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A GEOMETRIC CONDITION, NECESSITY OF ENERGY, AND

TWO WEIGHT BOUNDEDNESS OF FRACTIONAL RIESZ

TRANSFORMS
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ABSTRACT. Let o and w be locally finite positive Borel measures on R™ with
no common point masses. We assume that at least one of the two measures
o and w is supported on a line in R"™. Let R®™ be the a-fractional Riesz
transform vector on R™. We prove that new energy conditions are implied by
the AS and cube testing conditions for R®*™. Then we prove an extension
and correction of the main theorem in arXiv:1305.5104v7 to the new energy
conditions, and apply it to give a T1 theorem for R*": namely that R*" is
bounded from L2 (0) to L? (w) if and only if the AS conditions hold, the cube
testing conditions for R®" and its dual both hold, and the weak boundedness
property for R®™ holds.
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1. INTRODUCTION
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In [SaShUr] and [SaShUr2], under a side assumption that certain energy condi-

tions held, the authors claimed that the two weight inequality
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for strongly elliptic a-fractional singular integrals T®™ in R™ (with 0 < o < n)
held if and only if the A conditions and the cube testing conditions held. However,
the argument given there failed to address the extension of the weak boundedness
property to higher dimensions:

(1.2)

/T“*”(lQ/U)dw‘ < WBPpan\/IQL Q..
Q
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where C is a sufficiently large constant. We thank Michael Lacey for bringing this
omission to our attention. Consequently, the arguments in [SaShUr] and [SaShUr2]
prove the weaker conclusion that, assuming the same energy conditions, the two
weight inequality (L)) holds if and only if the Az conditions, the cube testing
conditions, and the weak boundedness property ([2)) for T®"™ all hold. We note
that (L2) is an immedite consequence of either the doubled cube testing condition,

12T (1Q0)”L2(w) < ||1QHL2(U) ,  for all cubes @ in R",

< <G,

for all cubes @, Q" with % <

or the doubled dual cube testing condition. See Theorem [ below for a precise
statement. See also [LaWi2] for more on the weak boundedness property for Riesz
transforms.

It is not known at the time of this writing whether or not these or any other
energy conditions are necessary for any vector T of fractional singular integrals in
R™ with n > 2, apart from the trivial case of positive operators. In particular there
are no known counterexamples. We also showed in [SaShUr2| and [SaShUr3] 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). See also the counterexamples
for the fractional Riesz transforms in [LaWi2].

The purpose of this paper is to show that if ¢ and w are locally finite positive
Borel measures without common point masses, and at least one of the two measures
o and w is supported on a line in R", then the energy conditions are indeed neces-
sary for boundedness of the fractional Riesz transform R®™, and hence that a T1
theorem holds for R*"™ with the weak boundedness property included as one of the
conditions. M. Lacey and B. Wick [LaWi] have independently obtained a similar
result for the Cauchy transform in the plane, and the five authors have combined
on the paper [LaSaShUrWi]. 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 a-fractional Riesz transforms is given by

R ={R;" :1<{¢<n}, 0<a<mn,

where the component Riesz transforms R;"" are the convolution fractional singular
integrals R;"" f = K;"" = f with odd kernel defined by

we

Ca,nW-

K" (w) =

In order to prove our T1 theorem in this setting, we will need a strengthened
version of the two weight theorem discussed above, one that uses a certain weakened
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form of the energy condition that is large enough for use as a side condition, 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. See also [LaWi2] for an even weaker formulation of the
energy condition. Finally, we remark that the T1 theorem under this geometric
condition has application to the weighted discrete Hilbert transform H ) when
the sequence T is supported on a line in the complex plane. See [BeMeSe| where
Hr ) is essentially the Cauchy transform with n =2 and o = 1.

But first we describe our strengthened two weight theorem precisely. We will
prove a two weight inequality for standard a-fractional Calderén-Zygmund opera-
tors T* in Euclidean space R", where we assume the n-dimensional AS and new
a-energy conditions as side conditions. In higher dimensions the Poisson kernels
P and P* 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 ¢ and w in R™ with no common point masses, and assuming that
both the energy condition

2
1 &« P (J,1 vodw 112
(Ea)2E sup WZ Z <7( 10)) HP§ d’ x‘

=01 K L2(w)
r o =1 jemr,)

and its dual hold (where M (I,) consists of the maximal deeply embedded subcubes
of I, and P%‘md"w is the good Haar projection on J - see below for definitions), a

strongly elliptic vector of standard a-fractional Calderén-Zygmund operators T¢
is bounded from L? (¢) to L? (w) if and only if the A$ condition

QL.

_«
Q' »

AS = sup PY(Q,0)
QeQn

< 0

and its dual hold, the following cube testing conditions hold,

/Q T (1g0)*w < /Q do and /Q (T%)" (1w)[*o < /Q o,

for all cubes @ in R™, and finally that the weak boundedness property (L2 holds.

As a corollary, we prove a T1 theorem for the a-fractional Riesz transform R®*™
when one of the measures o and w is supported on a line L in R™. More precisely,
we then prove that R®" is bounded from L? (o) to L? (w) if and only if the Ag
conditions hold, the R*"™-cube testing conditions hold, and the R*"-weak bound-
edness property holds; 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 [ 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 < a < n. Consider a kernel
function K*(z,y) defined on R™ x R™ satisfying the fractional size and smoothness



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

conditions,
(1.3) K%z, y)] < Clo—y[*",
|z — ' a—n lx —2'| 1
|Ka(x,y)_KOl (Il’y” S c |$_y| ) S_v
lz —yl lv—yl ~ 2
ly — v/l a—n ly—y'| 1
|K%(z,y) — K*(z,9')] < C lz —y|™ ", <-.
lz —yl |z —yl 2

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

Definition 1. We say that T* is a standard a-fractional integral operator with
kernel K¢ if T* is a bounded linear operator from some LP (R™) to some L4 (R"™)
for some fired 1 < p < q < o0, that is

ITfll agny < ClUFllpo@ny » feL”R"),
if K*(x,y) is defined on R™ x R™ and satisfies (I.3), and if T* and K* are related
by
1°f(e) = [ K*@)fWdy. oo f supp .

whenever f € LP (R™) has compact support in R™. We say K*(x,y) is a standard
a-fractional kernel if it satisfies (L.3).

A smooth truncation of T has kernel ;s p (|z — y|) K (x,y) for a smooth func-
tion 75 r compactly supported in (d, R) and satisfying standard CZ estimates. A
typical example of an a-fractional transform is the a-fractional Riesz vector of
operators

R™ ={R,)":1</{¢<n}, 0<a<n.
The Riesz transforms R;”® are convolution fractional singular integrals R;"®f =
K,"* % f with odd kernel defined by
wt _ Qp(w)

K;lxo‘ (’U}) |w|n+1fa - |w|n7a .

The tangent line truncation of the Riesz transform R, has kernel Q; (w) 9§ g (Jw|)
where 9§  is continuously differentiable on an interval (0,.5) with 0 < ¢ < R <
S, and where Y§ p(r) = r*7" if § < r < R, and has constant derivative on
both (0,9) and (R,S) where ¢§ p(S) = 0. As shown in the one dimensional
case in [LaSaShUr3|, boundedness of R,”® with one set of appropriate truncations
together with the A$ condition below, is equivalent to boundedness of R,"* with
all truncations.

1.2. Poisson integrals and AS. Now let 1 be a locally finite positive Borel mea-
sure on R™, and suppose @ is a cube in R™. The two a-fractional Poisson integrals
of  on a cube @ are given by:

/Rn( i )nﬂ_adu(év%

1
QI + |z — zq|

P (Q, 1)

n—«

QI N
J. (101 +lo —xql)” e

PQ, )
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We refer to P as the standard Poisson integral and to P% as the reproducing
Poisson integral. Let ¢ and w be locally finite positive Borel measures on R™ with
no common point masses, and suppose 0 < o < n. We now recall the definitions of
the A$ constants in [SaShUr] and [SaShUr2| using P®. The energy constants &,
constants introduced in the next subsection will use the standard Poisson integral
Pe. Let Q™ denote the collection of all cubes in R™, and denote by D" or simply
D a dyadic grid in R".

Definition 2. The one-sided constants Ay and A" for the weight pair (o,w) are
given by

A5 = swp PP(Quo) e <o,
Qegn QI ™
Qo — « |Q|a’
Aj = sup P*(Qw) —7% <00
QEQ” |Q| n

1.3. Energy condition. Given a dyadic cube K € D and a positive measure p we
define the Haar projection P% onto K by

2
2 ,a
P o = Do D2 |,
a€l'y jep: JCK

and where the Haar basis {h’j’a}aern and Jep adapted to the measure p is that
defined in [SaShUr]| and [SaShUr2]. Now we recall the definition of a good dyadic
cube - see [INTV4] and [LaSaUr2| for more detail.

Definition 3. Let r € N and 0 < e < 1. A dyadic cube J is (r,e)-good, or simply
good, if for every dyadic supercube I, it is the case that either J has side length
at least 277 times that of I, or J € I is (r,e)-deeply embedded in I.

Here we say that J is (r,¢)-deeply embedded in K, or simply deeply embedded in
K, which we write as J € K, when J C K and both

1 1
|J|n S 27"6 |K|n ,
dist (.J, 0K)

V

1 £ 1—e
—|J|™ K| ™.
3 1717 K]
We say that J is nearby in K when J C K and

7|7 > 27" K|

The parameters (r, ) 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%?Od’w by
PEOIF =" S (£ R, W
a€l'n jeg(k)
where G (K) consists of the good subcubes of K:
G(K)={J € Dgooa : J C K}.

We also define the even smaller ‘good/deep’ Haar projection P%?Od/ deep,p by

ood / deep, _ ,a ,a
PReod e p = NN (F R, B

a€l'y jer(x)
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where £ (K) consists of the good deeply embedded subcubes of K:
L(K)={J € Dgooa:J €K}.

We thus have
2

IN

2
ood / dec P, ood”u
HPg / }:‘ HPg }:‘

L2(p
-

o2
L2 () ) < IPrlzeg)

2
1
X — —/xdaz du(z), x=(Z1,..,Tn),
1, Jr
where Pix is the orthogonal projection of the identity function x : R — R™ onto
the vector-valued subspace of @Z:1L2 (1) consisting of functions supported in I
with pu-mean value zero, etc.

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

o0

(&)? = sup — Z L[ E (I, )2 P* (I, 110)°
I:UIT‘ |I|a’ r=1
1 St P (Ir,ljg))2 . )
= sup _ PY x 7
s (P el

where

1 2

1.,

u X

E(Lp)’ = P,TI—|

L2 ()

Our extension of the energy conditions to higher dimensions in this paper will use
the collection M geep (K) of mazimal deepy embedded dyadic subcubes of a dyadic
cube K. We let J* = «J where v > 2 is a large constant depending on n and «
that will be fixed later, and the goodness parameters r and € are chosen sufficiently

large and small respectively that the bounded overlap property
(1.4) Z 1y < Plk ,

JEMaeep (K)

holds for some positive constant 8 depending only on n,~y,r and €. We define the
(forward) energy condition in dimension n > 2 for 0 < o < n as follows.

Definition 4. Suppose o and w are positive Borel measures on R™ without common
point masses. Then the energy condition constant E, is given by

(£.)> = sup ﬁ i Z <W>2 HP§OOd’wx‘ 2

T .
— n L2
I=UlI, o pr=1 JEMaeep (I) |J|" (w)

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

U J in which the cubes J are ‘nicely arranged’ within I.. Relative to this
JeMdeep(I'r)

2
doubly layered decomposition we sum the products (%) HPgOOd’wx 2’
n L2 (w

which resemble a type of AS expression. The point of the outer decomposition is
to capture ‘stopping time cubes’, which are essentially arbitrary. The point of the
inner decomposition s that with J* = ~J as above we can then write

O‘(J,].[O’):PO‘ (J,].J*O’)-I—Pa (J,].]\J*o’),
good,w 2 2 .
pErot (x—c(])’ < |J|™ |J], to estimate the

L2(w) —
product involving 1 -0 by
P (J,1 ’ 2 TP\
( ) J*O') Pgood,wx < | | | |o' |J|% |J| < A2 |J*|
|J|l J Lz(w)N |J|i w ~ ‘2 o

to which we apply the bounded overlap property (1.4), while the remaining product

involving 17\ y=0,
o 2
(P (Ja ]-I\J*U)> HPgood,w ‘ 2
I J X
|J| n

2
d
and use that ’P%OO ’wx’

v~ |

L2(w)

has a ‘hole’ in the support of 1p\ y«o that contains the support of w in the cube J well

inside the hole, and moreover these holes are ‘nicely arranged’ within I,.. Of partic-

Pgoodw H
J

ular importance is that for subcubes J' C J, the projections are ad-

P(J A ye0) (JlI\J*U)

T
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 a-fractional Riesz transform R®™ when
one of the measures o and w is supported on a line.

ditive, and the Poisson ratios are essentially constant

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

) o 2 o 2
D (P (J7;10)> ) ‘)?w (J/ Z 3 ’ <P (JJ',;10)>
) || J1EG () =1 J'eL(l,) ||

r=1 JEMdccp (IT

where for J' € L (I,), the cube Jy is the unique J € Mgooa (Ir) containing J'. The
smallest such sum of this form is

2 N 2
Z Z ’Xw J/ <P (I’I";}IU)> _Z(P (Ir7310)> HP%SOd/deep,wx’

r=1J/'eL(I,) |IT|; r=1 |Ir|;

. P (K 1,0—
since
K =i (1517 +ly— cK\)

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

2

L2(w)

——=do (y) essentially increases as K decreases.
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of a side condition in the sufficiency proof. On the other hand, the largest such sum
of this form is

2
[e% !
Z 3 ‘Xw (J) <P (J,}IU)>
r=1J/€6(I,) |J/]™
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 I.. The crucial difference is that this definition

in [SaShUr2] included the nearby subcubes J of I, i.e. those J for which |J|% >

27" |K|% , 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 I, 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 R™™ is bounded and one of the weights is supported in a line.

1.4. Statement of the Theorems. We can now state our main two weight the-
orem that strengthens the theorem in [SaShUr2]. Let Q™ denote the collection of
all cubes in R™, and denote by D" a dyadic grid in R".

Theorem 1. Suppose that T is a standard a-fractional Calderdn-Zygmund oper-
ator on R™, and that w and o are positive Borel measures on R™ without common
point masses. Set TS f =T (fo) for any smooth truncation of TS. Then

(1) Suppose 0 < a < n. Then the operator T2 is bounded from L? () to L? (w),
i.e.

(1.5) 175 Fll 2y < Mg [fll 2oy »

uniformly in smooth truncations of T, and moreover

Nra < Cq (\/A3+A§“* +Sa+33+8a+8;) ,

provided that
(a) the two dual A3 conditions hold,

A3 = sup P(Q0)

A" = sup —2= P (Qw) < oo,
2 QI F
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(b) and the two dual cube testing conditions hold,

1
T2 = sup —/ |T (1Q0)|2w<oo,
QeEQn Q
2 1 ay* 2
(T)° = sup — [ |(T*)" (1quw)| o < o0,
QeQn |Q|w Q

(c) and the weak boundedness property holds,

T (1Q/O’) dw S WBPTO‘ |Q|w| /|av
/. e

for all cubes Q,Q" € Q™ wzth C’ |Q| - <C,
Q"
where C is a positive constant depending only on the goodness param-

eterr,
(d) and the two dual energy conditions hold,

2
PY (], 10 vod.w_||?
S Z 3 ( ( Lo )) HP% d, X’

=0Q, J|m L2(w)
QQTEp o = 1 JEMaeep (Qr) /]

2
P (J, 1qw ood.o |12
sup Z Z <7( 1Q )> HPgJ dox
)

—0Q, L2(o)
Qaretr T S erinie

< 00,

uniformly over all dyadic grids D™, and where the goodness parameters
r and e implicit in the definition of Maeep (K) are fized sufficiently
large and small respectively depending on the dimension n.

Conversely, suppose 0 < «a < n and that T = {TO‘}J: is a vector of

Calderon- Zygmund operators with standard kernels {KO‘ }] . In the range
0 < a < 3, we assume the following ellipticity condition: there isc >0
such that for each unit vector u there is j satisfying

|K§ (2,2 + tu)| > ct*™", teR

For the range 5 < a < n, we asume the following strong ellipticity con-

dition: for each m € {1,—1}", there is a sequence of coefficients {AT};’:I
such that

J
ZAE”KJ‘" (x,x+ta)| > ct*™", teR.

j=1
holds for all unit vectors u in the n-ant
m={z€R"” :myz; >0 for 1 <i<n}, me{l,-1}"

Furthermore, assume that each operator T}* is bounded from L? (o) to

L? (w),
H(Tﬁ)g pr(w) < Nre (| fllp2(0)
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Then the fractional AS condition holds, and moreover,

\/ A% + Ag7* S CmTa.

Problem 1. Given any strongly elliptic vector T*™ of classical a-fractional Calderon-
Zygmund operators, it s an open question whether or not the energy conditions are
necessary for boundedness of T™.

With the exception of a few points, the proof of Theorem [lis virtually identical
to the corresponding argument 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 A¢,

(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,

(5) and finally the inclusion of the weak boundedness property as one of the
characterizing conditions.

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 Bl of the Appendix. We also fix a small error in that proof that was
pointed out to us by M. Lacey. Points (2), (3) and (4) are much simpler to address
and this we do in Subsection of the Appendix. Finally, point (5) addresses the
omission in both [SaShUr2] and [LaSaShUr|, where it was mistakenly assumed that
the weak boundedness property can be handled as in one dimension. See Lacey
and Wick [LaWi2| for a treatment of this issue for the Riesz transforms. 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 A%, A" 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 AS, A3 and cube testing for R*™ provided at least one of the
measures is supported on a line.

Theorem 2. Let o and w be locally finite positive Borel measures on R™ with no
common point masses. Suppose that R®™ is the fractional Riesz transform with
0 < a < n, and consider the tangent line truncations for R*™ in the testing
conditions. If at least one of the measures o and w is supported on a line, then

Ea S VA + Trom and EX S/ AYT 4+ Tham-

If we combine Theorems [2land [I] we obtain the following theorem as a corollary.
We use notation as in Theorem [I1

Theorem 3. Let o and w be locally finite positive Borel measures on R™ with no
common point masses. Suppose that RY™ is the fractional Riesz transform with
0<a<n. Set R¥"f =R>»"(fo) for any smooth truncation of R®™. If at least
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one of the measures o and w is supported on a line, then the operator norm Nga.n
of R&™ as an operator from L* (o) to L* (w), uniformly in smooth truncations,

satisfies
mRa,n ~ Ca (\/Ag‘ + Ag’* —+ ‘zRa,n + ‘Iiﬁ{a,n + WB,PROMN) .

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 Tre.n and Tha.. associated to the tangent
line truncations of the a-fractional Riesz transform R®™, when just one of the
measures ¢ or w 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] and [SaShUr3].

Fix a dyadic grid D, and suppose that w 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 R®™ 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 £} <
Then + VA" is the more straightforward of the two to verify, and so we turn to
it first. We must show

i Z (Pa (J,].I\J*w)>2 HP§OOdJX

T
r=1 JeMgeep (Ir) |J|"

vy < (e +487) 11,

for all partitions of a dyadic cube I = U I, into dyadic subcubes I,.. Recall

r=1
that J* = ~J and that Maeep (1) is the collection of maximal deeply embedded
subcubes of I,. The bounded overlap property (L4) holds. We may of course

assume that I intersects the zi-axis L. Now we set Mgeep = U Meep (Ir) and

r=1
write
) . 2 N 9
$ 5 (POt s (PO oy
I " )
=1 JEMadeep (Ir) |J| " L2 JEMyeep |']| " L2(0)

Let 2 < ~" < ~ where both 4’ and % will be taken sufficiently large for the
arguments below to be valid - see both ([Z:6]) and (Z8]) below. For example taking
v =/~ and v > (n— a)_2 works, but is far from optimal. We will consider the
cases v'JNL =0 and v'J N L # () separately.

Suppose 7'J N L = @. There is ¢ > 0 and a finite sequence {gk}ff:l in S*~1
(actually of the form &, = (O,{i, ,52)) with the following property. For each
J € Mgeep with v'J N L = @, there is 1 < k = k(J) < N such that for y € J and

x € I N L, the linear combination §;, - K®™ (y, z) is positive and satisfies

_ G- I

gk K" (y’ I) - |y - I|n+17a = |y - x|n+1fa .
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For example, in the plane n = 2, if J lies above the z;-axis L, then for y € J and
1 1
x € L we have y > (7' — 1)|J|™ > |J|™ and x2 = 0, hence the estimate

|J]"
n+l—a"

(0,1) - K" (y,2) = — 22 >
ly — | ly —

For J below L we take the unit vector (0,—1) in place of (0,1). Thus for y € J €
Maeep and k =k (J) we have the following ‘weak reversal’ of energy,

(2.1)  |RY™ (11npw) (y)| =

| xem e

> & - K9 (y, 7) dw (z)
InL

> c/ de (x) = cP* (J,1

- nt+l—a ~ ’ IW)'
Ly —a

Thus from (21]) and the pairwise disjointedness of J € Mgeep, We have

2
a 2
3 (M) [P

< 3 P 1),

1
TEMaeep || L) e e
~' JNL=0 ~' JNL=0
DY / IR (1ym0) () do (y)
JEMaeep J
<

/1 RO (1) (9) 2 do () < (Tho) 1], -

Now we turn to estimating the sum over those cubes J € Mgeep for which
~'JNL # (). In this case we use the one-dimensional nature of w to obtain a strong
reversal of one of the partial energies. Recall the Hilbert transform inequality for
intervals J and I with 2J C I and supppu C R\ I:

02  sup TEW - HRE) /R\I{@}d“(x)

y,z€J y—=z y—z

P(Jp)

dp (z) ~ ]

1
Au(x—yﬂx—@
We wish to obtain a similar control in the situation at hand, but the matter is

now complicated by the extra dimensions. Fix y = (yl,y') , 2= (21, z’) € J and
T = (wl, 0) € L\ vJ. We consider first the case

(2.3) ly' =21 < Co|y' =2,

where Cj is a positive constant satisfying ([2.4]) below. Now the first component
R{™™ is ‘positive’ in the direction of the z'-axis L, and so for (y',y'), (2%, 2') € J,
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we write

R?’"lf\%}w (yl, y’) - Rf"nll\%;w (zl, z’)

yl — 1
a,n 1,7 _ a,n 1 7
_ / {Kl ((yay)axz Iil ((Z,Z),I)}dw(flj)
I\yJ Yy —<
1_,1 L1t

g« - g«
/ I G dw (z) .
I\yJ Yy ==z

For 0 <t <1 define

wy = ty+(1—t)z=z+t(y—2),
wo—z = tly-2)+(1—1)(s—2),
and
w! — 2!
d(t) = ! ,
() |U)t—17n+17a
so that
1.1 1.1 1
yt—z 2t —x
S n+m=q>(1)—q>(0)=/ & (1) dt .
ly — x| |2 — 2| 0

Then using V |¢]” = 7 [€]7 ¢ we compute that

d y' -z “nolta
2o = Wuwi—f)(y—z)-vmt—xl v
1_ 1 —z)-(y—
- W) (- )
|we — x| |wy — x|
e R A R |
- ) it P
Wy — T Wy —
(wp—2')-(y — %)
—(n+1-0a) (wtl — ;51) ifwt — $|n+3—a
2 1 1)2
1_ 1 lwy — | [f — ]
S P D S ] I N O o Bl
=) { |wy — z[" T3 " * |wr —‘T|n+3a}

+(y' - 2" {— (n+1-a) (wtl — Il) (w = ') -g;_—;v}

|wy — x|
= (y1 — zl) {A(#)+ B(t)}.

Now |wi — zt| &~ |y — | and |w] — 2'| = |w}| =~ [y/] < 7'@ because v'J N L = 0,

and so if v > ' we obtain usingly — x| ~ |w} — z'| that

fwy — | < |25 wf =

)
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and hence that

lwy — a|? w} — at
—Al) = gt (et l-a) | n-HL—a
|w — x| |ws — x|
_ —|wt—x|2—|—(n—|—1—a)’wtl —3:1‘2
|’LUt _x|n+37a

— |w; —x’|2—i— (n—a) (wtl —:El)2

|wt _ $|n+3_a
1 1)2
(w} — ")
~ n—o .
(=)

Now from our assumption ([2:3) we have

wl_xl (w’—x’)-(y’—z’)
B@t) = 1- ’ ’
BOI = |ne1-a (U=5) ) e
1 1 / / / /
|wi =] jwp —'|ly 2|
< (n+tl-aq) T_ 1 nt3—a
1 1 / /
wy — x| |wy — 2|
< C'o(n—kl—a)‘ ’n+37a
lw — |
~' ‘wtl—$1| 1 (wt—x)
< Ciin+l—-a)——— < -(n—a) ————~—
| e R
if
Yy n—a«a
2.4 C —
(2:4) 0<<2’n+1—a

Thus altogether in case (2.3]) we have
RS g (v y') = RS g (21, 2))]
14
<O (t)dt
fO dt 0 (:Z?)|

1 1
Ny Y —Z

~ |yt -2 /1\ ]/0 {A(t) + B (t)} dtdw (x)

1 .1)\2
~ |y1 —zl| / / wt :Jrgia dtdw (z)
I\~vJ |wt _I|

_ .12
-

\vJ |eg —
Lo P (J,1p,w)
. .
I
On the other hand, in the case that

~ |yt =2

Q

~ y

(2.5) ly' = 2| > Coly' -2,
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we write

R>™) = (Ry™,...,R®™),
wp — '
®(t) = ! ,
( ) |wt _ I|n+170(

with wy =ty + (1 — ) z as before. Then as above we obtain

y —a 2 —a td
e e =2()-®(0)= | —®(t)dt,
ly — | |2 — 2| 0

—

where if we write y* = (yl, L ykTh 0, Rt ...,y"), we have

2 n
|we — x|2 wk — 2k
= (yk - Zk) n+3—a - (n + 1 - Oé) | n+{l7a
|wy — x| |w — x| o

( 1 )( k k) (w,’f—xk)-(yk— k)
n+l—-—a)lw, —x
lwy — |27

k=2
{fF =) A}, + VO, = U0+ V(1)

Now for 2 < k < n we have ¥ = 0 and so

A (t) = M—(n—i—l—a)

|wt — $|n+370‘

[ |”
|wt _ I|n+370(

i — al® = (n+1 - a) [wh|*

|wt _ I|n+3—0¢
1 112 il? k)2
’wt - ‘ +Zj;£1,k‘wt‘ — (n—a) (wf)
- |wt _ $|n+3_a
RO L ks SR S
~ (n—-a)—————=~n—-—a) —m— .
|wt _ I|n+37o¢ |CJ _ x|n+170¢
Thus we have
1 P~ (J,1
/ Ag (t) dw (z) = (n — ) / ——radw (z) = (n—a) ( Il\%]w)
I\yJ N\yJ leg — 2 ||
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and hence

/I\w /01 U (t) dtdw (z) 2

2

/l\ J/O {(yk - zk) Ay, (t)}:::2 dtdw (x)

_ < k_ZkQ ! n w(z ’
= X0 /IW [ iy et @

n Pe(J, 1 ?
Z y —z n—Oé)Q <—( , i\m}w)>

%

k= |J|™
P (J, 15 50)
: w
~ (-l =2 (—i\”" )
| J| ™
For 2 < k < n we also have using (23] that
(@ -5) (57
Vi () = |(n+1-a)(wf—2") " F—a
lwe —
i wi = |yt = 2+ 20k ’wi |y — 2|
< (nt+l-a) ‘wt‘ nf3—a
lwy — x|
k ‘ G| i — »i
_ wy| |wl| |y — z
|wt—:17| oy |w — x|
v W e
< nt+l-a)d———F—+0V) ———==—
( ) { ~y |wt _ $|n+1 «a ( ) |wt _ $|n+3
2
vy =4 (7’) ly' — 2|
< (n+l-a — () L=
( ) {’YOO |CJ w|n+1fa ,Y |CJ _ xanrl*Oc
Thus
1 / I\ 2 o
/ / V() dtdw (z)] < (n+1-a) L=+ <l> / %dw(z)
n\~J Jo 7Co Y N~ |cr —
' "\ P (J,1
S -0 (1) - P ),
7Co  \7 |J|"
and so
1 1
t)dtdw (x)| < = / / U (t) dtdw ()] ,
I\yJ JO 21~ Jo
provided
/
2.6 n+1—a« <Ln-—a,
(26) ( ){ e

o () 3
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where we have used ([Z4]) with an optimal Cy. Then if both ([23) and (Z8]) hold we
have

|(RY™) 1w (v',y') — RY™) 1w (21, 2)]

k_ .k "
yk — ok ¥ —x
= / { n+1 a n+1a} dw (.I)
I\~J | |Z_I| k=2
1
= / / ®' (1) dtdw (z)
I\~vJ JO
/ /U t) dtdw (x
I\~
1
/ /U(t)dtdw (x)
I\yJ

|yt — 2
z C'o/ / P e adtdw(:z:)zcolyl—z
I\~vJ

lcy — x|

Y

/ /V t) dtdw (z)
I\~J

1
> -
-2

1| P (J,114w)
T .
I
Combining the inequalities from each case (23] and 23] above, and assuming

(23], we conclude that for all y, z € J we have the following ‘strong reversal’ of the
1-partial energy,

2
P« 1
‘yl - 21‘2 <—(J, Il\vjw)> SR w (y',y) —RY"1p, 5w (2, 2) ‘2 .

Thus we have

2
> (M) /|y1—1E3y1|2dU(y)
J

JEMyeep |J| g
~' JNL#D

_ 1 Pa(‘]’lf\%’w) 2L 1_ .12y, o (2
En < VE ) IJIC,/J/J(y ) do(9)do (2]

JEMayeep
~' JNL#Q

1
2T /]/] RO (1, 4) = ROy (2, #) [P do () dor (2)

JEMaeep
~' JNL#D

3 / RO 0w (5 o) | do (3)

JeMdeep
~' JNL#D

Z /}Ranllw yt } do (y Z /}Ro‘"l Jw y y)} do (y

JeMdeep ]eMdeep

A

N

IN

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

/I RO (4, ) [P do () + 3 (Tion)? 1T

JeM
* 2 * 2 * 2
< (Fran) ", + B(TRan)” U, S (Fram)” 1],
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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,

a,n j_O
R 1w (y)’ = Y n+1_adw (z1,0...,0)
Ny |y — x|
. 1
J Jlm
~ yl / %dw (21,0...,0)
|J|" NyJ |y — x|
i1 P 11\7Jw)
~ |y
g

Thus for 2 < j < n, we use [, |y/ — Ef}yj‘2da () <[, ‘yj’2 do (y) to obtain

> ( " 11\”"“’) /|y ~ESy[* do (y

JEMdccp |']|_
~' JNL#D
P (J, 1 50) AT
y LI\yJW 12 I\~yJW .2
< 3 (P fwtew- ¥ /( ) i
JEMdeep || J JEMacep |J|
~' JNL#D ~' JNL#Q
s X [P e s [ R e 0P 0) < (Gl
JEMdLLp I
~' JNL#D

Summing these estimates for j = 1 and 2 < j7 < n completes the proof of the dual
energy condition £ < Tham + /A5

2.2. Forward energy condition. Now we turn to proving the (forward) energy
condition &, < FTran + 1/ AS. We must show

i Z <Pa (‘]’ ]‘i\J*U) ) ’ Hpiood,wx‘ 2

r=1 JE Maeep (1) |J|™ L2w)

< (Thow + A3) |11,

for all partitions of a dyadic cube I = UIT into dyadic subcubes I,. We may
r>1

assume that all the cubes J intersect suppw, hence that all the cubes I, and J

intersect L, which contains suppw. Let Z, = I, N L and J = JN L for these cubes.

We must show

i 3 (P“ (, 19]*0) ) i Hpiood,wx} 2

r=1 J€Maeep (I) ]| L2w)

< (Thom +A43) |11,

Let Mygep = U Meep (I) as above, and for each J € M eep, make the decom-

position
I\NJ =E(J*)US (J)
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of I'\ J* into end E (J*) and side S (J*) disjoint pieces defined by
E(JY) = In {<y1,y’) ot = bl = 1 and fy - bl < 2yt —cbi};
ST = UNIHNEJ) .

Then it suffices to show both

2

o pe (Ju 1E(J*)U) good,w 2 2 o

I )N e
eep
P (J,1 ) ’ 2

y LS(J*)0 ood,w «

oo x (T e s,
TEMaeen |J| n (w

Term A is estimated in analogy with the Hilbert transform estimate (22]), while
term B is estimated by summing Poisson tails. Both estimates rely heavily on the
one-dimensional nature of w.

For (z!,0"),(2%,0) € J in term A we claim the following ‘strong reversal’ of

energy,

R?JllE(J*)O' (1171, O/) - R?’nlE(J*)O' (Zl, O/)

(2.7) —
K" ((21,07) ,y) — K™ (21, 07),
_ / { 1 (( ) yz 11 (( ) y) } do (y)
E(J*) r —z
2ty L

nfi—

ES T o
‘117y1‘2+|y/|2 2 |Zliy1‘2+|yl|2 2
T = P

P (J, 1p(s)0)
1 .
|J| n

Q

Indeed, if we set a = |y’| and s = 21 — y* and ¢ = 2! — ¢!, then the term in braces

in Z7) is

x17y1 Z17y1
(2= PHy ) (=g Py )
21 1
s _ t
(et @va)m T p(s) = (1)
o s—t o s—t ’

n+l—o

_ 1
where ¢ (t) =t (t* 4+ a*) * . Now the derivative of ¢ (t) is

—p(t) = (t2+a2)_m%_Lﬂ(t2 az)—w%—l

dt
= (t2+a2)7 71{(t2+a2)—(n+1—0¢)t2}

= (t2—|—a2)7 2 71{a2—(n—o¢)t2},

2¢2

ntl—o
2
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and since [t| > v |J|% > va, we have (n — a)t?> > (n — a)y?a? > 2a? provided we
choose

Y

(2.8) gl

Thus if (28) holds we get

n—a

n+l—a
—ntimag

—e )~ t? (£ + a?)
Finally, since |s —t| < a < % [t| < |t|, the derivative Ci—f is essentially constant on
the small interval (s,t), and we can apply the tangent line approximation to ¢ (t)

to obtain ¢ (s) — ¢ (t) ~ %2 (t) (s — t), and conclude that for (z1,0), (24, 0) € J,

dt
ol —y! _ "
(ot =g Py 2) 7 (=g Py )
L — o (1)
2 «
~ / }Zl _yl} do (y ~ P (J, 1E(J*)O—)
n+l—a 1 )
B (j g ) ¥k
which proves (27)).
Thus we have
P (J, 1g(5)0) i 1 12
Z T / ‘a: —E‘jx‘ dw (y)
JeMaeep |J|; JNL
- Ly (B CATTEL AN / / (! — 212 dw () dw ()
B 2J6Mdccp |J|% \JOL, Jinr Jint
1 o,n
~ Z W/JQL s {RY"" 10 (xl,O’)—R "1y no (', O)} dw (z) dw (2)
JEMaeep « :
< Z L/ / {RY"10 (2',0") — RY"1,0 (21, 0)} dw (x) dw (2)
JeMdeep| JnL JJnL
+ Z L/Jm; . {RY"1 .0 (2',0') —R‘f""lJ*a(zl,O')}de (z) dw (2)
JEMayeep
/]mL/mL {R?""1 J*)a(:zr 0') — R 1g(y0 (', O)} dw (z) dw (2)
JEMd
= Al + A2 + Ag,

since [ = J*U(I\ J*) = J*UE(J*)US(J*). Now we can discard the difference in
term A; by writing

|RY"™ 10 (21,0") — RY" 10 (24,0))| < |RY " 110 (a,0)| + | Ry ™10 (21,0')|
to obtain from pairwise disjointedness of J € Mgeep,

Z / |RY"" 10 (21,0') ‘ dw (x) < /|R?’"110|2dw§‘32a,n|1|0,
JNL I !

JGMd
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and similarly we can discard the difference in term A, and use the bounded overlap
property (4]), to obtain

45 Y [RE" Lo (@ 0) [ do (@) < D0 T 17,
JeMdeep JNL JeMdeep

o0 o0
= Ther ) D Wl S TR DB, < BT I,
r=1 JeMdeep(I'r) r=1

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

This leaves us to consider the term

6= 3G / / {1500 (2, 0) = BP0 (21, 0)} do (2) deo (2)
Tery |, Jone Jinc
eep
= 2 Z / {R(f’nls(,]*)o(xl,O')— YL [R‘f""ls(p)o(zl,O’)]}de(x),
JEMaeep JNL

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

p« (J,ls((]*)O') : w 2
> /) IPoxle, =B

1
TEMacep ||

and so it remains only to estimate term B.
For this, we first assume that n—1 < a < n so that P (J, ls(J*)a) <P (J, IS(J*)U),
and then use HP“}XH;(“}) < |J|72l ||, and apply the A$ condition to obtain the

following ‘pivotal reversal’ of energy,

B < Z PO‘(J,ls(J*)U)2|J|w§ Z P (J,1g(y0) {P* (1, 1s(s+y0) ||, }
JGMdeep JGMdeep

1 _a
lJ| g

IN

a a 1-= «a
A3 P (T 1s(yy0) [J]7 ™ = AS n o
. i [ - )

|J|l n+l—a
= A ) / <i—> do (y)
TeMueep VS NI + |y — ¢yl

1 n+l—a
J;
-4 [0 ¥ (%) 50y () do (3)

JEMdccp + |y - CJ|

do (y)

= 45 [ F)do).
At this point we claim that F(y) < C with a constant C independent of the

decomposition Mgeep = U./\/ldccp (I). Indeed, if y is fixed, then the only cubes
r>1
J € Mgeep for which y €S(J*) are those J satisfying

JNSh(y;v) # 0,
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where Sh (y;~y) is the Carleson shadow of the point y onto the xq-axis L with sides
of slope %, i.e. Sh(y;~) is interval on L with length 2+ 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
1
side length exceeds 2y dist (y, L), and for these cubes we simply use # <1
n+ly—cyg
As for the remaining cubes J, they are all contained inside the triple 3 Sh (y; ) of
the shadow, and the distance |y — ¢ | is essentially dist (y, L) (up to a factor of ~)
for all of these cubes. Thus we have the estimate

1 n+l—o 1 n+l—o
> o) sy ()
JGMdeep |J| "+ |y - CJ| JeMdeep 4

JC3Sh(y;7y) JC3Sh(y;v)
1 1 n+l—a
S e, ()
ist (y, L) JEMeep
JC38h(y;v)
1 _ 1
S s Y dist(y, L) IN Ll
~ . n+l—a ’
dist (y, L) JEMaeer
JC38h(y;v)

dist (y, L)

S T p\ntl—a
dist (y, L)™'

|3Sh (y;7)| S 1,

because the intervals {J N L} jemg., are pairwise disjoint in 3Sh(y;~), and
JC3Sh(y;y)

[J N L|% is the length of JN L, and since n+1—a«a > 1 =dim L. It is here that the
one-dimensional nature of w delivers the boundedness of this sum of Poisson tails.
Thus we have

B§A3AF@MMMSC%%HU,

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

1
o /1™

P (J,155-)0) = / - Tr—ado (v)
SO (117 + ly — )

[N

IN

J 1 J 1 n—1l—-a
/ 1 | | n+l—o ( 1 | | ) do (y)
S(7%) (|J|W +ly —cJ|) [T]™ + ly = ]

[N

J 1 J 1 a+l—n
8 / 1 | | n+l—a ( 1 | | ) do (y)
5(7°) (|J|z+|y—cJ|) [T + |y — ¢l

= P (J1s0)"

1\ a+2-n 3
X /S(J*)( (|J| ) sdo (y) ¢ .

1
17+ [y = e
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Then arguing as above we have

B < Z p“ (J*als((]*)0)2|’]|w

JGMdeep
a+2—n
IJI"

< Y P s0) 1) / Sdor (1)

TEMacep 5(J°) |J| "t |y - cJ|)

1 a+2—n
(71°) Kk
ST Sy : Fdo (y) = AS 1
JEMaeer SO (117 + [y = el IEN G PO (117 + Iy = 1)

1 2
|| . o (1) = A2 >
<—|J|i+|y—cJ|> 1g(+) (y) ¢ d (y)—Az/IF(y)d (v)

and again F (y) < C because

L 2
> 1% PR T S
—_— —_— J n
< 0 ™~ dist (y, L)2 171

:Ag/I Z

JGMdeep

JeMaeer \J|™ + 1y =yl JEMacep
JC3Sh(y;y) JC3Sh(y;v)
1 2
< 1y ngp
~Y . 2
dist (y, L) JEMaeer
JC38h(y;v)
1 1
S —— > dist(yL)JNL"
dist (y, L) JEMaeer
JC38h(y;v)
dist (y, L)
S Tt (n L2 13Sh (y;7)| < 1.
dist (y, L)

Thus we again have
B2 [Fl)dol) <Azl |
I

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 [Il 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 [Lacd] uses the NTV split-
ting of an appropriate bilinear form into Paraproduct, 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 range term requires the weak boundedness property -
see e.g. section 9.2 in [LaSaUr2]. The Middle range term uses only the tailless

2 do (y)
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A$ condition, while the Long range term uses the one-tailed ‘reproducing’ condi-
tion Ag, and so its proof requires some modification. But these modifications are
straightforward and the reader can find the details in Chapter 8 of [SaShUr].

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 [6l 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 A$ condition.
Finally, the Near term is handled by Lacey in [Lac] using a stopping time and
recursion that carry over to all standard a-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 A3. We begin
by adapting to higher dimensions three definitions that are relevant to functional
energy.

Definition 5. A collection F of dyadic cubes is o-Carleson if
> |Fl,<CFIS|,, SeF
FeF: FCS
The constant Cr is referred to as the Carleson norm of F.
Definition 6. Let F be a collection of dyadic cubes. A collection of functions

{9r}rer in L? (w) is said to be F-adapted if for each F € F, there is a collection
J (F) of cubes in D such that

JF)c{JeD”:JEF}
and such that each of the following three conditions hold:
(1) for each F € F, the Haar coefficients gr (J,a) = (gr,h5") of gr are

nonnegative and supported in J (F), i.e.

{ﬁ(J)ZO forall Je J(F) Fer

gr(J)=0 foral J¢&J(F) "’ ’

(2) the sets {T (F)}rer are pairwise disjoint,

(3) there is a positive constant C such that if J* (F) consists of the mazimal
cubes in J (F), then for every cube I in D7, the set of pairs of cubes (F,J)
that ‘straddle’ I,

Br={(F,J):JeJ*(F) and JCIC F},
satisfies the overlap condition

> 1,<C  IeD.
(F,J)EB]
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Definition 7. Let §o be the smallest constant in the ‘functional energy’ inequality
below, holding for all non-negative h € L*(o), all o-Carleson collections F, and all
F-adapted collections {gr}rer:

(3.1)
1/2
o T
> > PYJho) <T,9F1J> < Falhllz) Z|gF|%2(w)] :
FEF JEMauep (F) || w FeF

There is a similar definition of the dual constant §7,. Now we show that the
functional energy constants are equivalent to the energy constants modulo A3. We
proceed in two propositions.

Proposition 1.

Fo SEa+VAY and §), S EL+1/ AT .

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

(32) p=y Y

FEF JEMaeep(F)

2
w T
FJ 1

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

w o — w,a
NENED DD DL

J'CJ: JJeTJ(F)a€ly

JCOIEE

L2 (w)

We emphasize that the cubes J € Mgeep (F') are not necessarily good, but that the
subcubes J' C J arising in the projection P% ; are good. We can replace x by z —c¢
inside the projection for any choice of ¢ we wish; the projection is unchanged. Here
d4 denotes a Dirac unit mass at a point ¢ in the upper half plane Ri.

We prove the two-weight inequality

(3-3) [P (fol 2@y S W llz2o) s

for all nonnegative f in L? (o), noting that F and f are not related here. Above,
P*(-) denotes the a-fractional Poisson extension to the upper half-space Ri"’l,

t
Py (x,t) = / ———dv (z),
R (t2 + |{E|2) 2
so that in particular
2
1B Bamrr g = 3 30 B (o) (eI PRy ——|

FEF JEMaeep(F) ™ L2(w)

and so [B3) implies BI)) by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. By the two-weight
inequality for the Poisson operator in [Saw3d|, inequality (33) requires checking
these two inequalities

(3.4) /RW P (110) (2, 1) dp (,1) = [P (110)[[ 727, S (A5 +E2) o),
+
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(3.5) /[Pa*(tm)] o@) < (45 +&a \/ﬁ)/t 1),

for all dyadic cubes I € D, where I = I x [0,|I|] is the box over I in the upper
half-space, and
42
B (11710 (5) = [ TR

L2+ |z —yl?) 2
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 (B4]) and (B.1) are
taken over the entire spaces R’} and R" 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 [LaSaUrI].

The following elementary Poisson inequalities will be used extensively.

Lemma 1. Suppose that J, K, I are cubes satisfying J C K C 2K C I, and that p
is a positive measure supported in R™\ I. Then

P (Jp) o P(K,p) _ P (J ®
1 ~ 1 N
| J] |K|" NE

Proof. We have

1

P (J, 1 J|m

) _ L / W,
| BB (|J|ﬁ+|x—cJ|)

where ) L
P+ le - sl = [K|7 4o —csl, @ €R\L
O

3.1.1. The Poisson testing inequality. We choose the dyadic grid D in the testing
conditions [B.4)) and (B3 to be the grid D“ that arises in the definition of the
measure g in [B2). In particular all of the intervals J lie in the grid D = D¥. Fix
I € D. We split the integration on the left side of ([B4]) into a local and global

piece:
/ P (170)% dp = /]P’O‘ (170)° dp + / P (170)° dp.
R+ T RYPINT

The global piece turns out to be controlled solely by the A$ 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 = D¥,
is that (c(J),|J|) € T if and only if J C I. Thus we have

/fpa (170) (z,t)* dp (z,1)

> Y e (c<J>7|J|%)2

FEF JEMacep(F): JCI

Z Z pe (J,].]U) H T ”L2

FEF JEMaeep(F): JCI | |™

2
w T
F,J* 1

J*|n

L2 (w)
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Note that the collections Mgeep (F') are pairwise disjoint for F' € F, and that for
J € Mgeep (F') we have
w r —EYz
Pt (71J>
|J]™

2
L2 (w) |
In the first stage of the proof, we ‘create some holes’ by restricting the support
of o to the interval F in the sum below.

P> (J, 1pnro o
DS (7) P el
): JCI

FG]:JGMdeep(F H |J|n

2
Pe(J
Iy o x 5 (ﬁ) P el

2
w T
F.J 1

(3.6)
| J["

< BB (Jw)? | ],
L?(w)

FeF: FCI  FeF: F2I) JE€Maeep(F): JCI |J|"
=A+B.
Then
P (J,1po
S (—) Pt el
(F)

|J|n
Yo (&P, S ()M,

FeF: FCI

FeF: FCI JeMgcep

IN

since H P‘}7J$}’iz(w)

is defined in the energy condition,

2
a 2
(£)° = sup § Y <L,llm)> Hpgood,wx‘
)

0' r=1JeMaeep (I |J|n L2(w)

2
< H Pg]ood,wa - where we recall that the energy constant &,
: L2 (w

< 0.

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

Yo 1Pl SR,

FeF: FCFy

Now we turn to the other term,
PO (], 1prio)
*(J, 1pnro w12
b= Z Z ( % ) HPF,J‘THLQ(M) .
FEF: F2I J€Macep(F): JCI |/
For each J € Mgeep (F') we write

> > ase

J'CJ: JJeJ(F)a€ly

2 D D A= D PRk

KeJ*(F): KCJJ eJ(F): JJCK a€ly, KeJ*(F): KCJ

w
F.J
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so that

2
P (J
- Y Y > (Q) P el

1
FeF: F2I JEMacep(F): JCI KET*(F): KCJ ||
2
P (Jr,1rn1o) 2
SO N (SC L N
FeF: F2IKeJ*(F) |JK|

where Ji denotes the unique cube in Mgeep (F') that contains K.
Now let J (I) consist of those K C I that lie in J* (F) for some F 2 I so that

2

P (Jx, 1 )

R e g
KeJ () | Jk|

where Fi is the unique interval F' € F such that F' 2 I with K € J* (£7), which
exists by property (2) in the definition of J (F), Definition[fl For K € J (I) there
are only two possibilities:

KelorK &I
In the first case, if K € [ and F D I, then K € F since K is good, and so by
Property (3) in the definition of 7 (F), Definition [l we conclude that the cubes
KeJ (I) with K & I have overlap bounded by C, independent of I.

As for the second case K € j(I) and K ¢ I, there are at most 2"("+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

2
sty ey (Pl e

T
KeF(I): Kel KeF(l): K&l | Jrc| ™

A

2
oy (PEmlaen)) ey

1
JreJ(I): Jrel | Jrc|™

Pa (JK,]_[O')

2
+200T T sup 1Pk ll72 )

1
KeJ(I): Kel | Jrc|™
< CE) I, + 20 I, £ [ 1] 1,
since the intervals K € J (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:
Z 1c < C.
Geg
c
Then we can write G = U Ge where each collection Gy consists of pairwise disjoint
=1

cubes.
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Proof. Let Gy consist of the maximal cubes in G. Then let G consist of the maximal
cubes in G\ G1, and continue by inductively defining G, to consist of the maximal
cubes in G\ G1, G¢ = Gy—2\ Gp—1 for £ > 3. Clearly the cubes in each G, are pairwise
disjoint, and moreover, G, = ) for £ > C since if there is a cube Gy in G, then there
is a unique tower of cubes Gy G G¢—1 & ... G G2 & G with Gy € Gy O

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

Lemma 3. We have
2
Pe(J, 1) po Y
(3.7) Z Z (W) HPF)J;CH;(UJ) < (&), -
FEF, JEMagep (F) | J|™

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

F={(F,J): FeF;and J € Mgeep (F)}

is the index set of pairs (F,J*) occurring in the sum in &X1). We now take a
sequence a = {aFJ}( € EQF with ar ;> 0 and estimate

F.J)eF
P (J, 1o "
S= Z Z ( i\F )HPF,JxHLg(w) ag,.Jg
FEF; JEMacep (F) |J|™
by
P (J, 1, prpr "
S = Z Z Z ( ];F \F U) ||PF7JxHL2(w) aF,J
FeFr JEMacep (F) F'€F: FCF'GI |J|"
Pe(J, 1, prp "
o Z Z Z ( ZF M U) HPF,ﬂHLz ) F.J
(w)
F'eF; FEF: FCF' JEMgeep(F) ||
P (J, 1, pnp
o Z Z Z Z ( : ]:iF \ U) ||PUI‘§’,JI||L2(W) ar,j
F/EF1 KEMauey (F') FEF: FCF' JEMaoey(F): JCK ||
PO( K, ]_ﬂ. ’ Xea w
5 Z Z ( LA ) Z Z HPF,J'IHLQ(UJ) ar,J,

1
F'€Fr KE€Magep (F') |K |~ FEF: FCF' JEMaeep(F): JCK
by the Poisson inequalities in Lemma [Il We now invoke

Z Z ||Puff“,JI||L2(w) ar,J

FEF: FCF' JEMaeep(F): JCK

=

2
N Z Z HP%J‘THB(LQ)
FeF: FCF' JeEMgeep(F): JCK
%
X Z Z a%“,]
FEF: FCF' JEMaeep(F): JCK
S PE k] e 1R xall
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where for K € Mgeep (F') and f € L? (w),
i = Z Z B
FeF: FCF!' JeEMgeep (F): JCK
while for K € Mgeep (F') and a = {ag,L}(G Ler € f%,

w — E E w .
QF’,KG’ = F7Ja’a

FEF: FCF' JEMaeep(F): JCK

Faa = {1(F7J)anL}(G,L)€F'
Thus Q“Jjﬂ’ s acts on the sequence a by projecting onto the coordinate in F indexed
by (F,J).
Now denote by d (F') = dx (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:
> A, 527, , ko0
FeFr: d(F)=k

Thus we can write

P (K, Lo, o pr . .
s s Y Y (K, 1n,pnpr0) 1P sl e 1@ scall

FEFI KEMaoep(F') K|

> P (K, 1, pn0) (. "
-y oy y PEeewodyen o)L 02l

k=0 F'eF: d(F")=k K €Macep(F") |K[™ 4

Z Aku
k=0

where
1
P (Kl F’\F/U) ? 2 ’
Ak S Z Z ( : 77]; ) ||PU}?”,K‘T||L2(M)
FreFr: d(F)=k K€Maoop(F') | K|
1
3
w 2
X Z Z HQ /,Ka||e2r
FIeFr: d(F)=k K€Mdeep (F')
3
< ler X 1L el

FrreFr: d(F")y=k—1
1
—6k 3
< & (211,) " Nlalls
and we finally obtain

> 1
IS| < kzga (27°%11,)> lalleg < Ear/ 15 llalle -
=0

By duality of €2r we now conclude that

2
> 2 (M> [Pl 12 S (€0 1T
()

1
FEFr J*EMaeep |J|™
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which is (B7). O

Now we turn to proving the following estimate for the global part of the first
testing condition (B4):

[ rrerdusagia,
2\]

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 € Mgeep (F). Note that
given J, there are at most a fixed number C of F' € F such that F' ~ J. We have:

2

1 2 x
/2 APa(lfo)QdM: Z P (1;0) (C(J),|J|n) Z fﬂ]?
M J: (c(,]),|,]\%)e]Ri+1\f F~J | | L2(w)
) 2
o L w x
=Y Y Y A W) (e )Y PR
JO3I=0  JC3INI JNI=0 21 FaJ [J|™ L2(w)
[J]n <|1]w [T > 1%
= 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,w) < 1 to obtain:

1 2

= & 2 1

AS Y X (Wlflc,) |1,
m=0k=1 jc3*T' 1\3*I1=0 ’

1 1
g7 =2 1|

B 1|, |3F+11 \ 3*1|

< 2—2m w T
- Z ; 205 o
00 3k+1I‘ ‘3k+11‘
< 2—2m 3—2]{} I <A0¢ I
s 2 Z { el LR L
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Set J* = U T*
FeF

Note that for K € J*, there is a unique Fx € F and a
unique Jg € Mgeep (F)) with K C Jx. We now write

P (J, 1
JC3IN\I |J|

B Jc;\I(P |j|‘1m> 2

» 2
HPF,KxHL2(w)
F~J KeJ*(F): KCJ

2
Pe (Jk,150) o
— Z (#) ||PFK,K$||;(UJ)
KeJg*: [Tl

> +

KeT*: JxC3I\I

2
P« JK,1]O' 2
Z ( ( T )> HPUFJ“K,KxHLz()
KeJ*: JxC3I\I | T |
FKﬁI:Q) FKDI
>+
KeJ*: JxC3I\I

Pe(K,1
> <(7110> |P%, KxHL2 ;
KeT*: JxC3I\I |K |
FKQI:@ FKDI

where the Poisson ratio inequality follows trivially since K C Jx C 31\ I. We

Z HPLI%Jme

F~J

Ji C3I\I
< C

further decompose term B according to the length of K and use the fractional
version of the Poisson inequality (essentially in [Vol])
Ik
(38) P (K. 1107 £ <'| |'1
Il=

2—2(n+1—a)e
) P®(I,1;0)°, KeJ" KC3I\I

which uses the fact that the cubes K € J* are good. Indeed, we have

N = 1
P (K UXT\I) ~ ];)2 k|2kK|1—% /(2767()0(?\1) 4
and (2/’“?() N (IA\ I) # () requires

dist (K, e (I)) < 2% |K|»

IR

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

< dist (K, e (I)) < 2% |K]|~
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sIH

Now let ki be defined by 2%t = ik

KT . Then assuming ky > ko (the case k1 < kg is

similar) we have

P (Koxp,) =~ {Z Z} IKI” /(2@)0@1)(10

k=ko k=k1

n 1 / L
< — — [ do | +27"1P¢ (I,O’XA )
- ( = (@R) (1) ) N
1\ (I—e)(nt+1l—a) 1 n—o« 1
K" 1] o K" o
: (m% wE) (o) e (o)

which is the inequality ([B.8)). We then obtain

8

2
B < DR O M (—'{'ﬁ’) K|,
m=0  KC3I\I PN
|K|® =2~ |I|%
(2,m)272(n+1 a)e |31, 1311,

iz e s A4z 1,
0 [31]

WK

3
]

For term C we will have to group the cubes J into blocks B;, and then exploit
the mutual orthogonality in the pairs (F,J) of the projections P4 7y defining 1, in
order to avoid overlapping estimates. We first split the sum accordlng to whether
or not I intersects the triple of J:

1 2 2
|J]™ T
et x> oy ) e
i IN3J=0 J*5 IC3J°\J dist (J, 1) Feod 117 1 12 ()
BV I (SN
= 1+ 0.

Let {B;};-, be the maximal cubes in the collection of triples
{875 11" > 1% and 3701 =0},

arranged in order of increasing side length. Below we will use the simple fact that
the cubes B; have bounded overlap, Z;’il 1p, < 3". Now we further decompose
the sum in C; by grouping the intervals J into the blocks B;, and then using that
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P jo = P% (¢ — ¢(B;)) along with the mutual orthogonality of the P% ;

1 2 2
= || z
cro< Yy <.—n+1a|l|g > IPr —
i1 s srep \dist (L) Fed 117 | £z )
2
s 1 2
<y ) ¥ S ien
~ n+l—a o F.,J 2(w
i=1 <d’ t(Bi,I) J: 3JCB; FrJ @)
2
< 15 (x — c(B;
N ;(dzst(Bz,I)n—H = 1L |a> 1B, ( (Bl 72w

A
LR

2
1 2
— VAL TAR
= \ dist (B, 1)

Blolllo \ )1 < aos
{;|B|( )}ll 2||a
)

z|B|W and

A

since dist (B;, I

IBI ], I
S BLL Uyt L s,

11|B| Z1|B|

[, / Ifllf_
— dw(x
ik Z dist (x dist (z, 1)>"=) (@)

n—«

e < LR
- -2 Z I . 2 dw ()
|~ = JB: \|I|™ + dist (z,1)

= Lepriw <

1-2
]

Q

since Y .o, 1p, < 3™.

Next we turn to estimating term Cy where the triple of J contains I but J itself
does not. Note that there are at most 2™ 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 ([B4) to obtain

1 2 2
- |J]" x
C2 = Z Z ( . n+l—a |I|a' Z %J—L
m=0 7 fcans \dist (J.1) Frod 1™ I p2 )
[J]=2""1]
’ I S 3 2m,
S 3-2™]|, = 1),
g(lzmﬂl) 2l {m Z om0 %) }"
g Ha
N { s yw) o [, < A3 |1, ,

since

3, .
Z /Z |2mI| 132m1( ) dw (x) SP(I,w).

P LY (L)
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Finally, we turn to term D, which is handled in the same way as term Cs. The

intervals J occurring here are included in the set of ancestors Ay = wgc)l of I,

1 <k < oco. We thus have

o) 182 T 2
D = 3B (1) (e(dn).|4l") X0 PR
k=1 F~Ay | Ak L2(w)
1 2 a
— ([ 1], |Ak|™ I, < [I'™"
5 Z (“ﬁ |Ak|w = 152 Z |A7€|w |I|a'
=\ 17 = A2 %)
< { Mo peiroybin, <agir
~ 1737) ( 70‘)) | |G’N 2| |a’7
[
since
0 Il_% Il_,
Z%Mkb = / . o) Mt ydw ()
=1 | Ax| B =1 |Ak

= 1 |I|177 w T

|I|% - w(x) =P*([,w
/ (|1|% +dz’st(a:,[))2 ol =P,

3.1.2. The dual Poisson testing inequality. Again, we split the integration on the
left side of (B.5]) into local and global parts:

L wme = [ wampo s [ o

We begin with the local part. We thank M. Lacey for pointing out an error in our
proof of this part in the previous version of this paper. It is fixed here by changing
the definition of the ball B (J, J') below, and by adding some additional argument.
Note that the right hand side of B3] is

(5:9) JRETETED S SR L Ve

FeF JeMgeep (F)
JCI

A

where we are using the dummy variable z to denote the argument of P% ; so as to
avoid confusion with the integration variable x in du (z,t) and do (z). Compute

1P, 2117
(3.10) POt () (2) = > > R
FeF JeMdeep F) (|J|" + ]z —c(J )|)

and then expand the square and integrate to obtain that the left hand side of ([B.3])
is

HPU};,JZH%%W) ||P%',J'ZH%2(W)
>y Yy oy [— s
(1717 +le =) (1717 + 2= e())

FEF JEMacep(F) F'EF J' €Maoep (F') 1

do (),
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We fix an integer s, and consider those cubes .J and J' with |J’|% = 275[.J|%. The
expression to control for fixed s is

_ Hpozf“,JZH%%w) Hpozf“/,J/ZH%z(w)
Us=> > > 2 - TR T o (@).

FEF JEMaeep(F) F/€EF '€ Myeep(F) 71 (|| + |a:—c(J)|) (|J’|n +|x—c(J’)|)
|J’|%:2’S|J|%

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

(311) Us = Ts + Ts,close ’

with

T = 5 3 % 3

4 1 1
FEF JeMacep (F) F'EF 11 p g1 (F"): |77 =2° T

e =e()| 2270 |

HPUIf“,JZH%%w) |‘PUF)",,]’Z|‘%2(W)

/mB(J,J/) (|J|% tlz— C(J)|)n+1—a (|J/|% + |z — C(J/)|)n

where € > 0 will be chosen later in the proof (for example € = 5- works) and

55125 (). 5leln) = e]).

is the ball centered at ¢ (J) with radius 3 |c(J) —c¢(J")]. We will exploit the re-

striction of integration to IN B (J, J'), together with the condition |¢ (J) — ¢ (J')| >
1

2504€) | 7| | in establishing (8I7) below, which will then give an estimate for the

term T c1ose USing an argument dual to that used for the remaining term 7.
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We begin with an analysis of the term T and write

=Y Y Y %

FeF JeMdeep(F) FreF J/eMdccp(F/)
1 o L
[7'| 7 =2%]J|=

||P%,JZH%2(W) ”P%’,J’Z”%ﬂ(w)
X / 1 n+l—a 1 n+l—a do (.I)
(1717l =c() (1717 + = e()])

D DR DN s V2 1

FEF JEMgoep (F)
JcI

Ms=sup sup As(J);
FeF JeMdeep(F

J):Z Z /S(J/J) dU()
Fer g EMdLLp F)
B4 |n_2* 17|

2
2

(1717 + = (1))

1 IPF 2
S(leJ) (.I) = n+l—o

(1717 +1e—e()))"

n+l—a’

where the additional restriction due to removal of T cjose from U, in (B10]) results

in a restricted range of integration I \ B (J,J') in some of the integrals in A (J)
1

in certain situations (namely when |¢(J) — ¢ (J')| > 25042 [J/|™), and this will be

understood throughout the proof, without being explicitly indicated in the notation.

This additional restriction will however be needed to establish (813) below.

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

As ()

Z Z /IS(J',J) (z) do (x)

Frer J’GJ
B4 |n_2 5|J|%

Z/s”) )do (z +Z > /S”) )do (z ZAf

J'c2Jg =1 Jrc2t+tg\2¢J

and then if m is the smallest integer for which

1
(3.12) 27"/ < 5
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we decompose the integrals over I by

20 = Y [ Spn@d@+ Y /WSW) (x) do ()

Jrcag IS Jc2d
= As far ( ) + A(s) near (J) )
Aﬁ J) = / S z)do (x
() S e @@

e(J)et+1g\2¢J

DY | St (@) do (@)

c(Jr)e2t+1J\2¢J IN(20+2J\2¢—m J)
i Z / S,y () do ()
c(Je2t+1g\2¢J 2t—m J
= Asfar( )"’Aﬁnear( )+Asclose( ); 621

Note the important point that the close terms A’
of the decomposition (BII)):

s.close (J) vanish for £ > es because

(3.13) As cose (J) =0,  £>es.

Indeed, if ¢ (J) € 24T\ 247, then we have
1,2 ,
(3.14) L2 <) —e ()],
and if £ > 1+ es, then
e () = e(J)] = 27 g5 = 20420 7|

It now follows from the definition of T ciose and T in BI1)), that in the term Ty,
the integration is taken over the set I\ B (J,J'). But in the term A’ J) that

is derived from Ty we are restricted to integrating over the cube 2¢=™.J, which is
contained in B (J,J') by 8I4). Indeed, the smallest ball centered at c(J) that

contains 2/=mJ has radius \/ng2™ |J|%, which by B12) and B.I4) is at most
12¢ |J| < 3le(J) = e(J')|, the radius of B(J,J’). Thus the range of integration
in the term A J) is the empty set, and so A° J)=0.

s,close (

s,close (

2
) S 1TH 1L, we have

s,close (

Now using || Py iz

As ,far ( ) = Z ~/]\(5J) S(J/,J) (:E) do (JJ)

e(Jye2g
2
|J'[" '],
/1\(5,1) ( 1 )2("“‘“) 17 ()

A

e(Jye2d [J|™ + |z —c(J)]

o ER
= 9272 Z ||, /I\(5J)( )2(n+1a)da(x),

e(Je2J |J|%+|ZE—C(J)|
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which is dominated by

1
9—2s |4J|w/ - ) do (x)
NI (117 + o = e(J)])
[47] ||~
_2ST""g/ 1 2 dO' (I)
I I\ (1917 4 fe = (1))
4J
< g-2s 147l 1|fg P> (4],0) S27FAY .
|4J| n
To estimate the near term AY ... (J), we initially keep the energy HP‘},J/Z ’;(w)
and use the energy constant &, as follows:
Ag,near (J) = Z / S(J’.,J) (‘T) do (JJ)
e(Jyezs 7 INGI)
y 2
N 1 ||PF/.,J'Z |L2(w)
-~ 1(n+1-a) 1 n+l—a U(:I:)
c(Ine2s /106G ] (|J’|" Fle— c(J’)|)
1 w 2 1
= —5— Z ||PF/)J/Z |L2 y / 1 do (2)
|| (=) e(J)e2d “ Jine (|J’|% + |:E—c(J’)|)
1 o 2 P (J', 11n(50)0)
= Lin+l—a Z HP ,-,J/Z ‘L2 w 1
T[T e )
and by Cauchy-Schwarz this is dominated by
: N
1 " 2 ” 2 P (J', 1n(5.0)0)
Tlnti—a) > [P#z |L2w) > IPE e |2) ( e
|| c(Je2J c(J)e2J ||

2

1 2
< T | VEEa /TN (B,
(n+1—a)
| J]™ e(J)e2]
1
270 J]" f— _ 5] 5] -
< < s w o < s a
N e 51 VsEay/15]], % V52 ga\/lJM(n—a) |J|%<n—a>~\/§2 o/ AT -

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

(3.15) > Ps sz

c(J)e2t

Po (' 1mmno) |
22 ( S )> < s(E NG, |
AR
we proceed as follows. The rectangle I N (5.J) consists of at most 5™ dyadic cubes
L; of side length that of J, and each J’ with ¢(J’) € 2J is contained in one of
the L;. Now the cubes J” used in the projection P%, ;, are good subcubes of J',
and so must satisfy J” C J' C L; and J” € L; C I N (5J) unless they are nearby
the cube L;. But there are at most 2”("t1) such nearby cubes for each of the at
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most 5" dyadic cubes L;, and crude estimates work in these nearby cases. In the
remaining cases we have J” € L, C I N (5J), and these cubes J” can then be
grouped according to the K € Mgeep (L;) for which J” C K. Next, we note that
the pairs (J', F’) for which J' € Myeep (F’) have at most C's different cubes F”:
(3.16)

#Cp,, < Cs where Cr,, = {F' € F:J € Meep (F') for some J' C L; with |J'|% =2 |J|%} .

This is because the assumption that all the J’ have side length exactly 2% 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 (B16).

Now we consider the cases F' € Cp, with J' ¢ F/ C L; and F’ 2 L; o J
separately. For the case when J' C F’ C L; we have

2
P (J' 1z,
Z HP%’,J’ZH;(M) ((71L0)> < (ga)Q |Li|ga

T/ € Moo (F') AR

upon using the subpartition of L; consisting of the singleton {F'}. When L; # L;

we have
2
Pe(J 1,0
el ()
J € Maeep(F) BAE
< S F, P (S 1g,0)°
J'€Mgeep (F7)
S { LDl (71,0 >}{|L«|1-%Pa<f,w>}
J’GMdeep(F’ |L |
< A Ll TP (1n,0) SAS L],

J'E€Maeep (F')

upon summing Poisson tails over J' € Mgeep (F”).
For the case when F’ 2 L; O J' we have

2
w 2 P (J', 1L,0)
T HPF,J,ZHLZ(W)< B )

J'EMaeep (F') BAR
J,CLI'

2
S S Pl (7“;*’))
F) I ~EK BAR

J' EMaeep (F') KT (
J'CL; KcJ'

2
P> (M,1y,
5 Z Z ||PU}‘;)‘/”]IIZ |i12(w) ( ( lL U))
MEMgeep(Li) J" ~M |M |

because for each J' € Myeep (F) with K € J* (F') and K C J', every J” ~ K is
contained in some M € Mgeep (L;) and M C J'. Now we continue by dominating
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the final term above by
po (M, 11,0)\
w 2 ) Lia 2
> PR allag, <7L> S (€a)” [ Lil,
MeMaeep(Li) |M| "
Again if L, # L; we obtain as above that
2
w 2 pe(J'\ 1,0 o
Z [l ’L2(w) ( ( /i—)> S A L], -
J'€Maoep (F') PAR
Summing over F’ € Cy,, and using (310 we obtain (313]).
Similarly, for £ > 1, we can estimate the far term
A g () = [ Sun@de
c(Ie@TT\ @) T TN ETE)
2
I
s / era \ L i 90 (2)
cneEm e NEED (1] 4 fo - e ()
Bk
— —2s !
= 2 Z |J'], /l\(2“2J) N ST 1=a) do (x)
(et QJM44x_cun)
20"
~ —2s —Z% /
~ 2772 Z 7L, /1 2(nt1-a) do (x),

e(J)e2t+1T \EED (|24JI% + |z — c(2éJ)|)

which is at most

1
< 27l |2ty do (z)
w 2 1 2(n—a)
NEED (L) + |z — e (247)])

ol+2 g ol 7|

~ 725276% ’ 17’;} / } ’ 5 do ((E)
4 n 1
AT Ineen |\ (12t 4 Jo - e 20))

1—<o

42
< 2502 ‘2 J’wpa (2£+2J, 0') < 9—2s9—t2 e,
|2fJ| n

and the near term
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Ai,near J)
= > S (@) do (x)

242 £—
C(J/)E2Z+IJ\2£J Iﬁ(? J\2 mJ)
‘2

Pw/ 12
Z / 1 1P s 12(w) o ()
I

Lin+l—a n+1—
C(J)eat T\ T n(20+2 J\2¢—m J) |2£(1—5)J| n(ntl—a) (|J/|% + |$L' _ C(J,)D +

%

o .
L2(w) IN(26+27\2¢-m ) (|J/|% Flo— C(JI)|)H+17Q

do (z),

1
= - P4, ;2
—— > PE
261 )c(,]’)€2“1,]\2’5,]

which is dominated by

P« (J/, 1]ﬂ(2[+2J)0’)

1 2
S Pw/ 1 2
|2£7mj|%(n+1ia) c(J')eszHJ\zzJ H 7 ’Lz(w) |J’|%
%
1 " 9
e z=-k (D DI L e

e(J) e+ 7\267

2 pe (JI 1] (21+2J)0') ? %
w ’ n
X S P ,J/Z\L%)( ) ,

1
AR
c(J)e2t+1 \20 T |J']

|J’|% |J'|, and the energy

. . . 2
and which can now be estimated using H P“I%,J,z ‘L2(w) <

constant &, to get

1
2Lg|"
A () 5 2ori— LI e e, o,

|257m!]|%("+170‘)

20+2 T 20+2
< \/527527%80( | |wa | |a’a
~ |20+2 P etz g

< V2702 R ELAS

Here we are using that m ~ 1 + %loan is harmless, and to apply the energy
condition here, we argue as for (8.I0) above. These estimates are summable in
both s and ¢.
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Now we turn to the term S%, . (J), and recall from BI3) that S% . (J) =0 if
¢ > es. So we now suppose that £ < es. We have, with m as in (312,
As close ( )
= Z / S(J/”]) ((E) do (JI)
c(Jrye2et1 \2e g Y INERT™T)
2
1 P52l 2
~ L) o ()

/ n+l—a Lintl—a
(e ey T (171F + [ = (7)) |26 (=)

Z HP%/“]/Z 2

| L / ! do (x)
L) | T nFa :
e(J7)E2EH1 N2 T «“ |26J|"( 1) Jin@e-m (|J|% + |z — c(J)|)

%

Now we use the inequality HP%/)J/Z ’;(w) < |J/|% |J], to get the relatively crude
estimate
sy 12 1 1
As close( ) 5 2 2 |']|n ‘2€+1J|w m/ 1 n+17ado. (.I)
20J | In(2e-m.J) (|J|z tlz— C(J)|)
£+1 —m 041 £+1
< 972 |J|% ‘2 J’w ‘2 J‘cy < ’2 J‘ ’2 J‘ 25(77,717&)

~

|2¢ g7 (nH1=a) | g (ntiza) ™ 2+1 7)1 2t gt
5 272522(1171704)143 S 27514%

provided that £ < 2. But we are assuming ¢ < es here and so we obtain a suitable
estimate for S ., (J) provided we choose 0 <& < 1.

Remark 6. We cannot simply sum the estimate

2 1 P« 150
As close( ) < 2725 |J|721 ’2E+1J‘w . - (Ja 2f lJO')
e F T
over all £ > 1 to get
1
Z As close 2725Pa (J7 U) Z L ‘2e+1‘]|w 5 272SPQ (Jv U) pe (va) )

|2£J|%("+1*0¢)

since we only have control of the product P (J, o) P (J,w) in dimension n = 1, where
the two Poisson kernels P and P coincide, and the two-tailed Az condition is known

to hold.

Now we return to the term,

Toie = 5 5 % 5

FeF F'eF 1 i
&5 JEMacer () FTET 31 e Mgeu (F'): )7 =27 |0/ |

|e()—e ()| 220+9) || =

z r R
/ IPE A Pl 00
, 1 n «@ 1 n 6%
08O (7 4 e = (D) (11 +la=e()])



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

It will suffice to show that T ci0se satisfies the estimate,

Tecioe S 527 6a/A3 Y. Y |wFﬁmpW,_2sg\0F/}muxt

FeF JeMgeep (F)
JCI

Using B (J,J') = B (c(J), 4 |c(J) — c(J')]), we can write (suppressing some nota-

2
tion for clarity),

w 2 w 2
S R . 1= PR | Y5 TR
s,close = n+l—a n+l-—
57 o (11 e —e ) (0P 4 e e@n))
w 2 w 2 1
) JZJ: IPEs 2l o PR 2l e 3 (J, J)me
X/ ! n+17ado’ (I)
108G (1] + Jz = e (J)])
1 P (J,11np(s,010)
~ puw 2 pw |12 (J,J')
; H F)JZHL2(UJ) H R ‘L2(w) |C(J) _ C(J/)|"+1—0¢ |J|%
P (J, 11nB,yo
< ZHPF’ JrF ’LQ(M)Z J,)anrl a H F,J HL2 (w) ( |Jr;71l( ) )
and it remains to show that for each J’,
g () = Z HPUI;,JZH;(M) P (J,11np(s,010) < sE0\/AT
s,close = |C (J) _ . (J/)|n+1,a |J|% ~ a 2 -
We write
1 » 2 P (J,11np(7,01)0)
Ss,close (JI) ~ Z ok | J7 1 nt+l—a Z ) HPFV]ZHL2(UJ) |J|%
k2s(lte)—m ( | ) Ji le(J)—e(J7) |~k 7|
= ! Ss close (J/) ’

1 n+l—a
k>s(14e)—m (2k |J/ ")

where by |c (J) — ¢ (J')| ~ 2F |J’|% we mean 2" |J’|% <le(J) —e(J)] < 2k+1 |J'|%.
Here m is as in (B.12), and we are using the inequality,

(3.17) k+m>(1+¢)s.

Indeed, in the term T cjpse we have |c(J) —c(J')| > 2(1F9)s |J’|%, and combined

with |¢ (J) — ¢ (J)| < /n2F |J| ", we obtain (3I7).
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Now we apply Cauchy-Schwarz and argue as for (3:15)) to get

St (1) < S Pl
J: |e(J)—c(J7) |2k g0 | %
Pe (J,1 1’
) (J,J)0
x > HP?,JZH;(UJ) ( {05 (17 )
T |e(T)—c(J)|~2k ] 7| ™ 7]
2
1
g > 1L | (sEar?f2h,)”
Tt |e(J)—c(J7) |2k ||
e S| e ok 7|1
S EaVRE T I8\ IO, S /AT V21| |28
= Ean/AG /520 2Kme) |t e)
provided

B <c(J) , % le(J) — c(J’)|> =B(J,J) c 2ty

But this follows from |¢(J) — ¢ (J')| ~ 2F |J’|% and (3I7). Then we have

1 k

Ss,close (J/) = Z 1 )n+1—a Ss,close (JI)

k>(14€)s—m (2k |J/| "

1 +(n+l—a
\/gga\/A_% Z 2s2k(n—a) |J/|71L( +1-a)

1 n+l—a
k>(14€)s—m (2k |J/|")

S Vsa/AS D> 2R S s27506,\ /A3,

k>(14€)s—m

A

which is summable in s. This completes the proof of the estimate for the local part
of the second testing condition (B.3)).

It remains to prove the following estimate for the global part of the second testing

condition B.5):
[ e egre s s,
R\J

We decompose the integral on the left into two pieces:

[ opremro= [ pr@mlor [ Pt = A+ B
R\I R\3I 3I\I

Nl=
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We further decompose term A in annuli and use BI0) to obtain

A = / [P (t1+p
Z 3mH1\gm ] Rl

r 2

00 Pw P 2
S5 O I D DD DL i CHRR
m=173mTI\3™ I FEF JEMacep(F) (|J|+|‘T—C(J )l)
L JCI
r 2
< — w 2 1
S 5% BUTI D SRS DU 9Ny p——r
m=173" NS P F Je Myeep (F) (3m|]|n)
JCI

Now use (B.9]) and
w 2
[ran= PRl S G - e D)y < 1P,

FeF JeMdeep(F)
JCI

to obtain that

Paal 1111,

Z /m+11\3m1 |:/ [ :| (3m |I|
< gmi |gmir

{232771‘ ’w’ - ‘a’} |:/t2dM:| SAg/f2d/h
o’ 3m1r2(1-3%) 7 7

where of course A3 < Ag.
Finally, we estimate term B by using (3I0) to write

1
%)2(n+1—o¢) do (JJ)

2

IP% 5211720
B= : L | do (),
sI\I p;JeM%zp(m (14 = (N
JCI

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.

SBo and EX SF .
Proof. To prove this second proprosition, we fix a subpartition {I,}. -, of the in-
terval I into D-dyadic subcubes I, as in the definition of the energy constant. Let

F ={I.};2, U{I}, and note that F trivially satisfies the Carleson condition ().
Set

M (I,) U (Jep:ucuy,

J*eMdeep(l'r‘)

Uma)

<
=
I
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Given a sequence {a;} of nonnegative numbers (with all but finitely many

JEM(I)
vanishing), define

g1, = Z aJthj’ek, for 1 <r < ooand J* € Myeep (1) -
JeM(l,) k=1

Then {g1,}, 2, = {97} per (1 1s F-adapted and the functional energy inequality
@) with h = 15 gives

Z<M> S Y X4 ()a

1
r=1 |IT|n J*eMyeep (1) JCJT*

= > Y P ho) <ﬁ,gplﬁ>

FeF J* 6-/\/[deep(lw)

1/2
Sallhllrz(o) [Z|9F|%2(w)]

FeF

IN

[V

S Say/ Il Z jal®
TM(I)

Duality now yields

i(m) S OSSR SE, -

I
r=1 |IT|n J*eMyeep (I) JCJT*

O

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 R™ such that
J C J" C 2J" C I, and that p is a positive measure on R™ supported outside
I. Suppose that h'y® is a Haar function associated with J. Finally suppose that
T is a standard fractional singular integral on R™ as defined in Definition [ with
0 < a < n. Then we have the estimate

(3.19) (T ), | <

~

where
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For v a signed measure on R"™, and H a subset of the dyadic subgrid D (J), and
0 < a < n, we define the functional

2

0, (J,v) = (M> 3 }fcw (J")

1
|| JeH

Lemma 5 (Energy Lemma). Let J be a cube in D¥. Let W be an L* (w) function
supported in J and with w-integral zero. Let v be a signed measure supported in
R™\ 2J and denote the Haar support of ¥ ; by H = supp\I/JT]. Let T® be a standard
a-fractional Calderon-Zygmund operator with 0 < o < n. Then we have

1
(T (1), 0)| < OVl L) P (J7)2

We begin with the Intertwining Proposition in [SaShUr], where the functional
energy constant §, arises in proving an estimate for the ‘corona’ term fgcomm
there. This is essentially the only part of the proof that uses the functional energy
constant §,, as the other two uses are in analogous situations for the mixed form
B2 . and the far form with general stopping data.

mix

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 fé_’wmm begins. The change in the argument occurs when the cube J* in the

Monotonicity Lemma is chosen from the set Maeep (F') rather than from J* (F) as
in Chapter 9 of [SaShUi].

With the Haar functions {h"} ) p. ,op, as in [SaShUr] and [SaShUr2| we
write

g o= D DD ne
k=1

JeDw

{g. 15 Y oer, and [3° (D)= Y [g.05"),]7
acly,

=
s
il

Note that [|g]l;2(,) = l9ll12(.) and that g* (J,a) > 0 for all J € D* and a € T'y.
Given J € D¥ and F € F with nxJ C F, let J* € Mgeep (F) denote the mazimal
deeply embedded D¥-dyadic cube satisfying J C J* C F. Apply the pointwise
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estimate in the Monotonicity Lemma [ with this choice of J* to obtain

(319) /Ra fG(J) corona) (Aﬁg)
JeDw
< 2 > 2 RE(EL ) L) 57,
JeDw FeF: G(J)CF a€l'y
(F,G(J))€eFar(Fx@G)
= o 1 o * Tw
S Y@l X Bl Pt eree) X2
JeDvw FeF: G(J)CF
(F,G(J))eFar(FxQq)
- T ol
= Z Z <117, Z A?9> WP J7, Z (EZ,pf]) Layrro
KeF J*eMgeep (K) JeD¥: JCJ* FeF: KGF
7T]-‘G(J):K w
< Z Z <|J*| 1J*9K> P (J*, Mo f),

KEF J*EMaeep (K

where the collection of functions

gk= >, AY5, KEeF,

JeD¥
TrG(J)=K

is F-adapted as in Definition [@ [l above. Indeed, for J € D¥ and 7zG (J) = K we
have gi (J,a) =g (J, a) > 0, and the orthogonality property

(3.20) (9x,9x7), =0, K, K eF,

holds since if J € Cg, J' € Co and G # nxG’, then J # J'. Note also that we
have the property

<|J*| 1]QK>W— Z g,hww|z<|ﬁ wek>w20.

JeDY: JCJ* k=1
TrG(J)=K

Finally, property (3) of Definition [0 holds with overlap constant C' = 2. Indeed, if
J* C I C F with J* € J*(F), there are two possibilities: either (i) G (J*) C I
or (i) I & G (J*). In the first possibility we have F' = Fg(+) 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 o-Carleson, we can now apply the functional energy condition (31 to
the right side of (BI9) with the choice h = M, f. We have the maximal function
estimate,

Il 22y S Nl E2(o) »
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and so altogether we obtain that the right hand side of (319) satisfies

Z Z <%,1J*9K>MP°‘ (J* S Msf)

KeF J*€Maeep(K)

1/2
Sallhllz2(0) [Z ||9K||%2(w)]

KEF
S Balflze@lglza) S Sallfllzzo lgllzew),
by BI) and (B320).
Similar considerations apply to the analogous inequalities for the mixed form
B2 .. (f,g) and the general stopping data case.

IN

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
INTV4] and [LaSaUr2]. Define the good energy Egood (I,w) of a measure w on a

dyadic cube I by
X
-~ hw,a
<|I|’ ! >w

Definition 8. Given a cube Sy, define S (Sp) to be the mazimal subcubes I C Sp
such that if Maeep (I) is the partition of I into mazimal deeply embedded subcubes
J €1, then
(3.21) > 1y Egooa (J,w)* P (J,15,0)* > 10€2 1],

JEMaeep (1)

2 2

1
Egood (I, W)2 = W

good,w X

S

I

W Jeg(I)aely,

w L2?(w)

where €, is the best constant in the energy condition

> > JlwEacea i, w)* P (J,1,0) < €2 |11,
=1 JEMaeep (1:)

where {1;};2, is any subpartition of I - see Definition[J} Then define the o-energy
o0

stopping cubes of Sy to be the collection S = U Sy, where So = S (So) and 41 =
n=0

U S (S) forn>0.

S€ESn

From the energy condition in Definition l] we obtain the o-Carleson estimate
(3.22) > oSl <21, IeD.
Ses: sclI
We emphasize that this collection of stopping times depends only on Sy and the

weight pair (o, w), and not on any functions at hand. There is also a dual definition
of energy stopping times 7 that satisfies an w-Carleson estimate

(3.23) > or, <2, JeD
TET: TCJ
Finally, we record the reason for introducing energy stopping times. If

1
(3.24) Xo (Cs)? = sup o > JLE(w)’ P (] 150)?
recs 1, JEMaeep (1)
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is (the square of) the a-stopping energy of the weight pair (o,w) with respect to
the corona Cg, then we have the stopping energy bounds

(3.25) X, (Cs) < V108, Se€S,

where the energy constant &, is controlled by assumption. There are also dual
stopping energy bounds X (Cr) < v10&%.

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 T,cqr (f,¢g), which was then further decomposed into lower and upper
parts:

)SEEETED S EA G RGIOP

(A,B)eNear(AxB) (A,B)eNear(AxB)
BCA ACB

Tnear (f) g)

= Thear lower (f7 9) + Thear upper (fa g) ;
Tnear lower (f; g) = Z <T?ng fa Q%}X >w )

AeA
Q‘éix = Z A% where C§ = U Cg.
JeCa BeB: BCA

(A,B)ENear(AxB)

Here we have that Q“Ci =" BeB: BcA P¢  is the projection onto all of the
A

(A,B)€eNear(AxB)
coronas Cy for which B is ‘near and below’ A. By symmetry, it suffices to con-

sider the lower near form Ti,car tower (f,9). For this term we applied a further
decomposition and another application of functional energy.
From above, we have Tnear (fu g) = Tnear lower (f7 g) + Tnear upper (f7 g) where

Tnear lower (f; g) = Z <T00" (PgAf) ? %)Bg>w ’

(A,B)€eNear(AxB)
BCA

B

and the sum above is over pairs (A4, B) in A x B such that B - A, i.e.
B C A and there is no A; € A\ {A} with B C 4; C A.

Now for B+ A we further decompose

C0= Y Djg= D Djg+ D DY9=Pianceg+Péacad
JeCy Jecgnes, Jecg\cs

and then

Tnear lower (fu g)

> (T (PE, f)  PELa),

BFA
= Z <Tf (PE.f) 7ngﬂczg>w + Z <Tf (PE,f) 7ng\ng>w
BFA BFA

?e(fzi;llower (fv g) + TZZZZ lower (fa g) .



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

The form T2 (f,g) can be handled by the functional energy condition by

near lower
applying the Intertwining Proposition. The remaining form can be written

(3:26) Tt tower (£.9) = D (T2 (PE.F) Pésrcqs) = D Toim e (£.9).
BFA AeA

where the form

A, .
Tnejzia;gwer (f7 g)

S0 (T2 (PEL 1) Pesneso) = S0 (T2 (PELS) Peeg)
BFA BFA
‘é)ﬁ = Z ng nes s
BFA

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 I; for
I €Cq and J € Cg with J € I. Recall that I; is the unique child of I containing
J. The stopping energy bounds (B25) are in force as well in the form T2

near lower"

3.2.4. Cube size splitting and the stopping form of NTV. Now for A € A we split
the form B4 = T4™"  into the lower and upper forms Be (f,¢) and Bs (f, g)

near lower

introduced in [LaSaShUi],

B2 (f,9) = > (Ho AT f,059).,
(1,ne(cancs)xcy
Jel
Bg (fag) = Z <A?f7Hw A‘(}) g>o’
(1,0)e(cgnece)xcy
IeJ

Then following the arguments in [LaSaShUr|] we use the paraproduct trick of NTV
to reduce boundedness of B‘é (f,g) to boundedness of the associated stopping form

(327)  Bi,(fo)= > > (E7, A f) (T1avs,, 0%9),,

Icsupp fJ: JEI and I;¢A

where f is supported in the cube A with bounded averages, the Haar support supp f
of f is contained in the corona C%, and suppg C C%. It is to the form BQOP (f,9)
that the argument of M. Lacey in [Lac| in the next subsection is applied to prove
the inequality

(328) |B;4top (f’ g)‘ 5 Hf||L2(0') ||g||L2(w) ) A S 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 [SaShUt]. First we define soft energy constants £3°% and £5°f* that involve the

P%?Od/ deepw i troduced in the introduction which satisfies

2 o~
L2 >3 lwan x> X4,

a€ly jeL(k) JEL(K)

good/deep projection

d / deep,
HP%)O / ccpr’

where

L(K)={JeD:Jisgood and J € K}.
Provided 0 < a < n, we prove the ‘soft’ energy constants £5°f* and £3°%* defined
below are controlled by AS and the energy constants &, and £.. Recall that a
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collection {I,.},_; of cubes is a subpartition of a cube I if I, C I and I, N 1,» =0
for r #£7r'.

Definition 9. Define the soft energy constant

(g;oft)2 = sup |Il| i <Pa (Iruilla)> Z Xu (J)2

o or=1 |1 |™ JeL(l,)

where the supremum is taken over

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

There is a similar definition for the backward soft energy constant £5°f**. Recall
that the classical tailless AS condition,

A3 = sup QPG QL 1Ql, < oo,

satisfies A5 < A9.
Lemma 6. Let 0 < o < n. We have the energy condition inequality,

EM S E+ VAT

Proof. We have

oo @ o 2 R
ﬁz(f’ (Ir;il-l )) Z % ()7

JeL(l,)

<Pa (-, 1{\ITU)> Y R0

|| JeL(l,)

A
E‘H
M8

+ﬁi <w> Z )/(\'w (J)2

L] ™ JeL(ly)

A+ B,
where

2
o0 I N 0o
"L, Z<|I||‘|| AL ) CHEDER LS

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

R () (g

=1 KeM(I, || JCK

ﬁZ 2. (—PQ(K*’T’T”)) (Z Xw(Jf)s(sa)?.

r=1 KeM(I,)

A
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The estimate in the second line above requires
P (IT71[\ITU) < P (K*,].]\]TO')

I ~ I

1| (K|

, K e Mdeep (IT) .

However, if BC A C I, and if for y € I'\ A, we have |y —cr| > |L|% for L= A, B,

then we use
P (L,1p a0 1
Q :/ ——do (y),
A ( )

i 1
IZI™ ILI™ + |y — ci]

together with |y — cg| < 2|y — ca| to conclude that

P (A, 140 1
(—i\) ~ / n+1—ad0 (y)
A na (ly —cal)
1 PY(B,1\ g0
/ ——— o (y) = %
na (ly —csl) B
This applies with A = I,. and B = K* with K € M (I,.). O

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 space DX Dgq0q of pairs of dyadic cubes in R with second component
good. We say that P is an admissible collection of pairs for a dyadic cube A if

e Jisgoodand J €I C A for every (I,J) € P,
e if Iy C I and both (I1,J) € P and (I, J) € P, then (I,J) € P for every
I in the geodesic [[1, ) ={I € D:I; C I C I1}.

The basic example of an admissible collection of pairs is obtained from the pairs
of cubes summed in the stopping form Bftop (f,g) in (B:28));

(3.29) PA={(1,J): 1€Cqand J €C4 with J € Tand I, ¢ A},

For an admissible collection P let 1P and 9P be the cubes in the first and second
components of the pairs respectively, and set
mP={JemP: JCI}.

Note in particular that 71P could be much larger than the projection P’ of the
collection of pairs P = {J € moP : (I, J) € P} onto the second coordinate. The
soft energy constant £°f is given by

o0 o 2
(€Y = sup —  sup Z(M) S R

T 1
rep g r=uz, 1. 7 L] JeL(l)

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

2
(3.30) ES (P} = sup —<M> Z X“’(J)2

remp 1, 1) sertp
1 (P@ (I 1 ) 2 2
, LA\IO
sup I— f\ ’Pwépx’ R ,
rem® [, 1| L2 (w)
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where we recall that a projection Py on x satisfies

||PHx||§2(w) = Z Z Z y<u,h§>a>w‘2 ~ Z Z ]<u,h§,w>w|2

Q

X9 ().

JeH =1 acl'y, JeH (=1 JeH

The basic lemma here is this.

Lemma 7. If P4 is as in (329) and P C P4, then

ES(P) < X, (Cs) < V10EST |

Proof. If I € P and J € 74P, then J is good and J € I, i.e. J € £(I) and then
the lemma follows from (B.25). O

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

E5(P) S EM S a+ /AT,

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