1.

But first we describe our strengthened two weight theorem precisely. We will
prove a two weight inequality for standard α-fractional Calderón-Zygmund opera-
tors Tα in Euclidean space Rn, where we assume the n-dimensional Aα

2 and new
α-energy conditions as side conditions. In higher dimensions the Poisson kernels
Pα and Pα used in these two conditions differ, and the energy conditions used here
are weakenedfrom previous papers. In particular, we show that for locally finite
Borel measures σ and ω in Rn with no common point masses, and assuming that
both the energy condition

(Eα)2 ≡ sup
I=∪̇Ir

1

|I|σ

∞∑

r=1

∑

J∈M(Ir)

(
Pα (J,1Iσ)

|J |
1
n

)2 ∥∥∥Pgood,ω
J x

∥∥∥
2

L2(ω)

and its dual hold (where M (Ir) consists of the maximal deeply embedded subcubes

of Ir , and P
good,ω
J is the good Haar projection on J - see below for definitions), a

strongly elliptic vector of standard α-fractional Calderón-Zygmund operators Tα

is bounded from L2 (σ) to L2 (ω) if and only if the Aα
2 condition

Aα
2 ≡ sup

Q∈Qn

Pα (Q, σ)
|Q|ω

|Q|1−α
n

<∞
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and its dual hold, along with the following cube testing conditions:∫

Q

|Tα (1Qσ)|2 ω ≤
∫

Q

dσ and

∫

Q

∣∣(Tα)∗ (1Qω)
∣∣2 σ ≤

∫

Q

dω,

for all cubes Q in Rn.
As a corollary, we prove the ‘NTV conjecture’ for the α-fractional Riesz trans-

form Rα,n when one of the measures σ and ω is supported on a line L in Rn. More
precisely, we then prove that Rα,n

σ is bounded from L2 (σ) to L2 (ω) if and only if
the Aα

2 and Rα,n-cube testing conditions hold, thus providing an n-dimensional
extension to the two weight theorem for the Hilbert transform (see [Lac] and
[LaSaShUr3]). The precise nature of the energy condition used here plays a key
role in proving this corollary. See Remark 4 below.

In order to state our theorem precisely, we need to define standard fractional
singular integrals, the two different Poisson kernels, and a new weakened energy
condition which remains sufficient for use in the proof of the two weight theorem.
These are introduced in the following three subsections respectively.

1.1. Standard fractional singular integrals. Let 0 ≤ α < n. Consider a kernel
function Kα(x, y) defined on Rn×Rn satisfying the fractional size and smoothness
conditions,

|Kα(x, y)| ≤ C |x− y|α−n
,(1.1)

|Kα(x, y)−Kα (x′, y)| ≤ C
|x− x′|
|x− y| |x− y|α−n ,

|x− x′|
|x− y| ≤ 1

2
,

|Kα(x, y)−Kα (x, y′)| ≤ C
|y − y′|
|x− y| |x− y|α−n

,
|y − y′|
|x− y| ≤ 1

2
.

Then we define a standard α-fractional Calderón-Zygmund operator associated
with such a kernel as follows.

Definition 1. We say that Tα is a standard α-fractional integral operator with
kernel Kα if Tα is a bounded linear operator from some Lp (Rn) to some Lq (Rn)
for some fixed 1 < p ≤ q <∞, that is

‖Tαf‖Lq(Rn) ≤ C ‖f‖Lp(Rn) , f ∈ Lp (Rn) ,

if Kα(x, y) is defined on Rn ×Rn and satisfies (1.1), and if Tα and Kα are related
by

Tαf(x) =

∫
Kα(x, y)f(y)dy, a.e.-x /∈ supp f,

whenever f ∈ Lp (Rn) has compact support in Rn. We say Kα(x, y) is a standard
α-fractional kernel if it satisfies (1.1).

A smooth truncation of Tα has kernel ηδ,R (|x− y|)Kα (x, y) for a smooth func-
tion ηδ,R compactly supported in (δ, R) and satisfying standard CZ estimates. A
typical example of an α-fractional transform is the α-fractional Riesz vector of
operators

Rn,α = {Rn,α
ℓ : 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ n} , 0 ≤ α < n.

The Riesz transforms Rn,α
ℓ are convolution fractional singular integrals Rn,α

ℓ f ≡
Kn,α

ℓ ∗ f with odd kernel defined by

Kn,α
ℓ (w) ≡ wℓ

|w|n+1−α ≡ Ωℓ (w)

|w|n−α .
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The tangent line truncation of the Riesz transformRn,α
ℓ has kernel Ωℓ (w)ψ

α
δ,R (|w|)

where ψα
δ,R is continuously differentiable on an interval (0, S) with 0 < δ < R <

S, and where ψα
δ,R (r) = rα−n if δ ≤ r ≤ R, and has constant derivative on

both (0, δ) and (R,S) where ψα
δ,R (S) = 0. As shown in the one dimensional

case in [LaSaShUr3], boundedness of Rn,α
ℓ with one set of appropriate truncations

together with the Aα
2 condition below, is equivalent to boundedness of Rn,α

ℓ with
all truncations.

1.2. Poisson integrals and Aα
2 . Now let µ be a locally finite positive Borel mea-

sure on Rn, and suppose Q is a cube in Rn. The two α-fractional Poisson integrals
of µ on a cube Q are given by:

Pα (Q,µ) ≡
∫

Rn

|Q| 1
n

(
|Q| 1

n + |x− xQ|
)n+1−α dµ (x) ,

Pα (Q,µ) ≡
∫

Rn


 |Q| 1

n

(
|Q| 1

n + |x− xQ|
)2




n−α

dµ (x) .

We refer to Pα as the standard Poisson integral and to Pα as the reproducing
Poisson integral. Let σ and ω be locally finite positive Borel measures on Rn with
no common point masses, and suppose 0 ≤ α < n. We now recall the definitions of
the Aα

2 constants in [SaShUr] and [SaShUr2] using Pα. The energy constants Eα
constants introduced in the next subsection will use the standard Poisson integral
Pα. Let Qn denote the collection of all cubes in Rn, and denote by Dn or simply
D a dyadic grid in Rn.

Definition 2. The one-sided constants Aα
2 and Aα,∗

2 for the weight pair (σ, ω) are
given by

Aα
2 ≡ sup

Q∈Qn

Pα (Q, σ)
|Q|ω

|Q|1−
α
n

<∞,

Aα,∗
2 ≡ sup

Q∈Qn

Pα (Q,ω)
|Q|σ

|Q|1−α
n

<∞.

1.3. Energy condition. Given a dyadic cube K ∈ D and a positive measure µ we
define the Haar projection P

µ
K onto K by

‖Pµ
Kf‖

2

L2(µ) =
∑

a∈Γn

∑

J∈D: J⊂K

∣∣∣〈f, hµ,aJ 〉µ
∣∣∣
2

,

and where the Haar basis {hµ,aJ }a∈Γn and J∈D adapted to the measure µ is that

defined in [SaShUr] and [SaShUr2]. Now we recall the definition of a good dyadic
cube - see [NTV4] and [LaSaUr2] for more detail.

Definition 3. Let r ∈ N and 0 < ε < 1. A dyadic cube J is (r, ε)-good, or simply
good, if for every dyadic supercube I, it is the case that either J has side length
at least 2−r times that of I, or J ⋐ I is (r, ε)-deeply embedded in I.
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Here we say that J is (r, ε)-deeply embedded in K, or simply deeply embedded in
K, which we write as J ⋐ K, when J ⊂ K and both

|J | 1
n ≤ 2−r |K| 1n ,

dist (J, ∂K) ≥ 1

2
|J | ε

n |K|
1−ε
n .

We say that J is nearby in K when J ⊂ K and

|J | 1
n > 2−r |K| 1n .

The parameters (r, ε) will be fixed sufficiently large later in the proof, and we denote
the set of such good dyadic cubes by Dgood.

Then we define the smaller ‘good’ Haar projection P
good,ω
K by

P
good,µ
K f ≡

∑

a∈Γn

∑

J∈G(K)

〈f, hµ,aJ 〉µ h
µ,a
J ,

where G (K) consists of the good subcubes of K:

G (K) ≡ {J ∈ Dgood : J ⊂ K} .

We also define the even smaller ‘good/deep’ Haar projection P
good / deep,µ
K by

P
good / deep,µ
K f ≡

∑

a∈Γn

∑

J∈L(K)

〈f, hµ,aJ 〉µ h
µ,a
J ,

where L (K) consists of the good deeply embedded subcubes of K:

L (K) ≡ {J ∈ Dgood : J ⋐ K} .
We thus have
∥∥∥Pgood / deep,µ

K x

∥∥∥
2

L2(µ)
≤

∥∥∥Pgood,µ
K x

∥∥∥
2

L2(µ)
≤ ‖Pµ

I x‖
2

L2(µ)

=

∫

I

∣∣∣∣∣x−
(

1

|I|µ

∫

I

xdx

)∣∣∣∣∣

2

dµ (x) , x = (x1, ..., xn) ,

where P
µ
Ix is the orthogonal projection of the identity function x : Rn → Rn onto

the vector-valued subspace of ⊕n
k=1L

2 (µ) consisting of functions supported in I
with µ-mean value zero, etc.

Recall that in dimension n = 1, and for α = 0, the energy condition was defined
by

(E2)2 ≡ sup
I=∪̇Ir

1

|I|σ

∞∑

r=1

|Ir|ω E (Ir, µ)
2
Pα (Ir,1Iσ)

2

= sup
I=∪̇Ir

1

|I|σ

∞∑

r=1

(
Pα (Ir,1Iσ)

|Ir|

)2 ∥∥Pω
Irx
∥∥2
L2(ω)

,

where

E (I, µ)
2 ≡ 1

|I|ω

∥∥∥∥P
µ
I

x

|I|

∥∥∥∥
2

L2(µ)

.

Our extension of the energy conditions to higher dimensions in this paper will use
the collection Mdeep (K) of maximal deepy embedded dyadic subcubes of a dyadic
cube K. We let J∗ = γJ where γ > 2 is a large constant depending on n and α



6 E.T. SAWYER, C.-Y. SHEN, AND I. URIARTE-TUERO

that will be fixed later, and the goodness parameters r and ε are chosen sufficiently
large and small respectively that the bounded overlap property

(1.2)
∑

J∈Mdeep(K)

1J∗ ≤ β1K ,

holds for some positive constant β depending only on n, γ, r and ε. We define the
(forward) energy condition in dimension n ≥ 2 for 0 ≤ α < n as follows.

Definition 4. Suppose σ and ω are positive Borel measures on Rn without common
point masses. Then the energy condition constant Eα is given by

(Eα)2 ≡ sup
I=∪̇Ir

1

|I|σ

∞∑

r=1

∑

J∈Mdeep(Ir)

(
Pα (J,1Iσ)

|J | 1
n

)2 ∥∥∥Pgood,ω
J x

∥∥∥
2

L2(ω)
.

There is a similar definition for the dual (backward) energy condition.

Note that these definitions of the energy conditions depend on the choice of
goodness parameters r and ε. We now make three remarks regarding this new
definition of energy condition, the first giving a brief description of how it will be
implemented in the proof, the second pointing to its position intermediate between
two extremes, and the third explaining how it circumvents the difficulty with earlier
definitions.

Remark 1. There are two layers of dyadic decomposition in the energy condition;
the outer layer I = ∪̇Ir which is essentially arbitrary, and an inner layer Ir =

·⋃

J∈Mdeep(Ir)

J in which the cubes J are ‘nicely arranged’ within Ir. Relative to this

doubly layered decomposition we sum the products

(
Pα(J,1Iσ)

|J|
1
n

)2 ∥∥∥Pgood,ω
J x

∥∥∥
2

L2(ω)
,

which resemble a type of Aα
2 expression. The point of the outer decomposition is

to capture ‘stopping time cubes’, which are essentially arbitrary. The point of the
inner decomposition is that with J∗ = γJ as above we can then write

Pα (J,1Iσ) = Pα (J,1J∗σ) + Pα
(
J,1I\J∗σ

)
,

and use that
∥∥∥Pgood,ω

J x

∥∥∥
2

L2(ω)
=
∥∥∥Pgood,ω

J (x− cJ )
∥∥∥
2

L2(ω)
≤ |J | 2

n |J |ω to estimate the

product involving 1J∗σ by
(
Pα (J,1J∗σ)

|J | 1
n

)2 ∥∥∥Pgood,ω
J x

∥∥∥
2

L2(ω)
.

(
|J∗|αn−1 |J∗|σ

|J | 1
n

)2

|J | 2
n |J |ω . Aα

2 |J∗|σ ,

to which we apply the bounded overlap property (1.2), while the remaining product
involving 1I\J∗σ, (

Pα
(
J,1I\J∗σ

)

|J | 1
n

)2 ∥∥∥Pgood,ω
J x

∥∥∥
2

L2(ω)
,

has a ‘hole’ in the support of 1I\J∗σ that contains the support of ω in the cube J well
inside the hole, and moreover these holes are ‘nicely arranged’ within Ir. Of partic-

ular importance is that for subcubes J ′ ⊂ J , the projections
∥∥∥Pgood,ω

J′ x

∥∥∥
2

L2(ω)
are ad-

ditive, and the Poisson ratios are essentially constant
Pα(J′,1I\J∗σ)

|J′|
1
n

≈ Pα(J,1I\J∗σ)
|J|

1
n

.
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This together with the goodness of the cubes J ′ (even though J may not be good)
permits the use of certain arguments for reversing energy, and lies at the center of
our proof of the NTV conjecture for the α-fractional Riesz transform Rα,n when
one of the measures σ and ω is supported on a line.

Remark 2. The sum in the definition of the energy condition above can be written

∞∑

r=1

∑

J∈Mdeep(Ir)

(
Pα (J,1Iσ)

|J | 1
n

)2 ∑

J′∈G(J)

∣∣∣X̂ω (J ′)
∣∣∣
2

=

∞∑

r=1

∑

J′∈L(Ir)

∣∣∣X̂ω (J ′)
∣∣∣
2
(
Pα (JJ′ ,1Iσ)

|JJ′ | 1
n

)2

,

where for J ′ ∈ L (Ir), the cube JJ′ is the unique J ∈ Mgood (Ir) containing J
′. The

smallest such sum of this form is

∞∑

r=1

∑

J′∈L(Ir)

∣∣∣X̂ω (J ′)
∣∣∣
2
(
Pα (Ir,1Iσ)

|Ir|
1
n

)2

=

∞∑

r=1

(
Pα (Ir,1Iσ)

|Ir|
1
n

)2 ∥∥∥Pgood / deep,ω
Ir

x

∥∥∥
2

L2(ω)
,

since Pα(K,1Iσ)

|K|
1
n

=
∫
I

1(
|K|

1
n +|y−cK|

)n+1−α dσ (y) essentially increases as K decreases.

While the energy condition corresponding to this smallest sum is easier to prove nec-
essary for boundedness of singular integrals, it is not large enough to play the role
of a side condition in the sufficiency proof. On the other hand, the largest such sum
of this form is

∞∑

r=1

∑

J′∈G(Ir)

∣∣∣X̂ω (J ′)
∣∣∣
2
(
Pα (J ′,1Iσ)

|J ′| 1
n

)2

,

whose corresponding energy condition is too large to prove necessary for bound-
edness of any reasonable singular integrals. There are many variants of energy
condition between these two extremes, but the definition used here strikes the bal-
ance of being large enough to be sufficient as a side condition, while being small
enough to prove necessary for boundedness of fractional Riesz transforms when one
measure is supported on a line. In fact the definition here appears to be the only
energy condition of this type with these two properties.

Remark 3. In our previous paper [SaShUr2] we defined the energy condition so as
to include all (good) subcubes J of Ir. The crucial difference is that this definition

in [SaShUr2] included the nearby subcubes J of Ir, i.e. those J for which |J | 1
n ≥

2−r |K|
1
n , and it is these nearby subcubes that gave rise to an error in the proof that

energy reversal implies the energy conditions in an earlier version 5 of [SaShUr2].
Namely, these nearby cubes must be expanded to accommodate any sort of reversal
of energy in higher dimension, and the expanded cubes can have infinite overlap in
the arbitrary outer layer of dyadic decomposition of the energy condition. The main
point to observe here is that we are able to discard the nearby subcubes J of Ir from
our definition of energy condition, since in the nonlinear forms that arise in the
proofs of the two weight inequalities for singular integrals, the terms corresponding
to the nearby subcubes are almost diagonal terms, and are handled separately by the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. This accounts for the success of the new definition in
permitting enough reversal of energy to deliver necessity of the new energy condition
when Rα,n is bounded and one of the weights is supported in a line.
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1.4. Statement of the Theorems. We can now state our main two weight the-
orem that strengthens the theorem in [SaShUr2]. Let Qn denote the collection of
all cubes in Rn, and denote by Dn a dyadic grid in Rn.

Theorem 1. Suppose that Tα is a standard α-fractional Calderón-Zygmund oper-
ator on Rn, and that ω and σ are positive Borel measures on Rn without common
point masses. Set Tα

σ f = Tα (fσ) for any smooth truncation of Tα
σ . Then

(1) Suppose 0 ≤ α < n. Then the operator Tα
σ is bounded from L2 (σ) to L2 (ω),

i.e.

(1.3) ‖Tα
σ f‖L2(ω) ≤ NTα

σ
‖f‖L2(σ) ,

uniformly in smooth truncations of Tα, and moreover

NTα
σ
≤ Cα

(√
Aα

2 +Aα,∗
2 + Tα + T∗

α + Eα + E∗
α

)
,

provided that
(a) the two dual Aα

2 conditions hold,

Aα
2 ≡ sup

Q∈Qn

Pα (Q, σ)
|Q|ω

|Q|1−α
n

<∞,

Aα,∗
2 ≡ sup

Q∈Qn

|Q|σ
|Q|1−α

n

Pα (Q,ω) <∞,

(b) and the two dual testing conditions hold,

T2
α ≡ sup

Q∈Qn

1

|Q|σ

∫

Q

|Tα (1Qσ)|2 ω <∞,

(T∗
α)

2 ≡ sup
Q∈Qn

1

|Q|ω

∫

Q

∣∣(Tα)∗ (1Qω)
∣∣2 σ <∞,

(c) and the two dual energy conditions hold,

(Eα)2 ≡ sup
Q=∪̇Qr

Q,Qr∈Dn

1

|I|σ

∞∑

r=1

∑

J∈Mdeep(Qr)

(
Pα (J,1Qσ)

|J | 1
n

)2 ∥∥∥Pgood,ω
J x

∥∥∥
2

L2(ω)
<∞,

(E∗
α)

2 ≡ sup
Q=∪̇Qr

Q,Qr∈Dn

1

|I|ω

∞∑

r=1

∑

J∈Mdeep(Qr)

(
Pα (J,1Qω)

|J | 1
n

)2 ∥∥∥Pgood,σ
J x

∥∥∥
2

L2(σ)
<∞,

uniformly over all dyadic grids Dn, and where the goodness parameters
r and ε implicit in the definition of Mdeep (K) are fixed sufficiently
large and small respectively depending on the dimension n.

(2) Conversely, suppose 0 ≤ α < n and that Tα =
{
Tα
j

}J
j=1

is a vector of

Calderón-Zygmund operators with standard kernels
{
Kα

j

}J
j=1

. In the range

0 ≤ α < n
2 , we assume the following ellipticity condition: there is c > 0

such that for each unit vector u there is j satisfying

(1.4)
∣∣Kα

j (x, x+ tu)
∣∣ ≥ ctα−n, t ∈ R.

For the range n
2 ≤ α < n, we asume the following strong ellipticity con-

dition: for each m ∈ {1,−1}n, there is a sequence of coefficients
{
λmj
}J
j=1
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such that

(1.5)

∣∣∣∣∣∣

J∑

j=1

λmj K
α
j (x, x+ tu)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≥ ctα−n, t ∈ R.

holds for all unit vectors u in the n-ant

Vm = {x ∈ Rn : mixi > 0 for 1 ≤ i ≤ n} , m ∈ {1,−1}n .
Furthermore, assume that each operator Tα

j is bounded from L2 (σ) to

L2 (ω), ∥∥∥
(
Tα
j

)
σ
f
∥∥∥
L2(ω)

≤ NTα
j
‖f‖L2(σ) .

Then the fractional Aα
2 condition holds, and moreover,
√
Aα

2 +Aα,∗
2 ≤ CNTα .

Problem 1. Given any strongly elliptic vector Tα,n of classical α-fractional Calderón-
Zygmund operators, it is an open question whether or not the energy conditions are
necessary for boundedness of Tα,n.

With the exception of a few points, the proof of Theorem 1 is virtually identical
to the corresponding weaker version in [SaShUr2], and consequently we postpone
the details of the proof to the Appendix. The exceptional points are:

(1) the derivation of the corresponding new weaker functional energy condition
from the new weaker energy condition and Aα

2 ,
(2) the use of this weaker functional energy in proving the Intertwining Propo-

sition in [SaShUr2],
(3) the use of the new weaker energy condition in defining the energy corona,

and the stopping forms of NTV,
(4) and the use of the new weaker energy condition in the stopping time and

recursion of M. Lacey.

Point (1) requires an extensive overhaul of two portions of the corresponding
proof in [SaShUr2], so at the added expense of 22 pages, we prefer to give the
complete proof for the equivalence of the new energy and new functional energy in
Subsection 3.1 of the Appendix. Points (2), (3) and (4) are much simpler to address
and this we do in Subsection 3.2 of the Appendix. We prove our geometric result
in the next section, and we now state it precisely.

In our previous paper [SaShUr2] we pointed out that the energy constants are
controlled by Aα

2 , Aα,∗
2 and cube testing together with virtually any known side

condition, in particular with doubling conditions and the Energy Hypothesis of
[LaSaUr2]. The point of the present paper is to show that the energy constants
are controlled by Aα

2 , Aα,∗
2 and cube testing for Rα,n provided at least one of the

measures is supported on a line.

Theorem 2. Let σ and ω be locally finite positive Borel measures on Rn with no
common point masses. Suppose that Rα,n is the fractional Riesz transform with
0 ≤ α < n, and consider the tangent line truncations for Rα,n in the testing
conditions. If at least one of the measures σ and ω is supported on a line, then

Eα .
√
Aα

2 + TRα,n and E∗
α .

√
Aα,∗

2 + T∗
Rα,n .
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If we combine Theorems 2 and 1, we obtain the following theorem as a corollary.
We use notation as in Theorem 1.

Theorem 3. Let σ and ω be locally finite positive Borel measures on Rn with no
common point masses. Suppose that Rα,n is the fractional Riesz transform with
0 ≤ α < n. Set Rα,n

σ f = Rα,n (fσ) for any smooth truncation of Rα,n. If at least
one of the measures σ and ω is supported on a line, then the operator norm NRα,n

of Rα,n
σ as an operator fromL2 (σ) to L2 (ω), uniformly in smooth truncations,

satisfies

NRα,n ≈ Cα

(√
Aα

2 +Aα,∗
2 + TRα,n + T∗

Rα,n

)
.

2. One measure supported in a line

In this section we prove Theorem 2, i.e. we prove the necessity of the energy
conditions for the testing conditions TRα,n and T∗

Rα,n associated to the tangent
line truncations of the α-fractional Riesz transform Rα,n, when just one of the
measures σ or ω is supported in a line L, and the other measure is arbitrary. The
one-dimensional character of just one of the measures is enough to circumvent the
failure of strong reversal of energy as described in [SaShUr2].

Fix a dyadic grid D, and suppose that ω is supported in a line L. We will show
that both energy conditions hold relative to D. We can suppose that L is the x1-
axis, since using that the Riesz transform vector Rα,n is rotation invariant, one can
verify that the argument below does not depend in a critical way on this or any
other special relationship between D and L.

2.1. Backward energy condition. The dual (backward) energy condition E∗
α .

T∗
Rα,n +

√
Aα,∗

2 is the more straightforward of the two to verify, and so we turn to
it first. We must show

∞∑

r=1

∑

J∈Mdeep(Ir)

(
Pα
(
J,1I\J∗ω

)

|J | 1
n

)2 ∥∥∥Pgood,σ
J x

∥∥∥
2

L2(σ)
≤
(
(T∗

Rα,n)
2
+Aα,∗

2

)
|I|ω ,

for all partitions of a dyadic cube I =

∞⋃

r=1

Ir into dyadic subcubes Ir. Recall

that J∗ = γJ and that Mdeep (Ir) is the collection of maximal deeply embedded
subcubes of Ir. The bounded overlap property (1.2) holds. We may of course

assume that I intersects the x1-axis L. Now we set Mdeep ≡
∞⋃

r=1

Mdeep (Ir) and

write

∞∑

r=1

∑

J∈Mdeep(Ir)

(
Pα
(
J,1I\γJω

)

|J | 1
n

)2 ∥∥∥Pgood,σ
J x

∥∥∥
2

L2(σ)
=

∑

J∈Mdeep

(
Pα
(
J,1I\γJω

)

|J | 1
n

)2 ∥∥∥Pgood,σ
J x

∥∥∥
2

L2(σ)
.

Let 2 < γ′ < γ where both γ′ and γ
γ′ will be taken sufficiently large for the

arguments below to be valid - see both (2.6) and (2.8) below. For example taking

γ′ =
√
γ and γ ≫ (n− α)−2 works, but is far from optimal. We will consider the

cases γ′J ∩ L = ∅ and γ′J ∩ L 6= ∅ separately.

Suppose γ′J ∩ L = ∅. There is c > 0 and a finite sequence {ξk}Nk=1 in Sn−1

(actually of the form ξk =
(
0, ξ2k, ..., ξ

n
k

)
) with the following property. For each
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J ∈ Mdeep with γ′J ∩ L = ∅, there is 1 ≤ k = k (J) ≤ N such that for y ∈ J and
x ∈ I ∩ L, the linear combination ξk ·Kα,n (y, x) is positive and satisfies

ξk ·Kα,n (y, x) =
ξk · (y − x)

|y − x|n+1−α ≥ c
|J | 1

n

|y − x|n+1−α .

For example, in the plane n = 2, if J lies above the x1-axis L, then for y ∈ J and

x ∈ L we have y2 ≥ (γ′ − 1) |J | 1
n > |J | 1

n and x2 = 0, hence the estimate

(0, 1) ·Kα,n (y, x) =
y2 − x2

|y − x|n+1−α ≥ |J | 1
n

|y − x|n+1−α .

For J belowL we take the unit vector (0,−1) in place of (0, 1). Thus for y ∈ J ∈
Mdeep and k = k (J) we have the following ‘weak reversal’ of energy,

|Rα,n (1I∩Lω) (y)| =

∣∣∣∣
∫

I∩L

Kα,n (y, x) dω (x)

∣∣∣∣(2.1)

≥
∣∣∣∣
∫

I∩L

ξk ·Kα,n (y, x) dω (x)

∣∣∣∣

≥ c

∫

I∩L

|J | 1
n

|y − x|n+1−α dω (x) ≈ cPα (J,1Iω) .

Thus from (2.1) and the pairwise disjointedness of J ∈ Mdeep, we have

∑

J∈Mdeep

γ′J∩L=∅

(
Pα (J,1Iω)

|J | 1
n

)2 ∥∥∥Pgood,σ
J x

∥∥∥
2

L2(σ)
≤

∑

J∈Mdeep

γ′J∩L=∅

Pα (J,1Iω)
2 |J |σ

.
∑

J∈Mdeep

∫

J

|Rα,n (1I∩Lω) (y)|2 dσ (y)

≤
∫

I

|Rα,n (1Iω) (y)|2 dσ (y) ≤ (T∗
Rα,n)

2 |I|ω .

Now we turn to estimating the sum over those cubes J ∈ Mdeep for which
γ′J ∩L 6= ∅. In this case we use the one-dimensional nature of ω to obtain a strong
reversal of one of the partial energies. Recall the Hilbert transform inequality for
intervals J and I with 2J ⊂ I and suppµ ⊂ R \ I:

sup
y,z∈J

Hµ (y)−Hµ (z)

y − z
=

∫

R\I

{
1

x−y − 1
x−z

y − z

}
dµ (x)(2.2)

=

∫

R\I

1

(x− y) (x− z)
dµ (x) ≈ P (J, µ)

|J | .

We wish to obtain a similar control in the situation at hand, but the matter is
now complicated by the extra dimensions. Fix y =

(
y1, y′

)
, z =

(
z1, z′

)
∈ J and

x =
(
x1, 0

)
∈ L \ γJ . We consider first the case

(2.3) |y′ − z′| ≤ C0

∣∣y1 − z1
∣∣ ,

where C0 is a positive constant satisfying (2.4) below. Now the first component
Rα,n

1 is ‘positive’ in the direction of the x1-axis L, and so for
(
y1, y′

)
,
(
z1, z′

)
∈ J ,
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we write

Rα,n
1 1I\γJω

(
y1, y′

)
−Rα,n

1 1I\γJω
(
z1, z′

)

y1 − z1

=

∫

I\γJ

{
Kα,n

1

((
y1, y′

)
, x
)
−Kα,n

1

((
z1, z′

)
, x
)

y1 − z1

}
dω (x)

=

∫

I\γJ





y1−x1

|y−x|n+1−α − z1−x1

|z−x|n+1−α

y1 − z1



 dω (x) .

For 0 ≤ t ≤ 1 define

wt ≡ ty + (1− t) z = z + t (y − z) ,

wt − x = t (y − x) + (1− t) (z − x) ,

and

Φ (t) ≡ w1
t − x1

|wt − x|n+1−α ,

so that

y1 − x1

|y − x|n+1−α − z1 − x1

|z − x|n+1−α = Φ(1)− Φ (0) =

∫ 1

0

Φ′ (t) dt .

Then using ∇ |ξ|τ = τ |ξ|τ−2
ξ we compute that

d

dt
Φ (t) =

(
y1 − z1

)

|wt − x|n+1−α +
(
w1

t − x1
)
(y − z) · ∇ |wt − x|−n−1+α

=

(
y1 − z1

)

|wt − x|n+1−α − (n+ 1− α)
(
w1

t − x1
) (wt − x) · (y − z)

|wt − x|n+3−α

=

(
y1 − z1

)

|wt − x|n+1−α − (n+ 1− α)
(
w1

t − x1
) (w1

t − x1
) (
y1 − z1

)

|wt − x|n+3−α

− (n+ 1− α)
(
w1

t − x1
) (w′

t − x′) · (y′ − z′)

|wt − x|n+3−α

=
(
y1 − z1

)
{

|wt − x|2

|wt − x|n+3−α − (n+ 1− α)

∣∣w1
t − x1

∣∣2

|wt − x|n+3−α

}

+
(
y1 − z1

)
{
− (n+ 1− α)

(
w1

t − x1

y1 − z1

)
(w′

t − x′) · (y′ − z′)

|wt − x|n+3−α

}

≡
(
y1 − z1

)
{A (t) +B (t)} .

Now
∣∣w1

t − x1
∣∣ ≈ |y − x| and |w′

t − x′| = |w′
t| ≈ |y′| ≤ γ′ |y−x|

γ because γ′J ∩ L = ∅,
and so if γ ≫ γ′ we obtain using|y − x| ≈

∣∣w1
t − x1

∣∣ that

|w′
t − x′| ≤

√
n− α

2

∣∣w1
t − x1

∣∣ ,
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and hence that

−A (t) = − |wt − x|2

|wt − x|n+3−α + (n+ 1− α)

∣∣w1
t − x1

∣∣2

|wt − x|n+3−α

=
− |wt − x|2 + (n+ 1− α)

∣∣w1
t − x1

∣∣2

|wt − x|n+3−α

=
− |w′

t − x′|2 + (n− α)
(
w1

t − x1
)2

|wt − x|n+3−α

≈ (n− α)

(
w1

t − x1
)2

|wt − x|n+3−α .

Now from our assumption (2.3) we have

|B (t)| =

∣∣∣∣∣(n+ 1− α)

(
w1

t − x1

y1 − z1

)
(w′

t − x′) · (y′ − z′)

|wt − x|n+3−α

∣∣∣∣∣

≤ (n+ 1− α)

∣∣w1
t − x1

∣∣
|y1 − z1|

|w′
t − x′| |y′ − z′|
|wt − x|n+3−α

≤ C0 (n+ 1− α)

∣∣w1
t − x1

∣∣ |w′
t − x′|

|wt − x|n+3−α

≤ C0 (n+ 1− α)
γ′

γ

∣∣w1
t − x1

∣∣2

|wt − x|n+3−α ≪ 1

2
(n− α)

(
w1

t − x1
)2

|wt − x|n+3−α

if

(2.4) C0 ≪ γ

2γ′
n− α

n+ 1− α
.

Thus altogether in case (2.3) we have
∣∣Rα,n

1 1I\γJω
(
y1, y′

)
−Rα,n

1 1I\γJω
(
z1, z′

)∣∣

≈
∣∣y1 − z1

∣∣
∣∣∣∣∣

∫

I\γJ

∫ 1

0
d
dtΦ (t) dt

y1 − z1
dω (x)

∣∣∣∣∣

≈
∣∣y1 − z1

∣∣
∣∣∣∣∣

∫

I\γJ

∫ 1

0

{A (t) +B (t)} dtdω (x)

∣∣∣∣∣

≈
∣∣y1 − z1

∣∣
∣∣∣∣∣

∫

I\γJ

∫ 1

0

{
(n− α)

(
w1

t − x1
)2

|wt − x|n+3−α

}
dtdω (x)

∣∣∣∣∣

≈
∣∣y1 − z1

∣∣
∫

I\γJ

(
c1J − x1

)2

|cJ − x|n+3−α dω (x)

≈
∣∣y1 − z1

∣∣ P
α
(
J,1I\γJω

)

|J | 1
n

.

On the other hand, in the case that

(2.5) |y′ − z′| > C0

∣∣y1 − z1
∣∣ ,
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we write

(Rα,n)
′

= (Rα,n
2 , ..., Rα,n

n ) ,

Φ (t) =
w′

t − x′

|wt − x|n+1−α ,

with wt = ty + (1− t) z as before. Then as above we obtain

y′ − x′

|y − x|n+1−α − z′ − x′

|z − x|n+1−α = Φ (1)−Φ (0) =

∫ 1

0

d

dt
Φ (t) dt,

where if we write ŷk ≡
(
y1, ..., yk−1, 0, yk+1, ..., yn

)
, we have

d

dt
Φ (t) =

{
d

dt
Φk (t)

}n

k=2

=

{
(
yk − zk

)
[

|wt − x|2

|wt − x|n+3−α − (n+ 1− α)

∣∣wk
t − xk

∣∣2

|wt − x|n+3−α

]}n

k=2

−



(n+ 1− α)

(
wk

t − xk
)
(
ŵk

t − x̂k
)
·
(
ŷk − ẑk

)

|wt − x|n+3−α





n

k=2

≡
{(
yk − zk

)
Ak (t)

}n
k=2

+ {Vk (t)}nk=2 ≡ U (t) +V (t) .

Now for 2 ≤ k ≤ n we have xk = 0 and so

Ak (t) =
|wt − x|2

|wt − x|n+3−α − (n+ 1− α)

∣∣wk
t

∣∣2

|wt − x|n+3−α

=
|wt − x|2 − (n+ 1− α)

∣∣wk
t

∣∣2

|wt − x|n+3−α

=

∣∣w1
t − x1

∣∣2 +∑j 6=1,k

∣∣∣wj
t

∣∣∣
2

− (n− α)
(
wk

t

)2

|wt − x|n+3−α

≈ (n− α)

∣∣w1
t − x1

∣∣2

|wt − x|n+3−α ≈ (n− α)
1

|cJ − x|n+1−α .

Thus we have

∫

I\γJ

Ak (t) dω (x) ≈ (n− α)

∫

I\γJ

1

|cJ − x|n+1−α dω (x) ≈ (n− α)
Pα
(
J,1I\γJω

)

|J | 1
n

,
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and hence
∣∣∣∣∣

∫

I\γJ

∫ 1

0

U (t) dtdω (x)

∣∣∣∣∣

2

=

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

I\γJ

∫ 1

0

{(
yk − zk

)
Ak (t)

}n
k=2

dtdω (x)

∣∣∣∣∣

2

=

n∑

k=2

(
yk − zk

)2
∣∣∣∣∣

∫

I\γJ

∫ 1

0

{Ak (t)}nk=2 dtdω (x)

∣∣∣∣∣

2

≈
n∑

k=2

(
yk − zk

)2
(n− α)

2

(
Pα
(
J,1I\γJω

)

|J | 1
n

)2

≈ (n− α)
2 |y′ − z′|2

(
Pα
(
J,1I\γJω

)

|J | 1
n

)2

.

For 2 ≤ k ≤ n we also have using (2.5) that

|Vk (t)| =

∣∣∣∣∣∣
(n+ 1− α)

(
wk

t − xk
)
(
ŵk

t − x̂k
)
·
(
ŷk − ẑk

)

|wt − x|n+3−α

∣∣∣∣∣∣

≤ (n+ 1− α)
∣∣wk

t

∣∣
∣∣w1

t − x1
∣∣ ∣∣y1 − z1

∣∣+∑j 6=1,k

∣∣∣wj
t

∣∣∣
∣∣yj − zj

∣∣

|wt − x|n+3−α

≤ (n+ 1− α)





∣∣wk
t

∣∣ ∣∣y1 − z1
∣∣

|wt − x|n+2−α +
∑

j 6=1,k

∣∣wk
t

∣∣
∣∣∣wj

t

∣∣∣
∣∣yj − zj

∣∣

|wt − x|n+3−α





≤ (n+ 1− α)

{
γ′

γ

∣∣y1 − z1
∣∣

|wt − x|n+1−α + (γ′)
2 |y′ − z′|
|wt − x|n+3−α

}

. (n+ 1− α)

{
γ′

γC0

|y′ − z′|
|cJ − x|n+1−α +

(
γ′

γ

)2 |y′ − z′|
|cJ − x|n+1−α

}
.

Thus
∣∣∣∣∣

∫

I\γJ

∫ 1

0

V (t) dtdω (x)

∣∣∣∣∣ . (n+ 1− α)

{
γ′

γC0
+

(
γ′

γ

)2
}∫

I\γJ

|y′ − z′|
|cJ − x|n+1−α dω (x)

. (n+ 1− α)

{
γ′

γC0
+

(
γ′

γ

)2
}
|y′ − z′| P

α
(
J,1I\γJω

)

|J | 1
n

,

and so ∣∣∣∣∣

∫

I\γJ

∫ 1

0

V (t) dtdω (x)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
1

2

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

I\γJ

∫ 1

0

U (t) dtdω (x)

∣∣∣∣∣ ,

provided

(n+ 1− α)

{
γ′

γC0
+

(
γ′

γ

)2
}

≪ n− α,(2.6)

i.e.

(
n+ 1− α

n− α

)2 (
γ′

γ

)2

≪ 1 ,
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where we have used (2.4) with an optimal C0. Then if both (2.5) and (2.6) hold we
have

∣∣(Rα,n)′ 1I\γJω
(
y1, y′

)
− (Rα,n)′ 1I\γJω

(
z1, z′

)∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

I\γJ

{
yk − xk

|y − x|n+1−α − zk − xk

|z − x|n+1−α

}n

k=2

dω (x)

∣∣∣∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

I\γJ

∫ 1

0

Φ′ (t) dtdω (x)

∣∣∣∣∣

≥
∣∣∣∣∣

∫

I\γJ

∫ 1

0

U (t) dtdω (x)

∣∣∣∣∣−
∣∣∣∣∣

∫

I\γJ

∫ 1

0

V (t) dtdω (x)

∣∣∣∣∣

≥ 1

2

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

I\γJ

∫ 1

0

U (t) dtdω (x)

∣∣∣∣∣

& C0

∫

I\γJ

∫ 1

0

∣∣y1 − z1
∣∣

|cJ − x|n+1−α dtdω (x) ≈ C0

∣∣y1 − z1
∣∣ P

α
(
J,1I\γJω

)

|J | 1
n

.

Combining the inequalities from each case (2.3) and (2.5) above, and assuming
(2.6), we conclude that for all y, z ∈ J we have the following ‘strong reversal’ of the
1-partial energy,

∣∣y1 − z1
∣∣2
(
Pα
(
J,1I\γJω

)

|J | 1
n

)2

.
∣∣Rα,n1I\γJω

(
y1, y′

)
−Rα,n1I\γJω

(
z1, z′

)∣∣2 .

Thus we have

∑

J∈Mdeep

γ′J∩L 6=∅

(
Pα
(
J,1I\γJω

)

|J | 1
n

)2 ∫

J

∣∣y1 − Eσ
Jy

1
∣∣2 dσ (y)

=
1

2

∑

J∈Mdeep

γ′J∩L 6=∅

(
Pα
(
J,1I\γJω

)

|J | 1
n

)2
1

|J |σ

∫

J

∫

J

(
y1 − z1

)2
dσ (y)dσ (z)

.
∑

J∈Mdeep

γ′J∩L 6=∅

1

|J |σ

∫

J

∫

J

∣∣Rα,n1I\γJω
(
y1, y′

)
−Rα,n1I\γJω

(
z1, z′

)∣∣2 dσ (y) dσ (z)

.
∑

J∈Mdeep

γ′J∩L 6=∅

∫

J

∣∣Rα,n1I\γJω
(
y1, y′

)∣∣2 dσ (y)

≤
∑

J∈Mdeep

∫

J

∣∣Rα,n1Iω
(
y1, y′

)∣∣2 dσ (y) +
∑

J∈Mdeep

∫

J

∣∣Rα,n1γJω
(
y1, y′

)∣∣2 dσ (y) ,

and now we obtain in the usual way that this is bounded by
∫

I

∣∣Rα,n1Iω
(
y1, y′

)∣∣2 dσ (y) +
∑

J∈M

(T∗
Rα,n)

2 |γJ |ω

≤ (T∗
Rα,n)

2 |I|ω + β (T∗
Rα,n)

2 |I|ω . (T∗
Rα,n)

2 |I|ω .
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Now we turn to the other partial energies and begin with the estimate that for
2 ≤ j ≤ n, we have the following ‘weak reversal’ of energy,

∣∣Rα,n
j 1I\γJω (y)

∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

I\γJ

yj − 0

|y − x|n+1−α dω (x1, 0..., 0)

∣∣∣∣∣

≈
∣∣∣∣∣
yj

|J | 1
n

∫

I\γJ

|J | 1
n

|y − x|n+1−α dω (x1, 0..., 0)

∣∣∣∣∣

≈
∣∣yj
∣∣ P

α
(
J,1I\γJω

)

|J |
1
n

.

Thus for 2 ≤ j ≤ n, we use
∫
J

∣∣yj − Eσ
Jy

j
∣∣2 dσ (y) ≤

∫
J

∣∣yj
∣∣2 dσ (y) to obtain

∑

J∈Mdeep

γ′J∩L 6=∅

(
Pα
(
J,1I\γJω

)

|J | 1
n

)2 ∫

J

∣∣yj − Eσ
Jy

j
∣∣2 dσ (y)

≤
∑

J∈Mdeep

γ′J∩L 6=∅

(
Pα
(
J,1I\γJω

)

|J | 1
n

)2 ∫

J

∣∣yj
∣∣2 dσ (y) =

∑

J∈Mdeep

γ′J∩L 6=∅

∫

J

(
Pα
(
J,1I\γJω

)

|J | 1
n

)2 ∣∣yj
∣∣2 dσ (y)

.
∑

J∈Mdeep

γ′J∩L 6=∅

∫

J

∣∣Rα,n
j 1I\γJω (y)

∣∣2 dσ (y) .
∫

I

|Rα,n1Iω (y)|2 dσ (y) ≤ (T∗
Rα,n)

2 |I|ω .

Summing these estimates for j = 1 and 2 ≤ j ≤ n completes the proof of the dual

energy condition E∗
α . T∗

Rα,n +
√
Aα,∗

2 .

2.2. Forward energy condition. Now we turn to proving the (forward) energy
condition Eα . TTα,n +

√
Aα

2 . We must show

∞∑

r=1

∑

J∈Mdeep(Ir)

(
Pα
(
J,1I\J∗σ

)

|J | 1
n

)2 ∥∥∥Pgood,ω
J x

∥∥∥
2

L2(ω)
≤
(
T2
Rα,n +Aα

2

)
|I|σ ,

for all partitions of a dyadic cube I =

·⋃

r≥1

Ir into dyadic subcubes Ir. We may

assume that all the cubes J intersect suppω, hence that all the cubes Ir and J
intersect L, which contains suppω. Let Ir = Ir ∩L and J = J ∩L for these cubes.
We must show

∞∑

r=1

∑

J∈Mdeep(Ir)

(
Pα
(
J,1I\J∗σ

)

|J | 1
n

)2 ∥∥∥Pgood,ω
J x

∥∥∥
2

L2(ω)
≤
(
T2
Rα,n +Aα

2

)
|I|σ .

Let Mdeep =

∞⋃

r=1

Mdeep (Ir) as above, and for each J ∈ Mdeep, make the decom-

position

I \ J∗ = E (J∗) ∪̇S (J∗)
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of I \ J∗ into end E (J∗) and side S (J∗) disjoint pieces defined by

E (J∗) ≡ I ∩
{(
y1, y′

)
:
∣∣y1 − c1J

∣∣ ≥ γ

2
|J |

1
n and |y′ − c′J | ≤

1

γ

∣∣y1 − c1J
∣∣
}
;

S (J∗) ≡ (I \ J∗) \ E (J∗) .

Then it suffices to show both

A ≡
∑

J∈Mdeep

(
Pα
(
J,1E(J∗)σ

)

|J | 1
n

)2 ∥∥∥Pgood,ω
J x

∥∥∥
2

L2(ω)
≤
(
T2
Rα,n +Aα

2

)
|I|σ ,

B ≡
∑

J∈Mdeep

(
Pα
(
J,1S(J∗)σ

)

|J | 1
n

)2 ∥∥∥Pgood,ω
J x

∥∥∥
2

L2(ω)
≤
(
T2
Rα,n +Aα

2

)
|I|σ .

Term A is estimated in analogy with the Hilbert transform estimate (2.2), while
term B is estimated by summing Poisson tails. Both estimates rely heavily on the
one-dimensional nature of ω.

For
(
x1, 0′

)
,
(
z1, 0′

)
∈ J in term A we claim the following ‘strong reversal’ of

energy,
∣∣∣∣∣
Rα,n

1 1E(J∗)σ
(
x1, 0′

)
−Rα,n

1 1E(J∗)σ
(
z1, 0′

)

x1 − z1

∣∣∣∣∣(2.7)

=

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

E(J∗)

{
Kα,n

1

((
x1, 0′

)
, y
)
−Kα,n

1

((
z1, 0′

)
, y
)

x1 − z1

}
dσ (y)

∣∣∣∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

∫

E(J∗)





x1−y1

(|x1−y1|2+|y′|2)
n+1−α

2

− z1−y1

(|z1−y1|2+|y′|2)
n+1−α

2

x1 − z1




dσ (y)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

≈ Pα
(
J,1E(J∗)σ

)

|J | 1
n

.

Indeed, if we set a = |y′| and s = x1 − y1 and t = z1 − y1, then the term in braces
in (2.7) is

x1−y1

(|x1−y1|2+|y′|2)
n+1−α

2

− z1−y1

(|z1−y1|2+|y′|2)
n+1−α

2

x1 − z1

=

s

(s2+a2)
n+1−α

2

− t

(t2+a2)
n+1−α

2

s− t
=
ϕ (s)− ϕ (t)

s− t
,

where ϕ (t) = t
(
t2 + a2

)−n+1−α
2 . Now the derivative of ϕ (t) is

d

dt
ϕ (t) =

(
t2 + a2

)−n+1−α
2 − n+ 1− α

2

(
t2 + a2

)−n+1−α
2 −1

2t2

=
(
t2 + a2

)−n+1−α
2 −1 {(

t2 + a2
)
− (n+ 1− α) t2

}

=
(
t2 + a2

)−n+1−α
2 −1 {

a2 − (n− α) t2
}
,
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and since |t| ≥ γ |J | 1
n ≥ γa, we have (n− α) t2 ≥ (n− α) γ2a2 ≥ 2a2 provided we

choose

(2.8) γ ≥
√

2

n− α
.

Thus if (2.8) holds we get

− d

dt
ϕ (t) ≈ t2

(
t2 + a2

)−n+1−α
2 −1

.

Finally, since |s− t| ≤ a ≤ 1
γ |t| ≪ |t|, the derivative dϕ

dt is essentially constant on

the small interval (s, t), and we can apply the tangent line approximation to ϕ (t)

to obtain ϕ (s)− ϕ (t) ≈ dϕ
dt (t) (s− t), and conclude that for

(
x1, 0′

)
,
(
z1, 0′

)
∈ J ,

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

∫

E(J∗)





x1−y1

(|x1−y1|2+|y′|2)
n+1−α

2

− z1−y1

(|z1−y1|2+|y′|2)
n+1−α

2

x1 − z1




dσ (y)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

≈
∫

E(J∗)

∣∣z1 − y1
∣∣2

(
|z1 − y1|2 + |y′|2

)n+1−α
2 +1

dσ (y) ≈ Pα
(
J,1E(J∗)σ

)

|J | 1
n

,

which proves (2.7).
Thus we have

∑

J∈Mdeep

(
Pα
(
J,1E(J∗)σ

)

|J | 1
n

)2 ∫

J∩L

∣∣x1 − Eω
Jx

1
∣∣2 dω (y)

=
1

2

∑

J∈Mdeep

(
Pα
(
J,1E(J∗)σ

)

|J | 1
n

)2
1

|J ∩ L|ω

∫

J∩L

∫

J∩L

(
x1 − z1

)2
dω (x) dω (z)

≈
∑

J∈Mdeep

1

|J |ω

∫

J∩L

∫

J∩L

{
Rα,n

1 1E(J∗)σ
(
x1, 0′

)
−Rα,n

1 1E(J∗)σ
(
z1, 0′

)}2
dω (x) dω (z)

.
∑

J∈Mdeep

1

|J |ω

∫

J∩L

∫

J∩L

{
Rα,n

1 1Iσ
(
x1, 0′

)
−Rα,n

1 1Iσ
(
z1, 0′

)}2
dω (x) dω (z)

+
∑

J∈Mdeep

1

|J |ω

∫

J∩L

∫

J∩L

{
Rα,n

1 1J∗σ
(
x1, 0′

)
−Rα,n

1 1J∗σ
(
z1, 0′

)}2
dω (x) dω (z)

+
∑

J∈Mdeep

1

|J |ω

∫

J∩L

∫

J∩L

{
Rα,n

1 1S(J∗)σ
(
x1, 0′

)
−Rα,n

1 1S(J∗)σ
(
z1, 0′

)}2
dω (x) dω (z)

≡ A1 +A2 +A3,

since I = J∗∪̇ (I \ J∗) = J∗∪̇E(J∗) ∪̇S(J∗). Now we can discard the difference in
term A1 by writing
∣∣Rα,n

1 1Iσ
(
x1, 0′

)
−Rα,n

1 1Iσ
(
z1, 0′

)∣∣ ≤
∣∣Rα,n

1 1Iσ
(
x1, 0′

)∣∣+
∣∣Rα,n

1 1Iσ
(
z1, 0′

)∣∣

to obtain from pairwise disjointedness of J ∈ Mdeep,

A1 .
∑

J∈Mdeep

∫

J∩L

∣∣Rα,n
1 1Iσ

(
x1, 0′

)∣∣2 dω (x) ≤
∫

I

|Rα,n
1 1Iσ|2 dω ≤ T2

Rα,n
1

|I|σ ,
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and similarly we can discard the difference in term A2, and use the bounded overlap
property (1.2), to obtain

A2 .
∑

J∈Mdeep

∫

J∩L

∣∣Rα,n
1 1J∗σ

(
x1, 0′

)∣∣2 dω (x) ≤
∑

J∈Mdeep

T2
Rα,n

1
|J∗|σ

= T2
Rα,n

1

∞∑

r=1

∑

J∈Mdeep(Ir)

|J∗|σ ≤ T2
Rα,n

1

∞∑

r=1

β |Ir|σ ≤ βT2
Rα,n

1
|I|σ .

Remark 4. The above estimate fails for the nearby cubes J in Ir, and this accounts
for the new definition of the energy condition.

This leaves us to consider the term

A3 =
∑

J∈Mdeep

1

|J |ω

∫

J∩L

∫

J∩L

{
Rα,n

1 1S(J∗)σ
(
x1, 0′

)
− Rα,n

1 1S(J∗)σ
(
z1, 0′

)}2
dω (x) dω (z)

= 2
∑

J∈Mdeep

∫

J∩L

{
Rα,n

1 1S(J∗)σ
(
x1, 0′

)
− Eω

J∩L

[
Rα,n

1 1S(J∗)σ
(
z1, 0′

)]}2
dω (x) ,

in which we do not discard the difference. However, because the average is sub-
tracted off, we can apply the Energy Lemma 5 or Monotonicity Lemma 4 from
Subsection 3.2 in the Appendix below, to each term in this sum to dominate it by,

∑

J∈Mdeep

(
Pα
(
J,1S(J∗)σ

)

|J | 1
n

)2 ∥∥Pω
Jx
∥∥2
L2(ω)

= B,

and so it remains only to estimate term B.
For this, we first assume that n−1 ≤ α < n so that Pα

(
J,1S(J∗)σ

)
≤ Pα

(
J,1S(J∗)σ

)
,

and then use
∥∥Pω

Jx
∥∥2
L2(ω)

≤ |J | 2
n |J |ω and apply the Aα

2 condition to obtain the

following ‘pivotal reversal’ of energy,

B ≤
∑

J∈Mdeep

Pα
(
J,1S(J∗)σ

)2 |J |ω ≤
∑

J∈Mdeep

Pα
(
J,1S(J∗)σ

) {
Pα
(
J,1S(J∗)σ

)
|J |ω

}

≤ Aα
2

∑

J∈Mdeep

Pα
(
J,1S(J∗)σ

)
|J |1−α

n = Aα
2

∑

J∈Mdeep

∫

S(J∗)

|J | 1
n |J |1−α

n

(
|J | 1

n + |y − cJ |
)n+1−α dσ (y)

= Aα
2

∑

J∈Mdeep

∫

S(J∗)

(
|J | 1

n

|J | 1
n + |y − cJ |

)n+1−α

dσ (y)

= Aα
2

∫

I





∑

J∈Mdeep

(
|J | 1

n

|J | 1
n + |y − cJ |

)n+1−α

1S(J∗) (y)



 dσ (y)

≡ Aα
2

∫

I

F (y) dσ (y) .

At this point we claim that F (y) ≤ C with a constant C independent of the

decomposition Mdeep =

·⋃

r≥1

Mdeep (Ir). Indeed, if y is fixed, then the only cubes

J ∈ Mdeep for which y ∈S(J∗) are those J satisfying

J ∩ Sh (y; γ) 6= ∅,
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where Sh (y; γ) is the Carleson shadow of the point y onto the x1-axis L with sides
of slope 1

γ , i.e. Sh (y; γ) is interval on L with length 2γ dist (y, L) and center equal

to the point on L that is closest to y. Now there can be at most two cubes J whose

side length exceeds 2γ dist (y, L), and for these cubes we simply use |J|
1
n

|J|
1
n +|y−cJ |

≤ 1.

As for the remaining cubes J , they are all contained inside the triple 3 Sh (y; γ) of
the shadow, and the distance |y − cJ | is essentially dist (y, L) (up to a factor of γ)
for all of these cubes. Thus we have the estimate

∑

J∈Mdeep

J⊂3 Sh(y;γ)

(
|J | 1

n

|J | 1
n + |y − cJ |

)n+1−α

.
∑

J∈Mdeep

J⊂3 Sh(y;γ)

(
|J | 1

n

dist (y, L)

)n+1−α

.
1

dist (y, L)n+1−α

∑

J∈Mdeep

J⊂3 Sh(y;γ)

(
|J ∩ L| 1n

)n+1−α

.
1

dist (y, L)
n+1−α

∑

J∈Mdeep

J⊂3 Sh(y;γ)

dist (y, L)
n−α |J ∩ L| 1n

.
dist (y, L)

n−α

dist (y, L)
n+1−α |3 Sh (y; γ)| . 1,

because the intervals {J ∩ L} J∈Mdeep

J⊂3 Sh(y;γ)

are pairwise disjoint in 3 Sh (y; γ), and

|J ∩ L| 1
n is the length of J ∩L, and since n+1−α > 1 = dimL. It is here that the

one-dimensional nature of ω delivers the boundedness of this sum of Poisson tails.
Thus we have

B ≤ Aα
2

∫

I

F (y)dσ (y) ≤ CAα
2 |I|σ ,

which is the desired estimate in the case that n− 1 ≤ α < n.
Now we suppose that 0 ≤ α < n− 1 and use Cauchy-Schwarz to obtain

Pα
(
J,1S(J∗)σ

)
=

∫

S(J∗)

|J | 1
n

(
|J | 1

n + |y − cJ |
)n+1−α dσ (y)

≤





∫

S(J∗)

|J | 1
n

(
|J | 1

n + |y − cJ |
)n+1−α

(
|J | 1

n

|J | 1
n + |y − cJ |

)n−1−α

dσ (y)





1
2

×





∫

S(J∗)

|J | 1
n

(
|J | 1

n + |y − cJ |
)n+1−α

(
|J | 1

n

|J | 1
n + |y − cJ |

)α+1−n

dσ (y)





1
2

= Pα
(
J,1S(J∗)σ

) 1
2

×





∫

S(J∗)

(
|J | 1

n

)α+2−n

(
|J | 1

n + |y − cJ |
)2 dσ (y)





1
2

.
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Then arguing as above we have

B ≤
∑

J∈Mdeep

Pα
(
J∗,1S(J∗)σ

)2 |J |ω

≤
∑

J∈Mdeep

{
Pα
(
J∗,1S(J∗)σ

)
|J |ω

} ∫

S(J∗)

(
|J |

1
n

)α+2−n

(
|J | 1

n + |y − cJ |
)2 dσ (y)

≤ Aα
2

∑

J∈Mdeep

|J |1−α
n

∫

S(J∗)

(
|J | 1

n

)α+2−n

(
|J | 1

n + |y − cJ |
)2 dσ (y) = Aα

2

∑

J∈Mdeep

∫

S(J∗)

|J | 2
n

(
|J | 1

n + |y − cJ |
)2 dσ (y)

= Aα
2

∫

I





∑

J∈Mdeep

(
|J |

1
n

|J | 1
n + |y − cJ |

)2

1S(J∗) (y)



 dσ (y) ≡ Aα

2

∫

I

F (y) dσ (y) ,

and again F (y) ≤ C because

∑

J∈Mdeep

J⊂3 Sh(y;γ)

(
|J | 1

n

|J |
1
n + |y − cJ |

)2

.
1

dist (y, L)
2

∑

J∈Mdeep

J⊂3 Sh(y;γ)

|J | 2
n

.
1

dist (y, L)
2

∑

J∈Mdeep

J⊂3 Sh(y;γ)

|J ∩ L| 2
n

.
1

dist (y, L)
2

∑

J∈Mdeep

J⊂3 Sh(y;γ)

dist (y, L) |J ∩ L| 1
n

.
dist (y, L)

dist (y, L)2
|3 Sh (y; γ)| . 1.

Thus we again have

B ≤ Aα
2

∫

I

F (y)dσ (y) ≤ CAα
2 |I|σ ,

and this completes the proof of necessity of the energy conditions when one of the
measures is supported on a line.

3. Appendix

We now prove Theorem 1 by addressing the points mentioned at the end of the
introduction. But first here is a brief outline of the overall proof.

Very broadly speaking, the method in [LaSaShUr3] and [Lac] uses the NTV split-
ting of an appropriate bilinear form intoParaproduct, Neighbour and Stopping

terms.
The Paraproduct term uses only cube testing.
The Neighbour term further splits into Short range, Middle range and Long

range terms. The Short and Middle range terms use only the tailless Aα
2 condition,

while the Long range term uses the one-tailed ‘reproducing’ condition Aα
2 , and so

its proof requires some modification. But these modifications are straightforward
and the reader can find the details in Chapter 8 of [SaShUr].
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The Stopping term is further split into a Near term and a Far term. Our paper
[LaSaShUr2] or [LaSaShUr3] shows that the Far term is controlled by the functional
energy condition as defined there, and we check below that our new definition of
functional energy given below in this paper works just as well in generalizing the
arguments to higher dimension. Note that our definition is more restrictive in that
points (2) and (3) in our Definition 6 of F -adapted are stronger requirements than
those in the definition given in [LaSaShUr2], but nevertheless apply in all situations
encountered. By the main result in the next subsection, the new functional energy
condition is in turn controlled by the new energy condition and the Aα

2 condition.
Finally, the Near term is handled by Lacey in [Lac] using a stopping time and
recursion that carry over to all standard α-fractional singular integrals in higher
dimension and using the new energy condition defined here. The details of this
extension can be found in Chapter 10 of [SaShUr], and we need only check below
that the new energy condition suffices there as well.

3.1. Equivalence of energy and functional energy modulo Aα
2 . We begin

by adapting to higher dimensions three definitions that are relevant to functional
energy.

Definition 5. A collection F of dyadic cubes is σ-Carleson if
∑

F∈F : F⊂S

|F |σ ≤ CF |S|σ , S ∈ F .

The constant CF is referred to as the Carleson norm of F .

Definition 6. Let F be a collection of dyadic cubes. A collection of functions
{gF}F∈F in L2 (ω) is said to be F -adapted if for each F ∈ F , there is a collection
J (F ) of cubes in Dω such that

J (F ) ⊂ {J ∈ Dω : J ⋐ F}

and such that each of the following three conditions hold:

(1) for each F ∈ F , the Haar coefficients ĝF (J, a) = 〈gF , hω,a
J 〉ω of gF are

nonnegative and supported in J (F ), i.e.
{
ĝF (J) ≥ 0 for all J ∈ J (F )
ĝF (J) = 0 for all J /∈ J (F )

, F ∈ F ,

(2) the sets {J (F )}F∈F are pairwise disjoint,
(3) there is a positive constant C such that if J ∗ (F ) consists of the maximal

cubes in J (F ), then for every cube I in Dσ, the set of pairs of cubes (F, J)
that ‘straddle’ I,

BI ≡ {(F, J∗) : J ∈ J ∗ (F ) and J ⊂ I ⊂ F} ,

satisfies the overlap condition
∑

(F,J)∈BI

1J ≤ C, I ∈ Dσ.

Definition 7. Let Fα be the smallest constant in the ‘functional energy’ inequality
below, holding for all non-negative h ∈ L2(σ), all σ-Carleson collections F , and all
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F-adapted collections {gF}F∈F :
(3.1)

∑

F∈F

∑

J∈Mdeep(F )

Pα(J, hσ)

∣∣∣∣∣

〈
x

|J | 1
n

, gF1J

〉

ω

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ Fα‖h‖L2(σ)

[∑

F∈F

‖gF‖2L2(ω)

]1/2
.

There is a similar definition of the dual constant F∗
α. Now we show that the

functional energy constants are equivalent to the energy constants modulo Aα
2 . We

proceed in two propositions.

Proposition 1.

Fα . Eα +
√
Aα

2 and F∗
α . E∗

α +
√
Aα,∗

2 .

To prove this first proposition, we fix F as in (3.1) and set

(3.2) µ ≡
∑

F∈F

∑

J∈Mdeep(F )

∥∥∥∥∥P
ω
F,J

x

|J | 1
n

∥∥∥∥∥

2

L2(ω)

· δ(
c(J),|J|

1
n

) ,

where Mdeep (F ) consists of the maximal deeply embedded subcubes of F , and for
any cube J we define the special projection

P
ω
F,J ≡

∑

J′⊂J: J′∈J (F )

∑

a∈Γn

△ω,a
J′ .

We emphasize that the cubes J ∈ Mdeep (F ) are not necessarily good, but that the
subcubes J ′ ⊂ J arising in the projection Pω

F,J are good. We can replace x by x− c
inside the projection for any choice of c we wish; the projection is unchanged. Here
δq denotes a Dirac unit mass at a point q in the upper half plane R2

+.
We prove the two-weight inequality

(3.3) ‖Pα(fσ)‖L2(Rn+1
+ ,µ) . ‖f‖L2(σ) ,

for all nonnegative f in L2 (σ), noting that F and f are not related here. Above,
Pα(·) denotes the α-fractional Poisson extension to the upper half-space Rn+1

+ ,

Pαν (x, t) ≡
∫

Rn

t
(
t2 + |x|2

)n+1−α
2

dν (x) ,

so that in particular

‖Pα(fσ)‖2L2(Rn+1
+ ,µ) =

∑

F∈F

∑

J∈Mdeep(F )

Pα (fσ) (c(J), |J | 1
n )2

∥∥∥∥∥P
ω
F,J

x

|J | 1
n

∥∥∥∥∥

2

L2(ω)

,

and so (3.3) implies (3.1) by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. By the two-weight
inequality for the Poisson operator in [Saw3], inequality (3.3) requires checking
these two inequalities

(3.4)

∫

Rn+1
+

Pα (1Iσ) (x, t)
2
dµ (x, t) ≡ ‖Pα (1Iσ)‖2L2(Î,µ) .

(
Aα

2 + E2
α

)
σ(I) ,

(3.5)

∫

R
[Pα∗(t1Îµ)]

2dσ(x) .
(
Aα

2 + Eα
√
Aα

2

) ∫

Î

t2dµ(x, t),
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for all dyadic cubes I ∈ D, where Î = I × [0, |I|] is the box over I in the upper
half-space, and

Pα∗(t1Îµ) (x) =

∫

Î

t2

(t2 + |x− y|2)
n+1−α

2

dµ (y, t) .

It is important to note that we can choose for D any fixed dyadic grid, the com-
pensating point being that the integrations on the left sides of (3.4) and (3.5) are
taken over the entire spaces Rn

+ and Rn respectively.

Remark 5. There is a gap in the proof of the Poisson inequality at the top of page
542 in [Saw3]. However, this gap can be fixed as in [SaWh] or [LaSaUr1].

The following elementary Poisson inequalities will be used extensively.

Lemma 1. Suppose that J,K, I are cubes satisfying J ⊂ K ⊂ 2K ⊂ I, and that µ
is a positive measure supported in Rn \ I. Then

Pα (J, µ)

|J | 1
n

.
Pα (K,µ)

|K| 1
n

.
Pα (J, µ)

|J | 1
n

.

Proof. We have

Pα (J, µ)

|J | 1
n

=
1

|J | 1
n

∫ |J | 1
n

(
|J | 1

n + |x− cJ |
)n+1−α dµ (x) ,

where

|J |
1
n + |x− cJ | ≈ |K|

1
n + |x− cJ | , x ∈ Rn \ I.

�

3.1.1. The Poisson testing inequality. We choose the dyadic grid D in the testing
conditions (3.4) and (3.5) to be the grid Dω that arises in the definition of the
measure µ in (3.2). In particular all of the intervals J lie in the grid D = Dω . Fix
I ∈ D. We split the integration on the left side of (3.4) into a local and global
piece: ∫

Rn+1
+

Pα (1Iσ)
2
dµ =

∫

Î

Pα (1Iσ)
2
dµ+

∫

Rn+1
+ \Î

Pα (1Iσ)
2
dµ.

The global piece turns out to be controlled solely by the Aα
2 condition, so we leave

that term for later, and turn now to estimating the local term.
An important consequence of the fact that I and J lie in the same grid D = Dω,

is that (c (J) , |J |) ∈ Î if and only if J ⊂ I. Thus we have
∫

Î

Pα (1Iσ) (x, t)
2
dµ (x, t)

=
∑

F∈F

∑

J∈Mdeep(F ): J⊂I

Pα (1Iσ)
(
c (J) , |J | 1

n

)2
∥∥∥∥∥P

ω
F,J∗

x

|J∗| 1
n

∥∥∥∥∥

2

L2(ω)

=
∑

F∈F

∑

J∈Mdeep(F ): J⊂I

Pα (J,1Iσ)
2 ‖Pω

F,J

x

|J | 1
n

‖2L2(ω).
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Note that the collections Mdeep (F ) are pairwise disjoint for F ∈ F , and that for
J ∈ Mdeep (F ) we have

(3.6)

∥∥∥∥∥P
ω
F,J

x

|J | 1
n

∥∥∥∥∥

2

L2(ω)

=

∥∥∥∥∥P
ω
F,J

(
x− Eω

Jx

|J | 1
n

)∥∥∥∥∥

2

L2(ω)

≤ E
good (J, ω)

2 |J |ω .

In the first stage of the proof, we ‘create some holes’ by restricting the support
of σ to the interval F in the sum below.

∑

F∈F

∑

J∈Mdeep(F ): J⊂I

(
Pα (J,1F∩Iσ)

|J | 1
n

)2 ∥∥Pω
F,Jx

∥∥2
L2(ω)

=





∑

F∈F : F⊂I

+
∑

F∈F : F%I





∑

J∈Mdeep(F ): J⊂I

(
Pα (J,1F∩Iσ)

|J | 1
n

)2 ∥∥Pω
F,Jx

∥∥2
L2(ω)

= A+B.

Then

A ≤
∑

F∈F : F⊂I

∑

J∈Mdeep(F )

(
Pα (J,1Fσ)

|J | 1
n

)2 ∥∥Pω
F,Jx

∥∥2
L2(ω)

≤
∑

F∈F : F⊂I

(Eα)2 |F |σ . (Eα)2 |I|σ ,

since
∥∥Pω

F,Jx
∥∥2
L2(ω)

≤
∥∥∥Pgood,ω

J x

∥∥∥
2

L2(ω)
, where we recall that the energy constant Eα

is defined in the energy condition,

(Eα)2 ≡ sup
1

|I|σ

∞∑

r=1

∑

J∈Mdeep(Ir)

(
Pα (J,1Iσ)

|J | 1
n

)2 ∥∥∥Pgood,ω
J x

∥∥∥
2

L2(ω)
<∞.

We also used that the stopping cubes F satisfy a σ-Carleson measure estimate,

∑

F∈F : F⊂F0

|F |σ . |F0|σ .

Now we turn to the other term,

B =
∑

F∈F : F%I

∑

J∈Mdeep(F ): J⊂I

(
Pα (J,1F∩Iσ)

|J | 1
n

)2 ∥∥Pω
F,Jx

∥∥2
L2(ω)

.

For each J ∈ Mdeep (F ) we write

P
ω
F,J =

∑

J′⊂J: J′∈J (F )

∑

a∈Γn

△ω,a
J′

=
∑

K∈J ∗(F ): K⊂J

∑

J′∈J (F ): J′⊂K

∑

a∈Γn

△ω,a
J′ ≡

∑

K∈J ∗(F ): K⊂J

Pω
F,K ,
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so that

B =
∑

F∈F : F%I

∑

J∈Mdeep(F ): J⊂I

∑

K∈J ∗(F ): K⊂J

(
Pα (J,1F∩Iσ)

|J | 1
n

)2 ∥∥Pω
F,Kx

∥∥2
L2(ω)

=
∑

F∈F : F%I

∑

K∈J ∗(F )

(
Pα (JK ,1F∩Iσ)

|JK | 1
n

)2 ∥∥Pω
F,Kx

∥∥2
L2(ω)

,

where JK denotes the unique cube in Mdeep (F ) that contains K.

Now let J̃ (I) consist of those K ⊂ I that lie in J ∗ (F ) for some F % I so that

B =
∑

K∈J̃ (I)

(
Pα (JK ,1FK∩Iσ)

|JK | 1
n

)2 ∥∥Pω
FK ,Kx

∥∥2
L2(ω)

,

where FK is the unique interval F ∈ F such that F % I with K ∈ J ∗ (F ), which

exists by property (2) in the definition of J (F ), Definition 6. For K ∈ J̃ (I) there
are only two possibilities:

K ⋐ I or K 6⋐ I.

In the first case, if K ⋐ I and F ⊃ I, then K ⋐ F since K is good, and so by
Property (3) in the definition of J (F ), Definition 6, we conclude that the cubes

K ∈ J̃ (I) with K ⋐ I have overlap bounded by C, independent of I.

As for the second case K ∈ J̃ (I) and K 6⋐ I, there are at most 2n(r+1) such
cubes K since K is good, and they will be easily estimated without regard to their
overlap. The Poisson inequality now shows that term B satisfies

B =





∑

K∈J̃ (I): K⋐I

+
∑

K∈J̃ (I): K 6⋐I





(
Pα (JK ,1FK∩Iσ)

|JK | 1
n

)2 ∥∥Pω
FK ,Kx

∥∥2
L2(ω)

. C
∑

J∗∈J̃ (I): J∗⋐I

(
Pα (JK ,1FK∩Iσ)

|JK | 1
n

)2 ∥∥Pω
FK ,Kx

∥∥2
L2(ω)

+2n(r+1) sup
K∈J̃ (I): K 6⋐I

Pα (JK ,1Iσ)

|JK | 1
n

2

‖Pω
FK ,Kx‖2L2(ω)

≤ C2 (Eα)2 |I|σ + 2n(r+1) |I|σ .
[
(Eα)2 + 1

]
|I|σ ,

since the intervals K ∈ J̃ (I) with K ⋐ I can be decomposed into C collections of
pairwise disjoint cubes. Indeed we have the following elementary result:

Lemma 2. Suppose G is a collection of dyadic subcubes of I with bounded overlap
C: ∑

G∈G

1G ≤ C.

Then we can write G =
C⋃

ℓ=1

Gℓ where each collection Gℓ consists of pairwise disjoint

cubes.
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Proof. Let G1 consist of the maximal cubes in G. Then let G2 consist of the maximal
cubes in G \ G1, and continue by inductively defining Gℓ to consist of the maximal
cubes in G \G1, Gℓ = Gℓ−2 \Gℓ−1 for ℓ ≥ 3. Clearly the cubes in each Gℓ are pairwise
disjoint, and moreover, Gℓ = ∅ for ℓ > C since if there is a cube Gℓ in Gℓ then there
is a unique tower of cubes Gℓ $ Gℓ−1 $ ... $ G2 $ G1 with Gk ∈ Gk. �

It remains then to show the inequality with ‘holes’, where the support of σ is
restricted to the complement of the interval F .

Lemma 3. We have

(3.7)
∑

F∈FI

∑

J∈Mdeep(F )

(
Pα
(
J,1I\Fσ

)

|J | 1
n

)2 ∥∥Pω
F,Jx

∥∥2
L2(ω)

. (Eα)2 |I|σ .

Proof. We consider the space ℓ2̥ of square summable sequences on the index set ̥
where

̥ ≡ {(F, J) : F ∈ FI and J ∈ Mdeep (F )}
is the index set of pairs (F, J∗) occurring in the sum in (3.7). We now take a
sequence a = {aF,J}(F,J)∈̥ ∈ ℓ2̥ with aF,J ≥ 0 and estimate

S ≡
∑

F∈FI

∑

J∈Mdeep(F )

Pα
(
J,1I\Fσ

)

|J | 1
n

∥∥Pω
F,Jx

∥∥
L2(ω)

aF,J

by

S =
∑

F∈FI

∑

J∈Mdeep(F )

∑

F ′∈F : F⊂F ′$I

Pα
(
J,1πFF ′\F ′σ

)

|J |
1
n

∥∥Pω
F,Jx

∥∥
L2(ω)

aF,J

=
∑

F ′∈FI

∑

F∈F : F⊂F ′

∑

J∈Mdeep(F )

Pα
(
J,1πFF ′\F ′σ

)

|J | 1
n

∥∥Pω
F,Jx

∥∥
L2(ω)

aF,J

=
∑

F ′∈FI

∑

K∈Mdeep(F ′)

∑

F∈F : F⊂F ′

∑

J∈Mdeep(F ): J⊂K

Pα
(
J,1πFF ′\F ′σ

)

|J | 1
n

∥∥Pω
F,Jx

∥∥
L2(ω)

aF,J

.
∑

F ′∈FI

∑

K∈Mdeep(F ′)

Pα
(
K,1πFF ′\F ′σ

)

|K| 1
n

∑

F∈F : F⊂F ′

∑

J∈Mdeep(F ): J⊂K

∥∥Pω
F,Jx

∥∥
L2(ω)

aF,J ,

by the Poisson inequalities in Lemma 1. We now invoke
∑

F∈F : F⊂F ′

∑

J∈Mdeep(F ): J⊂K

∥∥Pω
F,Jx

∥∥
L2(ω)

aF,J

.


 ∑

F∈F : F⊂F ′

∑

J∈Mdeep(F ): J⊂K

∥∥Pω
F,Jx

∥∥2
L2(ω)




1
2

×


 ∑

F∈F : F⊂F ′

∑

J∈Mdeep(F ): J⊂K

a2F,J




1
2

.
∥∥Pω

F ′,Kx
∥∥
L2(ω)

∥∥Qω
F ′,Ka

∥∥
ℓ2
̥

,
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where for K ∈ Mdeep (F
′) and f ∈ L2 (ω),

Pω
F ′,K ≡

∑

F∈F : F⊂F ′

∑

J∈Mdeep(F ): J⊂K

Pω
F,J ,

while for K ∈ Mdeep (F
′) and a = {aG,L}(G,L)∈̥ ∈ ℓ2̥,

Qω
F ′,Ka ≡

∑

F∈F : F⊂F ′

∑

J∈Mdeep(F ): J⊂K

Qω
F,Ja;

Q
ω
F,Ja ≡

{
1(F,J)aG,L

}
(G,L)∈̥ .

Thus Qω
F,J acts on the sequence a by projecting onto the coordinate in ̥ indexed

by (F, J).
Now denote by d (F ) ≡ dF (F, I) the distance from F to I in the tree F . Since the

collection F satisfies a Carleson condition, we have geometric decay in generations:
∑

F∈FI : d(F )=k

|F |σ . 2−δk |I|σ , k ≥ 0.

Thus we can write

|S| .
∑

F ′∈FI

∑

K∈Mdeep(F ′)

Pα
(
K,1πFF ′\F ′σ

)

|K| 1n
∥∥Pω

F ′,Kx
∥∥
L2(ω)

∥∥Qω
F ′,Ka

∥∥
ℓ2
̥

=

∞∑

k=0

∑

F ′∈FI : d(F ′)=k

∑

K∈Mdeep(F ′)

Pα
(
K,1πFF ′\F ′σ

)

|K| 1
n

∥∥Pω
F ′,Kx

∥∥
L2(ω)

∥∥Qω
F ′,Ka

∥∥
ℓ2
̥

≡
∞∑

k=0

Ak,

where

Ak .


 ∑

F ′∈FI : d(F ′)=k

∑

K∈Mdeep(F ′)

(
Pα
(
K,1πFF ′\F ′σ

)

|K| 1n

)2 ∥∥Pω
F ′,Kx

∥∥2
L2(ω)




1
2

×


 ∑

F ′∈FI : d(F ′)=k

∑

K∈Mdeep(F ′)

∥∥Qω
F ′,Ka

∥∥2
ℓ2
̥




1
2

.


(Eα)2

∑

F ′′∈FI : d(F ′′)=k−1

|F ′′|σ




1
2

‖a‖ℓ2
̥

. Eα
(
2−δk |I|σ

) 1
2 ‖a‖ℓ2

̥
,

and we finally obtain

|S| .
∞∑

k=0

Eα
(
2−δk |I|σ

) 1
2 ‖a‖ℓ2

̥
. Eα

√
|I|σ ‖a‖ℓ2

̥
.

By duality of ℓ2̥ we now conclude that

∑

F∈FI

∑

J∗∈Mdeep(F )

(
Pα
(
J,1I\Fσ

)

|J | 1
n

)2 ∥∥Pω
F,Jx

∥∥2
L2(ω)

. (Eα)2 |I|σ ,
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which is (3.7). �

Now we turn to proving the following estimate for the global part of the first
testing condition (3.4):

∫

R2
+\Î

Pα (1Iσ)
2
dµ . Aα

2 |I|σ .

We begin by decomposing the integral on the left into four pieces where we use
F ∼ J to denote the sum over those F ∈ F such that J ∈ Mdeep (F ). Note that
given J , there are at most a fixed number C of F ∈ F such that F ∼ J . We have:

∫

R2
+\Î

Pα (1Iσ)
2
dµ =

∑

J:
(
c(J),|J|

1
n

)
∈Rn+1

+ \Î

Pα (1Iσ)
(
c (J) , |J | 1

n

)2 ∑

F∼J

∥∥∥∥∥P
ω
F,J

x

|J | 1
n

∥∥∥∥∥

2

L2(ω)

=





∑

J∩3I=∅

|J|
1
n ≤|I|

1
n

+
∑

J⊂3I\I

+
∑

J∩I=∅

|J|
1
n >|I|

1
n

+
∑

J%I





Pα (1Iσ)
(
c (J) , |J | 1

n

)2 ∑

F∼J

∥∥∥∥∥P
ω
F,J

x

|J |
1
n

∥∥∥∥∥

2

L2(ω)

= A+B + C +D.

We further decompose term A according to the length of J and its distance from
I, and then use (3.6) and E (J, ω) ≤ 1 to obtain:

A .

∞∑

m=0

∞∑

k=1

∑

J⊂3k+1I\3kI=∅

|J|
1
n =2−m|I|

1
n

(
2−m |I| 1

n

dist (J, I)n+1−α |I|σ

)2

|J |ω

.

∞∑

m=0

2−2m
∞∑

k=1

|I| 2
n |I|σ

∣∣3k+1I \ 3kI
∣∣
ω

|3kI|2(1+
1
n
−α

n )
|I|σ

.

∞∑

m=0

2−2m
∞∑

k=1

3−2k

{∣∣3k+1I
∣∣
σ

∣∣3k+1I
∣∣
ω

|3kI|2(1−
α
n )

}
|I|σ . Aα

2 |I|σ .
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Set J ∗ ≡
⋃

F∈F

J ∗ (F ). Note that for K ∈ J ∗, there is a unique FK ∈ F and a

unique JK ∈ Mdeep (F ) with K ⊂ JK . We now write

B =
∑

J⊂3I\I

(
Pα (J,1Iσ)

|J | 1
n

)2 ∑

F∼J

∥∥Pω
F,Jx

∥∥2
L2(ω)

=
∑

J⊂3I\I

(
Pα (J,1Iσ)

|J | 1
n

)2 ∑

F∼J

∑

K∈J ∗(F ): K⊂J

∥∥Pω
F,Kx

∥∥2
L2(ω)

=
∑

K∈J ∗: JK⊂3I\I

(
Pα (JK ,1Iσ)

|JK | 1
n

)2 ∥∥Pω
FK ,Kx

∥∥2
L2(ω)

=





∑

K∈J ∗: JK⊂3I\I
FK∩I=∅

+
∑

K∈J ∗: JK⊂3I\I
FK⊃I





(
Pα (JK ,1Iσ)

|JK | 1
n

)2 ∥∥Pω
FK ,Kx

∥∥2
L2(ω)

≤ C





∑

K∈J ∗: JK⊂3I\I
FK∩I=∅

+
∑

K∈J ∗: JK⊂3I\I
FK⊃I





(
Pα (K,1Iσ)

|K| 1
n

)2 ∥∥Pω
FK ,Kx

∥∥2
L2(ω)

,

where the Poisson ratio inequality follows trivially since K ⊂ JK ⊂ 3I \ I. We
further decompose term B according to the length of K and use the fractional
version of the Poisson inequality (essentially in [Vol]),

(3.8) Pα (K,1Iσ)
2
.

(
|K| 1

n

|I| 1
n

)2−2(n+1−α)ε

Pα (I,1Iσ)
2 , K ∈ J ∗,K ⊂ 3I \ I,

which uses the fact that the cubes K ∈ J ∗ are good. Indeed, we have

Pα
(
K,σχÎ\I

)
≈

∞∑

k=0

2−k 1

|2kK|1−
α
n

∫
(
2̂kK

)
∩(Î\I)

dσ,

and
(
2̂kK

)
∩
(
Î \ I

)
6= ∅ requires

dist (K, e (I)) ≤ 2k |K| 1
n .

Let k0 be the smallest such k. By our distance assumption we must then have

|K| ε
n |I|

1−ε
n ≤ dist (K, e (I)) ≤ 2k0 |K| 1

n ,

or

2−k0 ≤
(
|K| 1n
|I| 1

n

)1−ε

.
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Now let k1 be defined by 2k1 ≡ |I|
1
n

|K|
1
n

. Then assuming k1 > k0 (the case k1 ≤ k0 is

similar) we have

Pα
(
K,σχÎ\I

)
≈

{
k1∑

k=k0

+

∞∑

k=k1

}
|K| 1n

|2kK|
n+1−α

n

∫
(
2̂kK

)
∩(Î\I)

dσ

.
|I|

n−α
n

|2k0K|
n+1−α

n

(
1

|I|
n−α

n

∫
(
2̂k1K

)
∩(Î\I)

dσ

)
+ 2−k1Pα

(
I, σχÎ\I

)

.

(
|K| 1

n

|I| 1
n

)(1−ε)(n+1−α)(
|I| 1

n

|K| 1n

)n−α

Pα
(
I, σχÎ\I

)
+

|K| 1
n

|I| 1
n

Pα
(
I, σχÎ\I

)
,

which is the inequality (3.8). We then obtain

B .

∞∑

m=0

∑

K⊂3I\I

|K|
1
n =2−m|I|

1
n

(
2−m

)2−2(n+1−α)ε

(
|I|σ

|I|1−α
n

)2

|K|ω

≤
∞∑

m=0

(
2−m

)2−2(n+1−α)ε |3I|σ |3I|ω
|3I|2(1−α

n )
|I|σ . Aα

2 |I|σ .

For term C we will have to group the cubes J into blocks Bi, and then exploit
the mutual orthogonality in the pairs (F, J) of the projections Pω

F,J defining µ, in
order to avoid overlapping estimates. We first split the sum according to whether
or not I intersects the triple of J :

C ≈





∑

J: I∩3J=∅

|J|
1
n >|I|

1
n

+
∑

J∗: I⊂3J∗\J

|J|
1
n >|I|

1
n





(
|J | 1

n

dist (J, I)
n+1−α |I|σ

)2 ∑

F∼J

∥∥∥∥∥P
ω
F,J

x

|J | 1
n

∥∥∥∥∥

2

L2(ω)

= C1 + C2.

Let {Bi}∞i=1 be the maximal cubes in the collection of triples

{
3J : |J | 1

n > |I| 1
n and 3J ∩ I = ∅

}
,

arranged in order of increasing side length. Below we will use the simple fact that
the cubes Bi have bounded overlap,

∑∞
i=1 1Bi

≤ 3n. Now we further decompose
the sum in C1 by grouping the intervals J into the blocks Bi, and then using that
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Pω
F,Jx = Pω

F,J (x− c (Bi)) along with the mutual orthogonality of the Pω
F,J :

C1 ≤
∞∑

i=1

∑

J: 3J⊂Bi

(
|J | 1

n

dist (J, I)n+1−α |I|σ

)2 ∑

F∼J

∥∥∥∥∥P
ω
F,J

x

|J | 1
n

∥∥∥∥∥

2

L2(ω)

.

∞∑

i=1

(
1

dist (Bi, I)
n+1−α |I|σ

)2 ∑

J: 3J⊂Bi

∑

F∼J

∥∥Pω
F,Jx

∥∥2
L2(ω)

.

∞∑

i=1

(
1

dist (Bi, I)
n+1−α |I|σ

)2

‖1Bi
(x− c (Bi))‖2L2(ω)

.

∞∑

i=1

(
1

dist (Bi, I)
n+1−α |I|σ

)2

|Bi|
2
n |Bi|ω

.

{
∞∑

i=1

|Bi|ω |I|σ
|Bi|2(1−

α
n )

}
|I|σ . Aα

2 |I|σ

since dist (Bi, I) ≈ |Bi|
1
n and

∞∑

i=1

|Bi|ω |I|σ
|Bi|2(1−

α
n )

=
|I|σ
|I|

∞∑

i=1

|I|
|Bi|2(1−

α
n )

|Bi|ω

≈ |I|σ
|I|1−α

n

∞∑

i=1

∫

Bi

|I|1−α
n

dist (x, I)
2(n−α)

dω (x)

=
|I|σ

|I|1−α
n

∞∑

i=1

∫

Bi

(
|I| 1

n

|I| 1
n + dist (x, I)

2

)n−α

dω (x)

=
|I|σ

|I|1−α
n

Pα (I, ω) ≤ Aα
2 ,

since
∑∞

i=1 1Bi
≤ 3n.

Next we turn to estimating term C2 where the triple of J contains I but J itself
does not. Note that there are at most 2n such cubes J of a given side length, one
in each ‘generalized octant’ relative to I. So with this in mind we sum over the
cubes J according to their lengths and use (3.4) to obtain

C2 =

∞∑

m=0

∑

J: I⊂3J\J
|J|=2m|I|

(
|J | 1

n

dist (J, I)
n+1−α |I|σ

)2 ∑

F∼J

∥∥∥∥∥P
ω
F,J

x

|J | 1
n

∥∥∥∥∥

2

L2(ω)

.

∞∑

m=0

(
|I|σ

|2mI|1−α
n

)2

|3 · 2mI|ω =

{
|I|σ

|I|1−α
n

∞∑

m=0

|I|1−α
n |3 · 2mI|ω

|2mI|2(1−α
n )

}
|I|σ

.

{
|I|σ

|I|1−α
n

Pα (I, ω)

}
|I|σ ≤ Aα

2 |I|σ ,

since
∞∑

m=0

|I|1−α
n |3 · 2nI|ω

|2mI|2(1−α
n )

=

∫ ∞∑

m=0

|I|1−α
n

|2mI|2(1−α
n )

13·2mI (x) dω (x) . Pα (I, ω) .
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Finally, we turn to term D, which is handled in the same way as term C2. The

intervals J occurring here are included in the set of ancestors Ak ≡ π
(k)
D I of I,

1 ≤ k <∞. We thus have

D =

∞∑

k=1

Pα (1Iσ)
(
c (Ak) , |Ak|

1
n

)2 ∑

F∼Ak

∥∥∥∥Pω
F,J

x

|Ak| 1
n

∥∥∥∥
2

L2(ω)

.

∞∑

k=1

(
|I|σ |Ak|

1
n

|Ak|1+
1−α
n

)2

|Ak|ω =

{
|I|σ

|I|1−α
n

∞∑

k=1

|I|1−α
n

|Ak|2(1−
α
n )

|Ak|ω

}
|I|σ

.

{
|I|σ

|I|1−α
n

Pα (I, ω)

}
|I|σ . Aα

2 |I|σ ,

since

∞∑

k=1

|I|1−α
n

|Ak|2(1−
α
n )

|Ak|ω =

∫ ∞∑

k=1

|I|1−α
n

|Ak|2(1−
α
n )

1Ak(x)dω (x)

=

∫ ∞∑

k=1

1

22(1−
α
n )k

|I|1−α
n

|I|2(1−α
n )

1Ak(x)dω (x)

.

∫

 |I| 1

n

(
|I| 1

n + dist (x, I)
)2




n−α

dω (x) = Pα (I, ω) .

3.1.2. The dual Poisson testing inequality. Again, we split the integration on the
left side of (3.5) into local and global parts:

∫

R
[Pα∗(t1Îµ)]

2σ =

∫

I

[Pα∗(t1Îµ)]
2σ +

∫

R\I
[Pα∗(t1Îµ)]

2σ.

We begin with the local part. Note that the right hand side of (3.5) is

(3.9)

∫

Î

t2dµ (x, t) =
∑

F∈F

∑

J∈Mdeep(F )
J⊂I

‖Pω
F,Jz‖2L2(ω) ,

where we are using the dummy variable z to denote the argument of Pω
F,J so as to

avoid confusion with the integration variable x in dµ (x, t) and dσ (x). Compute

(3.10) Pα∗
(
t1Îµ

)
(x) =

∑

F∈F

∑

J∈Mdeep(F )
J⊂I

‖Pω
F,Jz‖2L2(ω)(

|J | 1
n + |x− c(J)|

)n+1−α ,

and then expand the square and integrate to obtain that the left hand side of (3.5)
is

∑

F∈F

∑

J∈Mdeep(F )

∑

F ′∈F

∑

J′∈Mdeep(F ′)

∫

I

‖Pω
F,Jz‖2L2(ω)(

|J | 1
n + |x− c (J)|

)n+1−α

‖Pω
F ′,J′z‖2L2(ω)(

|J ′| 1
n + |x− c (J ′)|

)n+1−α dσ (x) ,
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We fix an integer s, and consider those cubes J and J ′ with |J ′| 1
n = 2−s|J | 1

n . The
expression to control for fixed s is

Us ≡
∑

F∈F

∑

J∈Mdeep(F )

∑

F ′∈F

∑

J′∈Mdeep(F
′)

|J′| 1
n =2−s|J|

1
n

∫

I

‖Pω
F,Jz‖2L2(ω)(

|J | 1
n + |x− c (J)|

)n+1−α

‖Pω
F ′,J′z‖2L2(ω)(

|J ′| 1
n + |x− c (J ′)|

)n+1−α dσ (x) .

Note that J determines F and J ′ determines F ′ up to a fixed number C of such
F and F ′. For simplicity we simply suppose that J uniquely determines F and J ′

uniquely determines F ′. The general case has an additional factor of C.
Our first decomposition is to write

(3.11) Us = Ts + Ts,close ,

with

Ts,close ≡
∑

F∈F

∑

J∈Mdeep(F )

∑

F ′∈F

∑

J′∈Mdeep(F
′): |J|

1
n =2s|J′| 1

n

dist(J,J′)≥2s(1+ε)|J′| 1
n

∫

I∩B(J,J′)

‖Pω
F,Jz‖2L2(ω)(

|J | 1
n + |x− c (J)|

)n+1−α

‖Pω
F ′,J′z‖2L2(ω)(

|J ′| 1
n + |x− c (J ′)|

)n+1−α dσ (x) ,

where ε > 0 will be chosen later in the proof and

B (J, J ′) ≡ B (c (J) , dist (J, J ′)) ,

is the ball centered at c (J) with radius dist (J, J ′). We will exploit the restriction of

integration to I ∩B (J, J ′), together with the condition dist (J, J ′) ≥ 2s(1+ε) |J ′| 1
n ,

in establising (3.16) below, which will then give an estimate for the term Ts,close
using an argument dual to that used for the remaining term Ts.

We begin with an analysis of the term Ts and write

Ts ≡
∑

F∈F

∑

J∈Mdeep(F )

∑

F ′∈F

∑

J′∈Mdeep(F
′)

|J′| 1
n =2−s|J|

1
n

×
∫

I

‖Pω
F,Jz‖2L2(ω)(

|J | 1
n + |x− c (J)|

)n+1−α

‖Pω
F ′,J′z‖2L2(ω)(

|J ′| 1
n + |x− c (J ′)|

)n+1−α dσ (x)

≤Ms

∑

F∈F

∑

J∈Mdeep(F )
J⊂I

‖Pω
F,Jz‖2ω;

Ms ≡ sup
F∈F

sup
J∈Mdeep(F )

As (J) ;

As (J) ≡
∑

F ′∈F

∑

J′∈Mdeep(F
′)

|J′| 1
n =2−s|J|

1
n

∫

I

S(J′,J) (x) dσ (x) ;

S(J′,J) (x) ≡
1

(
|J | 1

n + |x− c (J)|
)n+1−α

∥∥Pω
F ′,J′z

∥∥2
L2(ω)(

|J ′| 1
n + |x− c (J ′)|

)n+1−α ,
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where the additional restriction due to removal of Ts,close from Us in (3.11) results
in a restricted range of integration I \ B (J, J ′) in the integral in As (J) in certain
situations, and this will be understood throughout the proof, without being explic-
itly indicated in the notation. This additional restriction will however be needed
to establish (3.12) below.

Now fix J as in the definition of Ms (J), and decompose the sum over J ′ in
As (J) by

As (J) =
∑

F ′∈F

∑

J′∈J ∗(F ′)

|J′| 1
n =2−s|J|

1
n

∫

I

S(J′,J) (x) dσ (x)

=
∑

J′⊂2J

∫

I

S(J′,J) (x) dσ (x) +

∞∑

ℓ=1

∑

J′⊂2ℓ+1J\2ℓJ

∫

I

S(J′,J) (x) dσ (x) ≡
∞∑

ℓ=0

Aℓ
s (J) ;

and then decompose the integrals over I by

A0
s (J) =

∑

J′⊂2J

∫

I\5J

S(J′,J) (x) dσ (x) +
∑

J′⊂2J

∫

I∩5J

S(J′,J) (x) dσ (x)

≡ A0
s,far (J) +A0

s,near (J) ,

Aℓ
s (J) =

∑

J′⊂2ℓ+1J\2ℓJ

∫

I\2ℓ+2J

S(J′,J) (x) dσ (x)

+
∑

J′⊂2ℓ+1J\2ℓJ

∫

I∩(2ℓ+2J\2ℓ−1J)

S(J′,J) (x) dσ (x)

+
∑

J′⊂2ℓ+1J\2ℓJ

∫

I∩2ℓ−1J

S(J′,J) (x) dσ (x)

≡ Aℓ
s,far (J) +Aℓ

s,near (J) +Aℓ
s,close (J) , ℓ ≥ 1.

Note the important point that the close terms Aℓ
s,close (J) vanish for ℓ > εs because

of the decomposition (3.11):

(3.12) Aℓ
s,close (J) = 0, ℓ > εs.

Indeed, if J ′ ⊂ 2ℓ+1J \ 2ℓJ , then we have

(3.13) 2ℓ |J | 1
n ≈ dist (J, J ′) ,

and if ℓ > εs, then

dist (J, J ′) ≥ 2εs |J | 1
n = 2(1+ε)s |J ′|

1
n .

It now follows from the definition of Ts,close and Ts in (3.11), that in the term
Ts, the integration is taken over the set I \ B (J, J ′). But in the term Aℓ

s,close (J)

that is derived from Ts we are restricted to integrating over the cube 2ℓ−1J , which
is contained in B (J, J ′) by (3.13). Thus the range of integration in the term
Aℓ

s,close (J) is the empty set, and so Aℓ
s,close (J) = 0.
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Now using
∥∥Pω

F ′,J′z
∥∥2
L2(ω)

≤ |J ′| 2
n |J ′|ω we have

A0
s,far (J) =

∑

J′⊂2J

∫

I\(5J)

S(J′,J) (x) dσ (x)

.
∑

J′⊂2J

∫

I\(5J)

|J ′| 2
n |J ′|ω(

|J | 1
n + |x− c (J)|

)2(n+1−α)
dσ (x)

= 2−2s

( ∑

J′⊂2J

|J ′|ω

)∫

I\(5J)

|J | 2
n

(
|J | 1

n + |x− c (J)|
)2(n+1−α)

dσ (x) ,

which is dominated by

2−2s |2J |ω
∫

I\(5J)

1
(
|J | 1

n + |x− c (J)|
)2(n−α)

dσ (x)

≈ 2−2s |2J |ω
|2J |1−α

n

∫

I\(5J)


 |J | 1

n

(
|J | 1

n + |x− c (J)|
)2




n−α

dσ (x)

. 2−2s |2J |ω
|2J |1−α

n

Pα (2J, σ) . 2−2sAα
2 .

To estimate the near term A0
s,near (J), we initially keep the energy

∥∥Pω
F ′,J′z

∥∥2
L2(ω)

and use the energy constant Eα as follows:

A0
s,near (J) =

∑

J′⊂2J

∫

I∩(5J)

S(J′,J) (x) dσ (x)

≈
∑

J′⊂2J

∫

I∩(5J)

1

|J | 1
n
(n+1−α)

∥∥Pω
F ′,J′z

∥∥2
L2(ω)(

|J ′| 1
n + |x− c (J ′)|

)n+1−α dσ (x)

=
1

|J | 1
n
(n+1−α)

∑

J′⊂2J

∥∥Pω
F ′,J′z

∥∥2
L2(ω)

∫

I∩(5J)

1
(
|J ′| 1

n + |x− c (J ′)|
)n+1−α dσ (x)

=
1

|J | 1
n
(n+1−α)

∑

J′⊂2J

∥∥Pω
F ′,J′z

∥∥2
L2(ω)

Pα
(
J ′,1I∩(5J)σ

)

|J ′| 1
n

,

and by Cauchy-Schwarz this is dominated by

.
1

|J | 1
n
(n+1−α)

( ∑

J′⊂2J

∥∥Pω
F ′,J′z

∥∥2
L2(ω)

) 1
2


 ∑

J′⊂2J

∥∥Pω
F ′,J′z

∥∥2
L2(ω)

(
Pα
(
J ′,1I∩(5J)σ

)

|J ′| 1
n

)2



1
2

.
1

|J | 1
n
(n+1−α)

( ∑

J′⊂2J

|J ′|
2
n |J ′|ω

) 1
2 √

sEα
√
|I ∩ (5J)|σ

.
2−s |J | 1

n

|J | 1
n
(n+1−α)

√
|2J |ω

√
sEα
√
|5J |σ .

√
s2−sEα

√
|5J |ω

|J | 1
n
(n−α)

|5J |σ
|J | 1

n
(n−α)

.
√
s2−sEα

√
Aα

2 .
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In order to apply the energy condition to the last factor in the first line here to
obtain

(3.14)
∑

J′⊂2J

∥∥Pω
F ′,J′z

∥∥2
L2(ω)

(
Pα
(
J ′,1I∩(5J)σ

)

|J ′| 1
n

)2

. s (Eα)2 |I ∩ (5J)|σ ,

we proceed as follows. The rectangle I∩(5J) consists of at most 5n dyadic cubes Li

of side length that of J , and each J ′ with J ′ ⊂ 2J is contained in one of the Li. Now
the cubes J ′′ used in the projection Pω

F ′,J′ are good subcubes of J ′, and so must

satisfy J ′′ ⊂ J ′ ⊂ Li and J
′′ ⋐ Li ⊂ I ∩ (5J) unless they are nearby the cube Li.

But there are at most 2n(r+1) such nearby cubes for each of the at most 5n dyadic
cubes Li, and crude estimates work in these nearby cases. In the remaining cases
we have J ′′ ⋐ Li ⊂ I ∩ (5J), and these cubes J ′′ can then be grouped according to
the K ∈ Mdeep (Li) for which J ′′ ⊂ K. Next, we note that the pairs (J ′, F ′) for
which J ′ ∈Mdeep (F

′) have at most Cs different cubes F ′:
(3.15)

#CLi
≤ Cs where CLi

≡
{
F ′ ∈ F : J ′ ∈ Mdeep (F

′) for some J ′ ⊂ Li with |J ′|
1
n = 2−s |J | 1

n

}
.

This is because the assumption that all the J ′ have side length exactly 2−s times
that of J , together with the definition that J ′ be maximal deeply embedded in F ′,
and the definition that J be maximal deeply embedded in some F , puts a restriction
on the location and size of F ′ relative to J ′ that is sufficient for the bound in (3.15).

Now we consider the cases F ′ ∈ CLi
with J ′ ⊂ F ′ ⊂ Li and F ′ % Li ⊃ J ′

separately. For the case when J ′ ⊂ F ′ ⊂ Li we have

∑

J′∈Mdeep(F ′)

∥∥Pω
F ′,J′z

∥∥2
L2(ω)

(
Pα (J ′,1Li

σ)

|J ′| 1
n

)2

≤ (Eα)2 |Li|σ ,

upon using the subpartition of Li consisting of the singleton {F ′}. When Li′ 6= Li

we have

∑

J′∈Mdeep(F ′)

∥∥Pω
F ′,J′z

∥∥2
L2(ω)

(
Pα
(
J ′,1Li′

σ
)

|J ′| 1
n

)2

≤
∑

J′∈Mdeep(F ′)

|F ′|ω Pα
(
J ′,1Li′

σ
)2

≤
∑

J′∈Mdeep(F ′)

{
|Li|ω

|Li|1−
α
n

Pα
(
J ′,1Li′

σ
)
}{

|Li′ |1−
α
n Pα

(
J ′,1Li′

σ
)}

≤ Aα
2

∑

J′∈Mdeep(F ′)

|Li′ |1−
α
n Pα

(
J ′,1Li′

σ
)
. Aα

2 |Li′ |σ ,

upon summing Poisson tails over J ′ ∈ Mdeep (F
′).
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For the case when F ′ % Li ⊃ J ′ we have

∑

J′∈Mdeep(F ′)
J′⊂Li

∥∥Pω
F ′,J′z

∥∥2
L2(ω)

(
Pα (J ′,1Li

σ)

|J ′| 1
n

)2

=
∑

J′∈Mdeep(F ′)
J′⊂Li

∑

K∈J ∗(F ′)
K⊂J′

∑

J′′∼K

∥∥Pω
F ′,J′′z

∥∥2
L2(ω)

(
Pα (J ′,1Li

σ)

|J ′| 1
n

)2

.
∑

M∈Mdeep(Li)

∑

J′′∼M

∥∥Pω
F ′,J′′z

∥∥2
L2(ω)

(
Pα (M,1Li

σ)

|M | 1
n

)2

because for each J ′ ∈ Mdeep (F
′) with K ∈ J ∗ (F ′) and K ⊂ J ′, every J ′′ ∼ K is

contained in some M ∈ Mdeep (Li) and M ⊂ J ′. Now we continue by dominating
the final term above by

∑

M∈Mdeep(Li)

∥∥Pω
F ′,Mz

∥∥2
L2(ω)

(
Pα (M,1Li

σ)

|M | 1n

)2

. (Eα)2 |Li|σ .

Again if Li′ 6= Li we obtain as above that

∑

J′∈Mdeep(F ′)

∥∥Pω
F ′,J′z

∥∥2
L2(ω)

(
Pα
(
J ′,1Li′

σ
)

|J ′| 1
n

)2

. Aα
2 |Li′ |σ .

Summing over F ′ ∈ CLi
and using (3.15) we obtain (3.14).

Similarly, for ℓ ≥ 1, we can estimate the far term

Aℓ
s,far (J) =

∑

J′⊂(2ℓ+1J)\(2ℓJ)

∫

Iε\(2ℓ+2J)

S(J′,J) (x) dσ (x)

.
∑

J′⊂(2ℓ+1J)\(2ℓJ)

∫

I\(2ℓ+2J)

|J ′|
2
n |J ′|ω(

|J | 1
n + |x− c (J)|

)2(n+1−α)
dσ (x)

= 2−2s


 ∑

J′⊂(2ℓ+1J)

|J ′|ω



∫

I\(2ℓ+2J)

|J | 2
n

(
|J | 1

n + |x− c (J)|
)2(n+1−α)

dσ (x)

≈ 2−2s2−ℓ 2
n


 ∑

J′⊂(2ℓ+1J)

|J ′|ω



∫

I\(2ℓ+2J)

∣∣2ℓJ
∣∣ 2n

(
|2ℓJ |

1
n + |x− c (2ℓJ)|

)2(n+1−α)
dσ (x) ,
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which is at most

. 2−2s2−ℓ 2
n

∣∣2ℓ+1J
∣∣
ω

∫

I\(2ℓ+2J)

1
(
|2ℓJ |

1
n + |x− c (2ℓJ)|

)2(n−α)
dσ (x)

≈ 2−2s2−ℓ 2
n

∣∣2ℓ+1J
∣∣
ω

|2ℓJ |1−
α
n

∫

I\(2ℓ+2J)




∣∣2ℓJ
∣∣ 1n

(
|2ℓJ |

1
n + |x− c (2ℓJ)|

)2




n−α

dσ (x)

. 2−2s2−ℓ 2
n

{∣∣2ℓ+1J
∣∣
ω

|2ℓJ |1−
α
n

Pα
(
2ℓJ, σ

)
}

. 2−2s2−ℓ 2
nAα

2 ,

and the near term

Aℓ
s,near (J)

=
∑

J′⊂2ℓ+1J\2ℓJ

∫

I∩(2ℓ+2J\2ℓ−1J)

S(J′,J) (x) dσ (x)

≈
∑

J′⊂2ℓ+1J\2ℓJ

∫

I∩(2ℓ+2J\2ℓ−1J)

1
∣∣2ℓ(1−ε)J

∣∣ 1n (n+1−α)

∥∥Pω
F ′,J′z

∥∥2
L2(ω)(

|J ′| 1
n + |x− c (J ′)|

)n+1−α dσ (x)

=
1

|2ℓ−1J |
1
n
(n+1−α)

∑

J′⊂2ℓ+1J\2ℓJ

∥∥Pω
F ′,J′z

∥∥2
L2(ω)

∫

I∩(2ℓ+2J\2ℓ−1J)

1
(
|J ′| 1

n + |x− c (J ′)|
)n+1−α dσ (x) ,

which is dominated by

≤ 1

|2ℓ−1J |
1
n
(n+1−α)

∑

J′⊂2ℓ+1J\2ℓJ

∥∥Pω
F ′,J′z

∥∥2
L2(ω)

Pα
(
J ′,1I∩(2ℓ+2J)σ

)

|J ′| 1
n

≤ 1

|2ℓ−1J |
1
n
(n+1−α)


 ∑

J′⊂2ℓ+1J\2ℓJ

∥∥Pω
F ′,J′z

∥∥2
L2(ω)




1
2

×


 ∑

J′⊂2ℓ+1J\2ℓJ

∥∥Pω
F ′,J′z

∥∥2
L2(ω)

(
Pα
(
J ′,1I∩(2ℓ+2J)σ

)

|J ′| 1
n

)2



1
2

,

and which can now be estimated using
∥∥Pω

F ′,J′z
∥∥2
L2(ω)

≤ |J ′| 2
n |J ′|ω and the energy

constant Eα to get

Aℓ
s,near (J) . 2−s2−

ℓ
n

∣∣2ℓJ
∣∣ 1n

|2ℓ−1J |
1
n
(n+1−α)

√
|2ℓ+1J |ω

√
sEα
√
|2ℓ+2J |σ

.
√
s2−s2−

ℓ
n Eα

√
|2ℓ+2J |ω

|2ℓ+2J |1−
α
n

|2ℓ+2J |σ
|2ℓ+2J |1−

α
n

.
√
s2−s2−

ℓ
n Eα

√
Aα

2 .

To apply the energy condition here, we argue as for (3.14) above. These estimates
are summable in both s and ℓ.
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Now we turn to the term Sℓ
close (J), and recall from (3.12) that Sℓ

close (J) = 0 if
ℓ > εs. So we now suppose that ℓ ≤ εs. We have

Aℓ
s,close (J)

=
∑

J′⊂2ℓ+1J\2ℓJ

∫

I∩(2ℓ−1J)

S(J′,J) (x) dσ (x)

≈
∑

J′⊂2ℓ+1J\2ℓJ

∫

I∩(2ℓ−1J)

1
(
|J | 1

n + |x− c (J)|
)n+1−α

∥∥Pω
F ′,J′z

∥∥2
L2(ω)

|2ℓJ |
1
n
(n+1−α)

dσ (x)

≈


 ∑

J′⊂2ℓ+1J\2ℓJ

∥∥Pω
F ′,J′z

∥∥2
L2(ω)


 1

|2ℓJ |
1
n
(n+1−α)

∫

I∩(2ℓ−1J)

1
(
|J | 1

n + |x− c (J)|
)n+1−α dσ (x) .

Now we use the inequality
∥∥Pω

F ′,J′z
∥∥2
L2(ω)

≤ |J ′| 2
n |J ′|ω to get the relatively crude

estimate

Aℓ
s,close (J) . 2−2s |J | 2

n

∣∣2ℓ+1J
∣∣
ω

1

|2ℓJ |
1
n
(n+1−α)

∫

I∩(2ℓ−1J)

1
(
|J | 1

n + |x− c (J)|
)n+1−α dσ (x)

. 2−2s |J | 2
n

∣∣2ℓ+1J
∣∣
ω

|2ℓJ |
1
n
(n+1−α)

∣∣2ℓ−1J
∣∣
σ

|J | 1
n
(n+1−α)

. 2−2s

∣∣2ℓ+1J
∣∣
ω

|2ℓ+1J |1−
α
n

∣∣2ℓ+1J
∣∣
σ

|2ℓ+1J |1−
α
n

2ℓ(n−1−α)

. 2−2s2ℓ(n−1−α)Aα
2 . 2−sAα

2

provided that ℓ ≤ s
n . But we are assuming ℓ ≤ εs here and so we obtain a suitable

estimate for Sℓ
close (J) provided we choose 0 < ε < 1

n .

Remark 6. We cannot simply sum the estimate

Aℓ
s,close (J) . 2−2s |J | 2

n

∣∣2ℓ+1J
∣∣
ω

1

|2ℓJ |
1
n
(n+1−α)

Pα (J,12ℓ−1Jσ)

|J | 1
n

,

over all ℓ ≥ 1 to get

∑

ℓ

Aℓ
s,close (J) . 2−2sPα (J, σ)

∑

ℓ

|J | 1
n

|2ℓJ |
1
n
(n+1−α)

∣∣2ℓ+1J
∣∣
ω
. 2−2sPα (J, σ) Pα (J, ω) ,

since we only have control of the product P (J, σ) P (J, ω) in dimension n = 1, where
the two Poisson kernels P and P coincide, and the two-tailed A2 condition is known
to hold.

Now we return to the term,

Ts,close ≡
∑

F∈F

∑

J∈Mdeep(F )

∑

F ′∈F

∑

J′∈Mdeep(F
′): |J|

1
n =2s|J′| 1

n

dist(J,J′)≥2s(1+ε)|J′| 1
n

∫

I∩B(J,J′)

‖Pω
F,Jz‖2L2(ω)(

|J | 1
n + |x− c (J)|

)n+1−α

‖Pω
F ′,J′z‖2L2(ω)(

|J ′| 1
n + |x− c (J ′)|

)n+1−α dσ (x) .
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It will suffice to show that Ts,close satisfies the estimate,

Ts,close . s2−sεEα
√
Aα

2

∑

F∈F

∑

J∈Mdeep(F )
J⊂I

‖Pω
F,Jz‖2L2(ω) = 2−sεEα

√
Aα

2

∫

Î

t2dµ (x, t) .

We can write (suppressing some notation for clarity),

Ts,close =
∑

J,J′

∫

I∩B(J,J′)

∥∥Pω
F,Jz

∥∥2
L2(ω)(

|J | 1
n + |x− c (J)|

)n+1−α

∥∥Pω
F ′,J′z

∥∥2
L2(ω)(

|J ′| 1
n + |x− c (J ′)|

)n+1−α dσ (x)

≈
∑

J,J′

∥∥Pω
F,Jz

∥∥2
L2(ω)

∥∥Pω
F ′,J′z

∥∥2
L2(ω)

1

dist (J, J ′)
n+1−α

×
∫

I∩B(J,J′)

1
(
|J | 1

n + |x− c (J)|
)n+1−α dσ (x)

≈
∑

J,J′

∥∥Pω
F,Jz

∥∥2
L2(ω)

∥∥Pω
F ′,J′z

∥∥2
L2(ω)

1

dist (J, J ′)
n+1−α

Pα
(
J,1I∩B(J,J′)σ

)

|J | 1
n

≤
∑

J′

∥∥Pω
F ′,J′z

∥∥2
L2(ω)

∑

J

1

dist (J, J ′)
n+1−α

∥∥Pω
F,Jz

∥∥2
L2(ω)

Pα
(
J,1I∩B(J,J′)σ

)

|J | 1
n

,

and it remains to show that for each J ′,

Ss,close (J
′) ≡

∑

J

∥∥Pω
F,Jz

∥∥2
L2(ω)

dist (J, J ′)
n+1−α

Pα
(
J,1I∩B(J,J′)σ

)

|J | 1
n

. sEα
√
Aα

2 .

We write

Ss,close (J
′) ≈

∞∑

k=1

1
(
2k |J ′| 1

n

)n+1−α

∑

J: dist(J,J′)1−ε≈2k|J′|
1
n

∥∥Pω
F,Jz

∥∥2
L2(ω)

Pα
(
J,1I∩B(J,J′)σ

)

|J | 1
n

≡
∞∑

k=1

1
(
2k |J ′| 1

n

)n+1−αS
k
s,close (J

′) .
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Now we apply Cauchy-Schwarz and argue as for (3.14) to get

Sk
s,close (J

′) ≤




∑

J: dist(J,J′)≈2k|J′|
1
n

∥∥Pω
F,Jz

∥∥2
L2(ω)




1
2

×




∑

J: dist(J,J′)≈2k|J′|
1
n

∥∥Pω
F,Jz

∥∥2
L2(ω)

(
Pα
(
J,1I∩Bε(J,J′)σ

)

|J | 1
n

)2



1
2

.




∑

J: dist(J,J′)≈2k|J′|
1
n

|J | 2
n |J |ω




1
2 (
s (Eα)2

∣∣2kJ ′
∣∣
σ

) 1
2

. Eα
√
s2s |J ′|

1
n

√
|2kJ ′|ω

√
|C2kJ ′|σ . Eα

√
Aα

2

√
s2s |J ′|

1
n
∣∣2kJ ′

∣∣1−α
n

= Eα
√
Aα

2

√
s2s2k(n−α) |J ′|

1
n
(n+1−α)

,

provided

B (c (J) , dist (J, J ′)) = B (J, J ′) ⊂ C2kJ ′.

But this follows from dist (J, J ′) ≈ 2k |J ′| 1
n and k ≥ s. Of course k ≥ s follows

from the facts that |J | 1
n = 2s |J ′| 1

n and that J must fit inside 2kJ ′. But we can do
better from the definition of Ts,close, namely

(3.16) k ≥ (1 + ε) s.

Indeed, in the term Ts,close we have dist (J, J ′) ≥ 2(1+ε)s |J ′|
1
n , and combined with

dist (J, J ′) ≈ 2k |J ′|
1
n , we obtain (3.16). Then we have

Ss,close (J
′) =

∑

k≥(1+ε)s

1
(
2k |J ′| 1

n

)n+1−αS
k
s,close (J

′)

.
√
sEα
√
Aα

2

∑

k≥(1+ε)s

1
(
2k |J ′| 1

n

)n+1−α 2
s2k(n−α) |J ′|

1
n
(n+1−α)

.
√
sEα
√
Aα

2

∑

k≥(1+ε)s

2s−k .
√
s2−εsEα

√
Aα

2 ,

which is summable in s. This completes the proof of the estimate for the local part
of the second testing condition (3.5).

It remains to prove the following estimate for the global part of the second testing
condition (3.5): ∫

R\I
[Pα∗(t1Îµ)]

2σ . Aα
2 |I|σ .

We decompose the integral on the left into two pieces:
∫

R\I
[Pα∗(t1Îµ)]

2σ =

∫

R\3I
[Pα∗(t1Îµ)]

2σ +

∫

3I\I

[Pα∗(t1Îµ)]
2σ = A+B.
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We further decompose term A in annuli and use (3.10) to obtain

A =

∞∑

m=1

∫

3m+1I\3mI

[Pα∗(t1Îµ)]
2σ

=

∞∑

m=1

∫

3m+1I\3mI



∑

F∈F

∑

J∈Mdeep(F )
J⊂I

‖Pω
F,Jz‖2L2(ω)

(|J |+ |x− c (J∗)|)n+1−α




2

dσ (x)

.

∞∑

m=1

∫

3m+1I\3mI



∑

F∈F

∑

J∈Mdeep(F )
J⊂I

‖Pω
F,Jz‖2L2(ω)




2

1
(
3m |I| 1

n

)2(n+1−α)
dσ (x) .

Now use (3.9) and∫

Î

t2dµ =
∑

F∈F

∑

J∈Mdeep(F )
J⊂I

‖Pω
F,Jz‖2L2(ω) . ‖1I (z − c (I))‖2L2(ω) ≤ |I|2 |I|ω

to obtain that

A .

∞∑

m=1

∫

3m+1I\3mI

[∫

Î

t2dµ

] [
|I|2 |I|ω

] 1
(
3m |I| 1

n

)2(n+1−α)
dσ (x)

.

{
∞∑

m=1

3−2m

∣∣3m+1I
∣∣
ω

∣∣3m+1I
∣∣
σ

|3m+1I|2(1−α
n )

}[∫

Î

t2dµ

]
. Aα

2

∫

Î

t2dµ,

where of course Aα
2 ≤ Aα

2 .
Finally, we estimate term B by using (3.10) to write

B =

∫

3I\I



∑

F∈F

∑

J∈Mdeep(F )
J⊂I

‖Pω
F,Jz‖2L2(ω)

(|J |+ |x− c (J)|)n+1−α




2

dσ (x) ,

and then expanding the square and calculating as in the proof of the local part
given earlier. The details are similar and left to the reader.
Control of energy by functional energy. Now we use an easy duality argument to
show that conversely, the energy condition is a consequence of the functional energy
condition.

Proposition 2.

Eα . Fα and E∗
α . F∗

α .

Proof. To prove this second proprosition, we fix a subpartition {Ir}∞r=1 of the in-
terval I into D-dyadic subcubes Ir as in the definition of the energy constant. Let
F ≡ {Ir}∞r=1 ∪ {I}, and note that F trivially satisfies the Carleson condition (5).
Set

M̃ (Ir) ≡
⋃

J∗∈Mdeep(Ir)

{J ∈ D : J ⊂ J∗} ,

˜̃M (I) ≡
∞⋃

r=1

M̃ (Ir) .
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Given a sequence {aJ}
J∈

˜̃
M(I)

of nonnegative numbers (with all but finitely many

vanishing), define

gIr =
∑

J∈M̃(Ir)

aJ

n∑

k=1

hω,ek
J , for 1 ≤ r <∞ and J∗ ∈ Mdeep (Ir) .

Then {gIr}∞r=1 = {gF }F∈F\{I} is F -adapted and the functional energy inequality

(3.1) with h = 1I gives

∞∑

r=1

(
Pα (Ir ,1Iσ)

|Ir|
1
n

) ∑

J∗∈Mdeep(Ir)

∑

J⊂J∗

X̂ω (J) aJ

=
∑

F∈F

∑

J∗∈Mdeep(F )

Pα(J∗, hσ)

∣∣∣∣∣

〈
x

|J∗| 1
n

, gF1J∗

〉

ω

∣∣∣∣∣

≤ Fα‖h‖L2(σ)

[∑

F∈F

‖gF‖2L2(ω)

]1/2

. Fα

√
|I|σ‖



∑

J
˜̃
M(I)

|aJ |2



1
2

.

Duality now yields

∞∑

r=1

(
Pα (Ir,1Iσ)

|Ir|
1
n

)2 ∑

J∗∈Mdeep(Ir)

∑

J⊂J∗

X̂ω (J)2 . F2
α |I|σ .

�

3.2. The remaining points. Now we describe in detail the changes needed in
the use of the new functional energy condition in the proof of the Intertwining
Proposition of [SaShUr], and in the use of the new energy condition to define the
energy corona, and finally in the use of the new energy condition in the proof of
Lacey’s stopping time argument and recursion. We will need the following two
results proved in [SaShUr2]; the Monotonicity Lemma and the Energy Lemma.

Lemma 4 (Monotonicity). Suppose that I, J and J∗ are cubes in Rn such that
J ⊂ J∗ ⊂ 2J∗ ⊂ I, and that µ is a positive measure on Rn supported outside
I. Suppose that hω,aJ is a Haar function associated with J . Finally suppose that
Tα is a standard fractional singular integral on Rn as defined in Definition 1 with
0 < α < n. Then we have the estimate

(3.17)
∣∣〈Tαµ, hω,a

J 〉ω
∣∣ . Pα (J∗, µ)

|J∗| 1
n

X̂ω (J) ,

where

X̂ω (J) =
n∑

ℓ=1

〈
xℓ − cℓJ , h

ω,eℓ
J

〉
ω
=

n∑

ℓ=1

x̂ℓ (J, eℓ) ,

cJ =
(
c1J , ..., c

n
J

)
is the center of J.
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For ν a signed measure on Rn, and H a subset of the dyadic subgrid Dω (J), and
0 ≤ α < n, we define the functional

Φα
H (J, ν) ≡

(
Pα (J, µ)

|J | 1
n

)2 ∑

J′∈H

∣∣∣X̂ω (J ′)
∣∣∣
2

.

Lemma 5 (Energy Lemma). Let J be a cube in Dω. Let ΨJ be an L2 (ω) function
supported in J and with ω-integral zero. Let ν be a signed measure supported in

Rn \ 2J and denote the Haar support of ΨJ by H = suppΨ̂J . Let Tα be a standard
α-fractional Calderón-Zygmund operator with 0 ≤ α < n. Then we have

|〈Tα (ν) ,ΨJ〉ω| ≤ C ‖ΨJ‖L2(ω) Φ
α
H (J, ν)

1
2 .

We begin with the Intertwining Proposition in [SaShUr], where the functional

energy constant Fα arises in proving an estimate for the ‘corona’ term f ♮
G,corona

there. This is essentially the only part of the proof that uses the functional energy
constant Fα, as the other two uses are in analogous situations for the mixed form
Bα
mix and the far form with general stopping data.

3.2.1. Intertwining Proposition. We reproduce that part of the proof of the Inter-
twining Proposition from Chapter 9 of [SaShUr] at the point where the estimate

for f ♮
G,corona begins. The change in the argument occurs when the cube J∗ in the

Monotonicity Lemma is chosen from the set Mdeep (F ) rather than from J ∗ (F ) as
in Chapter 9 of [SaShUr].

With the Haar functions {hω,a
J }J∈Dω, a∈Γn

as in [SaShUr] and [SaShUr2] we

write

g̃ =
∑

J∈Dω

|ĝω (J)|
n∑

k=1

hω,ek
J ;

ĝω (J) ≡
{
〈g, hω,aJ 〉ω

}
a∈Γn

and |ĝω (J)| =
∑

a∈Γn

∣∣〈g, hω,a
J 〉ω

∣∣2 .

Note that ‖g̃‖L2(ω) ≈ ‖g‖L2(ω) and that ĝω (J, a) ≥ 0 for all J ∈ Dω and a ∈ Γn.

Given J ∈ Dω and F ∈ F with πFJ ⊂ F , let J∗ ∈ Mdeep (F ) denote the maximal
deeply embedded Dω-dyadic cube satisfying J ⊂ J∗ ⊂ F . Apply the pointwise
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estimate in the Monotonicity Lemma 4 with this choice of J∗ to obtain

∣∣∣∣∣
∑

J∈Dω

∫
Rα

σ

(
f ♮
G(J),corona

)
(△ω

Jg)ω

∣∣∣∣∣(3.18)

≤
∑

J∈Dω

|ĝω (J)|
∑

F∈F : G(J)⊂F
(F,G(J))∈Far(F×G)

∑

a∈Γn

∣∣〈Rα
σ

((
Eσ
πFF |f |

)
1πFF\F

)
, hω,a

J

〉
ω

∣∣

.
∑

J∈Dω

∣∣∣̂̃g
ω
(J)
∣∣∣

∑

F∈F : G(J)⊂F
(F,G(J))∈Far(F×G)

(
Eσ
πFF |f |

) 1

|J∗|P
α
(
J∗,1πFF\Fσ

)
X̂ω (J)

=
∑

K∈F

∑

J∗∈Mdeep(K)

〈
x,

∑

J∈Dω : J⊂J∗

πFG(J)=K

△ω
J g̃

〉

ω

1

|J∗|P
α


J∗,

∑

F∈F : K$F

(
Eσ
πFF |f |

)
1πFF\Fσ




≤
∑

K∈F

∑

J∗∈Mdeep(K)

〈
x

|J∗| ,1J∗gK

〉

ω

Pα (J∗,Mσf) ,

where the collection of functions

gK ≡
∑

J∈Dω

πFG(J)=K

△ω
J g̃, K ∈ F ,

is F -adapted as in Definition 6 above. Indeed, for J ∈ Dω and πFG (J) = K we

have ĝK (J, a) = ̂̃g (J, a) ≥ 0, and the orthogonality property

(3.19) 〈gK , gK′〉ω = 0, K,K ′ ∈ F ,

holds since if J ∈ CG, J ′ ∈ CG′ and πFG 6= πFG
′, then J 6= J ′. Note also that we

have the property

〈
x

|J∗| ,1J∗gK

〉

ω

=
∑

J∈Dω: J⊂J∗

πFG(J)=K

|〈g, hωJ 〉ω|
n∑

k=1

〈
x

|J∗| , h
ω,ek
J

〉

ω

≥ 0.

Finally, property (3) of Definition 6 holds with overlap constant C = 2. Indeed, if
J∗ ⊂ I ⊂ F with J∗ ∈ J ∗ (F ), there are two possibilities: either (i) G (J∗) ⊂ I
or (ii) I $ G (J∗). In the first possibility we have F = FG(J∗) and it is now easily
seen that the J∗ in case (i) are pairwise disjoint. In the second possibility, we have
G (J∗) = G (I), and again it is easily seen that the J∗ in case (ii) are pairwise
disjoint.

Since F is σ-Carleson, we can now apply the functional energy condition (3.1) to
the right side of (3.18) with the choice h = Mσf . We have the maximal function
estimate,

‖h‖L2(σ) . ‖f‖L2(σ) ,
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and so altogether we obtain that the right hand side of (3.18) satisfies

∑

K∈F

∑

J∗∈Mdeep(K)

〈
x

|J∗| ,1J∗gK

〉

ω

Pα (J∗,Mσf)

≤ Fα‖h‖L2(σ)

[∑

K∈F

‖gK‖2L2(ω)

]1/2

. Fα‖f‖L2(σ)‖g̃‖L2(ω) . Fα‖f‖L2(σ)‖g‖L2(ω),

by (3.1) and (3.19).
Similar considerations apply to the analogous inequalities for the mixed form

Bα
mix (f, g) and the general stopping data case.

3.2.2. The energy corona. In order to proceed with the cube size splitting of Nazarov,
Treil and Volberg, we must also impose an energy corona decomposition as in
[NTV4] and [LaSaUr2]. Define the good energy Egood (I, ω) of a measure ω on a
dyadic cube I by

Egood (I, ω)
2
=

1

|I|ω

∥∥∥∥P
good,ω
I

x

|I|

∥∥∥∥
2

L2(ω)

=
1

|I|ω

∑

J∈G(I)

∑

a∈Γn

∣∣∣∣
〈

x

|I| , h
ω,a
J

〉

ω

∣∣∣∣
2

.

Definition 8. Given a cube S0, define S (S0) to be the maximal subcubes I ⊂ S0

such that if Mdeep (I) is the partition of I into maximal deeply embedded subcubes
J ⋐ I, then

(3.20)
∑

J∈Mdeep(I)

|J |ω Egood (J, ω)
2
Pα (J,1S0σ)

2 ≥ 10E2
α |I|σ ,

where Eα is the best constant in the energy condition
∞∑

i=1

∑

J∈Mdeep(Ii)

|J |ω Egood (Ii, ω)
2 Pα (J,1Iσ)

2 ≤ E2
α |I|σ ,

where {Ii}∞i=1 is any subpartition of I - see Definition 4. Then define the σ-energy

stopping cubes of S0 to be the collection S =
∞⋃

n=0

Sn where S0 = S (S0) and Sn+1 =

⋃

S∈Sn

S (S) for n ≥ 0.

From the energy condition in Definition 4 we obtain the σ-Carleson estimate

(3.21)
∑

S∈S: S⊂I

|S|σ ≤ 2 |I|σ , I ∈ Dσ.

We emphasize that this collection of stopping times depends only on S0 and the
weight pair (σ, ω), and not on any functions at hand. There is also a dual definition
of energy stopping times T that satisfies an ω-Carleson estimate

(3.22)
∑

T∈T : T⊂J

|T |ω ≤ 2 |J |ω , J ∈ Dω.

Finally, we record the reason for introducing energy stopping times. If

(3.23) Xα (CS)2 ≡ sup
I∈CS

1

|I|σ
∑

J∈Mdeep(I)

|J |ω E (J, ω)
2
Pα (J,1Sσ)

2
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is (the square of) the α-stopping energy of the weight pair (σ, ω) with respect to
the corona CS , then we have the stopping energy bounds

(3.24) Xα (CS) ≤
√
10Eα, S ∈ S,

where the energy constant Eα is controlled by assumption. There are also dual
stopping energy bounds X∗

α (CT ) ≤
√
10E∗

α.

3.2.3. The parallel corona splitting of the double corona decompositions. We con-
tinue to follow Chapter 9 of [SaShUr] and recall that matters were reduced there, by
the parallel corona splitting of the double corona decompositions, to boundedness
of the form Tnear (f, g), which was then further decomposed into lower and upper
parts:

Tnear (f, g) =





∑

(A,B)∈Near(A×B)
B⊂A

+
∑

(A,B)∈Near(A×B)
A⊂B





∫
Tα
σ

(
Pσ
CA
f
) (

Pω
CB
g
)
ω

= Tnear lower (f, g) + Tnear upper (f, g) ;

Tnear lower (f, g) =
∑

A∈A

〈
Tα
σ P

σ
Cσ
A
f,Qω

C̃ω
A

g
〉
ω
;

Q
ω
C̃ω
A

≡
∑

J∈C̃A

△ω
J where C̃ω

A ≡
⋃

B∈B: B⊂A
(A,B)∈Near(A×B)

Cω
B.

Here we have that Qω
C̃A

=
∑

B∈B: B⊂A
(A,B)∈Near(A×B)

Pω
CB

is the projection onto all of the

coronas Cω
B for which B is ‘near and below’ A. By symmetry, it suffices to con-

sider the lower near form Tnear lower (f, g). For this term we applied a further
decomposition and another application of functional energy.

From above, we have Tnear (f, g) = Tnear lower (f, g) + Tnear upper (f, g) where

Tnear lower (f, g) =
∑

(A,B)∈Near(A×B)
B⊂A

〈
Tα
σ

(
Pσ
CA
f
)
,Pω

CB
g
〉
ω
,

and the sum above is over pairs (A,B) in A× B such that B ⊢ A, i.e.

B ⊂ A and there is no A1 ∈ A \ {A} with B ⊂ A1 ⊂ A.

Now for B ⊢ A we further decompose

Pω
CB
g ≡

∑

J∈CB

△ω
Jg =

∑

J∈Cω
B
∩Cσ

A

△ω
Jg +

∑

J∈Cω
B
\Cσ

A

△ω
Jg = Pω

Cω
B
∩Cσ

A
g + Pω

Cω
B\Cσ

A
g ,

and then

Tnear lower (f, g) =
∑

B⊢A

〈
Tα
σ

(
P
σ
CA
f
)
,Pω

CB
g
〉
ω

=
∑

B⊢A

〈
Tα
σ

(
Pσ
CA
f
)
,Pω

Cω
B
∩Cσ

A
g
〉
ω
+
∑

B⊢A

〈
Tα
σ

(
Pσ
CA
f
)
,Pω

Cω
B
\Cσ

A
g
〉
ω

≡ T
main
near lower (f, g) + T

para
near lower (f, g) .
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The form T
para
near lower (f, g) can be handled by the functional energy condition by

applying the Intertwining Proposition. The remaining form can be written

(3.25) T
main
near lower (f, g) =

∑

B⊢A

〈
Tα
σ

(
P
σ
CA
f
)
,Pω

Cω
B
∩Cσ

A
g
〉
ω
≡
∑

A∈A

T
A,main
near lower (f, g) ,

where the form

T
A,main
near lower (f, g) ≡

∑

B⊢A

〈
Tα
σ

(
Pσ
CA
f
)
,Pω

Cω
B
∩Cσ

A
g
〉
ω
=
∑

B⊢A

〈
Tα
σ

(
Pσ
CA
f
)
,Pω

Cω

Ã

g
〉
ω

;

Pω
Cω

Ã

=
∑

B⊢A

Pω
Cω
B∩Cσ

A
,

retains the bounded averages condition on f from the telescoping property of Haar
projections. Indeed, the A-children A′ of A do not occur among the cubes IJ for
I ∈ Cσ

A and J ∈ Cω
B with J ⋐ I. Recall that IJ is the unique child of I containing

J . The stopping energy bounds (3.24) are in force as well in the form T
A,main
near lower.

3.2.4. Cube size splitting and the stopping form of NTV. Now for A ∈ A we split

the form BA ≡ T
A,main
near lower into the lower and upper forms B⋐ (f, g) and B⋑ (f, g)

introduced in [LaSaShUr],

BA
⋐
(f, g) =

∑

(I,J)∈(Cσ
A∩Cω

Ã
)×Cω

Ã

J⋐I

〈Hσ △σ
I f,△ω

Jg〉ω ,

B
A
⋑
(f, g) =

∑

(I,J)∈(Cσ
A∩Cω

Ã
)×Cω

Ã

I⋐J

〈△σ
I f,Hω △ω

J g〉σ .

Then following the arguments in [LaSaShUr] we use the paraproduct trick of NTV
to reduce boundedness of BA

⋐
(f, g) to boundedness of the associated stopping form

(3.26) BA
stop (f, g) ≡

∑

I∈supp f̂

∑

J: J⋐I and IJ /∈A

(
Eσ
IJ △σ

I f
) 〈

Tα
σ 1A\IJ ,△ω

Jg
〉
ω
,

where f is supported in the cube A with bounded averages, the Haar support supp f̂
of f is contained in the corona Cσ

A, and supp ĝ ⊂ Cω
Ã
. It is to the form BA

stop (f, g)

that the argument of M. Lacey in [Lac] in the next subsection is applied to prove
the inequality

(3.27)
∣∣BA

stop (f, g)
∣∣ . ‖f‖L2(σ) ‖g‖L2(ω) , A ∈ A.

3.2.5. Modifying the argument of M. Lacey. Now we turn to the few changes needed
in the stopping time and recursion argument of Lacey as outlined in Chapter 10
of [SaShUr]. First we define soft energy constants Esoft

α and Esoft,∗
α that involve the

good/deep projection P
good / deep,ω
K introduced in the introduction which satisfies

∥∥∥Pgood / deep,ω
K x

∥∥∥
2

L2(µ)
=
∑

a∈Γn

∑

J∈L(K)

∣∣〈x, hω,a
J 〉ω

∣∣2 ≈
∑

J∈L(K)

X̂ω (J)
2
,

where

L (K) ≡ {J ∈ D : J is good and J ⋐ K} .
Provided 0 ≤ α < n, we prove the ‘soft’ energy constants Esoft

α and Esoft,∗
α defined

below are controlled by Aα
2 and the energy constants Eα and E∗

α. Recall that a
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collection {Ir}r=1 of cubes is a subpartition of a cube I if Ir ⊂ I and Ir ∩ Ir′ = ∅
for r 6= r′.

Definition 9. Define the soft energy constant

(
Esoft
α

)2 ≡ sup
1

|I|σ

∞∑

r=1

(
Pα (Ir,1Iσ)

|Ir|
1
n

)2 ∑

J∈L(Ir)

X̂ω (J)
2
,

where the supremum is taken over

(1) all dyadic grids D,
(2) all D-dyadic cubes I,
(3) and all subpartitions {Ir}∞r=1 of the interval I into D-dyadic subcubes Ir.

There is a similar definition for the backward soft energy constant Esoft,∗
α . Recall

that the classical tailless Aα
2 condition,

Aα
2 ≡ sup

Q
|Q|2(α

n
−1) |Q|ω |Q|σ <∞,

satisfies Aα
2 . Aα

2 .

Lemma 6. Let 0 ≤ α < n. We have the energy condition inequality,

Esoft
α . Eα +

√
Aα

2 .

Proof. We have

1

|I|σ

∞∑

r=1

(
Pα (Ir ,1Iσ)

|Ir|
1
n

)2 ∑

J∈L(Ir)

X̂ω (J)
2

.
1

|I|σ

∞∑

r=1

(
Pα
(
Ir,1I\Irσ

)

|Ir|
1
n

)2 ∑

J∈L(Ir)

X̂ω (J)
2

+
1

|I|σ

∞∑

r=1

(
Pα (Ir,1Irσ)

|Ir|
1
n

)2

 ∑

J∈L(Ir)

X̂ω (J)2




≡ A+B,

where

B .
1

|I|σ

∞∑

r=1

(
|Ir |σ

|Ir |1−
α
n |Ir|

1
n

)2 (
|Ir|

2
n |Ir|ω

)
. Aα

2

1

|I|σ

∞∑

r=1

|Ir |σ ≤ Aα
2 .

Observe that since a cube J ∈ L (Ir) is deeply embedded in Ir, then J is contained
in some cube K belonging to M (Ir). Thus we obtain

A ≤ 1

|I|σ

∞∑

r=1

∑

K∈M(Ir)

(
Pα
(
Ir ,1I\Irσ

)

|Ir|
1
n

)2(∑

J⊂K

X̂ω (J)
2

)

.
1

|I|σ

∞∑

r=1

∑

K∈M(Ir)

(
Pα
(
K∗,1I\Irσ

)

|K∗|
1
n

)2(∑

J⊂K

X̂ω (J)
2

)
. (Eα)2 .
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The estimate in the second line above requires

Pα
(
Ir,1I\Irσ

)

|Ir|
1
n

.
Pα
(
K∗,1I\Irσ

)

|K∗| 1
n

, K ∈ Mdeep (Ir) .

However, if B ⊂ A ⊂ I, and if for y ∈ I \A, we have |y − cL| ≥ |L| 1
n for L = A,B,

then we use

Pα
(
L,1I\Aσ

)

|L| 1
n

=

∫

I\A

1
(
|L| 1n + |y − cL|

)n+1−α dσ (y) ,

together with |y − cB| ≤ 2 |y − cA| to conclude that

Pα
(
A,1I\Aσ

)

|A| 1
n

≈
∫

I\A

1

(|y − cA|)n+1−α dσ (y)

.

∫

I\A

1

(|y − cB|)n+1−α dσ (y) ≈
Pα
(
B,1I\Aσ

)

|B| 1
n

.

This applies with A = Ir and B = K∗ with K ∈ M (Ir). �

Now we recall the basic definitions used in our description of Lacey’s stopping
time and recursion argument in chapter 10 of [SaShUr]. Suppose that P is a subset
of the product spaceD×Dgood of pairs of dyadic cubes in Rn with second component
good. We say that P is an admissible collection of pairs for a dyadic cube A if

• J is good and J ⋐ I ⊂ A for every (I, J) ∈ P ,
• if I1 ⊂ I2 and both (I1, J) ∈ P and (I2, J) ∈ P , then (I, J) ∈ P for every
I in the geodesic [I1, I2] = {I ∈ D : I1 ⊂ I ⊂ I2}.

The basic example of an admissible collection of pairs is obtained from the pairs
of cubes summed in the stopping form BA

stop (f, g) in (3.27);

(3.28) PA ≡
{
(I, J) : I ∈ Cσ

A and J ∈ Cω
Ã
with J ⋐ I and IJ /∈ A

}
,

For an admissible collection P let π1P and π2P be the cubes in the first and second
components of the pairs respectively, and set

πI
2P ≡ {J ∈ π2P : J ⊂ I} .

Note in particular that πI
2P could be much larger than the projection π2PI of the

collection of pairs PI ≡ {J ∈ π2P : (I, J) ∈ P} onto the second coordinate. The
soft energy constant Esoft

α is given by

(
Esoft
α

)2
= sup

I∈D

1

|I|σ
sup

I=∪∞
r=1Ir

∞∑

r=1

(
Pα (Ir,1Iσ)

|Ir|
1
n

)2 ∑

J∈L(Ir)

X̂ω (J)
2
,

and we define the ‘size functional’ Eα
A (P) of P by

Eα
A (P)2 ≡ sup

I∈π1P

1

|I|σ

(
Pα
(
I,1A\Iσ

)

|I| 1
n

)2 ∑

J∈πI
2P

X̂ω (J)2(3.29)

≈ sup
I∈π1P

1

|I|σ

(
Pα
(
I,1A\Iσ

)

|I| 1
n

)2 ∥∥∥PπI
2P

x

∥∥∥
2

L2(ω)
,
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where we recall that a projection PH on x satisfies

‖PHx‖2L2(ω) =
∑

J∈H

n∑

ℓ=1

∑

a∈Γn

∣∣〈xℓ, hω,aJ 〉ω
∣∣2 ≈

∑

J∈H

n∑

ℓ=1

∣∣〈xℓ, hω,eℓ
J 〉ω

∣∣2 ≈
∑

J∈H

X̂ω (J)2 .

The basic lemma here is this.

Lemma 7. If PA is as in (3.28) and P ⊂ PA, then

Eα
A (P) ≤ Xα (CS) ≤

√
10Esoft

α .

Proof. If I ∈ π1P and J ∈ πI
2P , then J is good and J ⋐ I, i.e. J ∈ L (I) and then

the lemma follows from (3.24). �

If we combine this with Lemma 6 we obtain the crucial control,

Eα
A (P) . Esoft

α . Eα +
√
Aα

2 ,

and now the remainder of Lacey’s proof as described in Chapter 10 of [SaShUr]
continues without change.
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