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CHARACTERIZATION OF MULTILINEAR MULTIPLIERS IN TERMS
OF SOBOLEV SPACE REGULARITY

LOUKAS GRAFAKOS AND BAE JUN PARK

ABSTRACT. We provide necessary and sufficient conditions for multilinear multiplier op-
erators with symbols in L"-based product-type Sobolev spaces uniformly over all annuli
to be bounded from products of Hardy spaces to a Lebesgue space. We consider the case
1 < r <2 and we characterize boundedness in terms of inequalities relating the Lebesgue
indices (or Hardy indices), the dimension, and the regularity and integrability indices of
the Sobolev space. The case r > 2 cannot be handled by known techniques and remains
open. Our result not only extends but also establishes the sharpness of previous results
of Miyachi, Nguyen, Tomita, and the first author [13] [14] 15, 23], who only considered the
case r = 2.

1. INTRODUCTION

Given a bounded function o on R™, the linear Fourier multiplier operator T, acting on
a Schwartz function f is given by

T.f@) = [ o)

where f({) = Jgu f (z)e=2*€) dy is the Fourier transform of f. The classical Mikhlin
multiplier theorem [22] states that T, admits an LP-bounded extension for 1 < p < oo
whenever

~

(©)e*m e dg,

080 ()] Salel™ g0
for all multi-indices « with |a| < [n/2]+1. Hérmander [19] refined this result by introducing
the weaker condition

(1.1) sup Ha(2j')1zHL2(Rn) < 00
JEZ s

for s > n/2, where L2(R") denotes the standard fractional Sobolev space of order s on R”
and ¢ is a Schwartz function on R"™ whose Fourier transform is supported in the annulus
1/2 < [¢] < 2 and satisfies .,y ¥(€/27) = 1 for £ # 0. Calderén and Torchinsky [2] proved
that if (II)) holds for s > n/p — n/2, then T, is bounded on HP(R™) for 0 < p < 1. They
also showed that L? in (ILT]) can be replaced by L’ for the LP-boundedness, using a complex
interpolation method, and their assumptions were weakened by Grafakos, He, Honzik, and
Nguyen [10].

The multilinear counterparts of the Fourier multiplier theory have analogous formulations
but substantially more complicated proofs. Let m be a positive integer greater than 1; this
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index will serve as the degree of the multilinearity of a Fourier multiplier. For a bounded
function o on (R™)™ we define the corresponding m-linear multiplier operator T, by

T dn)@) = [ o (Hfj ) Tin 6 g

for Schwartz functions f; on R", where £:= (&1,...,&m) and d€ = d&1 - d&p,. As a mul-
tilinear extension of Mikhlin’s result, Coifman and Meyer [3] proved that if L is sufficiently
large and o satisfies

‘8?11 ...ag;na(gh_”’gm)‘ Sennam (61 + -+ [Em]) ™ (lax [+ +laml)

for multi-indices ag,...,q,, satisfying |oq| + -+ + || < L, then T, is bounded from
LPrx...xLPm to LP forall 1 < p1,...,pm <ocand 1 < p < ocowith 1/p1+---+1/py, = 1/p.
This result was extended to p < 1 by Kenig and Stein [21I] and Grafakos and Torres [I§].

Let U™ be the m-linear counterpart of ¥. That is, U™ is a Schwartz function on
(R™)™ having the properties:

Supp(U(m) € {Ec RY™:1/2< €| <2}, S W(E/2) =1, E#0.

JEL

AV
Let (I — <(1 + 429 P+ 4 | m \2))8/2 > for a nice function on (R™)™,

A)*/2
where FVY(€) := A( £) is the inverse Fourier transform of F. For s > 0 and 0 < r < 0o we
define the Sobolev space L’ ((R™)™) in terms of the finiteness of the norm:

(1.2) 1Pl qanymy = || (7 = K)*/2F|

Lr (Rn m )

Tomita [27] was the first to obtain an LP! X --- x LP™ to LP boundedness for T, in the
range 1 < p1,...,pm,p < oo, under a condition analogous to (II]) for the Sobolev space
L7((R™)™). Grafakos and Si [I7] extended this result to p < 1 using L"-based Sobolev
norms of o for 1 < r < 2:

Theorem A. ([I7]) Let 1 <r <2, 7 <p1,...,pm < 00,0 < p <oo,and 1/p1+---+1/py =
1/p. Suppose that

s >mn/r.
If o satisfies
(13) Sup HO- EEREEE 2Jm)\11(m)‘ Lg((Rn)m) < OO7

JEZ

then we have

HTO'(f17 e 7fm) HLP(R'”) S.; Sup HU(2j'17 e 72] )
JEZ

Lr (Rm)m H ”fl”Lpl(R"

for functions fi,..., fm € S(R™).

In the preceding theorem and in the rest of this paper, S(R™) denotes the space of all
Schwartz functions on R”.

The standard Sobolev space in ([L3]) in many recent multiplier results is replaced by a
product type Sobolev space where the different powers of the Laplacian fall on different
variables &; € R™. For sq,...,8,; > 0 and a function F' on (R™)™ let

(L= A2 (I = D) P F = (L4 4n°] 1 P)2 o (L d?| o P2 F)
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and for 0 <r < oo and §:= (s1,...,8n,), define
HFHL’SL((Rn)m) = H(I — Al)sl/2 (I = A

(R7)m)”

Here A; is the Laplacian acting in the ith variable and s; > 0. Note that for 1 < r < o
and s > 51+ - + Sy, we have

(1.4)

oy (R™)™) (R)m)”

,,,,,

When r = 2, this is an immediate consequence of the pointwise estimate
(L+ 476 )2 (L 4m |6 ?) /2 < L+ A7 (|G + -+ [6m]*)*?
for s > s1 4+ -+ + s;. In general, it follows from the fact that for s > sy + -+ + s,
(L4426 )2 - (1 + 4m2 |6 [2) /2
(L +Ar2(|6]* + - + [6m]?))*/2

is an L"((R™)™)-multiplier for 1 < r < oo due to the Marcinkiewicz multiplier theorem,
which proves the inequality below

N(fl,...,ém) =

1E Ny, @y = [(1r = A1) (I — Apy)™/?F| L (Rmym)
- HTN I A S/2F‘ Lr (Rn m)
S, H I_ A Rn)m) = HFHFS"((R")W)a

where T is the multiplier operator associated with A
For a function o on (R™)™, throughout this work we will use the notation:

ﬁg‘l’(m) [o] := sup HU(2j'1, e 72j‘m)\1’(m)|
JEL

Lg((R™)™)”

Research work has also focused on boundedness properties of T, under the assumption
E;’\I](M) [0] < oo for given §. Under this assumption with r = 2, Fujita and Tomita [7]
provided weighted estimates for T,,. Miyachi and Tomita [23] obtained boundedness for
bilinear multipliers (i.e., m = 2) in the full range of indices 0 < p,p1,p2 < 0o extending
a result of Calderén and Torchinsky [2] to the bilinear setting; here Lebesgue spaces in
the domain are replaced by Hardy spaces when p; < 1. Multilinear extensions were later
provided by Grafakos, Miyachi, and Tomita [13], Grafakos and Nguyen [I5], Grafakos,
Miyachi, Nguyen, and Tomita [I4], but all these results were proved only in the case r = 2.
We review most of these results in one formulation:

Theorem B. ([13] 14,15, 23]) Let 0 < p1,...,pm < 00,0 < p < oc,and 1/p1+---+1/py, =
1/p. Suppose that

(1.5) S1y-veySm >n/2, Z(sk/n—l/pk) > —1/2
keJ

2,0 (m )[ ]

for every nonempty subset J of {1,...,m}. If o satisfies £ < 00, then we have

(1.6) ITo (Frr o o) gy S 27 1 anznmz o)

for Schwartz functions fi,..., f, € S(R™).
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Here and in the sequel, HP(R™) denotes the classical real Hardy space of Fefferman and
Stein [5]. This space is defined for 0 < p < oo and coincides with LP(R™) for 1 < p < oo.

The optimality of (LH)) was also studied in [I5] 14, 23] and indeed, if (LG) holds, then
we must necessarily have

S1yeenySm > n/2, Z(Sk/n—l/pk) > —1/2

keJ

for every nonempty subset J of {1,...,m}. However, this does not guarantee the validity
of (L4) in the critical case

(1.7) min(s1,...,8n) =n/2 or Z(sk/n—l/pk):—lﬂ for some J C {1,...,m}
keJ

and recently, it was proved in Park [25] that (L6]) fails in the case (7)) as well.

Theorem C. ([25]) Let 0 < p1,...,pm <ocand 0 < p < oo with 1/py +---+1/p,, = 1/p.
If § = (s1,...,Sm) satisfies

min (s1,...,8m) <n/2 or Z (sg/n—1/pr) < —=1/2 for some J C{1,...,m},
keJ

. . (m)
then there exists a function o on (R™)™ such that ﬁé’qj [0] < o0, but (L8] does not hold.
Therefore (LH]) is a necessary and sufficient condition for (L8] to hold.

In this paper, we focus on the case 1 < r < 2 and we prove necessary and suffi-
cient conditions for bounded functions o on (R™)™ that satisfy the Hérmander condition
;’\I](M) [0] < oo to be bounded multilinear multipliers. The case r < 2 was also considered
in [I1] but the results obtained there were non optimal. The characterization we provide is
given in terms of explicit inequalities relating different relevant indices and provides gen-
eralizations for Theorems [Bl and [C] and an extension of Theorem [A]in view of (L4]). The

main result of this article is the following:

Theorem 1.1. Let 1 < r < 2, 51,...,85m, >0, 0 < p1,...,pm <00, 0 < p < o0, and
1/pr+ -4+ 1/pm = 1/p. Then the conditions

(1.8) Sly.vnySm >n)r and Z(Sk/n—l/pk) > —1/r
kedJ

. . . ,w(m)
hold for every nonempty subset J of {1,2,...,m} if and only if every T, with L7 [o] < o0

satisfies
pw(m) T
(1.9) ITo(fr o F) Loy S £27 (0] TTIfillaw oy
=1

for fi,..., fm € S(R™).

The implicit constant in (L9 depends only on the dimension n, the degree of multilin-
earity m, and the indices pj, s;, and r. Here v’ = r/(r — 1). We remark that, when r = 2,
Theorem [I.T] coincides with Theorem [Bl and [Cl Moreover, since

S1y..+,Sm > n/r implies Z(sk/n—l/pk) > —1/r" forall J when r <pi,...,Dm,
keJ



MULTILINEAR MULTIPLIER THEOREM 5

and
(m) . . -
£ o] < 31615 o271, ..,27) W™ Lr(@nymy 10T 8281+ s,
Theorem [[.T]also covers Theorem [Aland extends its range of indices to 0 < p1,...,pm < oco.

1.1. Necessary condition. In order to prove the direction (L9) = (L8] in Theorem [LT],
two different multipliers will be constructed based on an idea contained in [25]. However,
the methods in [25] essentially rely on Plancherel’s theorem to obtain the upper bound of

2V = sup H( (14 4r2] |2)sk/2) (J(Qj.l,‘.'jgj.m)@)v‘
J

L2 ((R™)™)

and this cannot be apphed in the case 1 < r < 2 anymore.

To overcome this difficulty, we benefit from a recent calculation of Grafakos and Park
[16] concerning a variant of the Bessel potentials that involves a logarithmic term. For any
0 < t,y < oo we define

1 1

1.10 = .
(1.10) P @) = G o2 0+ (1 5 42 ) 72
We first observe that for any ¢,y > 0

(1.11) Hit (@ =) = Hie) (@) Hit ) ()
and
(1.12) "y llp@mny < oo ifand only if ¢ >n/p or t=n/p,v>2/p.

Moreover, it was shown in [16] that
Huop ()] Srqm eV or e > 1
and when 0 <t < n,
[Hia) © St |70+ 2In fe )77 for ¢ < 1.
The estimates imply that

(1.13) H?—[ HLP(Rn) <oo ifandonlyif t>n—n/p or t=n-—n/p,v>2/p.

These properties provide us with tools that allow us to prove the following two proposi-
tions:

Proposition 1.2. Let1 <r < 00,0 < p1,...,pm < 00,0 <p < oo, and1/p1+--+1/ppy =
1/p. Suppose that
51 < 89,...,5n and s1 < njr.

. . (m)
Then there exists a function o on (R™)™ such that E’S;’\Il [0] < o0, but
||Tcr||HP1 XX Hpm —[p = OQ.
Proposition 1.3. Let1 <r < 00,0 < p1,...,pm < 00,0 <p < oo, and1/p1+--+1/ppy =
1/p. Let 1 <1 <m. Suppose that s1,...,8y >n/r and

l

(sk/n— 1/pk) < -1/r.
k=1

r\Il( )[ ]

Then there exists a function o on (R™)™ such that L < 00, but

HTUHHPI X--x Hpm — [ p = OQ.
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The necessity part of Theorem [[I] is a consequence of the preceding two propositions
along with a rearrangement argument.

1.2. Sufficiency condition. The sufficiency condition part in Theorem [[1] is a conse-
quence of the following four propositions combined with a rearrangement argument.

Proposition 1.4. Let 1 <r <2, r < pj,...,pm < 00, and 1/p = 1/p1 + -+ + 1/pm.
Suppose that

(1.14) S1yev.ySm > nJT

If o satisfies /J’S;’\I](M) [0] < oo, then (1.3) holds.

Proposition 1.5. Let 1 <r <2, 1 <1 <m,0<p1,....,p;0 <1, pr41,...,0m = 00, and
1/p=1/p1+---+1/p;. Suppose that

(1.15) Si41y---sSm > nJT, Z(Sk/n—l/pk) > —1/r
keJ

for every nonempty subset J C {1,...,1}. If o satisfies ﬁgqj(m) [0] < oo, then ([I.4) holds.

Proposition 1.6. Let 1 <r <2, 1<I<p<m,0<p1,...,;; <1, 7 <pp1,...,pp < 00,

Potls---Pm = 00, and 1/p = 1/p1 + --- + 1/p,. Suppose that (LI3) holds for every
. r,p(m)

nonempty subset J C {1,...,1}. If o satisfies LS~ [0] < oo, then (I3) holds.

Proposition 1.7. Let 1 <r <2 and 1 <1 <m. Suppose that £ is a subset of {1,...,m}
with |£] =1, and

l<pi<r for ie g
and
0<p; <1 or r<p; < for ie{l,..., m}\ L.
Suppose that (I.8) holds for every nonempty subset J of {1,...,m}. If the function o
satisfies ﬁgqj(m) [0] < oo, then (I9) holds.

The statements in the above propositions can be thought of as extensions of Theorems
[Aland Bl from r = 2 to 1 < r < 2. However, the ingredients of their proofs are significantly
more involved than in the case r = 2, in view of the lack of Plancherel’s identity. The
proofs we employ depend on the Littlewood-Paley theory for the Hardy space HP, but this
certainly does not work for H* = L* or BMO, and this is the reason the case p; = o0
was excluded in Theorem [Al It was addressed in the proof of Theorem [B] by applying
a modified version of the Carleson measure estimate related to BMO functions, which is
contained in [I3]. We provide a new method to deal with this issue, using a generalization of
Peetre’s maximal function, saying 931;2]. f, introduced by Park [24]. As we have an L>°(¢?)
characterization of BMO with this maximal function, stated in Lemma 2.2] we may still
utilize the Littlewood-Paley theory to obtain HP¢ bounds for all 0 < p; < cc.

The proof of Proposition [[.4] is based on that of Theorem [Al for which the pointwise
estimate in Lemma [2.4] below is essential. In Propositions and at least one index p;
satisfies 0 < p; < 1 and the HP? atomic decomposition is very useful. In this case we need
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to employ an approximation argument for ¢ as we don’t know that we can interchange
infinite sums of atoms and the action of the operator as in

oo oo
To(flv"')fm) = Z Z )‘l,kly'")\l,lecr(al,kp"'7al,kl7fl+17---7fm)

k1=1 km=1

for functions f; € HP(R™) with atomic representation f; = ZZle ik @i ks 1 <4 < 1. This
regularization of the multiplier was also used in [I5] but here it is stated in Lemma 2.7
Afterwards, we apply the method of Grafakos and Kalton [I2] and a pointwise estimate of
the form

(116) |T0 (al,k17 <oy ALk fl+17 cee 7fm) ($)‘ 5 52\11(77” [U]bl ($) e bl($)ﬂ+l(x) ce Fm(ﬂj‘)

where ||b;]|Lri(rny S 1and ||Fi|[zei ) S || fill Lri (me)- Since the above estimate separates the
left-hand side to m functions of x, we may now apply Holder’s inequality with exponents
1/p=1/p1+---4+1/ppm. The main idea in the proof of Proposition [[L7is a multilinear ex-
tension of the complex interpolation method of Calderén [I] and Calderén and Torchinsky
[2]. Specifically, we apply the interpolation to Propositions [[4] [[L5] and [[.6] to obtain (9]
in the entire range 0 < p1,...,pm < 00.

Remark. The direction (L) = (L) is valid even for 2 < r < oo, in view of Proposi-

tions[[2land [[3l Thus, under the assumption /J;Q"P(M) [0] < oo conditions (L.8)) are necessary
for the boundedness of T, for all r in the range 1 < r < co. However the sufficiency of
(CR) for the boundedness of T,, i.e., the direction (L) = (LJ) is missing in the case
r > 2. It seems that our techniques are not applicable in this case. We hope to address this
problem in the future but we welcome interested researchers to investigate this topic as well.

Organization. Section [2] contains some preliminary facts that are crucial in the proofs
of the preceding propositions. The proofs of Propositions [[.2] - [[.7] are given in Sections [3] -
B Some key lemmas that appear in the proofs of the propositions are contained in the last
section.

Notation. We denote by N and Z the sets of natural numbers and integers, respectively.
We use the symbol A < B to indicate that A < C'B for some constant C' > 0 independent
of the variable quantities A and B, and A ~ B if A < B and B < A hold simultaneously.
The set of all dyadic cubes in R" is denoted by D, and for each j € Z we designate D;
to be the subset of D consisting of dyadic cubes with side length 277. For each Q € D,
X@ denotes the characteristic function of ). We also use the notation f = (f1,--, fm),
T:= (v1,...,0p), and () := (1 4 472|z|?)"/2.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Let ¢ be a Schwartz function on R™ with (E(O) = 1. For 0 < p < oo the Hardy space
HP(R™) contains all tempered distributions f on R™ which satisfy

HfHHP(]R") = H sup |¢] * f|HLP(R") <00
JEZ

where ¢; := 27"¢(27-). According to [0, 28], different choices of Schwartz function ¢ with
#(0) = 1 provide equivalent Hardy space norms. In this paper we fix a Schwartz function
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1 on R™ whose Fourier transform is supported in the annulus 1/2 < [¢| < 2 and satisfies
Zjezw(f/W) =1 for £ # 0. Set ¥(-/27) = ;. Then we define a function ¢ € §(R™) by

SicoUi(6), €40

21 3(&) = {1 o

and let ¢; := 2"¢(27+) so that ng = ¢(-/27). Note that HP(R") = LP(R") for all 1 < p < cc.
A nice feature of the Hardy spaces HP for 0 < p < 1 is their atomic decomposition.
More precisely, when N is a positive integer greater or equal to [n/p — n] + 1, every f
in HP(R™), 0 < p < 1, can be written as Y ,-; Agax, where \; are coefficients satisfying
(X [AklP) e S I fllapwny and ag, are L>-atoms for HP; this means that there exist
cubes @, such that Supp(ag) C Qy, [|akl|Lee@n) < |Qr|~/?, and ka x%ay(z)dx = 0 for all
multi-indices o with || < N.

The Hardy space HP can be characterized in terms of Littlewood-Paley theory. For
0 < p < oo we have

(2.2) Py = [ (b= 1) |
JEZ

Lr(R™)

where ), is a Littlewood-Paley function defined as above. This property is also indepen-
dent of the choice of functions 1; because of the Calderén reproducing formula and the
Fefferman-Stein vector-valued maximal inequality [4] which states that

(2.3) H{Mtfj}jeZHLp(gq) S ||{fj}j€Z||LP(M) for ¢t <p,q < oo

where M f(z) := supg.,eq |Q fQ |f(y)|dy is the Hardy-Littlwood maximal functions and

M f(x) = (M(|f|t))1/t for 0 < t < co. Note that ([23)) also holds for 0 < p < o0, ¢ = >0
or for p = q = .

For j € Z, s > 0, and 0 < t < co we now define
‘ flxz—>)
1+27]-])°
which is a generalization of the Peetre’s maximal function 9, o5 f(x) := M, f(z). It is
easy to verify that if 0 <t < oo and s > n/t, then

(2.4) Emizjf(:n) S M f(z), uniformly in j € Z.

m?gj f(z) = 2in/t

LtR"Y

Moreover, for s >0, 0 <t <r < o0, and j € Z, we have
(2.5) Emggj Eml;gjf(x) S 0i f ().

S,

See [24] for more details.
Elementary considerations reveal that for s > 0 and () € D;

sup | f(y)| < inf M 55 f(y)
yeQ

yeQ
and then it follows from (23] that for 0 < ¢ < oo
(2.6) sup M. 0 f(y) < inf M, o Y 5 f(y) < inf Y 01 [ (y)-
ye@ ye@ T yeQ  ®

In addition, the following maximal inequality holds.
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Lemma 2.1 ([24]). Let 0 < p,q,t < oo and s > n/min(p,q,t). Suppose that the Fourier
transform of f; is supported in a ball of radius A2’ for some A > 0.

(1) For 0 <p < oo and 0 < g < oo or for p=q = oo, we have
89 23 i} jezll oeny S I 5Ysezll 1o ey
(2) Forp=o00,0< q< oo, and u € Z, we have
q 1/q
2 (1 [, manioe) " s s (1 [ S nioren)
where the constant in the inequality is independent of .
Using Lemma [2.I] we can prove the following result.

Lemma 2.2 ([24]). Let 0 <p <00, 0 <t <00, 0 <y <1, and s > n/min (p,2,t). Then
for any dyadic cubes Q € D, there exists a proper measurable subset Sg of Q, depending
on v,s,t, f, such that |Sg| > v|Q| and

1Fllxe = H{ (Jnf 9 (0 1)) s } |

]

where XP = HP for 0 < p < oo and X*° = BMO.

Lr(¢2)

We observe that if Sg is a measurable subset of Q € D with |Sg| > 7|Q| for some
0 <~ < 1, then we have

(27) XQ( ) ST MT(XSQ)(x)a
which is due to the fact that for z € @
1 |SolM7 1 /1 / yr
2.8 1< = — d <yVT M, x).
(2.8) AT 71/T(|Q| [ xso) y) " <o (x50)(®)

Based on the L®(¢2) characterization of BMO from Lemma 22l we have the following
lemma, which will be essential in obtaining L°° bounds in the proof of our main theorem.

Lemma 2.3. Let 0 < p,t < oo, N > 3, and
s1 > n/min (p, 1), s;i >n/min (2,t) 2 <i < N.

Let p;,9; € 8(R"™), j € Z, satisfy Supp(p;) C {€ € R™ : |¢| < C27} and Supp(¥; ;) C {§ €
R™ : D712/ < |¢| < D27} for some C,D > 1. Suppose that T and T? are the bilinear
operators and T® is the N-linear operator, defined by

T f1, fo) () = {Z (M o (05 % f1) (= ))2(9)122,23- (05 *fz)(x))z} 1/27
jez
T2(f1, fo) (@) := Y ML o (0 f1) (@) o5 (0 = fo) (),
JEL
T3(fr, o (@) o= M o5 (g5 % f1)( Hms o (05 % fi) (2)

JEL
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for fi,..., fnv € 8(R™) and x € R™. Then we have

(2.9) HTl(fbe)HLp(Rn) S W fallee ey 1 f2ll Barown)
(2.10) HTz(fbe)HLp(Rn) S fallae @l f2ll Baro ey
N
(2.11) HT3(f17"'7fN)HLp(Rn) S Allmen [T 1 fill Baro@n)-
=2

Proof. We will only be concerned with (2:9]) and (2.11]) as the proof of (ZI0)) is very similar
to that of (2I1]) with N = 3.

Since dyadic cubes with the same side length are pairwise disjoint, the left-hand side of
[239]) can be written as

H(Z Z 81 2 ( '*fl))z(fmiz,zj(ﬁj*f2))2XQ)1/2‘

JEZ QED;

Lp(R™)

and the estimate (2.0) implies that the preceding expression is dominated by a constant
multiple of

212 (XX <;ggzm{; y .*fl)(y))2<;2£9ﬁ§2,zj(z9j*fz)(y))sz)l/z‘

JEZ QED;

Lr(R")

According to Lemma 2.2] for each Q € D we can choose a proper measurable subset Sg of
@ such that |Sg| > 3|Q| and

(2.13) I £2llmaro ~ H{ (mff)ﬁsﬁj(%?*fz)( ))Xsa )

jezHLoo(ﬁ)'

Here, we may use v;, instead of 1/1]-, because of the Calderén reproducing formula and (25)).
Now, using ([2.7) with 7 < min (p,2) and the vector-valued maximal inequality (23] of
M with the index set {Q}gep, xq can be replaced by xs, in ([2I2) and then Holder’s
inequality yields that (212)) is less than a constant times

| Sup M, o (5 )| { QE; (8800005 2) )50 | e

J

Lp(R7)
The second term is definitely comparable to || f2||paro due to (ZI3]) and the first one can
be estimated by

[sup s % 4l gy = 1N

in view of Lemma 2Tl This proves ([Z.3).
Similarly, for each Q € D we choose proper measurable subsets Sé and S% of @ such

that |Sé|, |S%| > 3|Q| and

| frll Baro =~ H{ Z <;I€159ﬁ§k72j (19]- * fk) (?J))ng}
QeD

J

We note that ]Sé N S%\ > 1|Q| and thus (Z7) implies

| H . k=23
JEZIIL>(£2)

xo(z) Sr MT(X%OS%)(JJ), forall 0 <71 < o0.
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Choose 7 < min (1,p). Then we can prove that the left-hand side of ([2I1]) is smaller than
a constant times

N
H j%@; (;gg M, i (19 * fl)(y)> k];[Z (;25 M, o5 (95 % fk)(y))XS%XS%‘

3

Lr(R") H H{ ( inf Ems 2 (V5% fi) ))ng}

Ly (R")

< Hsupfms 2 (pi* fa ‘

jEZHLOO(EQ)

X H H{msk,zz (9 *fk)}jezupo(éoo)

N
Sl [T f6llBaco

k=2
as desired. Here, we used the fact that for 4 < k < N,

H{Dﬁsk 27 (ﬁj * fk) }jezuLoo(goo) 5 H{79j * fk}jEZHLoo(goo) ~ ”ka,{:‘go"o 5 ”kaFSOZ ~ ”kaBMO

where Fp 09 is the homogeneous Triebel-Lizorkin space, and Lemma 2] the embedding

E% s FZ)O(;OO, and the characterization BMO = F%? are applied. We refer to [24] for more
details. O

The following lemma is the main tool used to derive pointwise estimates like (LI]). In
fact, similar results can be found in [I3], 14}, 15 17, 23] with the maximal function M, but
here we replace M; by Dﬁ’;k ,; in order to apply the arguments in Lemmas and

Lemma 2.4. Let 1 <t <2 and s1,...,8yn > n/t. Suppose that o is a bounded function
with a compact support in (R™)™. Then we have

!Tof(xﬂ < HU(2J')HL’5§((Rn)M) H imihzjfk(:n), uniformly in j € 7.

Proof. Using the Holder inequality, we obtain

i@ =| [ @[]l wis]
( n)m k1
. noo , , e m
<ol [ (T@o)o @ as] 19, 0 h
(R 22y k=1
where we applied the simple inequality that
£ = Y5 oy S 27 ().
Then the Hausdorff Young inequality with 1 <t < 2 yields that
noo , R A .
[ / (TT@7w)lo¥ @) dﬂ < 2|0 (20| e ey
( n)m k1 s
and this completes the proof. O

The next lemma is a multi-parameter inequality of Kato-Ponce type.
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Lemma 2.5. Let 1 <t < oo and s1,..., sy > 0. Suppose that g is a function in LL((R™)™)
and Z € 8((R™)™). Then we have

(2.14) 1= 91l e gy S= 9l (Rnym)-
The above lemma is clear when sq,...,s,, are even integers as the derivatives of = are
bounded functions, using the embedding L’:(l) — Lﬂ(z) for 3@ = (s§2), . ,353)) <30 .=
S S
(sgl), ce 8%)), which means sl(f) < s]gl) for each 1 < k < m. To be specific,

=. _ U lme
1E - gll e (@nymy S (121].?;1%%12@/2“(1 Ayt (I = Ap) ~HLoo((Rn)m)>HgHLg((Rn)m)

for even integers 1, ..., Spy,. Now suppose, by induction, that (2.I4]) holds for all even inte-
gers si,...,s; and all nonnegative numbers $;41,...,8m,. Let r1,...,7r—1 be even integers
and 7, ..., 7, be nonnegative numbers. Choose an integer N; with 2N; < r; < 2(N; + 1).

Then we obtain

HE ) gHLtrl 7'77L)((Rn)m) SE HgHLle

,,,,,

by interpolating the two estimates (Z.14]) with
($1-ey8m) = ("1, s T1—1, 2N, Ta1y o )
and
(815-ceySm) = (1,1, 2(N + 1), 7051, - -+, 7)),

which follow from the induction hypothesis. By repeating this process (m — 1) times, we
obtain (2.I4]) for any sq,...,$, > 0. We refer to [9, Section 5] for a similar interpolation
technique.

We now discuss a regularization of multipliers.

. (m)
Lemma 2.6. Let 1 <r <2 and o satisfy £;’\P [0] < 00 for sy >n/r, 1 <k <m. Then
there exists a family of Schwartz functions {0 }o<c<1/2 such that o€ has a compact support
in (R™)™,

(2.15) sup £5%" [0 < 2" (o],
0<e<1/2

and

(2.16) i (|75 f = Toe f| oeny = 0

for Schwartz functions fi,..., fm on R™.

The above lemma can be verified with a very similar argument as described in [I5],
Theorem 3.1], by using Lemma and just replacing L§ by L%. Therefore, the proof will
not be pursued here. As shown in [I5], the L? convergence in (ZI6]) implies the existence
of a sequence of positive numbers {¢;};cn, converging to 0 as j — oo, such that

lim T, f(z) = T, f(z) a.e. x€R"

j—o0
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Then Fatou’s lemma and (2.15]) yield that

. . - ) e s
HTO'fHLp(Rn) < hgg.}f HTaej fHLp(RTL) S 0<S:ip/ ‘C“\I] ] 1:[ Hlesz(R")

m
w(m)
SLY (o] H | fill £7vi (-
=1

In view of this reduction, in the proof of the main theorem we may actually assume that o
is a Schwartz function such that ¢ has a compact support. Our estimates will depend only

n E;’\I](M) [c] and not on other quantities related to o.
With the regularization in Lemma 2.6, we may apply the following lemma in the case
that for at least one ¢ with 1 <7 < m we have p; < 1, so that the HPi-atomic decomposition
is applied.

Lemma 2.7 ([I4]). Let 1 <1 <m, 0<p1,...,;; <1, and 1 < py1,...,pm < 00. Let o
be a Schwartz function on (R™)™ whose Fourier transform has compact support (as o€ does
in Lemma [2.0). Suppose that f; € HPi(R™), 1 < i < I, have atomic representations f; =

D ko1 Aiki@ik;, where agy, are L-atoms for HP and (327°_, ik PP < fill e (Rn)-
Suppose f; € S(R™) for 1+ 1 <i<m. Then

(o] o0
= Z"'Z)\l,kl )\lkl (alklv"'val,kpfl-i-lv"'7fm)($)
k=1 k=1
for almost all x € R™.

In order to establish an inequality such as (IL16]), the vanishing moment condition of a; y,
will be exploited in the following way.

Lemma 2.8. Suppose that a € LF(R"™) is a bounded function with a compact support and
has vanishing moments in the sense that there is a M € NU {0} such that

(2.17) / a(@)ds =0, |a| < M.

Then for any K € §(R™) and ¢y € R™, we have
1
(218)  |K=xa(x)| S / / |y — co|MH1 Z |0°K (z — co — t(y — o)) ||a(y)|dydt.
0o Jre <
|o|=M+1
Proof. We recall Taylor’s formula saying that for any x,y € R™ and M € NU {0} we have
8af( ) M o
faty =Y Herorey ¥ / (1= 00" (a4 ty)dt) ™
laj<M jal=p+1
Then (2.1I7) yields that the left-hand side of (2.I8]) is dominated by a constant times
S L[ aor [ e i)l oo
la|= M+l

and this is clearly less than the right-hand side of ([2.I8]). O
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The argument in Lemma will help us estimate the L™ norm of the product of
(1)t -+ (x,)®™ and derivatives of (J(Zj-)\lf(m))v to obtain the quantity E;’\I](M) [o], as
the Hausdorff-Young inequality ||F"|| L (Rn)m) S I[F |l zr(nym) is applicable for 1 < r < 2.
The following lemma will play a significant role in this.

Lemma 2.9 ([I4,23]). Let 1 <p < g < oo, and s > 0 for 1 <k <m. Let o be a function
defined on (R™)™ and K = oV be the inverse Fourier transform of o. Suppose that o is
supported in a ball of a constant radius. Then for 1 <[ < m and any multi-index & in
(Z™)! there exists a constant C& such that

H o\t SlaaK( 17”’7’luyl+17"'7ym)HLq((Rn)l)
< O&H '1 "'<'l>SZK('17---7'l7yl+17"'7ym)HLp((Rn)l)
where 0% denotes & derivatives in the first | variables.

We end this section by reviewing the technique of Grafakos and Kalton [12], which will
be very useful in estimating the L? norm of the sum of functions having a compact support
for0 < p<1.

Lemma 2.10. [12] Lemma 2.1] Let 0 < p < 1 and {fg}ges be a family of nonnegative
integrable functions with Supp(fg) C Q for all Q € J, where J is a finite or countable
family of cubes in R™. Then we have

H%f@‘ Lo S H%; <@1‘/chz(y)dy)xcz‘

where the constant in the inequality depends only on p.

Lp(Rm)

3. PROOF OF PROPOSITION
Let 0 and 6 denote Schwartz functions on R having the properties

Supp C{{eR": <l <

_1 _ 1
2000/m 1000+/m }

Supp ) C {5 eR™: | < 1ool\/m}

and 0(¢) =1 for [¢] < 1000\F Then it is clear that

(3.1) (6(e ) = O(z) = 0(ex) forany 0 <e<1.

Let e; := (1,0,...,0) € Z". Choose 2/r < 6 < 2 and let N > 0 be a sufficiently large
number to be chosen later. Recall that our fixed Schwartz function ¢; satisfies Supp(¢;) C
{€ e R": [¢] <27F1} and ¢;(€) = 1 for |¢] < 27. Let ® be a Schwartz function on R™ whose
Fourier transform is equal to 1 on the ball {{ € R™ : |{| < 1} and is supported in a larger

ball. Let N be a sufficiently large positive integer and ® := N"®(N-).
We define
H b (@) = Hn g (2)On(2),  zER"
and - R R R
oM(€) =) (61— e)f(Er —e))0(&) - 0(Em), £ ®Y)™
where H, 5) is defined in (LI0).
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It follows from the support of 8 that o) is supported in {€ € (R™)™ : 5 < €| < 166}

which implies that o™ (2L€)W(m)(€) vanishes unless —1 < [ < 1. Moreover, in view of
Lemma 2.5 we have

r, oM (N l l
£ ™S max (o™ (2, 2|

Ly(Rm)™)
which can be estimated, via scaling, by a constant times

(3.2) ||

s S [0 B, o S 1P s e

where we used Lemma in the last inequality. We observe that
s1/22/(N) N —
(1= 2210 (€)= 10 () = B Moo (€)

and 7—[(7;8\1),5 € L"(R™), using (LI3)) with § > 2/r and s; = n/r. Since {®Py}nen is an
approximate identity, we have

which proves
, r 0 (m) : —
(33)  limsupLg" " 0] 5 dim @ Moo - < [ Hnmsro)ll rgeny < o0

On the other hand, for 0 < e < 1/100, let
fl(e)(x) — En/P10(€$)e27ri<m,el>, fj(e)(:E) — En/pj0(€$), 2<j<m.

Then it is clear, from the Littlewood-Paley theory for Hardy spaces and scaling arguments
that for each 1 < j7<m

(3.4) Hf}e)HHPJ‘(R") ~ Hf](E)Hij(Rn) = 10| s mny S 1, uniformly in e.
Moreover, we observe that

o0 (£, 50 @)] = 21+ (0(e) (@) |0e) ™
and this, together with scaling, yields that

2 )] = 2 )1

Lr(R™) LP(R")
Applying ([B4]) and Fatou’s lemma, we obtain that
H o) Hle XX HPm — [P~ hmlnf ‘ o) (fl e ’f7(7§)) Lr(R™)
m—1],. . . (V) ‘
(3.5) > H|0| llleli)l(l)lf/ne(x y) M, 5 (Y)dy Loy
Since
0(x — ey)’l—[&vg) ()| < ’Hgivg) (y) uniformly in € >0,z € R"
and

[y | ey < 1@ 1y S N7 < 00,

the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem yields

@3 = [[167" ] o eny /R Hipyy W)y = /R Hns) ()P ()dy.
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Taking lim inf y_.+, we finally obtain that

lim inf H

e (N)Hle XX HPm — P ZJ HH(ny‘S)HLl(R”) =

where we applied the monotone convergence theorem and the fact that H, s) & L' (R™) for

d < 2 because of (LI12).
This fact combined with ([B3]) completes the proof.

4. PROOF OF PROPOSITION [[L3]

We first consider the case 1 <1 < m. Let py := (m~%/2,0,...,0) € R". The condition

MN

(sk/n - 1/pk) < -1/

e
I

1
is equivalent to
(4.1) si+- s hn/r <n/putcnf/p=n/p— (n/pa -+ n/pm).
On the other hand, it follows from the condition s; > n/r, 1 < j < m, that
s+ -+ s +n/r >In/r+n/r,
which further implies, combined with (£.1]), that
2/r+2/r" <2/p—(2/pig1 + - +2/pm).
Now we choose 7,7j41,...,7m > 0 such that
Tie1 > 2/Dis1y -+ s Tm > 2/Pm
and
(4.2) 2/r<T<2/r+2/r <2/p— (314 +Tm) <2/p— 2/pix1+ -+ 2/Dm)-

Let p,p € S(R™) be radial functions having the properties that ¢ > 0, »(0) # 0,

Supp(p ) C{{eR": | < 200lm} Supp( p) C {£ e R [{] < 100m} and ‘P(f) =1 for

€] < m. In what follows, we denote H (s, 4...154n/ ) Dy H for notational convenience.

We define
KW () :=Hxp(x), zeR"

and

~] =

iék—@)

k=1

Oy, o= K0 (13 6 - ) Lo
k=1 j

=2
where M is defined on (R™)!. Then the multiplier & on (R”)™ is defined by
0-(517 e 76771) = M(l)(fh e 7€l)§5v(§l+1 - Nl) e g’b’\/(gm - ,Ltl)

To investigate the support of o we first look at the support of M), From the support of
Y, we have

1
‘fl+"'+§l—lﬂl‘§m7

and for each 2 < j </

1
(4.3) |6+ — 1§ < 00
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By adding up all of them, we obtain

(4.4) |61 — ] < L

200m
and the sum of ([@3]) and ([@4]) yields that for each 2 < j <1

4 &t + G- 1G] < 75

Let us call the above estimate £(j). Then for 2 < j <, it follows from

that

_ < -
‘6] 'ul‘ ~ 100m’
which proves, together with (£.4]), that

1
0) e -
(4.5) Supp(M") C {(517---7&) € R") 1&g =l < 155
Since  is also supported in {£eR": | < IOOm} it is clear that
nym . L 1
Supp(0) € {(€1,-+- &) € R 1 1§ 1| < foi
c{E=(@ e @ <l <

1§j§@.

1§j§m}

= 100

17

which shows that 0(215)\11(”1) (E) vanishes unless —1 <[ < 1. Furthermore, using Lemma

and the scaling argument in the derivation of ([8.2), we have

£"" o] sup [o(2 )|
—1<i<1

Lg((Rn)m)
and this is clearly less than a constant times

g @) IIHW\

[ar]
(81 50ees =41

We observe that
m)(azl, ey l)

- oy O ) [T G5 - (T -

Jj=2 = J=1

Using a change of variables with

Nl)ﬂ

so that

(4.6) =G+ +q+p, and & =0 =G+,

S llollzzgnym)

1, ) ST = A2 (1 =AM

! !
1 .
kz_:fk_,ul and 3-27; £ —&), 2<j<lI
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we see that

<ﬁ ()= i)

m) (x1,...,27) = le‘zm(Zév:l Thoofi1) /

(R™)! 7j=2
l
(H —2mi({x1—x;,(j) )dCl C
(4.7) = IKO(z) + - 4 z)p(x) — x9) - - (] — @)~ i@ +anm)

since the Jacobian of the system (4.6]) is {. Consequently,

(I = A2 (T = AP MO &y, ., &)
l

=1 (&Y (U SJ)K(l)(xl +-- 1+ xl)(p($1 — $2) (,0(331 o $l)

e—2m(x1+ +xl,u1>e27rz<:c1,§1) . e27ri<:cl,£l)d$1 . dl‘l

and we perform another change of variables with
y1:=x1+ -+, and yji=m —zj, 2<j<l,

which is equivalent to

l
1 1 .
1171:7];?#@, and —7; ye — i), 2<j <,

to obtain that the last expression is controlled by a constant times
l

/(W>l<%g§yk>“<n<%;yk—y]>> ([T 0)

7j=2 =

> e2ﬂi<yl,%(§1+"'+fz)—m> ( H e2ﬂi<yj,%(§1+"'+fl)—§j>>dyl - dy;.

Jj=2

In conclusion, using a change of variables, we have

w G| [ Zyk (] <%§yk—y]>)
x KO (yy) < )(ﬁem bs5) )dyr--dyz(

Jj=1

EN

2

L7 (&1 yeensbm)

<
||’:]~kﬁ

For sufficiently large M > 0, let

! s1 5;
(35hcimn) s (3 e (= w))

(yaysrtto TTG g (yy)M '
Then the right-hand side of (4.8]) can be written as

(4.9) HTN(M) ((Kg)%.ﬂl)v o (M) g0 ((‘D(M))v) ‘

MM)(y17' . 7yl) =

Lr((R™)")
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where
KO o) = ) kO, 00 () = () Me(y).
Now we need the following lemma whose proof will be provided in Section O
Lemma 4.1. Let M > s1+--- + s, +n+2. Then Ny is an L™ multiplier on (R™)!,
By choosing M > s1 + -+ + s; + n + 2 and using Lemma [ and 23] we obtain

(IIQD S H K(iﬁ— +sl))v ® (QD(M))V - ® (QD(M))V‘ LT ((R™))
< H _ )(81+ +Sl)/2(K(l)) | — H (I—A) (s1++s;)/2 (’chpv)|

L7 (R™) L7 (R")

< H([_ A)(SH- +s1)

2
/ H(sl-‘r +si+n/r! 7’)| LT (R™) HH (n/r',7) ‘L”"(R”)
and this is finite because of (LI3) with 7 > 2/r, which concludes that

(m)

ﬁrqj [o] < 0.
To achieve
(4.10) | T5 | o1 .. x FHpm —s 1 = 00,
let
filz) = = fi(z) := 2"@(2m) e wr)

Fi(@) = Mg, ) p(@)e™ M0 14 1< j <m.
Clearly, || fjl grj@ny $1for 1 < j <l and
151l 22e5 ey = Wil 2s my S N H s s @y ST T+H1 <5 <m

due to (LIZ) with 7; > 2/p;, where the pointwise estimate H(,/p. ) * ©(2) < Hinsp;,7;) (@)
is applied. On the other hand, using (£H]) and the facts that ¢ * @ = ¢ and

~

fi(§) =1 for |§ — | <

1< <
oo, d t=sist

we see that

o (&rve e &) FL(€1) - () = MO(Er, . &) i (En) -+ Fmn(Em),
which implies that

T, f()] = |(MD)" (2 Hfz+1 ) | f())|
= I|KD(iz)| \90(0)|H H |/, m) * 0 (@)]
J=l+1

where we applied 7)) and the fact that K is a radial function. Now, since

Hisy) *p(x) Z Hispy(x) forany s,y >0,
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which follows from the fact that ¢, H(, ) > 0 and (LIII), we obtain that

1T F @) ey 2 |10 TT Henfo

j=Il+1 Le(®™)

~ HH(31+,,,+sl+n/r/,T) ﬁ Hn/p;my)

j=Il+1 Le®")

= "H(Sl+”'+Sl+”/pl+1+"'+n/Pm+n/T’7T+Tl+1+'"+Tm)HLP(R")'

Since s1 + -+ + s+ n/pip1 + - +n/pm +n/r" <n/p due to [@I), the last expression is
greater than

HH(”/ID,T—I-TZ+1+'~+Tm) HLp(Rn) =00

because of (ILI2) with 7+ 711 + -+ + 7, < p/2, which follows from ([£2]). This completes
the proof of (£.10]).

When [ = m, exactly the same argument is applicable with 2/r < 7 < 2m/r+2/r" < 2/p,
o = M™ and fi(z) := 293(2x)e? (@) for 1 < j < m. Since the proof is just a
repetition, we omit the details.

5. PROOF OF PROPOSITION [I.4]
—_— —_— -

Let ©™ be a Schwartz function on (R™)™ such that 0 < ©(m) < 1, ©M)(¢) = 1 for
27212 < |€] < 22m!/2, and Supp(©(™) C {E e (RM)™ : 273m~1/2 < |€] < 23m1/2}.

Then using the Littlewood-Paley partition of unity {ij"\IJ(m)@j-)} the triangle in-

JjED’
. (m) (m) 3

equality, and Lemma 23] we first see that E;’e o] < £;’\p [0]. Thus it suffices to prove

the estimate

17 Fll oy S 25 T [T 17l s
i=1

. (m) . ..
as LPt = HPi for 1 < p; < co. We adopt the notation L%[o] := :’9 [o] for simplicity.
It follows from (LI4)) that there exists 1 < t < r such that

Slye-eySm > n/t >n/r.

Since (27 7)O(™) has a compact support in an annulus of a constant size, independent of
7, we have

(5.1) Lilo] < Lglo]

as 1 <t <r. See [9, Section 5] for more details.
Using the Littlewood-Paley partition of unity {1;};ez, we decompose o(§) as

(5.2) o) = > o)y (&) i (Em)

j17“'7jm€Z
(XY )T Y )t (XY )
JEZL j2,-,Jm<J1 J2€Z  j1<j2 IJmEL J1y- s Jm—1<Jm

J3yeedm<J2

(53) = 0W(€) + @)+ + 0 (E).
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We are only concerned with o) appealing to symmetry for the other cases. Thus, our goal
is to show that

HTa(l)fHLp(Rn) 5 g’ H HfZHLPz R™)-

We write

=3 > oE(E)R(E) - P (Em)

JEZ j2,. s Jm <]

=Y e @®OME2)&) S D) - Uy (Em),

JEL J2se-Jm<J

since ©(m)(£/27) =1 for 2171 < |¢;] < 271 and |¢] < 27! for 2 < i < m. Let

05 (&) == o ()00 (€/27).
Then we note that
(5.4) |05 (2

j’)HLg((Rn)m) < Lglo]

and

=0 @©ui(&) D (&) U (Em).

JEZ J250dm <]

We further decompose o) as

where
e L —~ —
SAGEDBLAGIIN > Pra(82) - Py (6m),
JEZ J25e s Jm <]
maxo<i<ym (Ji)>j—3—[logy m|
(5.5) thgh Zdj % ¢1) Z Vi (&2) -+ 5, (§m)-
JEL J25esdm <j—4—logy m|
We refer to T’ ) as the low frequency part and T ) as the high frequency part of T ()
Tlow hzgh
(due to the Fourier supports of the summands in T JNEH f and T e f )
Tlow hzgh

5.1. Low frequency part. To establish the estimate for the operator T L), we first ob-

low

serve that

(1) f( ) Z Z TUj((fl)j?(f2)j27"'7(fm)jm)($)

gy ) -
o JEZ 9250 Jm<J
maxo<i<m (Ji)>j—3—|logy m]

where (g); = ¢y *x g for ¢ € 8(R™) and | € Z. It suffices to treat only the sum over
J3y ey dm < jo and j — 3 — |logom| < jo < j, and we will actually prove that

(5.6) HZ > TO'j((fl)j?(f2)j2""7(fm)jm)‘

JEZL j—3—|logy m]<j2<j
J35eedm <J2

< Lifo Hufzum -

Lp(R"™)
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Let ¢ be the Schwartz function defined in [ZI) and ¢; := 2/"¢(27:) for j € Z. Let
(9)! := ¢y % g for g € S(R™). Then we can write

Z Taj ((fl)j? (f2)j27 (KRR (fm)]m)(x) = TUj ((fl)j? (f2)j27 (f3)j27 RN (fm)j2) (‘T)

J3seeIn<J2

Since the sum over jo in the left-hand side of (5.0 is a finite sum over jo near j, we may
consider only the case jo = 7 and thus our claim is

6T || T (05 Gl (s )|

JEZ.

< anznw )

Lp (Rn

Using Lemma 24 (5.4)), and (5.1)), we obtain the pointwise estimate

(5.8)

10, ()52 ()32 sV () (@)] S 5o (Hfms“m )(Himw (@)).

Since $1, 892 > n/t = n/min (p1,2,t) = n/min (p2, 2,t), it follows from Lemma [22] that for
any dyadic cube Q € D there exists measurable proper subsets Sé and Sé of ) such that

1551,183] > 71Q| and

oo e~ (s 00}, o1
J
Note that \Sé N Sé] > 1|Q| and thus, for any 7 > 0

using the argument in (Z.8]). Clearly, the constant in the inequality is independent of Q.
Now we choose 7 < min (1, p), and apply (£8)), (E10), and [23]), as in the proof of Lemma
2.3 to obtain

H ZToj ((fl)j, (fQ)j, (f3)j7 o (fm)])‘

JEZ Lr@)
2
sl 3 (T w )(Hm 7V )xa g
JEZ QED; i=1
2
< ol 3 (T102) (T19%2) Metesprsg)] o o
JEZ QED; =1 =3
2
< ol 3 (T10%) (T19% 0wy
JEZ QeD; i=1 i=3

where QQ; g = infycq M 2(9);(y) and QQ; g :=infycq zms 5 (9)? (y) for all Q € D;.
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Using Holder’s inequality and the fact that QSQZ? ;< imgzt(fl)J(:E) for all z € Q € Dy,
the LP norm in the last displayed expression is bounded by a constant times

2
(131 H{Q;)Q?izifi X85 ol )(H {905 (57} sl ey )

m
S fallxeen @yl f2ll xcez ey [T 1 ill s ey
i=3
where the inequality follows from Lemmas 1] 2.2 and the definition of Hardy space HP:.
Since HP" = LP* C XPi when 1 < p; < oo, we finally obtain (5.7]).

5.2. High frequency part. The proof for the high frequency part relies on the fact that
if g is supported on {£ € R" : C~127 < [¢] < C27} for some C > 1, then

Jj+h

(5.11) H{T/)j * < Zhgl) }jeZ‘

l=j—

Lr(e9) Shie H{gj }jEZHLP(zq)a 0<p<oo

for h € N. The proof of (5I1]) is elementary and standard, so it is omitted here. Just use
the estimate |¢; * gi(z)| So M, 01q1(z) for 0 <o < p,gand j —h <1 < j+ h, and apply
Lemma 211

We note that

Tglz) .f ZTUJ fl J)(f2) ) 7(fm)]7m)($)
an JEZ

where ¢; is defined as in the previous subsection and (f;)7?™ := Pj—4—|log,m| * fi for 2 <
i < m. Observe that the Fourier transform of Ty, ((fl)j, (fo)dm ..., (fm)jvm) is supported
in {&eR™: 2073 <|¢] <2773} and thus (EI0) yields that

(5.12) 17,00 Flloey S IHTo, (G35 G2 )™)Y s oy
Moreover, it follows from Lemma 24 (5.4]), and (5.10), that

m

T, ((F1)55 (F2)7™ s (i)™ ()] S LI o5 (f1)j () [ [OL, 0s (£ ().

=2
For Q € D let Sé be a measurable proper subset of () such that |S&2| > 2|Q| and (E9)
holds for i = 1 as before, and by an analogous argument we obtain

HTUSZ_)Q}L}:HLP(R" ~ H{ 51,20 (f1 JH&RS@,W fi ]m}jez‘ Lo (e2)
<l 35 (g5 00 0) (st )
S Lglo H{ <;ggfmil,%(fl)(y)>XS}9}j€Z‘ LPl(ZZ)gH%IZ)‘% * fil Loi (R

S Lglolll fillxe @) HHszHm wny S L5lo] [T 1Filles n)-
i=1
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6. PROOF OF PROPOSITION

We consider only the case [ < m as a similar and simpler procedure is applicable to

the case l =m. Let 1 <l <m,0<py,....p; <1, py1 =+ =pp =00, and 1/p =
1/p1 + -+ 1/p;. For simplicity we assume that || fi11|lpemn)y = -+ = [[fmllpeo@n) = 1.
Then the aim is to show that
l
rs @ (m)
(6.1) T Fll oy S £57 0] LT 15l e ey
i=1

Let f; € HPi(R™) for 1 <14 <. Using atomic representations, we write

[o¢]
fi=> Aigaig, 1<i<l,
ki=1

where a; ;. are L°-atoms for HP¢ satisfyin
ki ymg

(6.2) Supp(aik,) C Qiges ikl poo@ny < 1Quw |7, / z%a; p,; (v)dr =0

Qi k;

for |a| < N; with N; large enough, and

(63) (32 o)™ S 1l vy

ki=1

By the regularization in Lemma [2.6] we can assume that o is a Schwartz function whose
Fourier transform has a compact support in (R™)”. Then Lemma 2.7 yields that

(6.4) T,f(z) = Z Z My - N Do (@ - augys fist, - fm) (@)

k=1 k=1
for a.e. x € R™.
For a cube @ we denote by Q* its concentric dilate by a factor 10/n. Now we can split
T, f into two parts and estimate

T, f(2)] < Gi(z) + Ga(a),

where
o o0
Gri=Y > Pl gl Tolare s augg, fren, - Fm)|X@5, 0001,
ki=1 k=1
o o0
G2 = Z ‘o Z ‘)\1:]@1’ ‘o ‘)\l,leTO'(al,kla ey QK fl+17 . ’fm)‘X(QT,klm"'mQT,kl)c'
ki=1 k=1

The first part G can be dealt with via Lemma 210l Suppose that Q7 , N---NQ;, # 0,
as if this intersection is empty we are done. From these cubes, choose a cube that has the
minimum side length, and denote it by Ry, . x,. Then

Qlgy N N QLk, C Ry oy C QT N N Q1
where Q7% = (Q] )" denotes a dilation of @iy, - We shall prove
(6.5)

l
1 - gm s
|To—(a1’k1,...,al7kl,fl+1,...,fm)(y)|dygﬁéqj( )[U]H‘Qz,kz‘ 1/171.
i=1

,,,,, 1
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To verify this, we may assume, without loss of generality, Ry, = Qikl. Using the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the left-hand side of (G.5]) is majored by
1
Q7,12

o (@t s fies - ’fm)‘ L2(R")

and this is less than a constant multiple of

l
,w(m) r,p(m ) -1
5; MW”QI k1”L2(R” H @ik, HLOO R7) S £~ H\sz \ v
=2 =1

in view of Proposition [l This proves (G.Hl).
We now apply Lemma 210] the estimate (6.5), and the Holder inequality to obtain

1G1 )l ey guz Z(Hrw)ml ,,,,, o

kiml k=1 i=1 'vkl|

X/ |To(al,k17"'7al,kl7fl+17---7fm ‘ y‘
Ry, ok

S E’Si’@(m) [J]H i i <ﬁ |)\i,ki||Qz’,ki|_l/piXQf;i)‘

k=1 k=1 =1

< H”ZIMHQM iy

=1 k;=1

Lpr (Rn

LP(R")

LPi (R" )

and this clearly implies that

l
r (m)
(6.6) Gl rny S L2 (0] H | fill i ey
as
/Di
HZMH@M i < (ZIA wlP) S Wil
ki=1 ki=1

To obtain the estimate for G5, we need the following lemma whose proof will be given
in Section [@

Lemma 6.1. Let 1 <l <m and 0 < p1,...,pp < 1. Let a;, 1 < i <1, be atoms supported
i the cube Q; such that

(67) Hai”Loo(Rn) < ‘Qi’_l/pi, /Q xaai(az)daz =0

for all |a| < N; with N; sufficiently large. Let || fii1llpoo@ny = -+ = [[fmllLoo@ny = 1.
Suppose that (I.18) holds for all J C {1,...,1} and o satisfies E;’\I](M) [0] < co. Then for
any nonempty subset Jy of {1,...,l}, there exist nonnegative functions bl‘]‘),...,b{O such
that

Hb%]OHLm(Rn) S1 0 for 1<i<i,
and
Ty(ar, . an, frons o f)(@)] S L2V (01000 () - 0 ()
for all € (Mig, Q) \ (Uies, @F)-
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Let Jy be a nonempty subset of {1,...,l}. Then Lemma ensures the existence of
nonnegative functions b{okl, e ,b{%l such that

. p(m)
|T0'(a1,k17”’7al,kl7fl+17"'7fm)(x)‘ gﬁquj [ ]b{Okl( ) bij(l)i‘l( )

for all @ € (Mg @ir,) \ (Uics, Qi) and Hb e ey S 1.

Now set
bik, = Z b;]%
0£JoC{1,2,...,l}

Since it is a finite sum, we first note that ||b;,[/zrir) S 1. In addition, we have the
pointwise estimate

()
|To (@1 ys - Oy figs - -,fm)(113)\X(Q;klm..ncz;kl)c(fﬂ) S LY [obrgy (@) - by (),

which yields that

Go(z) <£r\11(m) ﬁ(il&klbm )
k=1

=1

Then we apply Hoélder’s inequality to deduce that

68)  [Gall ey < 5o HHZ| N b

=1 k;=1

g(m )
SLy H||fz||sz R")
i=1

LPi (R™)

because

HZWH i s

Combining (6.0 and (6.8]), we finally obtain (6.1I) as desired. This completes the proof.

1/pi 1/
. (meznbmm w) (ZIA wP) S Wil

ki=1

7. PROOF OF PROPOSITION
Let 1<r <2, 1<l<p<m,and
(7.1) TI:={1,...,0}, II:={l+1,....p}, HI:=4{p+1,...,m}, A:=TUITUIIL

Assume that 0 < p; <1fori eI, r <p; <ooforiell and 1/p; +---+1/p, =1/p. Let
| fill Loo(mny = 1 for i € II1. As in (5.2)), we write

o€)= Y oE)dnl&) i Em).

jl,...,ijZ
If max (j1,...,Jm) = Jjk, then there are two cases
(Casel) Ji — 3 — [logym] < max (j;) < j,
JiFJk
(Case2) max (j;) < jix — 4 — [loggm].

JiFJk
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For (Casell), we utilize the argument in Section [l That is, we need to prove that for
1<Kk <koa<m

H Z |T0'j ((fl)j7 R (fm—l)ja (fm)jv (f/i1+1)jv T
JEL
(7.2) ) (fnz—l)ja (fnz)ja (fﬁz-i-l)j? LR (fm)]) H
S cylo] TT Ifillzws s

1€IUIl

Lp(R")

where (g); :=1; * g and (g)? := ¢; * g as before.
We remark that (Case2l) is a high frequency part for which T () (f1,..., fm) is written
high
as the sum, over j, € Z, of terms whose Fourier transform is supported in an annulus of
size 27 where o) is defined as in (53] and Ug”;h is similar to (&.0). Thus, the square
function characterization of HP will be applied to deal with this case as in (B12]). We will
actually prove that for each 1 <k <m

- m ' m Ly (2) /2
H(%\T@«m% o G P s G P )L
(7.3 Seilo] IT Ifillmeny
1€IUII

where (Q)Lm = ¢j—4— |logy m| * 9-

7.1. Proof of ([7.2]) for 1 < k1 < Ky < m. Let Tf[)\; =1+ +1j41 so that %*T/Jj =1;
and for each 1 < k1 < k9 < m we define

G = (90 0 0Y® $0 B¢ O ¢8-0)
— ——

(k1—1) times (k2—k1—1) times (m—rk2) times
Y= (90 0900 $0 0 BY® ¢80 8d)" 0
— —
(k1—1) times (k2—k1—1) times (m—k2) times

Then both 0?11’“2 and 0’;11’“2 can be expressed in the form

2(-/27)) - o
for some Z € §((R™)™) whose support is in a ball of a constant radius in (R™)™. We observe
that, thanks to Lemma 2.5 for any 1 < ¢ < oo

(7.4 2+ 05 s oy 1@ gy S L5
and

Ty f
(7.5)  =To (f1), - (Frmt) s (Fu)ss (Frat1)s o (Fram1) (P )iy (Frg) s -, (fim))
(7.6) :nglz’“2(f1,---afm—ly(fm)jafm-i-l,---afnz—ly(fnz)jvfn2+1,---’fm)-
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Furthermore, if 1 < k1 <41 < kg < m, To_"_”"llv"2f can be also written as
Js

(7.7) ngllvﬂzszozlzvﬁz (fisoeos Foimts (Frr)jo fragts - s
7fl7 (fl+l)j+17fl+27 cee 7fl£2—17 (fl@z)j)flig-i-l) cee 7fm)

since ¢j41 * ¢; = ¢;. Similarly, for [ +1 < k1 < ko < m, we have
(78) To—;ll"/"Q J_(: = To—;lz’“2 (f17 cee 7fl7 (fl+1)j+17 fl+27 ey

7fl£1—17 (flﬂ)j)flil-l—l)' e 7fl£2—17 (fl@z)j)flig-l—l)' e 7fm)
Now we write, as in (6.4,

(79) T Kl K2f Z Z >\l N SR 7)‘l,leU;11’K2 (al,kly"' 7al,k‘pfl+17"' 7fm) ($)

k1=1 k=1

where a; i, are L™-atoms for HP* satisfying ([6.2)) and (63). Then we apply the following
lemma that will be proved in Section [l

Lemma 7.1. Let 1 <r <2,1 <1< p<m, and let I, II, III, and A be defined as in (7.1)).
Suppose that 0 < p; <1 foriel, r<p; <oo foriell, and1/p=1/p1+---+1/p,. Let
a;, i €1, be atoms supported in the cube Q; such that (6.7) holds for all || < N; with N;
sufficiently large. Suppose that (IIB) holds for all J C 1. Let f; € LP{(R™) for i € 11 and
|]f,~|]Loo(Rn) =1 for i € IlI. Then there exist nonnegative functions b;, i € 1, and F;, i € 11,
on R™ such that

(7.10) Z‘Tg;?,ll'w(alw--7alyfl+17-~7fm) | S Lo <Hb )(HFi(l’)),

jez iell
10l Les mr) S 1, 1 E5ll e ey S 1 fill Loe re)-

Lemma [ZT] proves the existence of functions b;y, for i € I, k; € Z, and F; for i € 1I,
having the properties that

(A1) [Ty (s s fistso o fon) @)] S £5 <ku )(HF(a;))

i€l 1€ll

(7.12) 106,k | Lri mry S 15 | Fill i gry S 1 fill Los -
By using (C5) and ([Z9)), the left-hand side of (2]) is less than

o0 o0
H Z Z ’)‘l,kl‘ ’Al,kl‘z ‘Tgfll'ﬂz (al,k17"' 7al,kl7fl+17"'7fm)”
JEZ '

k=1 k=1

Lr(R")

Then (ZI1]) and Hoélder’s inequality yield that the preceding expression is dominated by a

(H(\me . )(HHFHLW).

i€l k=1
It is obvious that || F;|| zei@ny S || fill Lri(mn), and we also have

S 1/pi o \1/pi
H];:lpuklwzlm LPi(RP) <Z | Ni ke P]1bi g, |Lpl(Rn ) < <]§::1 |)\i7ki|pz> < W fillzws o

having used (TI2]). This proves ([T.2]).
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7.2. Proof of (7.3) for 1 < x < m. Let 1/1/\; =11+ j + 1,41 as above, and for each
1 < k < m we define

AN
0-?,1 = ( ¢j—4—|_log2 m] @ qu —|logy m| ®¢] ® qu —|logy m] Q- ® ¢j—4—|_log2 mJ) *0j.

(k—1) times (m—k) times

A
0fo = ( Pj—4—logym| @+ @ Pj_4—|log, m| ®1/1] ® Pj—a—|logym| @+ @ Pj_4—|log, mJ) "0y

(k—1) times (m—k) times
Then the argument in (7.4]) yields that for any 1 < t < oo
(713) Ho-’i,l(z]) g((Rn)m)? “0;2(2])“L§((Rn)m) S E%[O-]

Moreover, we note that
Tff}ilf = TUj ((fl)%m? R (fn—l)j7m7 (fﬁ)j? (f/i+1)j7m7 ce (fm)j7m)
(7.14) =Tor, (f1ye o famts (f)js Frtts oo fim)

and if [ + 1 < kK < m, it can be also written as

(7.15) TJ;‘JJ_L::TU’“-””Q(fla"'7fl7(fl+1)j+1’m7fl+2a~'7f/i—1a(fn)j7fn+ly---afm)

Since ¢j_3_|log, m| * Pj—a—[logym| = Pj—a—[log,m|- Therefore, (T3)) is reduced to

(7.16) (S 1z, #0) )| < c3lo] TT Ufilmiceny
JEZ

1€IUII

LP(R™)

Now we write, as in ([6.4]),

(7.17) Toglf(x) = Z ce Z )\17k1, ceey )\17le0;1 (aLkl, ey QR fl+1, ... ,fm) (l‘)

k=1 k=1

where a; j, are L>-atoms for HP satisfying (6.2) and (63]). Then we need the following
lemma whose proof will be given in Section [

Lemma 7.2. Let 1 <r <2, 1<I0I<p<m,andlet], II, III, and A be defined as in (7).
Suppose that 0 < p; <1 foriel, r<p; <oo foriell, and 1/p=1/p1+---+1/p,. Let
a;, 1 €1, be atoms supported in the cube Q; such that (6.7) holds for all |o| < N; with N;
sufficiently large. Suppose that (LIB) holds for all J C 1. Let f; € LPi(R™) fori € 11 and
|]f,~|]Loo(Rn) =1 for i € III. Then there exist nonnegative functions b;, i € 1, and F;, i € 11,
on R™ such that
o\ 1/2 1
(718) (Z‘Tof,l(ala"'7alufl+17’”7fm)(x)| ) S_, § (Hb >(HE(x)>7
JEZ iell
10i| Los mry S 1, 1 E5ll Lo ey S N fill Los (-

According to the above lemma, we can choose nonnegative functions b; 3, ¢ € I, and Fj,
1 € 11, such that
(7.19)

JEZ i€l 1€ll
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(7.20) 10, | Loi (mny S 1, | Fill i rry S 1 fill Loi mny-

Using (ZI7), a triangle inequality in ¢, (ZI19)), and the Holder inequality, the left-hand
side of (Z.IG) is less than

H DD Ml,kl\"'Ml,kz\(Z‘Taﬁ (a1,k1,...,al,kl,fm,...,fm)|2>1/2‘

k1=1 k=1 JEZL

S ﬁg[a]H i f: RSWAERE p‘l,k;’(Hbi,ki) (HE)
iell

k=1 k=1 i€l

coiol(TL | 32 P, o ) (T Vo)
el k=1 i€ll

This is clearly majored by the right-hand side of (Z.16]) and in view of (.20]) and the proof
is concluded.

LP(R")

Lp(RM)

IN

8. PROOF OF PrROPOSITION [L.7]
The proof will be based on the following interpolation method for multilinear multipliers.

Lemma 8.1. Let 1 <7 <2,0<pY ...,p) <oo,0<pi,....pL <oo, 1/p° =1/p+---+
1/p%,, and 1/pt = 1/pt +---+1/pl,. Let sY,...,s0 >0 and si,... sl > 0. Suppose that

1 m rem

(8.1) <o o], 1=0,1.

Tl z
H HP1x - x HPm— et ™~ 7 (sh,...,8L,

Then for any 0 < 0 <1,0<p,p1,...,0m < 00, and S1,...,Sy, > 0 satisfying
1/p=(1-0)/p"+6/p', 1/pr=(1- 9)/1)2 + 9/10,1g for 1 <k<m,
.9;.32(1—(9)524—0511C for 1<k <m,
we have

(8.2) r ()

HTUHle XX HPm —LP ~ (31,...,sm)[0]'

Proof. Since the proof is more or less standard, we only provide a sketch of it.

Let W0m) = 2-mnp( = /2) 4 wim) 1 2mng(m) (27 go that U0 « UM = §m), We
construct a family of multilinear Fourier multipliers ¢* as
(1 + e)mn—i-l

mn—+1
(1+2) =

O'Z(g) = (I - AI)—(Sg(l—z)ﬁ-s}z)/? - Am)—(sﬁ)n(l—z)-i-s}nz)/Q

—

(1= 802 (1 = B /2(o(27 ) W0 ) (€20 W) (€/27).

Note that ¢ = ¢ and it follows from the interpolation theorem for analytic families of
operators that

o (m) 4\ 10 wm) N
Tl coxtimmosao < (sup 2357 1) (sup £33 7 [0 ])

by applying (81]). We refer to [I1 2, 5 20} 26] for more details.
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We now observe that for each [ = 0,1, due to compact support conditions and Lemma

25

ﬁz q/<m>l )[O,l+it] — sup Hamt(zj_)@‘
17 5Sm jGZ

L (@)
-

<1
~ (L)t

(1= A2 (T = Ao (o(2)B0))

SupH (I—Ay)~ it(s9—51)/2 . (I = Ap)” it(sh, —sk))/2

Lr((Rm)™)
r (m)
~ (;?7"'787”) [O-]

where we applied the Marcinkiewicz multiplier theorem in the last inequality. This proves
B2). O

We now state the following delicate interpolation result whose proof is based on that of
[14, Lemma 3.7].

Lemma 8.2. Let 1 <r <2, meN and 0 <pi,...,pm < o0o. For p:= (p1,...,pm) let
In(p) = {§: Z (sk/n—1/pr) > =1/r"  forany J C{1,... ,m}}

keJ
and for each 1 < u < m define
AL(B) :={8:sy >n/pu—n/r', s;=n/p; forall i#u}.

Then T, (D) is the convex hull of A% (P) for 1 <u < m.
Proof. Let H,,(p) be the convex hull of A% (p) for 1 < u < m and then we need to show
that H,,(p) = T (D).

We first note that I',(p) is convex as it is the intersection of 2™ — 1 convex sets. Since
I (P) contains A% (p) for all 1 < u < m, it is clear that H,,(B) C I',(D).

We now verify I'y,(p) C H,,(p). For this one we restrict the size of s;, 1 < i < m. Let
M be a sufficiently large number such that M > mn(1/p; +--- + 1/py,) and let

T (p) =Tp(B)N{8:s5;, <M 1<i<m},
A“M()—A“_'ﬂ{s si <M 1<i<m},
Hn]\f(p)::Hm ﬂ{s.siSMlgzgm},
and we actually prove that
(8.3) M) c HM(B) forall 0 < py,...,pm < 00,

from which we obtain the desired result by taking M — oco. We use an induction argument
beginning with the case m = 2.
When m = 2, it is trivial because T'}(p) is the convex hull of the five points (M, M),

(n/pl - ’I’L/’f'/, M)v (n/pl - n/r’, ’I’L/pg), (’I’L/pl, ’I’L/pg - ’I’L/’f'/), and (M7 n/p2 - n/r’).
Now we fix m > 2 and assume that (83]) holds with m replaced by m — 1. We denote

oM (p) :={8e M (B):n/p—n/r' <sy<n/p forall 1<1<m},
F%M(p :z{sEF%(ﬁ):n/plgslSM}, 1<l<m.
It is easy to see that TM(p) = U2, T r'%M () and thus it is enough to show that
(8.4) .M(p) C Hy (P),
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(8.5) rbMgy c HM(p)  forall 1<1<m.
We note that T'; ( p) is the intersection of the two sets
{§ in/pr—n/r' <s <n/p, forall 1<[< m}

and
{§:s14 - +sm>=n/p1+-+n/pn—n/r'},

which would be a standard m-simplex with the m + 1 vertices

(n/pl,...,n/pm), (’I’L/p1—n/T‘/,TL/pQ,...,TL/pm), AR (n/pl,...,n/pm_l,n/pm—n/r’).

Since the vertices of the simplex are contained in the convex set H (), (84) holds.
To achieve (Bl we consider only the case [ = m as the other cases will follow from a
rearrangement. We additionally define

oY (p) = {5 €MD) sm=n/pm}, Ty (B) = {8 €TM(P): s, =M}
and then (&X) with [ = m follows once we prove
m,M ;- m,M
(8:6) Loy (), T3 (B) C Hy! (P)

as HM(p) is a convex set. Therefore, let us prove ([88)). For simplicity, we denote p*"" :=

(p1,- -y Pm—1) and 8™ := (s1,...,8m—1) so that p = (""", py,) and § = (8", s,,). We

observe that
in\/l {s Eal= F (B, s = n/pm}
By using the induction hypothe51s on m — 1, we obtain
{s s ¢ HM 1(B™), s = n/pm}
where the right—hand 51de is the convex hull of the sets
{8:8™M e Ay _1(B™), sm=n/pm} CAL(B), 1<u<m-—1.

From the definition of H} (p), it follows that F%’l (p) € HM(p). Similarly, we have

I () C {5: 8™ € HM ((B™), sm =M} C HM (p)
because M > n/py, is sufficiently large. This proves (B.6]). O

Now we prove Proposition [[7] by induction.
Assume [ = 1 and treat only the case

1<p1<T7 O<p27”’7ppgl7 Tgpp-l—la"wpméoo'
In this case, condition (L8]) is equivalent to
51,8p+1s--+,5m >n/r, and Z(Sk/n—l/pk) > —1/r
keJ

for all nonempty subsets J C {1,...,p}. Then LemmaB2l yields that § satisfying the above
conditions belongs to one of the following sets

Sy :={8:s,>n/p,—n/r, s;>n/p; for i #u, 1<i<p}
N{S:s1,8041,.--,8m >n/r}, 1
Sop:={s=0151+---+0,5,:00+---+0,=1,0<6,<1, 5€6;, 1 <i<p}
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It suffices to show that for 1 < u < p, § € 6, implies (LI) because the case when § € &

can be proved by using Lemma at most p — 1 times. If § € &4, then the assumptions
in Lemma B1] hold with

(p(l]v cee ,p%,) = (171)2,' . 7pm)v (8(1]7 .- "Sgn) = (81" . ,Sm)

and
(pi . 7p71n) - (T7p27’ . 7pm)7 (897’ . 789,7,) - (317’ . 73771)7

due to Proposition [[4], [[5] and [[LG, and now (9] follows from Lemma Note that
s1>n/r=n—n/r.
If se &, for 2 <u < p, then we choose 0 < # < 1 such that

s1>n/p1=(1—0)n+0n/r.
We also select t° > n and t! > n/r satisfying s1 = (1 — 0)tY + 6t'. Then we interpolate
between the two cases

(p(1]77p1(f)n,) = (17p27”’ 7pm)7 (8(1]7”’ 789)1) = (t07827’” 73m)

and
(pi .- 7p;ln) = (T,p%- .- 7pm)7 (8%7 e '787177,) = (t17827 . '7Sm)

using Lemma Here, the assumptions in Lemma with the above two cases follow
from Proposition [[4] [[5] and This finally yields (L9]).

We now consider the cases [ > 2 and suppose, by induction, that the claimed assertion
holds for |£| =1 — 1. Without loss of generality, we may assume that 1 < pq,...,p; <,
0<pig1s--50p <1, and 7 < pyi1,...,pm < 00, and accordingly, we have

S1y.wvy Sl 8p1s---58m > nfr, and Z (Sk/n - 1/bpk) > —1/r
kedJ

for any nonempty subset J C {1,...,p}. Similarly as in the case | = 1, we need to handle
only the case that for 1 <u <p

S1y.eeyS1ySptls- -y Sm > T, Sy >n/py —n/r’, s >n/p; for i#u, 1<i<p.
Since [ > 2, we may choose 1 < v <[ such that v # u. Clearly,

(8.7) v > n/py (>n/r)

since 1 < p, < r, and s, > max (n/pu —n/r, n/r) Let 0 < # < 1 be the number satisfying
1/py, = (1 — 0) + 0/r and then there exist t° > n and t! > n/r so that s, = (1 — 0)t° + 6!
because of ([87]). We apply the induction hypothesis to obtain the boundedness with

(p(1)7 7p9n) = (pla"' 7pv—1717pv+17~' 7pm)7 (3(1)7"' 73971) = (817”’ 78v—17t0731)+17"'78m)

and another one with
(p%v cee 7p}n) = (ply- <oy Po—15Ty Doty - - 7pm)7 (8(1)7 s 789n) = (817' .. 7Sv—17t178v+17 . '78m)-

Since these are the assumptions in Lemma [B1] (I.9) holds as a result of the lemma. This
completes the proof of Proposition [I.7]
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9. PROOFS OF THE KEY LEMMAS

9.1. Proof of Lemma [4.7] Let 1 <! < m. The sufficiently large number M > 0 shall be
chosen later. We utilize an argument of the Marcinkiewicz multiplier theorem. Indeed, we

will actually show that for any multi-indices ayy,..., aq) in Z" with |a;)| < n/2 +1 for
1< <,
(9.1) |3(1x(1) e (9;1(1)/\/(1\4) (y1,. .. ,yl)‘ 50&(1),---70«1) ‘yly—\a(l)\ ... ’yl’—\a(z)l'

We first observe that

l
9:2) |07 -0 O N (s )| z 3
=1,

e =)

) a /1 1
()

)

<1ZW 5 i MD

Jj=2

(u

- “fl) <z> 11
(L ot (3o )
7j=2 k=1

o1
‘3 (1) >—(81+---+Sl)

Using the argument in [§, p450], we obtain that

1 l
ol ol /1 51 1 s1=(lagyy [+-+lagy )
‘81(1)”'@ (”<72yk> §<72yk> 1 ’
k=1

k=1
o o’ ! S ! si—(la? et |
‘816) 51 zl)<%z(yk_yj)> J ,S <%Z(yk _yj)> 5= (1)|+ +| (l)‘)’
k=1 k=1

a Z(IL)1< > (s14+-+s1) S <y1>—(81+---+sl+\a(1) )

l+1 I+1
—(M+]a
‘a D )™M < ()" MO D,

~

We choose a positive number N such that M > N +n+2> s+ .-+ s +n+ 2. Since

(F Sherm) Thea (3 Shot 6 =)™ _
(yp)srtts Hj:2 (y;) o

we finally obtain that the right-hand side of ([0.2)) is dominated by a constant times the
product of

l

I _<%Z > (lexgyy 1+ +|°‘u)‘)7 .

k=1 7

::N

l . .
1 (o |4+l )
<_ Yk — y] > 9
12
k=1

{y) "MV oG,

[|
N

l+1‘

I3 := (y1) )

=
i
SN

2

.
||

If [y1| > 2l|y;| for all 2 < j <[, then

l .
Al i
I < () o and I < I | {(y1) ‘0(1)"
i
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which implies that
L x Iy x Iy x I < (yp)~lewl H ~(M=N) < =l mlew]

for M— N >n+2>n/2+1.
Now assume that |y;| < 2lmax (|yz|,...,|y;|) and actually, only the case |y;| < 2I|ys| will
be considered. In that case, we see that

l
I x Iy x I3 x Iy < Iy S () 71l () =M=V =lea) H (y;)~ M=)
7=3
< |l gyl

fOI‘M—NEM—N—‘Oé(l)‘ >n+2—\a(1)\ > ‘Oé(j)’ for2§j§l.
This proves (@.1).

9.2. Proof of Lemma Without loss of generality, we assume that Jy = {1,... v} for
some 1 <v <[, and ||fi|pecmny =1 for all [ +1 <i <m. Fix

€ <i:d1@) \ (g@:).

(When v =, just fix z € R™ \ (U§:1 Q7).) Now we write
Ta(a17 o 7al7fl+17 cee 7fm)(x) - Zgj(a:)
JEZ

where

9.3)  gj(x) ::/( o 2K (2 (2 — 1), 20 (@ — ym)) (Hal (v4) >( ﬁ fi(yi)>dy

i=l4+1

with K := (0(27')\I/(m))v. Let ¢; be the center of the cube Q; (1 <i <1). For 1 <i <w,
since z ¢ QF, we have |z —¢;| = |[x —y;| for all y; € Q;. Fix 1 <k <wvand for 1 <u <
w < m denote

K]('U7W)(x7g) = Kj (yh s 7yu—172j(x - yu), s 72j($ - yw)vyw—l-lv s ,ym)

for convenience of notation. We see that

(TT - e)*)igs (@)
=1
l v

27 (T ol [ (TI @ =) ) [ () | g

=1 Q1 xv.valX(Rn)m—l i1



36 LOUKAS GRAFAKOS AND BAE JUN PARK

and the integral in the preceding expression is less than

(T12 G - v)*)

1=1

K™ (a,5)|dg

/le---xQUx(R”)m”

v

:2_jN(m_v)/ 2 (g — )
QlX---XQUX(Rn)mv<H< (‘T y)> >

i=1

< 2_j"(m_v)<ﬁ|Qi|> /(Rn)mv [/y o |Qk|™H (27 (z — i)™

=1

v
: k.k .
[ (T ) 155 e 5)
i=1
ik
Using Lemma [2.9] the integral in the last expression is majored by a constant multiple of

27y (21j1 ‘QZD /yker |Qrl™H (2 (& — yw))™
[

(TTw)" (. 9)|
i=1
and this is further estimated by

i£k
2—jn<m—v>(f[|@i|) [ et e w

YEQk

([0

zyék
by applying Hoélder’s inequality, as s; > n/r for v +1 < i < m. We finally obtain

(9.4) (ﬁ@j(x—ci)yi)‘gj(g;)y < 2jv"(ﬁ‘Qi’1—l/pi)< IT v >h(k0 (@)

i=1 i=1 i=v+1
where b;(z) := ]Q\_l/p’ +(z) forv+1<i<land

(kvo) . A\ Si (kvk) e
0= - o)
z;ék
The functions b;, v + 1 < 7 < [, obviously satisfy the estimate ||b;[|zr;rn) S 1, and the
Minkowski inequality with 1 < r’ < co gives
r’ 1/r
. da;) dyg,

(k,0) L Gl r's
15 e < Qk</" A A B P

(11|

i=1

1v — —
J(» (2, )|dy

dyk] dyyi1 -+ - dym.
L°°(yl7~~~,yk717yk+1,---7yv)

, dYp+1 - dYm | dyr
L™ (Y15 Yk 15Ykt15e-5Y0)

dyp,
LT.I (yl7"'7yk717yk+17“'7ym)

dyk.
LT, (yl 7"'7yk717yk+17"'7ym)

—in/r pr,u(m)
<27 LY ]

(9.5) < g=in/r , <
L (R7)™)

where we made use of a change of variables and applied the Hausdorff-Young inequality in
the preceding inequalities.
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On the other hand, using the vanishing moment condition of a; and Lemma[2Z.8] we write

l
mn —c Ni+1 ai (v
jgs() S 2m S // @)™ (T o)

|a|=Np+1

](2](3j - y1)7 s 72j(x - yk—l) 2 xck yk72j($ - yk+1)7 s 72j(x - ym)) ‘d’!_jdt
where z! =2 —cp —t(yp — cx) and OFKj(z1, ..., 2m) = 05 Kj(21,...,2m). Notice that

Ck Yk

|zt | = |z — cx| for @ & QF, yx € Qk, and 0 < t < 1. Repeating the preceding argument
that is used to establish ([0.4]), we also obtain

l

00 ([1@6- ) )g@is2m (Lot ) ( TT 4w @),

i=1 i=1 i=v+1
where b;(z) := |Qi|—1/me; (x) as before, and

Y (@) = (21Q)™ Y (2l )%
! \Qk\
o= N +1 Qx
Si )9 (- . ot . .
X H(E(» >8k K]( Tyevey k=1, 2jxck,yk, kdlye- - m)‘ Lr’((Rn)m—l)dykdt'
itk
Now Minkowski’s inequality and Lemma 2.9 yield that
k1 _in o Net1 pr g(m)
(9.7) RS o gy S 277 (200(Qu)) VT LEY o).

which is the counterpart of (9.5]) for hg-k’l).
Combining ([@4]) and ([©.6]), we obtain

(9.8) lg(a >|<2ﬂm(H|@|1 Ur2i (@ — ey ) ( 1 o (2)) min (A" @), bV (@)

i=v+1

for all z € (ﬂl o1 @)\ (UL, Q7) and all 1 <k < w.
Now we will construct nonnegative functions wu; ; for 1 <7 < v such that

5@ 5 25"} ([ west)) 11 bi()
i=1

i=v+1

for all 2 € (N @)\ (Ulzy @7) and

09 (Sl
JET Lri(®?)
Then the lemma follows by taking
(9.10) b= wy; 1<i<w.
JEL

For this, we choose \;, 1 <17 < v, such that

0< N <1/r', si/m>1/pi—1/7" + N\, Z)‘i =(v—1)/r".
i=1
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This is possible since the second condition in (LT3, with J C {1,... v}, yields
v
Zmin (0,s/n—1/p;) > —1/1',
i=1
which further implies

Zmin (1/r si/n—1/pi +1/r") > (v —1)/r".

i=1
We set
(9.11) a; =1/p;—1/r + X and B;:=1—7r'\.
Then we have o; >0, 8; > 0, and > .7, §; = 1. Letting

e ™) N =By A /ps i e . i, i, Bi
wi (@) = (L3 [0]) QTP (@ = ) e (o) min (A (@), 1 ()

for 1 <i < w, it is easy to see, from ([O.8]), that

(9.12) 5@ 5 £ o) ([Ls@) ( I b))
=1

1=v+1
for all @ € (Mi_,41Q;) \ (U1 Q))-
It remains to verify (@.9). Since 1/p; = a; + (;/r’, Holder’s inequality yields

r,p(m) —Piajn — i
< (L5 o)) Qi

HuiijLPi(R") =

(2(- - i) "X Qe

%T’(Rn)’ [ %r’(w))'

LY/ i (Rn)
X min (th‘,o)

We observe that
H <2j( - Ci)>_SiX(Qr)c Ll/ai(Rn) ~ 2_jn0li min (1, (2jl(Qi))_(8i_ain))
since s;/a; > n. In addition, it follows from (@.5) and (@71 that
min (th’,O) Bi pi ) < gminbi/r! (»ngj(m) [O_])Bi min (1, (2jl(Qi))Bi(Ni+1))'

L (Rm)? ! (R™)
In conclusion, we have

(i1)
h;

(9.13) Hu H (2jl(Qi))—(”/pi—”)-i-ﬁi(Ni—i-l)7 it 201(Q) <1
. LIl LPi(Rm) ~ (2jl(Qi))—(n/pi—n)—(si_ain)7 it 2100 > 1.
We choose N; sufficiently large so that —(n/p; —n)+ 5;(N; + 1) > 0, and then (@3] follows

immediately.
The proof of Lemma is done.

9.3. Proof of Lemma [Tl It follows from (II5]) that there exists 1 <t < r such that

(9.14) S1y-vnySm >n/t >n)r, Z(sk/n—l/pk) > =1/t > —1/r
keJ

for every nonempty subset J C {1,...,l}. Then (5.1 holds.

For each Jy C I, let
Ey=( N @)\ (Ue)

iel\Jo ieJo
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where Ey = ;o Q; for Jo = 0, and Ey = (U, Q;)° for Jo = L. Then we see that the
left-hand side of (7Z.I0]) can be decomposed as

Z (Z ‘Tafﬁlwz (al, e, ap, fl+1, e ,fm)(x)DXEJO (LZ')
JoCl  jez »

Since it is a finite sum over Jy, it suffices to show that for each Jy C I, there exist functions
b;]‘), 1<i<I, and FZ-JO, I +1 <i < p having the properties that for x € Ey,

(915) D |Tympea (@t fisso o ) (0)] S Lo (HbJo )(HFiJo(x)),

JEZL 1€l 1€ll

(9.16) 167\ s gy S 1, for i €1,

~

(9.17) IF | o mny S 1fill os ey, for i € TL

We first consider the case Jy = () and divide the proof into six cases based on the location
of k1 and ky. Let z € Ey,.

Casel : k1, ko € 1. By applying (7.6]), Lemma 24 (74), (51), and (24]), we have
|Tg;12’“2 (ala"'7alvfl+l7"'7fm)(x)|

< L5olMu(an )i (@ Miar); @) [T M) (T Mefi).

i€l\{x1,K2} iell

since My fi(z) < || fil| oo (rny = 1 for i € III. Now we take the sum over j € Z to both sides
and apply the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. Then (Q.I5]) follows from taking

@) = (30 (Muas@)?) g i€ frasna)
JEZ
b;-]‘)(x) = Myai(z)xq: (), i €I\ {kK1, Ko},
Eo(x) := Myfi(x),  iell
Moreover, using Holder’s inequality, (2.3) with ¢ < 2, and (2.2)), we obtain
15701 s ey < IQZ‘IV’”‘”QH{Mt(am}jez!\mz) SIQiMP 2 |ai po(rny S 1, i € {1, R2},

||b%]0”LPi(Rn) < |Q;‘k|1/pi_1/2HMtai < |Qy| /P2

| L2@ny S laillz2@ny S 1, @ €T\ {K1, K2},
IE s gy S Il fill poi ey, 6 €0,
which completes the proof of (O.16]) and ([O.I7).
Case2 : k1, kg € II. Similarly, (O.15]) holds with
b/ () = Miai(z)xq: (2), iel,
1/2 ‘
Fo(z) = (Z (Mt(fi)j(x))2> i€ {m, Rl
JEL
F(2) := M, fi(z), i €I\ {K1,Ra}.
Obviously, (O.16]) and ([@.I7) are clear as (2.2) is applied when i € {k1,K2}.
Case3 : K1,k € III. In this case, we cannot use the classical Littlewood-Paley theory

as L°° norm is not characterized by L norm of a square function. Instead, we can benefit
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from Lemma 23] using 9 ,;, not M;. By applying (Z8), Lemma 24, (Z4), G.I), and

([24)), we obtain
‘TU;11»~2 (a17...,algfl+1,...,fm S_, g, (HMtaz ) -~ 2](fl+1)y+1($)
1€l
(O TT M@)o (e ) @M i (Fra) (@)

iell\{I+1}
Now we take
b‘.JO (x) = ./\/ltai(a;)XQ: (LZ'), 1 €1,
Foy(x) = M, (fz+1)j+1(g;)9n§ﬁl 2 () (@M o5 (fn) (),
JEZ

F(z) = Myfi(z),  iel\{l+1}.
Then (@.I5), (@I6), and [@I7) are immediate for ¢ # [ + 1, and the case i = [ + 1 follows
from Lemma 231

Cased : k1 €1, kg € II. Using the arguments in Casel and Case2, we are done with
the choices

1/2
b0 (2) = (D (Milaw)i(@)°) " xaz, (@),
JEZ
b (@) = Myas(x)xq; (x), i €T\ {m},
1/2
FB(@) = (3 (Milf)s@)*)
JEZ
FP(z) = Myfi(z), i €Il\ {ka}.
Caseb : k1 €1, kg € III. Tt follows from (7.7)), Lemma 24 (74]), (5I), and ([2Z4) that
(©I3) holds with
1/2

b (2) = (D (Milaw)i(@)°) " xaz, (@),

JEZ
b (x) = Myai(z)xq: (x), i €I\ {m},
Fy ) = (30 00 (PP @) 200 () @))
JEZ
FP(x) .= Myfi(x),  ieTl\{l+1},

and it is clear that (O.I5]), (@.I6]), and ([@QI7) hold. Especially, (@.17) for ¢ =1+ 1 is due to
Lemma

Caseb : «1 € 11, ko € III. The similar arguments can be applied with
b (x) == Myai(z)xq: (v), i€l
Eo(x) =Y 0 o (fu)j (@)W o (fra)j (@),

JEZ.

FP(z) = Myfi(x), i €T\ {r}.
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Note that Lemma implies

1EZ2 lzoms @y S [ ll s oyl e 010 S Ml s s (eny-

Next we consider the case Jy # (). In this case the proof is based on the idea in the proof
of Lemma For notational convenience, let

(918) g] = Tg;"ll’“? (alu"'aalafl+17”’7fm)'

Here, the notation G; does not contain two parameters x; and sy as the arguments below
are universal for any 1 < k1 < kg < m. We note that G; plays a similar role as g; in ([@.3).

We shall prove that there exist nonnegative functions u , 1 € Jp, such that for z € Ej,
and j € Z,

919 @] s L5l ( T ws@) ( T 1™ xe; @) (TT Melf) @)
i€Jo 7,61\]0 iell

and

(9.20) /% | o ey S mmin ((27€(Q0))™, (276(Q1)) ™)

for some ~;,d; > 0, which are the counterparts of ([O12]) and (O.I3]), respectively.
If we have such functions u;%, then ([@I5) holds with the functions

2]7
(9.21) blo = Zu;](; for i€ Jy, blo = ‘Qi’—l/me? for 7 €1\ Jy,
jez
(9.22) Fo = My(f) for eIl

The estimate (@.16]) for i € I\ Jy is obvious and when i € Jy it follows from (@20). In
addition, (@I7) holds via the LPi-boundedness of M.

g‘rom now on, let us construct u;](; having the properties ([@Q19) and ([@20). Fix xz € Ey,
and write

gj(x) = /( . QJm"Kj (2j(:1: —y1)s- o, 2 (x — ym) (1_[(1Z Ui ) <i6111_UIIH fi(yi)>d§

where K := (0’;711’“2 (27 ))V Let ¢; denote the center of the cube @); and use the notation

K](‘U7w)(x7g) = K] (y17 s Yu— 172 (.Z' - yu) 2](‘T - yw)uyw-i-lu cee 7ym)

for simplicity, as before.
Since |z — ¢;| = | — y;| for x & QF and y; € Q;, we see that

(T @ e )Ig()]

i€Jp

52"’””/< o (TL2 e =) 2 () [ (T sl ) ( TT 1000 ) g

i€Jo i€l 1€IIUIIL

< 2jmn/( nym (H@j(x —yi)>si) i )(xv?jﬂ(H’Q 7o) )(H 1fily: )

i€Jo i€l 1€ll
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We now fix k € Jy and estimate the last integral by

/yk Sy

[T @@ —u)) K" (@, 5)]

i€ JoUIIL Loo(g(f \{k})Ll(?’jl\J )Ltl(?jn)Ll(?jm)
HHIQI Yrixau i, ; H IT 1@~ 7 xq. (wi) )
i€Jo ] \{k} EI\JO I\]
23 (x — (Y dyp,
Hle_[H )| gy e

where we used the notations §; := ®;ecyy; for all J (for example, gy = (y1,...,v), Y =

(Y141,---,Yp), and so on), and

1F (21, 22) | o ey paea) = [[I1F (21 22) 2o e) || o e

Using a change of variables we write

[T @@—u)) K™ (@ 5)

oo (i — ! — —
i JoUlIl L (yJO\{k})Ll(yI\JO)Lt (G L (Grr)

_ 2—anard(I\Jo) 9~ (jn/t')Card(II) 2—anard(III)

e (T w9

i€ JoUIT\ {k}

Lo2(G g\ {x3) L (yI\JO)Lt,(?_/'H)Ll(?_/'III).

Now Holder’s inequality with s; > n/t and Lemma yield

2j _ Sk iSi K(k,k) ’_;
|/ =0 <ieJOE\{k}<y> )i ) £ @ gy 1) ) B (o) £ o)
< 2] _ Sk jsi K(k‘,k)) 7—»
- H< ) <ze£[{k}<y> > ’ (@.9) LG g\ (1) LY (G z,)
S (427 (@ — ) ) ) K (2, g)||
| @@= w) <2-6Ar\[{k} ) @0

Morover, we have

H H Qi Pixq, (1)

< (TT1@ 7 v, (w)lQel ™

i€Jo Ll(gJO\{k}) ic€Jo
| T @i x|, < TT 177,
iel\Jo Una) e,
1@ @ =) i), 27 Gv/0C [T ont , fi(a)
iell (yrr) iell
2—(jn/t)Card(H) HMt(fz)(fn),
iell

where the last inequality follows from (2.4]) with s; > n/t.
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Combining the above inequalities, we obtain that for z € E,,

( [1@- ci)>8i>\g (2)] < 2mCard(o) g (K0) ( IT 1@ 1/pz)

i€y i€Jy

><< H ‘Qi’_l/pi><HMt(fi)(a}))

iel\Jo iEll

where H ](k,o) is defined as

10w =g [ @6 —w(

I1 <yi>si)K](-k’k) (:c,:l‘i)‘

ieA\{k}

dyk7
LY (G\ (xy)

which is the counterpart of h§-k’ ) in the proof of Lemma [6.1] Then the argument that led
to ([@.3]), with (5.1]), proves that

k,0 —jnt!
(9.23) SO oy S 277 L3,

On the other hand, applying the vanishing moment condition of a; and Lemma 2.8, we
write

Gwizzm > [ T R ) (XN

|a|=Ny+1 iel

Kij(2(z =), 2 (2 — yp1), 22l 2 (2 — ypsn), -, 2 (2 — ym))(
x (H rfi<yi>\)d.ﬁdt
i€dd
where zf, = —cp — t(yp — cx). Since |zl | = |z — | for © & Q, yr € Q, and
0 <t < 1, arguing as in (@.0]), we obtain that for z € E,,

(TIe @ - c™)Ig;)]

1€Jp

o ¥ [

@t 0 T @ — )

la|=Nj+1 Yk ER™ i€ JoUIT\{k}
X ak (2](3) _yl) 72](33 _yk—l)72j$ik,yk72j(x_yk-i-l)a"'a
,2j Tr—y ‘ ,
( m)) Loo(gJO\{k})Ll(gI\J VLY (Grr) L (Grr)
ALl 2l
icJo Yoo\ 5 Uns)
(29 (z — dyrdt
HIE_IH A P

< 2anard(Jo)Hj(kvl)(x)< H ,Qiyl—l/pi) ( H \Qi\‘l/f”i> (H Mt(fz’)(l’))

i€Jo iel\Jo iEll
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where
1w = @) Y o [
lal= N 41 ek Qk
X H H <'i>si8?Kj(-1, P A [ 2j$ik7yk, [ P m)‘ , . dykdt
. LY ((Rm)m=1)
ieA\{k}
Using Minkowski’s inequality, Lemma 2.9 and (5.1]), we deduce
k),l —in/t ] Ni+1 r
(9.24) D oy S 277 (200(Q)) Y L5,

So far, we have proved that for x € E;, and k € Jy,
9.25)  1G;(x)] < 2O (T2 — ey 1Qul"™ P x(pye ()

i€Jp
k.0 k1
% (T 1@ xgp @) (T Mes)(@)) min (H (), 7D ().
i€\ Jo €1l
We choose {«; }ier, and {5, }ier, as in (@I1) by replacing {1,...,v} and 7’ by Jy and ¢/,

respectively, which is possible since

Z min (0, s;/n — 1/p;) > —1/t’

i€Jo
by virtue of condition (@.I4]). Then we have

@i, Bi >0, si/n>1/pi— B/t =ai, Y Bi=1.
i€Jp

Now if we set

@) = (C3lo)) P 2Q o — ) gy ) (mim (100 ), 1Y @)

@.19) is immediate from ([@.25) since » ;c; fi =1
It remains to verify ([@.20). Holder’s inequality with 1/p; = 5;/r' + «; yields that

5 | sy < (£5[0]) ™ 20m(Quy P <2j(’_c')>_siX(Q;‘)C

i(R")
,0)
xmin (SN s IS 15 g )

Since s; > a;n, we have
1427 (- — i) "' x(@i)e (R S 277" min (1, (2jl(Qi))_(Si_o‘”‘))7
and the estimates (@.23) and (@.24]) prove
min <”H(ZO H H{"Y HLt/(Rn > < 27 dmB/t (Eg[a])ﬁi min (1, (QJZ(Q ))51(1\7 +1))
Thus,

Lt’(Rn) ”

[ g < (U@ WP Qi) <1
) (QJZ(Qz’)) (n/Pi—”)_(si—ai”)7 if 2j(Qi) > 1
since 1 — a; — B;/t' =1 —1/p;. This implies ([@.20) with v; = —(n/p; —n)+ 5;(N; + 1) and
di =n/p; —n+ s; —a;n. We have 7, 0 > 0 as Ny is sufficiently large and s; > a;n.
This completes the proof of Lemma [7.1]
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9.4. Proof of Lemma The proof is similar to that of Lemma[ZIl As in the proof of
Lemma [Tl we choose 1 < ¢t < r such that

SlyenvySm > dft >d/r, Z(sk/n—l/pk) > -1/t > —1/r
keJ
for every nonempty subset J C I, and observe that (5.1]) holds.

For each Jy C 1, let
e=(N,@) (U )

iel\Jo i€Jo
and we decompose the left-hand side of (7.I8)) as
1/2

S (S T, (s fins s f) @) g ),

JoCl  j€Z

Since it is a finite sum over Jy, we need to prove that for each Jy C I, there exist nonnegative
functions b;-JO, i €1, and FZ-JO, i € II satisfying that for all z € Ej,

1/2
(9.26) (Z Tor (a1, . ar, i ,fm)(a;)\z) < cg[a]<]‘[b{0 (x)) (H Fo (x)),
JEZ i€l i€ll
9.27 b0l i mny S 1, for i€l
(9.27) 165° | i (mn)
(9.28) ”F;:JO”LPi(Rn) S ”fi”Lpi(Rn), for 1 e II.

Let us first assume Jy = (). In this case, the proof consists of three cases.

Casel : k € 1. Using (I14), Lemma 24 [24]), (ZI3]), and (1)), we obtain
!To—;1 (a1, .. ai, figs- - ,fm)(a:)‘ < Eg[a]Mt(aH)j(x)< H Mtai(x)> (HMtfz(l’)),

iel\{x} iell
where we applied M fi(z) < || fill oo (mny = 1 for i € III. We now take
o\ 1/2
b0 () 1= (3 (Milae)j(@))”)  xes (@),

JEL
b (x) = Mya;(z)xo: (2), ieI\ {k},
Fl(z) == Myfi(x), iell

and then ([@:26) holds. Furthermore, (3.27) and ([@.28) follow from Holder’s inequality, (2.3)
with ¢ < 2, and ([22). To be specific, the estimates for i € I\ {x} or for ¢ € II are clear, and

12 ey < QU 2 M) el ey S QP2 gy S 1.
Case2 : k €1l. It can be proved in a similar way. Indeed, (©.26]) holds with

bl (z) = Myai(2)xg,(z), i€
1/2

FP (@)= (3 (Ml ()*)

JEZ
F(z) := Myfi(x), i eI\ {x}.
It is also obvious that ([@.27) and (©@.28]) hold as ([2Z.2)) is applied in the case i = k.
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Case3 : k € III. We utilize Lemma [2.3] as we did in Case3 that appeared in the proof
of Lemma [[1l Using (7.15]), Lemma 24 ([2:4]), (Z13]), and (5.1]), we obtain that

|TU;T1 (ala---yalvfl-i-l)"' 7fm)(x)|

S o) ( [T M@)oy (i)™ @) (T Medi@) 2 () (@):

i€l iell\{l+1}
Now we take

bl (z) = Myai(z)xg,(x), i€l
1/2

oy (@) = (D2 (0 oy (i) 17 (@) (9o (fi)s(@))

JEZ
Fo(x) .= Myfi(x), ieTl\{l+1}.

Then ([©.26)), (@27), and ([@28) are all true for i # [ + 1, and ([@.28)]) for i = [ + 1 follows
from Lemma

Now we consider the case Jy # (). The proof is immediate from the argument in the
proof of Lemma [[Tl We define, like (@.I8]),

g] = Toil (aly-'- 7al7fl+l7"' 7fm)

Then ([@J9) still holds in the present case with (@.20). Let b;fo, i € I, and FiJO, 1 e 11,
be defined as in ([@21) and ([@.22]), and apply the embedding ¢! < ¢? to obtain that the
left-hand side of ([@:26]) is bounded by

>_1gi@)] 5 ﬁg[oJ(f[b;’%x)) (11 7).

= i=l+1

which proves ([@.206). In addition, ([@27) and (@28 are obvious from (@.JI6) and (@.I7),

respectively.
This completes the proof.
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