MAXIMAL FUNCTIONS ASSOCIATED WITH FOURIER
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ABSTRACT. We show that maximal operators formed by dilations of
Mikhlin-Hérmander multipliers are typically not bounded on LP(R%).
We also give rather weak conditions in terms of the decay of such mul-
tipliers under which LP boundedness of the maximal operators holds.

1. INTRODUCTION

For a bounded Fourier multiplier m on R? and a Schwartz function f in
S(R?) define the maximal function associated with m by

Mo f () = sup |F m(t) f1(2)].

We are interested in the class of multipliers that satisfy the estimates of
the standard Mikhlin-Hormander multiplier theorem

(1.1) 0%m(&)] < Cal§]™*

for all (or sufficiently large) multiindices or. More precisely, let L%, be the
standard Bessel-potential (or Sobolev) space with norm

£ Ny = 1T = A2 £l

here we include the case r = 1. Let ¢ be a smooth function supported in
{€:1/2 < |¢] < 2} which is nonvanishing on {¢ : 1/v/2 < [¢] < v/2}. Then

one imposes conditions on m of the form

(1.2) Sup\|¢m(2k')||Lg < 00.
keZ

The function m is a Fourier multiplier on all LP, 1 < p < oo if (1.2)
holds for v > d/r, with 1 < r < 2 and the condition for » = 2 is the
least restrictive one (see [7]). Concerning the maximal operator Dappa and
Trebels [4] showed using Calderén-Zygmund theory that if M,, is a priori
bounded on some L%, ¢ > 1 and if (1.2) holds for » = 1, v > d, then M,,
is of weak type (1,1) and thus bounded on LP for 1 < p < ¢. Using square
function estimates, the L? boundedness of M,,, has been shown in [2], [4]
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under certain additional decay assumptions (cf. also [9]). For instance, it
follows from [4] that

1/2
(1.3) [Munfllp < Cp( D Iom(@=) 1% ) 151
keZ
with X = L for 1 < p <2, and with X = L? for 2 < p < 0.

d/p+e d/2+e€
Further results in terms of weaker differentiability assumptions are in [2], [4],

especially for classes of radial multipliers. Moreover, if m is homogeneous of
degree 0 then trivially |[M,,, f| = |F~1[mf]|; this observation can be used to
build more general classes of symbols without decay assumptions for which
M,, is LP bounded.

A problem left open in [4] is whether the Mikhlin-Hérmander type as-
sumption in (1.1) or (1.2) alone is sufficient to prove boundedness of the
maximal operator M,,. We show here that some additional assumption is
needed; indeed this applies already to the dyadic maximal function associ-
ated with m, defined by
(1.4) My f = sup |F~ [m(25) f]],

keZ
which of course is dominated by M,, f.

Example. Let {v(l)};°, be a positive increasing and unbounded sequence.
Then there is a Fourier multiplier m satisfying

v(lk])
(1.5) sup |08 (¢(&)m(25¢))| < Cp——me, k€ Z,
¢ 1% | ok + 2)
with Cy < 0o for all multiindices o, so that the associated dyadic maximal
operator M, is unbounded on LP(R?) for 1 < p < co.

This counterexample will be explicitly constructed in §2. Taking v(l) =
1og(l +2) we see that there exists m satisfying (1.1), so that M,,, and
hence M,,, are unbounded on LP(R?) for 1 < p < oco. In view of these
examples it is not unexpected that unboundedness of M,, holds in fact for
the typical multiplier satisfying (1.1), i.e. on a residual set in the sense of
Baire category. In order to formulate a result let & be the space of functions
m € C®(R?\ {0}) satisfying (1.1) with C, < oo for all multiindices a. It
is easy to see that & is a Fréchet-space with the topology given by the
countable family of norms
(1.6) Imll() = sup sup [¢]*!agm(&)].

la|<j gcRe
Let Sy denote the space of Schwartz functions whose Fourier transform

have compact support in R?\ {0} and let & be the space of all m € & for
which

sup{[|[Mm fllp : f € So, I fllp <1}
is finite for some p € (1,00). Thus m € &M if and only if the linear operator
f = {Fm(t)f]} >0 extends to a bounded operator from LP to LP(L>°)



MAXIMAL FUNCTIONS AND MIKHLIN-HORMANDER MULTIPLIERS 3

for some p € (1,00); in other words m € &M if and only if M,, extends to
a bounded operator on LP(R?), for some p € (1, o).

Theorem 1.1. &M is of first category in &, in the sense of Baire.

In terms of positive results we note that there is a significant gap bet-
ween the known conditions in (1.3) and the weak decay (1.5). Assuming
qu)m(2’“-)HL(1i+ = O(|k|™%), then (1.3) yields LP boundedness for 1 < p < oo
only when a > 1/2. We shall see that this result remains in fact valid under
the weaker assumption

(L.7) l6m(@)llyy, . S Clog(lk] +2))~.

In what follows we shall mainly aim for minimal decay but will also try to
formulate reasonable smoothness assumptions.

To formulate a general result we recall the definition of the nonincreasing
rearrangement of a sequence w, defined for ¢ > 0 by

w*(t) = sup {)\ >0: card({k; w(k)| > )\}) > t};

note that w*(0) = supy, |w(k)| and w* is constant on the intervals [n,n + 1),
n=20,1,2,....

Theorem 1.2. Let 1 < p < oo, 1/p+1/p) =1 and let w : Z — [0,00)
satisfy

(1.8) w*(0) + Z w*l(l) < 0.
=1

(i) Suppose that for some o > d/p we have
/ ’ 1//
o) ([ e @ le) ) <wib), ke,
Rd

then M.y, is bounded on LP(R?).
(i) If (1.9) holds for p' =1 then My, maps L™ to BMO.
(iii) If for some e > 0

(1.10) sgp(l + |x\)d+5‘]:_1[¢m(2k-)](m)‘ <w(k), keZ.

Then M, is of weak type (1,1), and M,, maps H* to L.
By the Hausdorff-Young inequality for p < 2 one deduces

Corollary 1.3. Suppose 1 < p < oo, r = min{p,2}, and a > d/r. Suppose
that

(1.11) lpm (2" L; <w(k), k€ Z,
where w satisfies (1.8). Then My, is bounded on LP(R?).

In particular we conclude that the condition

(1.12) (S lem@olg, )" <o

kEZ
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with «, r as in the corollary, implies L? boundedness. Indeed (1.12) implies
that w*(I) = O(1"'/9) as | — oo. Of course LP boundedness also holds if
w*(1) < (log(2 +1))~17¢ ete. which covers condition (1.7).

Finally we state a more elementary but closely related result about max-
imal functions for a finite number of Hormander-Mikhlin type multipliers
m,,, with no decay assumptions and not necessarily generated by dilating a
single multiplier.

Theorem 1.4. Let 1 < p < oo, 1/p+1/p' = 1 and let {my,},>1 be a
sequence of multipliers and define a mazimal operator by

M, f(x) = sup ‘f_l[m,,ﬂ(x)’.
1<v<n
Suppose that

3 swsup ([ [F oma @ 1+ el an) " < 4
v keZ R4

for some a > d/p. Then for f € LP(RY)
(1.14) 1M fllp < CpAlog(n + )| flp-

Again if the above assumptions hold for p = 1 then a weak type (1,1)
inequality and an H' — L' inequality hold, and if p = oo we have an
L*>* — BMO inequality, all with constant O(log(n + 1)).

Structure of the paper. In §2 we shall provide the above mentioned exam-
ples for unboundedness and prove Theorem 1.1. A tiling lemma for finite
sets of integers and other preliminaries needed in the proof of Theorem 1.2
are provided in §3. §4 contains the main relevant estimates for multipliers
supported in a finite union of annuli. In §5 we conclude the proof of Theo-
rem 1.2 and in §6 we give the proof of Theorem 1.4. Finally we state some
extensions and open problems.

2. UNBOUNDEDNESS OF THE MAXIMAL OPERATOR

We shall explicitly construct an example satisfying (1.5) and then use our
example to prove Theorem 1.1.
Define S = {1, —1,4, —i} and let SV be the set of sequences of length N

on S. Enumerate the 4" elements in SV by {s.}*",. Let ® be a smooth
function supported in 3/4 < [£| < 5/4, so that ®({) = 1 whenever 7/8 <
|€] < 9/8. We let

4N N

mn(©) =33 se()@(2 N g

k=1 j=1
which is supported in {¢: 1/2 < |¢] < 2V4V+N+11 and define m by

(2.1) m(€) = 3 N7V ymy (27 V).
N=1
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One observes that the terms in this sum have disjoint supports and that m
satisfies condition (1.5).

Fix 1 < p < co. We will test the maximal operator M, on functions fx,,
defined as follows. Pick a Schwartz function ¥ such that ||¥[/, = 1 and so

that supp U is contained in the ball |€] < 1/8. For 1 < j < N define

N
.%') _ 26271'1'2]11 ‘Il(x)
j=1

and set
(2.2) fnpla) = N7 gy (N ),
Then gy (&) = Zj:1 \I'(§ — 2J¢;) and, by Littlewood-Paley theory,

lgnlly < N2, 1< p<oo.
Thus
[fNpllp < cp < o0, 1<p<oo,

uniformly in N.
The main observation is

(2.3) H s ‘ 1[mN(2k-)g7V]( Hp > CON.

Given (2.3) we quickly derive the asserted unboundedness of M,,,. Namely,
by the support properties of the m,, it follows that

ma (25 OGN (27N ) =0 N £n, 1<k< N4V

Thus, setting a,, = n~'/?v(4™), we obtain

M fp(@) = sup | 3 anF ma (2 (@)
1<k<NaN ')

dngv
> sup ayNTE|F @V )27 gR (2 (o)
1<k<N4N
ansV
=ayN"22"» sup ‘f_l[mN(2k-)§]\v](2N8Nm)‘.

1<k<N4N
Taking LP(R%) norms and using (2.3) we conclude that
(2.4) | M fapllp > CanN'Y? = Co(4").

By the assumed unboundedness of the increasing sequence v it follows that
M,,, is not bounded on LP.

Proof of (2.3). For any complex number z the quantity sup.cq Re (cz)
is at least |z|/v/2. Thus for x € R and 1 < j < N we may pick ¢j(z) € S
such that

(2.5) Re (¢j(2)e®™? @10 (z)) > [ (z)|/V2.
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We can find s, in {1,...,4"} such that

cj(z) = s4,(5), j=1,...,N.
Taking k = kN we obtain

sup |fﬁl[mN(2k‘)g/1\V] (m)\

1<k<N4N
4N N N
>Re [ 373 sa@)e@ M2V Y B(E - Yeeme s
I=1v=1 j=1

Since 1 < j < N, the supports of ®(2~N=v2Nrz¢) and ‘/1}(5 —2/eq1) intersect
only when [ = i, and j = v. In this case ®(27N7V2Nreg) = $(277¢) is
equal to 1 on the support of W(¢ — 27). Therefore we obtain from (2.5) the
pointwise estimate

sup | Fmn(2")gn](2))|
1<k<N4N

N
Z (s, (NF (= 20)](2)) = NJW(a)]/V2.

Taking LP norms ylelds (2.3). O

Proof of Theorem 1.1. The space G is a complete metric space and the
metric is given by

o0
- [lma = mal|
277 J

j=
where || - ||(;) is defined in (1.6).
Let fy, be as in (2.2) (with p = ') and for integers r,n, N, all > 2,
consider the set
S(r,n,N)={m € & : ||Mpfn. | <n},

here ' =r/(r — 1), and the set

S(r,n) = ﬂ S(r,n,N).
N=2
We shall show that &(r,n) is closed in &, and nowhere dense. We also
observe that

(2.6) M ¢ G G S(r,n);

r=2n=2

thus &M is of first category. To see (2.6) assume that M,, is bounded on

Po_ for some pg > 1. By the theorem by Dappa and Trebels mentioned
before (¢f. Proposition 3.2 below) it follows that M, is bounded on LP
for 1 < p < po, in particular bounded on L" for some integer r > 2. We
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note that fy,» € Sp is such that || fx,|l,» < C, independently of N. Thus
m € &(r,n) for sufficiently large n.

Next, in order to show that the sets &(r,n) are closed it suffices to show
that the sets &(r,n, N) are closed for all N > 2. For integers I3 < [y
denote by S(l1,12) the class of Schwartz functions whose Fourier transform
is supported in the annulus {¢€ : 2171 < |¢] < 22+1}. We observe the
following inequality

[ M fllp < CD)Imll @41y (X +[l2 = LDIfllp, i f € S, l2),

which (in view of the dependence on [, l3) can be obtained by standard
techniques, see e.g. [4] or [9]. Note that every fu, is in some class S(l1,(2)
with lo — I3 < N. Now, if m,, € &(r,n, N) and lim,_, d(m,, m) = 0 then

||MmfN,r’||r’ <n-+ ||Mmfmqu,r/

and since [[m — my||(g41) — 0 we see that m € &(r,n, N). Thus &(r,n, N)
is closed.

Finally we need to show that &(r,n) is nowhere dense in &; since this
set is closed we need to show that it does not contain any open balls. Now
if g € &(r,n) then consider the sequence g, = g + 27¥m where m is as in
(2.1). Clearly d(gy,,g) — 0. However by (2.4) we have that g, ¢ &(r,n, N)
for sufficiently large N and thus g, ¢ S(r,n) for any r, n. Thus S(r,n) is
nowhere dense. O

I <+ O |[m = mu || gl fve [l

3. PRELIMINARIES.

A tiling lemma. In §5 below we shall decompose the multiplier into pieces
with compact but large support. In order to effectively estimate the maximal
function associated to these pieces we shall use the following “tiling” lemma
for integers.

Lemma 3.1. Let N > 0 and let E be a set of integers of cardinality < 2.
Then we can find a set B = {b;};cz of integers, such that

(i) the sets b; + E are pairwise disjoint,

(i3) b; € [i4NTL (i + 1)4NH) and

(iii) Z = U (n + B).

Proof: Clearly (iii) is an immediate consequence of (ii). We enumerate
the set E = {e, }22,.

We set by = 0, and construct b;, b_; for j > 0 by induction. Assume that
b; € [i4N+L (i + 1)4V*1) has been constructed for —j < i < j so that the
sets b; + E are pairwise disjoint.

Forv =1,...,2" we denote by C}, the subset of all integers cin [j4V 1, (j+
1)4N+1) with the property that e, +c € Ug;llfj(bi +E).

We shall verify

(3.1) card( U2Y, CF) < 22NH1 < 4N+,
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Given (3.1) we may simply take
bj € 4V, (G + DAV (U3, )

and by construction the sets by_; + E,...,b; + E are disjoint.
In order to verify (3.1) observe that e, +c € [j4V T +e,, (j+1)4" ! +e,)
if c € CY. Thus

card(CY) = card ([j4V ™ +e,, (j + D4V +e,) N U{;ll_j(bi + E)).

Since by the induction assumption b yo—b; > 4NVt ifi > 1—5,i+2 < j—1,
this gives

card ([jAN ™ + e, (7 + DAV +e,) NUZT (b + {en})) <2

for all v. This means card(C}) < 2card(E) < 2¥+! and thus the cardinality
of U?,ZIC,J,' is bounded by 2V2N+L < 4NH1 ] ag claimed.

To finish the induction step we repeat this argument to construct b_;. For
v=1,...,2N we denote by C,” the subset of all integers ¢ in [—74NFL (1 —

7)4N+1) with the property that e, +c € szl_j(bi + E). Again we verify (by

(2
repeating the argument above) that the cardinality of U,%LCV_ Tis < 4NFL
and then we may choose b_; € [—j4NT1 (1 — j)4VF1) so that b_; does not
belong to U?,LCV_]. Then by construction the sets b_; + E,...,b; + E are
disjoint. ([

Weak type (1,1) and Hardy space estimates. For a countable set of
multipliers {m, }, ez consider the maximal function given by
Mf(x) = sup |F~*[m, f](z)].
vel
We shall apply the following result on maximal functions which is based on

Calderén-Zygmund theory and essentially proved in [4]. In what follows H*
denotes the standard Hardy space.

Proposition 3.2. Suppose that for some positive ¢ < 1

sup sup sup (1 + \x|)d+€|.7:_1[qﬁmy(Qk-)](x)‘ < Ag
veT keZ zeRd
and suppose that M is bounded on LY (for some q > 1) with operator
norm Ay. Then M is bounded from H' to L' with operator norm at most
Cy(Aoe™t + Ay); moreover M is of weak type (1,1) with the estimate
su% ameas({z : [Mf(z)] > a}) < Ca(Aoe™ + AD) || f 1.
a>
Proof. We prove the weak-type (1,1) bound. Fix o > 0. We use the stan-
dard Calderén-Zygmund decomposition (see [11]) at level 3 = (2971 4;)a.
Thus we decompose f = gg + bz where |gg| < 2413 and bg =Y bgq, where
bg,q is supported on @ and has mean value 0. Moreover, if Q* denotes the
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2v/d-dilate of Q with same center, then the dilated cubes Q* have bounded
overlap and

Y meas(Q) < C(@)B7 flh < 2 C(d)Ara | f |-
Q

Let K, j = F }¢(277-)m,]. We argue similarly as in Lemma 1 of [4] to
verify the following vector-valued Héormander condition for maximal opera-
tors (see [13]):

(3.2) / sup ‘K,,J(:p —y) — K, j(z)|dx < Cue " Ap.
lz[=2]y] j

Let IN(,,J' = F 1 ¢m,(27-)] so that K, j(z) = 2jdl?,,,j(2j;r). By assumption
we have the pointwise estimate
Ko j(@)] + VK, ()] S Ao(1+ [2]) =",
uniformly in v and j. This quickly yields

/ sup
lz[>2]y| v

thus after summing in j we obtain (3.2). This inequality implies in the usual
way

Ky j(z —y) — Ky j(z)|de S Ao min{(27]y]) %, 2’ |y[};

meas{z ¢ UQ* : Mbs(z) > a/2} < Aoe Lo Y| |1
For the contribution of the “good” function gg we obtain
meas{z : Mgs(r) > a/2} < 2% Y|Myg||2
(3.3) < 290”94 |lgs|ld < 27a77A1(27B)7 | /]I
< 24107 |f|h.

A combination of these estimates yields the weak-type (1,1) estimate.
Finally for the H' — L' bound we use the atomic decomposition of H'
and it suffices to prove the estimate

1M foll < (Aos™" + A1)

for functions fg supported on a cube @ satisfying [ fodz = 0 and || fgl/ec <
|Q|~L. If Q* denotes the expanded cube, then we get

1 1
Mol S 1QI IMfqlly S QI Al folly S Ar-
Using the cancellation of the atom we see that (3.2) implies
1Mol mavgsy S Age™!
and combining the two estimates we get the asserted H! — L! estimate. [
Note that the hypothesis in the proposition is implied by

sup sup H¢ml,(2k-)HL(1i+ < Ay.
vel keZ €
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The result of Dappa and Trebels [4] mentioned in the introduction corre-
sponds to the special case where m, = m(t,-) and {t,} is an enumeration
of the positive rational numbers.

4. RESULTS ON LP BOUNDEDNESS

In this section F will be a set of integers satisfying
(4.1) card(E) < 2%;
here N is a nonnegative integer.

Let ¢ € C° be supported in {£ : 1/4 < [£] < 4} and set ¥ = F~1[];
later we shall work with a specific ¢ satisfying (5.1).

Let x € C®(R%) so that x is radial and supported where Ry < |z| < Ry
with 1/2 < Ry < R; < 2; moreover assume that x is positive for Ry <
lz| < Ry and that >;°_  x(27'z) = 1 for « # 0. Now set xo(z) = (1 —
> =0 X(27'z)) so that xo is supported where |z| < 2. Let x;(z) = x(27'z)
for I > 0; then Y ;2 x;(z) = 1.

For a function g define by &;g the L' dilate; i.e.

dugle) = £-g(tz).
For a sequence H = {hy}rez of locally integrable functons we then consider
the operator

(4.2) TUH, ) = 600 [0 5 (xihi)] # f
keFE
and the maximal function

MPUH, f] = sup | T2 H, f]).
t>0

~

In §5 we shall decompose F~![m(t-)f] in terms of operators of the form
(4.2).
The following L? bound is favorable when ¢ > N + (.

Proposition 4.1. Assuming (4.1) we have for g > 2
IMPHH, fllg < C 4™ (14129 | Hl|goe 1)1 £ ]l4-

Proof. In what follows we shall use the notation A < B to indicate an
inequality A < C'B where C' may only depend on d (and not on ¢ or other

parameters).
Define -
91 (§) = V() hix(€)
and
(4.3) m!'(§) =mhF(€) = > gra(27%¢);
keE
then

~

TNH, f] = F m!(t) f].
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Also note that
(4.4) 0s[m'(s9)] = Gru(s27%¢)
keE

where

(4.5) Tea(€) = V() (€, VIxthi(€) + xthw(€)(€, V)Y (€).

Now apply Lemma 3.1 for the set E, and let b; be as in Lemma 3.1 (ii).
By (iii) of Lemma 3.1 we may write
sup |.7:_1[ml(t-)]?]| = sup sup sup ’f_l[ml(Q_bj+”s-)fH.
>0 [n|<4N+1 jEZ 1<s<2
Now one replaces the supremum in n and j by £ norms, takes the L norms,

then interchanges the order of summation and integration. This yields for
MEYH, f] = M, f the estimate

(4.6) HMmlfH <4(N+2) sup <ZH sup }]: “bitng |H)

n|<4N+1 1<s<2

Thus it remains to verify that for |n| < 4V+!

4 (X s 17t fl[)" S a0+ 025 Bl on 1l

1<s<2

In what follows we may assume that n = 0 since the general case follows by
scaling.

To estimate the supremum in s it is standard to use the elementary in-
equality

Fe1 < o [ 1Fe)a0) ™ ([ 1))’

which is obtained by applying the fundamental theorem of calculus to |F'|?
and Holder’s inequality.
Taking L? norms and applying Holder’s inequality twice yields

S s [ s F1| 2 € S

JET

+q (/jjzg% “Ié(s)“gds)f%l(/lz% H[I]l.(s)HZdS>zlz 7

(4.8)

where
IY(s) = F 7 [ml(2 ™% s) f]
I1(s) = F 105 (m!(27% ) F]
11t = 7 ml27% ) f].

Next, we interchange the j-summations and integrations in (4.8) and use
the imbedding of ¢2 into ¢9. This yields
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(4.9)

(ZH sup [ £ STl

1<s<52

<(f IS w )”2Hd (LIS o))
+H(ZW) 1.

JEZ

In order to estimate these terms we need the following estimates for vector
valued singular integrals.

Sublemma. For2 < q < oo we have

@10) (] a9 AI) ) S a0+ Dl o171

JEZ k€EE

and

@) (S 32 # G 9A) ) £ a0+ 02 e oy 151

JEZ k€EE

Sketch of Proof. By duality (4.10) for 2 < ¢ < oo is equivalent to

(4.12) H (¥ ‘ Zfl[gk,z@bjk.)fj]‘?)l/gup

je€Z keE
(S1sr)"],

for 1 <p <2 p =p/(p—1). For p =2 this (and in fact a slightly better)
bound follows from the essential disjointness of the supports of g;; and the
estimate

P+ D)7 Hll e 1)

gklloc < Clihklloo < CllH [goo(r1)-
For 1 < p <2 the inequality (4.12) follows from the weak type bound

(4.13) meas({a: : (% ‘ %fl[gk’l@ba‘k.)]‘;]‘z) 2 > /\}>
()",

where in the interpolation we have to take into account the behavior of the
constants in the Marcinkiewicz interpolation theorem (see e.g. [6], p. 33).

<Ol 1+0) MH | goo (21
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The weak type estimate follows by standard arguments in Calderén-
Zygmund theory from the inequality

[ (]2 (F e e -y

w|>2ly] I ke

 F g @) [) e £ @+ D e

which, since the sets {b; + E'};cz are disjoint, is quickly derived from the
inequalities

(4.14) / | F M gea 27 (2 — y) = F gra (27 (2)|da
|z]>2]y|

2My| if 2M |y} <1
Sl x {1 if 1 <2M|y| < 2%,
@Myh=t i 2My| > 2%
Summing in M yields a blowup of order O(1 + ). The bound (4.14) is
straightforward given the localization of x; and the decay of the Schwartz-

function W. This finishes the proof of (4.10).
In order to verify (4.11) we note from (4.5) that

d
F@) =1y [ 0n % - puawhu(w)dy
=1

d
tar Y [ 50,96 - )by,
=1

Here the second term has the same quantitative properties as F~*[gy ;] while

the first has similar estimates as 2/F~![gx,]. Thus the above arguments show
(4.11) as well. O

Proof of Proposition 4.1, cont. For fixed s we may perform the scaling
¢ — s71¢ in (4.9); this puts us in the position to apply the sublemma. We
then see that the right hand side of (4.9) can be estimated by a constant
times

a1+ D H e oy (1 +279)] £l
which implies the desired bound (4.7). O

Corollary 4.2. Assuming (4.1) we have
IMPUH, flllBaro < CN + D)L+ DI H [ oy /| 2=

Proof. Let @ be a cube in R? with center zq and let Q" be the 2v/d-dilate
with same center. By the definition of BMO and Hélder’s inequality the
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assertion follows from
(4.15)
1

1 NFI
(@/Q\MEJ[H,fo*]!N“d:c) TS (N DA+ D[ H | goe oyl f Il oo

and, with m! as in (4.3),

(4.16)  sup sup/ [F 7 m! ()@ —y) = FH m! ()] (2q — v)|dy
z€Q t>0 JRI\Q*
S L+ Dl Hlleoo I 2

The left hand side of (4.15) is bounded by the LN*! operator norm of
MELH, ) times Q=Y NHD|| fx || y4s and (4.15) follows from Proposition
4.1. Inequality (4.16) is deduced from the estimates in the Sublemma. O

Proposition 4.3. Suppose that (4.1) holds. Then for 1 < p < oo, 1/p+
1/p =1,

[ MPAH, £l < Co(N + DL+ D2 H | g0 1

Moreover the operator f — MPA[H, f] is bounded from H' to L', and of
weak type (1,1) with operator bound CN (1 4 1)2'|| H||goo (50

Proof. Let ¥; be the characteristic function of the annulus {z : 2/=3 <
|z] < 231 for I > 1, and let Yo be the characteristic function of the ball
{z : |z| < 8}. Let b}, = hyy; and H' = {h!}rez. Then observe that by
the support property of x; (in the definition of 75) we have TP![H, f] =
TEUH!, f]. Proposition 4.1 yields the estimate

IMEIH, flllg = [MEUE fllly < Ca(l + DB ey, g > N +1

This implies the assertion for N + 1 < p < o0.
To prove the Hardy space estimate we apply Proposition 3.2 in conjunc-
tion with Proposition 4.1 (for H' and ¢ = N + [) and we obtain

IMEHH, ]l S
(N + D)1+ D H | goo 1y + (14 1)e 252 HY | goo (00 ) | || 211

The asserted bound follows if we choose ¢ = (1 +1)~1. The weak type (1,1)
bound follows similarly.

We may now use the complex method for bilinear operators (which is a
variant of Stein’s theorem for analytic families, see [1], §4.4) together with
the interpolation formula [Hy, LP']y = LP, for (1 — ) +9/p1 = 1/p, see [5].
Now define s = p//p} so that ¥ = (1 —¥)/oo +1¥/1 = 1/s. We then obtain
the estimate

IMPH, Ally < Cp(1+ DN + D2 [ Hllge )1 1
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but since MPAH, f] = MPUH!, f] we may replace H with H' on the right
hand side of this inequality. Note that s < p’ and thus

29/ || HY oo 10y S QZd/pHHngoo(Lp/),
by Holder’s inequality. This yields the asserted bound. ([

Remark. One could also analytically interpolate the H! — L! estimate with
the L — BMO estimate of Corollary 4.2 using the formula [Hy, BM O]y =
LP, § =1/p'. This formula follows from the result in [5] for [Hy, LP']y, and
[LPo, BMOly,, 1 < pp < p1 < oo, by Wolff’s four space reiteration theorem,
see [12].

5. CONCLUSION: PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2

We only have to prove the LP estimates for p > 1 since the asserted weak
type (1,1) bound is then a consequence of Proposition 3.2.
We need to decompose m in terms of the rearrangement function w*. Let

Eo={k€Z:w"2) < lw(k)| <w*(0)}
and for j =1,2,... let
Ej={keZ:w () <|wk)| <w (¥ )}

As in the introduction let ¢ € C° be supported in {£: 1/2 < [£| < 2} so
that ¢(€) # 0 for 271/2 < [¢] < 212 Set v(€) = @(€) (e [6(279€)%) 7,

then v is smooth and we have

(5.1) > wE@F)eeF) =1, £#£0.

k€EZ

Let

=Y v27)eRTOm(E)
kEE,
then m = >, m;; here we use that w*(k) — 0 as k — oc.

We now decompose F~![¢pm(2*-)] using the dyadic cutoff functions ;.
Define hi°(z) = F~pm(2")](z) if |2] < 4 and k € E; and h°(z) = 0,
if || > 4 or k ¢ Ej. Moreover for [ > 0 let hl'(z) = F~'[¢m(2F)](x) if
2174 < |z| < 2** and k € E; and h{c’l(x) =0, if || ¢ 274,24 or k ¢ E;.
Then

7=01=0
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and with H7! = {hj’l}kez ,and U = F~ 14 we may write

.7:_ Z 62kt \If * Z hi’lxl))

kEE;

-
The assumption (1.9) implies that

|17 S22

)N

for j > 1 (and a similar estimate with w*(0) for j = 0).
Note from the definition of the rearrangement function that

card(E;) < 2%
Thus we obtain by Proposition 4.3
IMPH I, g, S (D227 o2l 277, G2,

and a similar estimate with 2/w*(22""") replaced by w*(0) when j = 0. By
our assumption a > d/p’ we therefore get

IManflly <3 1Mo, £llp < ZZHM E Al

§=0 1=0 j=0

S (1412 adm[ 0)+ 3 2w (2] Il
=0

<yl +Z <00 51

This concludes the proof of Theorem 1.2 O

6. A SKETCH OF THE PROOF OF THEOREM 1.4.

The proof is simpler than the proof of Theorem 1.2 but relies on the same
idea. Write T, f = F~'[m, f]. Assume that (1.13) holds with p' = 1, a > 0.
Then for 10a~! < ¢ < oo the operator T}, is bounded on L? with operator
norm O(q), uniformly in v. We replace ¢>° norms by ¢ norms and estimate
for those ¢

sl < (2 7.9, = (I s1) " < Cantlogl ),
v=1 v=1

This yields the desired result for ¢ > log(n + 1) > 10a~! since n!/log(+1)
is bounded as n — oo. Arguing as in the proof of Corollary 4.2 one also
gets an L>* — BMO estimate with bound O(log(n + 1)). Finally, under
the analogue of (1.13) for p = 1 we derive an H' — L! estimate (using
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Proposition 3.2) and by an interpolation argument as used in Proposition
4.3 we may derive the asserted result for LP boundedness. O

7. REMARKS AND OPEN PROBLEMS

7.1. The main open problem is to completely close the gap in terms of the
power of logarithms in (1.5) and (1.7). In particular it should be interesting
to know assuming (1.11) for which s > 1 the condition

o0
* l S 1/
(0) + (;[‘“ DY < o
implies L? boundedness of M,,,. We have shown that s = 1 is sufficient, but
s > 2 is not.
Similarly, in (1.14) it would be interesting to investigate whether the
bound O(logn) can be replaced by O(log'/*n) for suitable s < 2.

7.2. If d = 1 the assumptions (1.13) on the kernels (which are differen-
tiability assumptions on the multiplier) are essentially sharp; this is seen by
examining the multipliers e¢|¢|~® Z]kvzl #(27k¢) for suitable ¢.

7.3. If m is radial, m(¢) = g(|¢[), then the space L},  may be replaced

by L%d+l)/2+s in the weak type (1,1) estimate (see [4]), of Corollary 1.3. By

analytic interpolation one obtain LP boundedness for 1 < p < 2 under the
conditions (1.11), (1.8) with with » = min{p, 2}, a > d/2+ (1/r — 1/2).

7.4. If (1.8) is replaced by a stronger decay assumption then much weaker
smoothness assumptions suffice, as demonstrated in [2], [4] under the as-
sumption w € 2. Various intermediate estimates can be derived by analytic
interpolation. It should be interesting to obtain in higher dimensions the
minimal smoothness assumption requiring only the decay in (1.8). The same
question can be formulated for the dyadic maximal operators.
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