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WEIGHTED MULTILINEAR SQUARE FUNCTIONS BOUNDS
LUCAS CHAFFEE, JAROD HART, AND LUCAS OLIVEIRA

ABSTRACT. In this work we study boundedness of Littlewood-PaleyirStguare func-
tions associated to multilinear operators. We prove weigjlitebesgue space bounds for
square functions under relaxed regularity and cancetlatanditions that are independent
of weights, which is a new result even in the linear case. Ftass of multilinear convolu-
tion operators, we prove necessary and sufficient congitionweighted Lebesgue space
bounds. Using extrapolation theory, we extend weightechtisun the multilinear setting
for Lebesgue spaces with index smaller than one.

1. INTRODUCTION

Given a functionp : R" — C, defineyx (x) =t ~"g(t~1x) and the associated Littlewood-
Paley-Stein type square function

1.1) o) = ([ ws f|2?>%.

These convolution type square functions were introduce8tejn in the 1960’s, see e.g.

[40] or [47], and have been studied extensively since thecluding classical works by

Stein [40], Kurtz[[32], Duoandikoetxea-Rubio de FranCig][and more recently Duoandikoetxea-
Seijo [17], Chend[b], Satd [37], Duoandikoetxeal[14], Witd4Z2], Lerner[[33], and Cruz-
Uribe-Martell-Perez[11]. Of particular interest of the§&2], [17], [37], [42], [11], and

[33] prove bounds fogy on weighted Lebesgue spaces under various conditiong. on
Non-convolution variants of (1.1) were studied by Carlef&ln David-Journé-Semmes

[13], Christ-Journé&]l7], Semmes [38], Hofmannl[28] 29]d auscher([2] where they re-

placed the convolutiogy * f(x) with

@t = [ exy)f(y)ady

In [13] and [38], the authors provdd® bounds for square Littlewood-Paley-Stein square
functions associated ®; when®;(b) = 0 for some para-accretive functibnin [28,[29],
this type of mean zero assumption is replaced by a local datioa testing condition
on dyadic cubes. 11 [4][ 7], and][2], the authors replace mesro assumption with a
Carleson measure condition frto provel.? bounds for the square function. The work of
Carleson in[[4] was phrased as a characterizatiddMO in terms of Carleson measures,
but non-convolution type square function bounds are initpfichis work.
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In all of the works studyin@y cited above, the authors assume thaias mean zero.
In fact, if gy is bounded on.2, theny must have mean zero, but in the non-convolution
setting, the mean zero condition is no longer a strictly sseas/ one, as demonstrated in
[4], [28], [29], and [2]. This phenomena persists in the rtinkar square function setting,
and in this work we explore subtle cancellation conditiarsmultilinear convolution and
non-convolution type square function and their interactioth weighted Lebesgue space
estimates.

The non-convolution form of the kerné|(x,y) allows for a natural extension to the
multilinear setting. Define for appropriae: R(Mn — C

(1.2) (o, fm </ 1O (Frs ., fon) (O t)%,where

(1.3) O(fayv )0 = | 806y, ) l_lf yi)d

where we use the notatialy = dy; - --dym. Whenm =1, i.e. in the linear setting, this
is the operato®; mentioned above, so we use the same notation for it. We wifihdo
cancellation conditions 06 that imply boundednesS given thatf; also satisfies some
size and regularity estimates. In particular, we assuntebttsatisfies

m tfn
(1.4) 18t (X, Y1, Ym)| S qm
(15) |et(X7Yl7---aYm)—et(XaY1a )/n 7Ym)| <t mnt l|y| }/|

for all X,y1,...,¥m, Y4, --.¥m € R" andi = 1,...,mand someN > n and 0< y < 1. Note
that we do not require any regularity (X, y1, ..., ym) in thex variable. Square functions
associated to this type of operators have been studied imdberuof recent works. In
Maldonado[[34] and Maldonado-Naibio[35], the authors idtree the operator(1.3), and
making the natural extension of Semmes'’s point of view_ir] [®8prove bounds for a
Besov type relative of the square functiSfl.2),

ot ([0 i)

When p = 2 this Besov type square function agrees with the squargim@.2). In
[26], [22], and [20], Hart, Grafakos-Oliveira, and Grafakioui-Maldonado-Yang proved
boundedness results for different versions of the squaretifan S in Lebesgue spaces
under various cancellation and regularity condition®pnThat is, in each of these works
the authors proved bounds of the foff8(f1,..., fm)||Lp < || f1llLer - - - || fm|[Lem, fOr minor
modifications ofS in various ranges of indiceg, ps, ..., pm- The first goal of this work
includes proving a weighted version of these results,

m
(1.6) [[S(f1, .., fm)[|Lpwp) S _|_l||f|||_pi W)
i=

for appropriate X py, ..., pm < 0, Wipi € Ap andw = ws - - -Wm. More generally, the main
result of this work is the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Assumed; satisfieg(I.4) and (T.5). Then the following cancellation condi-
tions are equivalent

i. © satisfies the strong Carleson condition,
ii. © satisfies the Carleson and two cube testing conditions.
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Furthermore, if the equivalent conditions (i) and (ii) helthen S satisfie€I.8) for all
WP € Ay, where W= W -+ Wim, 1 < p1,..., Pm < ® satisfying%) = % 4ot p—lm, and f e
LPi(w).

For the definitions of the Carleson, strong Carleson, anddwae testing conditions,
see Section 3. For now we only note that conditions quantifyescancellation of; and
that®(1,...,1) = 0 for allt > O implies all three of these conditions. It is of interest to
note that there is no mention of weighted estimates in thethgses of Theorem 1.1, but
we conclude boundedness ®in weighted Lebesgue spaces. Also this is the first result
for multilinear square functions of this type whe®ds bounded for Im < p < 2 and
©x(1,...,1) is not necessarily zero for &ll

An approach that has been used to prove boundSieith 1/m < p < 1 is to view
{G¢}t>0 as a Calderon-Zygmund taking valuesdi#(R $), and reproduce the classical
Calderbn-Zygmund theory to prove a weak endpoint boundiatedpolate with bounds
for p> 1. Butin order for{©; }+~o to be a Calderon-Zygmund operator, one must require
a regularity condition in the first variable 6f. In this paper, we use almost orthogonality
estimates and Carleson type bounds adapted to a weightewsand extend bounds to
indecesp < 1 by the weight extrapolation of Grafakos-Martell[[21].

We also prove a stronger result for square functions adsacia a certain class of
multiconvolution operators. We prove necessary and sefftaancellation conditions for
bounds ofSwhen@y is given by convolution for each> 0. As a consequence, we also
provide a classical Calderon-Zygmund type analogue faasgfunctions: 110 is given
by convolution for each andSis bounded or.” for somepy > 2, thenSis bounded on
all reasonable weighted Lebesgue spaces, including spattesidex smaller than one in
the multilinear setting. We state these results precisetlie following theorem.

Theorem 1.2. Supposé (X, Y1, ..., ym) =t ™MW (t~L(x—y1),...,t L(x—y;)) satisfieqT.4)
and (L.8) for some collection of function#' : R™" — C depending on t> 0. Then the
following are equivalent

i. © satisfies the Carleson condition
ii. S satisfies the unweighted version @8) for somel < pa,...,pm < © and2 <
p < o that satisfys = = +---+ -, thatisLB)with wy = --- = W =w =1
iii. S satisfieLB)forall 1< pi,..., pm < o that satisfys = = +---+ L w € Ay,
where w=w; ---wm, and f € LP/(wP).
iv. © satisfies the strong Carleson condition
Furthermore, if¥' = Wis constantin t, then conditions (i)-(iv) are equivalen@dl, ..., 1) =
0 as well.

We organize the article in the following way: In Section 2, p@ve the some con-
vergence results and boundedness resultSfanen©(1,...,1) = 0. In Section 3, prove
various properties relating the Carleson, strong Carlesiod two cube testing conditions
to each other and some bounds $oiFinally in section 4, we prove Theorems]1.1 1.2.

2. AREDUCEDT1 THEOREM FORSQUARE FUNCTIONS ONWEIGHTED SPACES

It is well-known that [[T.H) implies thdB(f1, ..., fm)(X)| < M f1(X)---Mfn(x), where
M is the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function, and hence

m
sup|[©x(fa, ..., fm)[lLe < rlllfillm
t>0 =
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when 1< py, ..., pm < o satisfy the Holder type relationship

2 51

So itis natural to expect thgh, ..., pm Satisfy this relationship for square function bounds
of the form [1.6). For the remainder of this work, we will asgithat 1< pa, ..., pm < o
andpis defined by[(2]1).

When we are in the linear setting, with a convolution opearét(x,y) = W (x—y) =
t="Y(t~1(x—y)), we use the notatiofi (1.1) to avoid confusion with the sqéuametionS,
and to emphasize that we are using the known LittlewoodyRabory.

Definition 2.1. Letw be a non-negative locally integrable function. fpar 1 we say that
wis anAp = Ap(R") weight, writtenw € Ap, if

[W]Ap_sgp<|—é|/Qw(x)dx) <|—é|/Qw(x)1p/dx) p71<oo

where the supremum is taken over all cukes R" with side parallel to the coordinate
axes.

The following lemma states that approximation to the idgmiperators have essentially
the same convergence properties in weigltedpaces as unweighted. This result is well-
known (an explicit proof is available for example in the wafkWilson [42]), but for the
reader’s convenience we state the results precisely aedaghort proof.

Lemma 2.2. Let Rf = ¢ * f where|¢(x)| < mﬁ for some N> n with §(0) = 1 and
w e Ap for somel < p < .
i. If f €LP(w),thenRf — finLP(w)ast— 0.
i. If f € LP(w) and there exists & < q < c such that fe L9, then RPf — 0in LP(w)
ast— oo,

Proof. We first prove(i) by estimating

IR = flleo < [ OO 11T =) = FO)llpay

The integrandd (y)| || f(- —ty) — f(-)[|Lpw) is controlled by 2 f|[ pw)|$(y)| which is an
integrable function. So by dominated convergence

IR = oy < [ 0O)]im11(-~ty) = 1) [Lowdy =0,

Therefore(i) holds. Now for(ii), suppose thaf € LP(w) NL9(R") for some 1< ¢ < oo.
Then it follows that for alk € R"

IREC)] < [loel o [ flia

yd
sema([ =) il
o (L4 PR

S|

which tends to 0 as— . SoRf — 0 a.e. inR". FurthermordR f(x)| < Mf(x) where
Mf € LP(w) sincef € LP(w) and 1< p < . Then by dominated convergence, we have

JL"JQ/Rn IR F (%) Pw(x)dx = /IRnJm|Rf(x)|pw(x)dx: 0.

So we have?, f — 0in LP(w) ast — co. O
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Lemma 2.3. Supposé satisfieg.4), R f = ¢ » f wherep € C3 with$(0) = 1, w” € A,
for 1< p,p1,..., pm < o satisfying(Z1). Define w=w; - --wp. Then for e LPi (Wp')ﬁLpl

ds
2.2) CYC / Oyl ) ¢
where the convergence holds |ﬁ(wp) and for j=1,...,m, ;s is defined by

Mji(fr, e fm) = PP @ @ P10 Q@ PAfjs1® - @ PP m,

Qf =Y f, andy = —t%(q)t * ¢¢). Furthermore there exist{(bf = 'k x f where
W'k € C¥ have mean zero for+ 1,2 and k= 1,...,n and

o L ik 2k
k;Qt Qf

Proof. We note that sincd; € LPi (wipi) NLP, by Lemma2PP?fi — fi ast — 0 and
P2fi — 0 ast — o in LP(W”). Then it follows that

1/8 ds
fla o Z/ et jS fl, 7f ) S
LP(wP)
/e ds
= Het(fl,.., +/ S4e Gt(PZfl, P2 fm) —
LP(wP)

<|[8¢(F1, s fm) — O (PE F1, ..., PE fm) || Lo+ [|@t(PF ¢ 1, oo P )l [Lowe)

3

= Z H@t P f1,., Pefj1, fj —Pszfj,le,.., HLp wP) +ex( 1/Ef1’ Plz/sfm)HLp(wp)

3 uMg \

<Z|If1 Pefill o |'|||f||Lp. pi +|_!|| PLe fillLm e

As ¢ — 0, the above expression tends to zero. Therefore we haJewBete the conver-
gence is irLP(wP). One can verify thaly(x) = —20y ®(x) andy?X(x) = xc(x) satisfy
the conditions given above. For details, this decompasitioQ; was done in the linear
one dimensional case by Coifman-Meyellih [8] and innftimensional case by Grafakos

in [19]. O

Lemma 2.4. Let R, Q, Q{J Mjsbe asin LemmRa22. Then for all & LP (Wipi) nLy,
s>0,j=1,...mand xc R"

1©Mjs(f1, ., fm) (] < (§A E)y/ S MGt (x) [ M i (x
J,S 15---5 Im ~ t s kZl S IL:I
= ]
for some0 < y’ < ywhere uAnv=min(u,v) for u,v > 0.

This lemma is a pointwise result that was proved in the diedséinear setting in[[26].
We make the appropriate modifications here to prove thisilinelar continuous version.
Proof. For this proof, we define fa¥l,t > 0 andx € R"

t—n

(2.3) oM (x) = ATETM
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It follows immediately thatp}M*+9 < oM for anyd > 0, and there is a well known almost
orthogonality result, for aniyl,L > nands,t > 0

2.4) [, B x— B y)du s BU"(x—y) + O (x-y).
RN

Note also that if we takg = (N+v .Y =ny, andN’ = (1—n)N -y, then using a geo-
metric mean with weights 2 n andn of estimated(1]4) an@ (1.5) it follows that

1-n
|et(xvylv aYm X y15y27 7Ym)| St rlmn( 1|y1 y,| " <I_L(:Dt X yl)>

((Dt (X—y1) -i-(Dt )/1)

— (t Yy -y (qat’\'/”, (x—y1) + BN Y (x— 3/1)) quJtN,”/ (x—yj)
.

It is a direct computation to show that<0y =y

<yandn<N =NMM <N-_y,

2( N+y

We will first look at the kernel o@t(Q Ps+,...,Ps-) fork=1,...,m which is
n m
5 8001 Um0 s = yo) [T (s~ )
K=1/RM i=

The goal here is to bound this kernel by a productb@‘f (X—yj)+ th'\" (x—yj). Soin
the following computations, whenever possible we pull eatts of the formDsN' (X—yj).

There will also appear terms of the ford\' (x— uj) and®l (u—y;), for which we will
use [[Z.4) and bound by appropriate functigndepending os, t, andx—y;. We estimate
the kernel for a fixedk = 1, ..., mand simplify notation

As(Y1, -y Ym) = WEK(y1) |_L¢s Vi)-
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Then fors < t, it follows using thaf\s(y1, ..., ym) has mean zero im (sincqué’k has mean

zero), Ytk ¢ € CF, and6; satisfies[(T}4) and(1.5) that

/Rmnet(x, Ui, ...,Um)As(Us — Y1, ..., Um — ym)dti}

m

N/ Xu17 (3} m)_e'[(xaylau27"'aum)| <rL¢SN Y (uJ_y])> dU
J:

S [ o=y O Y ey @ (U -y

I_L (@Y (x—up @l V' (u - y;) ) o

|=

o G PR r|1(q>t“ Y x-u)@l Y (uy -y, ) da

J:

Sy, Ry i /)
<2 o) YV (x—y1) /RmndJsN (up —y1) I_L(GJN Y (x—uj)dN Y (y; —yj)) dd
J:

(2.5)
S0 ooy ol -y).

Note that we use the computati@trm*|u; — y;|)Y dJN Y (up—y1) < %CDSN/(ul —vy1). Now

for s> t, we use the assumptio®@(1,...,1) = 0, 6; satisfies[(T}4), and thate X, ¢s € G
for the following estimate

(2.6) ’/Rmnet(x,ul,...,um))\s(ul—yl,...,um—ym)du‘
m / !
5/Rmn|_|1¢tN V(X —Uj) [As(U = Y1, ey Um — Ym) = As(X— Y1, .., X — Ym)| dU
=

Next we work to control the second term in the integrand orridjiet hand side of[(2]6).
Adding and subtracting successive terms, we get

|}‘S(u1_y17--~aum_)’m) _)\S(X_yj.?"'ux_ym)'
m
< As(Ur—Y1, U1 = Yoo 1,X—= Yo, o 0s X — Yim)

=

—As(UL — Y1, ..., Ur — Yo, X— Vo1, .0, X— Ym)|

(s Hx—ug) <H¢N'+V )(‘DNW( W)+q’sN'+V(X—W))

m
(o)
r=0+1

:Mg
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Here we use the convection tiaf_; A; = T, ; Aj = 1 to simplify notation. Theri{2]6)
is bounded by

/X/Rmn<ﬂlq>N+Vx u,) s Hx—u) (rlq,ww )

m
< (@Y (U =y + ol (x—yy) ( [ o <x—yr>) dd
r=(+1

< g ﬁl Lo < ﬂ¢P’ (x—u,—)) (ﬁmﬁ’w (ur —y»)
(= = r=

) (A,
: (/Rn o 5w (0 ) 0 Vi

m
X( [ nq’{“/(X—Ur)%N/”(X—yr)du)

r=c+17/R

d)y/*‘/(x—y,)) du

2.7)
ty m

< [ (o ey o ey,

Then using[(Z]5) and (2.7), it follows that

et(X,U]_,. U )llJ%k Ul—Yl |_L¢S yl dU

Rmn

s t\vV ™M

s(3r3) Dl(ms’(x—yj)wr’(x—yj)).

Then since® = f(x)| < Mf(x) uniformly int and®Ms; = Y1_, O(QF*QE* P2, ... P2),
it follows that

OMaa(faoes )01 5 (31 2)" 5 MQE a0 [TME, (0
S, yeeey IM ~ t s & S JI:L ]
By symmetry, this completes the proof. O

Next we work to set the square function results[of| [26].] [28H 420] in weighted
Lebesgue spaces. This is a type of reduced T(1) Theoreir {@r, %)-valued singular
integral operators, where we assume Bgtl,...,1) = 0 for allt > 0. We now state and
prove a reduced T(1) Theorem for square functions on weiggpaces.

Theorem 2.5. Let ©; and S be defined as iff.3) and (IT.2) where 6; satisfies(T.4)
and (LB). If ©(1,..,1) =0 for all t > 0, then S satisfie§L.8) for all W’ € A,, 1 <
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P, P, -, Pm < o satisfying(@d), where w= ™, w;, and f € LPi(w”) N LP. Further-
more, the constant for this bound is at most a constant incéget of w, ..., wy, times

m pj;max(L,p}/pj)+max 3.p}/p;)
'l_l<1+[ .]Apl i/ Pj 2:Pj J)
1=

Proof. Let R, Q, etc. be defined as in LemmaPl B LP(wWP)NLP andh, € LY for all

t > 0 such that
o dt
H ([ neS)
0 t

Recall that the dual dfP(wP) can be realized ds” (wP) if we take the the measure space
to beR" with measuren(x)Pdx. We estimate[(1]6) by duality making use of Lemras 2.3
and2.3

et ) 00m (0 TP
R"JO t

<1l

LP (wP)

o M © p/p/det
O s(f1, ..., fm) (X)W(X)he (X)W(X) dx
0 =J/0 st
i s t\Y »dsdt
< - A= i .
<3 1(foue (8) 101t 0025 t)
(WP)
1
s t 2dsdt 2
x (/[o,m)z(f%) Il )
LP (wP)
1
m n
<55 (0 (et o) 22
j=1k=1 [0,0)2 \ i#]
LP(wP)
1
m n 0 2dS 2
<3 3 ([ trezen)ee) s
== VO %] LP(wP)
o2 ma><(2p/pj
< j . - AT
~ lek:]_ ApJ ||gL|J2,k(fJ)||LpJ (WJPJ) IL:! ||M fl ||Lp| (Wipl)
m 1 1
pj Max(Lpj/pj)+max3.0;/P)), o , pi A1
5;[% ]ApJ ||fJ||ij(ijJ)i|;![W| ]Apl ||f|||_p. pl)
max(l P}/ pj)+max 3,0} /p
<|_l< . Apj i/ Pj 2:Pj J)Hfi”Lpi(Wipi).

Here we have used the weighted bound for the Hardy-Littl@woaximal function, the
Fefferman-Stein vector-valued maximal function boundvprboriginally by Anderson-
John [1] and proved with the sharp dependence on the weigistaat by Cruz-Uribe-
Martell-Perez[[111]. We also used the weighted square fanaistimate fogx for k=
1,...,moriginally proved by Kurtz[[32] and proved with sharp depende on the weight
constant by Lerner in[33]. O
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Although we use sharp estimates to track the weight condigmendence, we are not
claiming that this bound o0& is sharp. In the above argument, once we have bounded
the dual pairing by products of maximal functions amgfunctions, the estimates may
be sharp, but there is no evidence provided here that th@ass up to that point are
sharp. We track the constant so that we can explicitly agpyetrapolation theorem of
Grafakos-Martell[[21L].

3. CARLESON AND STRONG CARLESON MEASURES

This section is dedicated to defining the cancellation doort that we will use for
6, and proving some properties about them. We start with aidgon to motivate these
definitions and describe the role that they will play in thedty.

As discussed in the introduction, in the linear convolutigrerator setting with con-
volutions kernelj, if gy is bounded, then necessarily+1 = 0 for allt > 0. So when
working with the square functiogy, with Y (x) = t="@(t~x), it is not useful to consider
Carleson measure type cancellation conditions(ikérom Theoreni TJ1. But if one does
not require the convolution kernelg to be the dilations of a single functiapor allows
for the non-convolution operators, then mean zero is nottassary condition for square
function bounds. From the classical theory of Carleson omeas[4], we know that in
the linear settingis bounded or.? if and only if |et(1)(x)|2@ is a Carleson measure,
although this may not in general be sufficient ®to be bounded for all & p < 0. We
will define the strong Carleson condition f& and prove that it does imply bounds for all
1 < p < ». There is a stronger notion of Carleson measure defined by8adu [30] that
is related to some of the Carleson conditions in this work. Wikdiscuss this in a little
more depth in Section 4.

Definition 3.1. A positive measurdp(x,t) onR"™ = {(x,t) : x€ R", t > 0} is aCarleson
measure if
1

3.1) [dW|c = sup=-dW(T(Q)) < e,

Q Q|
where the supremum is taken over all cues R", |Q| denotes the Lebesgue measure of
the cubeQ, T(Q) = Q x (0,4(Q)] denotes th&arleson boxoverQ, and/(Q) is the side
length ofQ.
Supposeglis a non-negative measure Eﬂjl defined by

(3.2) du(x,t) = F(x,t)dt(t)dx

for someF € L} (RT™, dt(t)dx). We say thapiis astrong Carlesormeasure if

Q)
(3.3) Iullse =supsup [ F(xt)dt(t) < e
Q xeQ/0

Given an operato®; with kernel satisfying[(1]4), we say th&t satisfies the Carleson
condition, respectively strong Carleson condition|@f (1, ...,1)(x)|2$dx is a Carleson
measure, respectively strong Carleson measure.

In [7] and [2], Christ-Journé and Auscher define a Carlesmttion to be a function
G:RT? - C such that|G(x,t)|2%dx is a Carleson measure. So our definition of the
Carleson condition fo® is exactly thaiG(x,t) = 6(1,...,1)(x) is a Carleson function in
the language of Christ-Journé and Auscher. We state tfirstiten with a general measure
dt(t) instead ofjusl‘¥ because the results in Section 4 can be applied to the discase
wheredt(t) = d, «(t), like the ones in[[16],[35]/[26]/[20], and many others.
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It is trivial to see that if a non-negative measuhgx,t) = F(x,t)dt(t)dx is a strong
Carleson measure, then it is a Carleson measurgjahe< ||u/|s¢, but we can also prove
a partial converse to this for non-negative measures ofdha (1, ..., 1)|2@ for 6
satisfying [I.%) and(115). In Propositidns13.4 3.5, wavp that®, satisfies the two-
cube and the Carleson conditions if and only if it satisfiesstiong Carleson condition.
We first define the two-cube testing condition.

Definition 3.2. Let 6; satisfy [I.%) and®; be defined as i (1l.3). We say tha¢ satisfies
thetwo-cube testing conditioifi

1 ¢(Q) dt
3.4) su —// N Cyenny ¢)(X) — B Cyunny c)(X 2—dX< 00,
(3.4) ch|R| . 1t (X (2r)es -+ X (2R)e) (X) — @t (X(2Q): -+ X (20)¢) (X .

where the supremum is taken over all cuBendQ with R C Q.

In the linear case, the two-cube condition &rbecomes
1 (Q) ,dt
sup— G X)|F—dX < oo,
ch|R| /R/E(R) | (X20\2r)( )l n

The two-cube testing condition is a technical conditiort #rases to conclude the uniform
strong Carleson bound from the average control of the Gamlesndition. Before we
verify the equivalence between these conditions, we fistg@a lemma.
Lemma 3.3. Supposé®; satisfies{I.4). Then we have the following

i. Supposek...,En C R", then

(3.5) SUP |Gt (XEy s -+ XEm) (X)| St "MIN(|Eq], ... [Em]).

XERN
ii. SupposeE,...,En, C R" and2Q C R"\E; for some i and cube Q (he&Q is the
double of Q with the same center), then

(3.6) SUBIG (X - Xen) (0] S Q)M
Xe

Proof. ForEy,...,Em C R" andx € R", using [T#) we have
-n

m
t
<I | _ (V: < +NIE
|®t(XE17-.-7XEm)(X)| ~ I /R“ (1+t,1|x_yj|)NXEJ (yJ)dyJ Nt |EI|

for eachi = 1,...,m. For (i), for x € Q C 2Q C R"\E;, it follows that|x—yi| > ¢(Q) for
all'y; € Ei. Then using[{14), it follows that

-n

m t
[Ot(XEys s XEm) X)| S Jll/R" WXEJ (yj)dy;

t—n

< — d
e T —ypv

1
Sthn/ 7dy
xeyi>0Q [X— N
<N Q) N,
O

Proposition 3.4. Supposd; satisfieg(T.4) and (I.5). If ©;(x) satisfies the Carleson and
the two cube testing conditions, thép satisfies the strong Carleson condition.
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Proof. We first prove a multilinear result analog of the result ofl€son and Christ-Journé
mentioned above, th&@; satisfies the Carleson condition implies tisdatisfies the un-
weighted bound[{1]6) fop = 2. That isdp(x,t) = |®I(1,...,1)(x)|2@ is a Carleson
measure implies for all & pg, ..., pm < « satisfying [2.1) withp = 2, Sis bounded from
LP1 x ... x LPm into L2. To prove this we adapt a familiar technique from Coifmanykfte
see e.g.[[9] orl[10]. Decompo& = (6t — Mg, (1. 1)Pt) — Mgy1,...1)Pt = R + Ut where

(3.7) Py(fe, ..., rlptfl

andP; is a smooth approximation to the identity. The oper&asatisfies the conditions of
Theoreni Zb, and hence the square function associafdsdounded on the appropriate
spaces. The second term is bounded as well using the folip@amleson measure bound

H(/Om|Ut(f1,...,f 2dt> <|_l</n+1|Ptf |p'du(xt)>
Sﬂllfillm.

We use a bound proved by Carleson [4], tfg:-o is bounded front 9(R") into L4(R" ", dp)
for all 1 < g < « wheneved(x,t) is a Carleson measure. We now move on to estimate
(33), so take a cub® c R" and define

€(Q)
Go(¥) =Xol) [ dHx).

To prove thaftis a strong Carleson measure, it is sufficient to show|{@af|| = < 1 where
the constant is independent@fc R". Sincedpis locally integrable irIRTrl anddpis a
Carleson measure, it follows th@&, € L1(R"). Then we have thaBg(x) < MGgq(x) for
almost everk € R". So we estimatgMGq |~

dt
MG = sup [ [ @11, 1) o) Ty
rRox R
gy
= s L [Peaympd
Rax:RCQ|R|
(Q) ,dt
< sup = [ [ @0 X)) RSy
rox: ReQ |R[ JrJo t
1 tR) dt
+ sup 5 O X ()P Y
RachQFAI | JrJo t
,dt
+ sup R // Ot (XFys s XFm) (Y)| " Y
Rox: RCQF /\| |

=141 +I111.
where

A={F = (F,....Fm) :F = 2RorF = (2R°}\{(2R ...,2R)}.
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Note that we may make the reduction to cubes Q since supfGq) C Q andGg > 0.
For each cub® C Q C R", we estimate using that boundedness &f

1 ‘Q dt 1 ® dt
= | et X PR TV < = [ [ Ok xR )Pl
IRl JrJo t IR Jrn Jo t

<1 ﬁnmnﬁm <1
el

Thereford is bounded independent gfandQ. We bound the second term there exists at
least oneF = (2R)C. Then using[(316) from Lemnia3.3, we have

1 (R) 2dt dt
w L e xSy & [ [ s Savsa

Since|A| = 2™ — 1, this is sufficient to bount . Now for the termill, we first takeF € A
such that at least one componént= 2R. Then by [3.F) from Lemma3.3 we have

1 (Q) dt
L o xSy & [ [ reStay s

This bounds all but one term foH . It remains to bound the term wheffe= ((2R)C,
(2R)®). We do this usind(316) from Lemnia8.3 and the two cube cool{8.4)

1 Q) ot

ﬁ/R/e(m |®‘(X<2R>°v'--vX(2R>°)(Y)|2—dy
Y S
_ﬁ RJUR) t(X(2Q)¢: -+ X(2Q)¢ —dy

1 Q) "

+ﬁ/R/e(R> |Gt (X (20)¢: -+ X(20)¢) (¥) — ©t(X(2R)e - X(2R)e) (V) |[“—

t
¢
§i// (Q>tZ(N*n)g(Q)*Z(N*n)gdy_,_151
IRl /rJo t

Therefore]|[MGgq||L» <1 +11 +11I < 1 for all Q C R" where the constant is independent
of Q. Now we can verify thatlp satisfies the strong Carleson condition

Q) dt
sup sup (L, 1)(¥)[*== < sup||GglL= < sup[MGql= < 1.
QCRMxeQ/0 t ™ qQcrn QCRN
This completes the proof. O

Proposition 3.5. If 6, satisfies[I.4), (1.3) and @ satisfies the strong Carleson condition,
then©; satisfies the two cube conditi@@.4).
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Proof. We estimate[(3]4) foR c Q c R"

1 Q) zdt
ﬁ// 1Ot (X(2r)cs > X(2R)e) (X) — Bt (X (20)¢ -+ X (20)e) (X)|“—dX
f(Q at
|R|// ¢; - X(2R)e ~ X(2Q)0: s X(2Q)e) (X )Iz—dx
f(Q dt
2
|R|// 5 X(2R)e: X2Q\2R) (X)|“ - dx
m-1 1 dt
|R|// (2R)%5 -+ X20\2Rs +» X(2Q)¢) (X )|2 dx
= 1
ol "
|R| // 1)(X) = Bt(X(2Rr)e: -+ X(2R)e: X2Q\2R) (X) de

|R|//< Ll

| //[(Q 2(N-n) Z(N*”)gdx
1|R| t

‘@ Hdt
|R|// D) —Gt(X(2rpe: -+ X(2Res XaQ\2) (X)|“ - dX+ 1.

Here the middle term is bounded by the assumption [tBdt, ..., 1)(x)|2%dx is a strong
Carleson measure. Now we bound

|@t (11 ) 1) (X) - GI(X(ZR)C'? "'aX(ZR)C7X2Q\2R) (X)|
m-1
< Z|9t(X2R,---,X2R71,---,1)(X)|+|9t(X(2R)07---,X(zR)cal—Xzo\zR)(Xﬂ
J:

m-1
S Zt*”|R| +1Ot(X 2Ry > X (2R)e> L = X20\2R) (X) |

J:
SR [O(X2r)er -+ X 2R)es X (20)8) (¥ + (O (X (2r)es -5 X 2Ry X2R) (X))
St R+t (Q) (N,

In the second to last line we bound the last termi BYR| and absorb it into the first term
of the last line. Therefore we have that

1 Q) dt
ﬁ// |@t(1a-~'71)(x)_GI(X(ZR)C,...,X(2R>C,X2Q\2R)(X)| —dX

dt dt
—2n 2 d +_// (N n) d <1
|R|// R R t

and henc&® satisfies the two cube conditidn (B.4). O

We also prove that iBis bounded froni.Pt x - - - x LPminto LP for some 1< py, ..., pm <
o and 2< p < o satisfying [2.1), thei®; satisfies the Carleson condition. A partial con-
verse to this was proved within the proof of Proposifiod 3f40; satisfies the Carleson
condition, therSis bounded from.P: x - x LPm into L? for all 1 < py, ..., pm < .
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Proposition 3.6. Assumed; satisfieg(I.4) and S is bounded fromPL x - .- x LPm into LP
for somel < py, ..., pm < © and2 < p < o satisfying(Z3). Then it follows tha®; satisfies
the Carleson condition.

Proof. Fix a cubeQ C R" and we estimate

1 (Q ,dt 1 Q) dt
@/Q/O 6t (L., D" Fdx< @// ©t(Xzg: - X)(X) >~ dx

|Q|// O (XFrs s XFn) —dx

Fe/\
(3.8) =1+l
where
N= {IE = (F1,....,Fm): F =2QorF = (2Q)°}\{(2Q,...,2Q)}.
For each cub® c R", we estimaté
1 £(Q) dt
T 18X a) (0P e - [ Sl o) (0

(&1, s<xZQ,...,xZQ><x>pdx)p
<102 kol <2

Now for the second terrfl, we fix F € A, which has at least one componént= (2Q)°.
Then byB:B) from Lemm@a3.3 we have

|Q|// Ot (XFys > XFm) (X)| —dX IQI// 72(N7n)$d><§1-

Now noting thatA] = 2™ — 1, it follows thatll < 1 as well. Sd; satisfies the Carleson
condition. O

In fact, this proves that #; satisfies[(T}4)[(1]15) an@; satisfies the Carleson condition,
then @, satisfies the strong Carleson condition if and onljf satisfies the two cube
testing condition[(314). We conclude this section with a &swmples of various Carleson
measure obtained from operat@ssatisfying [(I.#) and(115). In Examgle B.7, we define
a operators that give rise to strong Carleson measures,nastample[ 3.8, we define
operators that give rise to operators that are Carlesonuresashut not strong Carleson
measures. For the examples,febe a smooth approximation to the identity dhde as

defined in[(3.77).

Example 3.7. Supposep € L with integral zero sa‘usfylngp( )| < W

(3.9) sup |w<ta>| &,

#4070
and defineQ; f = Yy« f. Letb e LY for some 1< q < o with |b(x) —b(X)| < L|x—x/|®
where 0< a < N—n, B € L*(RT), and defind (1, ..., fm) (X) = B(X,{) Qb(X) Pt (f1, ..., fm) (X).
It follows that the kernels ob;, which are fort > 0

0. yo) = BOCYQD) [ X
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satisfy [I.4) and(1]5). We also have ti&t1,...,1) = B(x,t)Qb, so we estimate

Q00 = | [ urc-y)by) by < L [ unlx-y)] e iy

tfn
<ta/ dy <t
S Jen At Ix—yNa Y

Also we have that

1Qb(X)| < [[Wt]] o l[bl[La St
Then it follows that

2t
t

Q) 1 ,,dt ® _on/qdt
|10 DO S Bl nrsy [T+ 1Bl [ 09T S 2

Therefore with this selection df andf3, it follows thatD; satisfies the strong Carleson
condition. So by Theorem 1.1, it follows that

1
© dt 2 n
PO I WY 5 [P
H< 0 t LP(wP) il:l i

forall 1< pg,...,pm < ® andwipi € Ap wherew = wy ---wm and p is defined by[(211),
which allows for m < p < «. Note that with an appropriate selection®f the kernels
dk(x,y) will not be smooth in thec variable. This is an operator to which one could not
apply previous results. Even in the linear case, one neadedtiness irx to conclude
bounds for forp > 2 from the Carleson condition d®.

Example 3.8. The purpose of this example is to construct an ope@taatisfying [T.4)
and [I.5) such tha®; satisfies the Carleson condition, but not the strong Canlesadi-
tion. Definey(x) = X(0,1)(X) — X(-1,0)(X), Qf = Wt * f, b(X) = X(0,1)(x), and like above
Di(f1,..., fm)(X) = Qtb(X)Pt(f1, ..., fm)(X). As above, we have th&%(1,...,1) = Qb. Itis
a quick computation to show that

_ o ,1—cog§)
UJ(E)—ZT

with the appropriate modification whé&n= 0. It follows then that((&)| < min(|&|, €| 71),
and that

|Dt(1,...1)(x)|2$dx: |t *b(x)|2$dx
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is a Carleson measure. Now we show thatloes not satisfy the strong Carleson condition.
LetQ=[-1,0], xe [-1,0) C Q, and we estimaté€(3.3) with the following computation

(Q) ,dt 1 2
[ D00 = [ ] wexnx-ydy
0 0 R

1 X

2 dt

t

dt

t

y)dy|
_ /1 (x+1)2 dt

t2

1dt 1dt 1dt
—¢ /+/

> x2/ dt—2x—2—log(—x)
0
—log(—x) —

Therefore

£(Q)
sup [ DALY > sup —log(—x) ~2= e
xe[-1,0/7/0 x€[-1,0)

and hencé®; satisfies the Carleson condition, but not the strong Canlesadition.

4. A FULL WEIGHTED T1 THEOREM FORSQUARE FUNCTIONS FORL?

In this section, we develop some classical Carleson meassuds in a weighted set-
ting with strong Carleson measures. With these new toolscameapply some familiar
arguments to complete the proof of Theorédms 1.1[and 1.2. ld@eisely, Lemmas4.1,
[4.2 and Propositioh 4.3 are weighted versions of resultggurdy Carleson i 4] where
we use assume strong Carleson in place of Carleson corglition

Lemma 4.1. If y is a strong Carleson measure, then for any locally ingdde function
w>0and ECR"

(4.) tw(E) <[] W(E)
where diy(x,t) = w(x)du(x,t) andE = {(x,t) e R""1: B(x,t) C E}.

In [30], Journé says thaky, is a Carleson measure with respecita A; if it satisfied
(41). He uses this definition to prove that measures thafgahis estimate also verify
weighted analogs of Carleson measure bounds. In partidalarmé proves

Proof. Let Q; be the Calderon-Zygmund decompositiorefat height%. Then
EcJQjandE| < Y |Qj < 2E].
j ]
LetQj be the dyadic cube with double the side lengtiQpontainingQ; and take(x,t) €
E. SinceB(x,t) C E andQj ¢ E, it follows thatB(x,t) C B(x,3y/n{(Qj)). Then

EcJQ x (0.2vA(Q)
J
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Now d(x,t) = F (x,t)dt(t)dxfor some non-negative € Lit (RT™). So using thapis a
strong Carleson measure, it follows that

E) <Y W((ENQj) x (0,2vA(Qy)])
J

= ;/Emj /OZ\W(QJ')|:(x,t)dT(t)W(x))(Qj (x)dx

i / w(x)dx
| ||562 Ero,
<|IHlsc W(E).

In the last line, we use th&N Q; are disjoint. O

Lemma 4.2. Suppose dx,t) = F(x,t)dt(t)dx is a strong Carleson measure ajgx)| <
m for some N> n. Then for all we Ap for 1 < p < o,

1

P 1 1/(p-1)
(4.2) </M|cn*f<>|pw<x>du<x,t>> < PP 1 ey
Proof. Define the non-tangential maximal function

Mgf (X) =sup sup |@ = f(t)].

t>0 |x—y|<t
ForA > 0, define
Ex = {XeR": Mgf(x) > A}
Ey = {(x,t) e RT1: B(x,t) C Ey}.

It follows from LemmdZ-1L thagty(Ey ) < ||H] | s W(E) ) where agail py (X, t) = W(x)d (X, t).
Therefore

Lo 100 Pwg0) = p AP (06) € B2+ 10] > A T

dA
p/ APy (Ep) 5 5
dA

< pllulsc [ MwEN S
— lIWlsc [ Mof (0Pw(x)dx

Sl lse MR P 1] o

Here we use as before thagt * f(x)| < Mf(x) and|[Mf|[ pw) S W ]1/(') Y [[fllLpwy. O

Proposition 4.3. Supposé; satisfie(1.4) and (I.3). If ©; satisfies the strong Carleson
condition, then S is satisfig&.8) for all w € A, and1 < py, ..., pm < « satisfying@1)
with p= 2 where w= w ---wp,. Furthermore, the constant for this bound is at most a
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constant independent ofl\/v.. W, times

I rl[wf’wﬁp{”-

Proof. DefineR = © — Mg, (1,...1)Pt andU; = Mg,(1,..1)Pt. ThenR; satisfies[(114)[(1]5),
and in additiorR (1,...,1) = 0 for allt > 0. Then by Theorefn 2.5, it follows that

H(/mm(f f >|2—dt>% = |'lm [l
1,--5 Im ~ i LPi Piy.
0 t Lhwe) 1= a

Now we turn to theJ; term. For anyw™ € Ay, for 1 < pa,..., pm < o satisfying [Z.1) with
p =2, takedp(x,t) = [&(1,... 1)|2dt—dx it follows that

H(/Omwt(fl,...,f 2dt> _/n+1 <|_||Ptf )| wi (X ) dp(xt)
L2(w?)

2
pl Pi

<|'l(/m|Ptf ()P () du(x,w)

5||u||?c_|1[w.‘"]i/pf" 6110

The final inequality holds by Lemnia4.2. The first term in thestant[(4.B) is from the
bound ofR by Theoreni 215 and the second term is from the bourdj above. O

These results almost complete the proof of Thedreth 1.1,pexoe dealing with a
density issue withf; € LP(w”) N LP and applying weight extrapolation. Propositions
[3.4 and_3.b verify the equivalence @f and (ii) from Theoreni I]1. By Propositidn 3.4,
(i) implies thatS satisfies[(116) for aIi/vipi € Ap with 1 < pg,...,pm andp =2 for fj €
LPi(w”)NLP:. In order to conclude boundedness forldl(w ), we make a short density
argument in following and apply the extrapolation theorehGoafakos-Martell[[211] to
complete the proof of Theorem 1.1. We will use a lemma to pthige

Lemma4.4.1fwe Apandl < p < oo, thenm € LP(w) foranyx € R"and d> 0.

Proof. We start by noting that for anye R"
1
M / X)dx
XB(xo.d) (X) = B K=o )] Jecix XOHd)XB(O,d)( )
_ Xeea®|
B(X,[x—Xo| +d)|  (d+|x—xo)"

Then it follows that

1

1 b
S — <d™" < )
(/R" R |x—x0|)”PW(X)dX) < d " IMXe.d)l lLpw) S [IXB(o.d)Lpw) <

Here we use the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator bound.®w) and thatw € L% .
a
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Proof. First we restrict to the case= 2 and takef; € LP(w”) and f; x € LPi(w™) N LP
with fi, — fi in LP(wP) ask — . It follows thatfix® - ® fmk — f1® - @ fm as
k — oo in the weighted product Lebesgue spa€g(w}?*) ---LPm(wh™). For allx € R"

1O (f1, ---s ) (X) — Bt (frs .., Fni) (X)]
< /Rmnlet(x,yl,...,ym)l [fa(y2) -+ fm(ym) = fak(y) -~ fnk(Ym)[dy

1
N-n w; (yi)~Pidy, o -
< rlt ( RO (t+ [X— y||)p’N> [f1® @ fm—flk®---® fm,k||LP1(W§’1)...|_pm(Wi)m),

which tends to zero ds— « almost everywhere sineg” € Ay, implies thaty; Ple Ay and
so the first term is finite almost everywhere by Lenima 4.4. &loee®; (1, ..., fmk) —
O (f1,..., fm) pointwise ak — « a.e.x € R". Then by Fatou’s lemma we have that

,dt
I8 By = [ [ I @1 Fuie e i 002 F w2
oo o dt
< liminf /R n /O O Fuk - o) 002 S W2

m
. . 2
< Caumwy,... i, pr....,Pm I|m 'Qf _|_l|| fikl T (wPh)

ThereforeS satisfies[(116) for all Xk pa, ..., pm < © satlsfymg I(ZIL) withp = 2, for all
wipi € Ap, and for allfj € LP (wipi). We complete the proof by applying the multilinear
extrapolation theorem of Grafakos-Mari{el[21], which watsthow.

Theorem 4.5(Grafakos-Martell[[21L]) Let1 < qs,...,gm < @ and1/m < q < o be fixed
indices that satisffZ.1) and T be an operator defined oMW x - x LIm(wi) for
all tuples of weights ﬂ/ € Ag. We suppose that for all B 1, there is a constant£=
Co(B) > 0'such that for all tuples of weightsie Aq with [w{']a, < B and all functions
fi € L9 (w), T satisfies

T (F1sos fm) [ lLawe <Co|_!||f|||Lq.

Then for all indicesl < py,...,pm < © and 1/m < p < o that satisfy@1), all B > 1,
and all weights W € A, with [w]a, < B, there is a constant €& C(B) such that for all
fi e LP (Wipi)

m
IT(fs oty < G 16l o2
=

We may take, for exampley = --- = gqm = 2m and hencey = 2. Then we have just
proved that for alB > 1 andw{’ € A with [\/viqi]Aqi < Bthat

m
[I1S(F1; -, fm)llL2we) < Camay.....amCmnpr.....pows....m _|_||| fillLa (wiT)
=

whereCmnw,,... wmqy,...am 1S defined in[(4B). Sinc€mnw,,...wmq.....qm 1S @n increasing
some of power functions (@W?‘]Aqi , one can defin€y(B) by replacing the weight constants
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with B in (£.3) times a constant independent of the weights,

Co(B) = Camay....am ﬁZBmaX(l-,l/(qi1))+ma><1/2,1/(q1)) + ||u||5mé2 ﬁBl/(Qil) )
= =
which verifies the hypotheses of Theorlem 4.5%om herefore for alB > 1, there exist€
depending oB,n,m,qy, ..., qm such that

m
1881 oy < C T il
=

forall 1< pi,..., pm < o0, W € Ay, with [w']a, < B, andf; € LPi(w").

We now prove Theoremn J.2.

Proof. The implicationgiv) = (iii) = (ii) = (i) have already been proved in a more gen-
eral context. So itis sufficient to show th@t=- (iv). Sinced;(X,y1,...,ym) =t ™MW (t~1(x—
Y1), t 7L (X —ym)), it follows that® (1, ...,1)(x) is constant constant i For allx € R"

AL, 1)(x) = /Rmnrm"wt(tfl(x—yl),.-.7t*l(X—ym))dV

= [ W Y1 ymdy = F (1)

where the last line here we take as the definitiorFof But we have assumed théx
satisfies the Carleson condition, and he||'R-:ét)|2%dx is a Carleson measure. So the
strong Carleson condition follows: For all cub@s- R"

Q) 2dt_ 1 2(Q) 2dt
/ |et<1,...,1><x>|T—@/Q/0 FOPTdxsL

If we assume also thal#t' = W is constant irt, then it follows thaf (t) = ¢ is a constant
function. But ther‘co|2$dxis a Carleson measure, and hence integrabl® ar(0, /(Q)]
for all cubesQ c R". Then it follows thaty = 0 whenW! is constant irt, which completes
the proof. O
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