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A COTLAR TYPE MAXIMAL FUNCTION ASSOCIATED WITH
FOURIER MULTIPLIERS

RAJULA SRIVASTAVA

ABSTRACT. We prove the L? boundedness of a maximal operator associated with a dyadic
frequency decomposition of a Fourier multiplier, under a weak regularity assumption.

1. INTRODUCTION

Consider a Mikhlin-Hérmander multiplier m on R¢ satisfying the assumption
(1) o7m(&)] < Ajg|
for all multi-indices v with |y| < L for some integer L > d. ‘

Let x € C2°(R) be supported in (1/2,2) such that 3322 x(2t) = 1 and let ¢ = x(].|).
For a given Schwartz function f, let Sf := F~'[m A], and for n € Z let .S, be defined by
(2) Snf(€) =Y o2 IOmEf(©).

j<n
We are interested in bounds for the maximal function

The above operator was studied by Guo, Roos, Seeger and Yung in [4], in connection with
proving LP bounds for a maximal operator associated with families of Hilbert transforms
along parabolas. The multiplier m in [4] was assumed to satisfy the condition

(4) sup [[pm(t-)]| 1 = B(m) < oc
>0

with 8 > d. Here E}; is the potential space of functions g with (I — A)?/2g € L' (we note
the analogy with condition (1) here). With the above hypothesis, the authors were able to
prove a pointwise Cotlar-type inequality

(5) 5. (@) < gy (MISTE)!" + Caad™ Bom)M )

for f € LP(R?) and for almost every x (with 7 > 0 and 0 < § < 1/2). Here M[f] denotes the
standard Hardy-Littlewood Maximal function. (5) easily implies LP and weak (1,1) bounds
for the maximal operator S,.

It is natural to ask if one could weaken the assumption (4) and still establish LP bounds
on the operator Sy, possibly without the intermediate step of proving a pointwise inequality
of the form (5) for all exponents r. In this paper, we answer this question in the affirmative.
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In particular, we show that for the LP bounds on S, to hold, it is enough for the multiplier
m to satisfy a much weaker condition

(6) sup/ F - om(t)](@)|(log (2 + |]))de == B(m) < 0o,  a > 3.
>0
Our main result is the following:

Theorem 1.1. S,, as defined in (3) for a multiplier m satisfying (6), is of weak-type (1,1)
and bounded on LP for p € (1,00), with the respective operator norm <, B(m).

We remark here that it is not possible to do away with the smoothness assumption
entirely. In other words, the condition
sup [ |7 [gm(t)|(@)ldz < oc
t>0
alone is not enough to guarantee LP bounds on the maximal operator Sy, or even on the
singular operator S. For counterexamples, we refer to [10], Section 5 and [9], Section 3.
We shall denote the Littlewood-Paley pieces of m by m;. More precisely, for j € Z,
we define m;(€) := ¢(277&)m(€). Furthermore let a;(€) = m;(27¢) = n(&)m(27¢). Observe
that supp(m;) C (2971,27) and supp(a;) C (1/2,2). Let K; = F~[m;]. Then (2) can be
re-written as
(7) Snuf(z) =) Kjx* f(x).
Jj<n
However, in order to quantify the smoothness condition in (6), it is useful to partition
K; (for each j € Z) on the space side as well (see [2]). To this effect, let 7y € C2°(R?) be
such that 7 is even, ng(z) = 1 for || < 1/2 and 7 is supported where || < 1. For | € N,
let m(x) = no(27'2) — no (27! 1x). For I € NU {0} we define

(8) K'Y () = m(22)F " my](@).
By the assumption (6), we then have
(9) 1K 2 S B(log (2 +27)) 7.

Now the multiplier corresponding to K7 is given by 277%j,(277.) « m;, which, unlike
m;, is not compactly supported. However the rapid decay of 7; still leads to the multiplier
"essentially" being supported in a slightly thicker (but still compact) dyadic annulus, with the
other frequency regions contributing negligible error terms. We make these ideas rigorous
in Section 2. The arguments used are similar in spirit to those in [1], Section 5. Another
source of reference is [6]. As a corollary, we prove that the singular operator

(10) S'fa) = K" x f(2)
JET
is bounded on L?, with operator norm < BI~%.

In Section 3, we use Bernstein’s inequality (see [11]) to establish LP bounds for the
aforementioned portion with the major contribution and with compact frequency support.
We also establish a pointwise estimate on its gradient.

In Section 4, using the estimates from Section 3, we prove that the Calderén-Zygmund
operator S! associated to the multiplier m is of weak type (1,1), with the operator norm
< BI~**1. We do so by establishing the result for the operator T f := Y jez HY% % f, where

H%J is the portion of the kernel K%/ with the major contribution. The arguments flow
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in the same vein as those in the proof of the Mikhlin-Hérmander Multiplier Theorem (see
[3],[5]). We also establish LP bounds on T' using interpolation.

In Section 5, we investigate the properties of the truncated operator TTlL f=> j<nH Lig f
(for n € Z and | > 0), with an aim of establishing L? bounds for the associated maximal
operator T!f = sup |T!f|.

We wish to show that for [ > 0, the operator T! is bounded on LP for 1 < p < oo with
the corresponding operator norm <, BI=**! (< B for [ = 0). Since our assumption (6) on
m is much weaker than that in [4], a pointwise inequality like (5) for all » > 0 seems out of
reach. However, by using similar ideas, we are able to establish a Cotlar type inequality

Tif(z) Sa W(M(Wflp)(:ﬂ))”p +25 170N (14 677) B(m) (M(|f|7) ().
for each T! and for a large enough exponent p (here 0 < 6 < 1/2). Roughly speaking, a
choice of p = p; ~ [ will work. In particular, p; — oo as I — oo. Using this inequality,
we can conclude that 7! is bounded (with norm <, BI=%*!) for all p € [p;,00). This idea
of keeping track of the explicit dependence on the exponent [ and using the decay in [ to
sum the pieces up has also been used in [2], albeit for a different maximal operator than
the one considered here. For p € (1,p;), however, we rely on a weak (1,1) estimate for 7"
(which is not hard to obtain) and then an interpolation between 1 and p;, which causes us
to gain a power of I. In other words, we are only able to retain a decay of I=**2 (hence
the assumption o > 3). This is a trade off of working with a weaker logarithmic regularity
assumption.

Finally, in Section 6, we establish a weak (1,1) estimate for the maximal operator T"
and obtain L? bounds for the sum ) ;- T!, and consequently for S, (we use the decay in I
and the condition a > 3 here). -

Acknowledgements. The author would like to thank her advisor Andreas Seeger for in-
troducing this problem, for his guidance and several illuminating discussions. Research
supported in part by NSF grant 1500162.

2. THE ERROR TERMS

Let ¥ € C* with ¥ = 1 on {1/4 < [{| < 4} and supported on {1/5 < [¢] < 5}. For
J € Z, define ¥;(§) = ¥(277€). Then
(11) SOKW =S "KM x FNE;) + Y K« FI (1 - 1y)
JEZ JEZL JEZ
where K'J is as defined in (8).
In this section, we will show that the contribution from the second sum above can be

made as small as required using the rapid decay of 7. To control this sum, we study the
corresponding multiplier given by

S 271 = )+ my(©) = S (1 - 1(€)27 [ my@)i(27 (€ - w) do

JEL JEL
Lemma 2.1. Letl > 0. For any N € N, multi-index v and £ # 0, we have the estimate
(12) D21 = wy)FL (2 ) ) ()] S BTN,

JEZL
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Proof. Fix £ # 0. Let k € Z be such that 2871 < |¢] < 28T1.As Uy =1 on {272 < |¢] <
26421 we can split the sum under consideration into two parts

Y271 = ) (277 ) + my)(€)] <

JEZ
Yo 27N 2w mp) O+ Y 27O (277 )+ my) (©)).
J>k+2 j<k—2
First Term: We have
> e em)@l < X 2 [ )2 - @)l do.
J>h42 k42 27 Sw|<27F

Now we observe that for 277! < |w| < 2/t we have |w — ¢| > |w|/2 and 277 |w|/2 ~ 1.
Hence, the Schwartz decay of 7 yields

> 2N (27 )+ my)(€)]

j>k+2
—N
—jd I(d —J l—j
Sovy 3 29[l 2 Db (2l 2) 7 d
j>k+2 27 -1 <jw| <27+
Sdn N Z 92— JdeH ol(d+[v|=N)o—il| dw

k2 211 <Jw|<20+1

d 1(d+]|y|—N)o—j U(d+]v]—N) o—(k+2 1(d+|y|=N)(e1—1y
Sdm’Nﬁ Z 9 Hm”ng( V=N)o—ilvl Sdm’Nﬁ Bold+1y=N)o—(k+2)|7] gdm,Nﬁ Bold+hl )m vl
>k+2

Second Term: In this case for 277! < |w| < 2/t we have that |w — & > [¢]/2 and
2771¢|/2 > 1. Hence

> 27N (27 )+ my)(€)]

j<k—2
. . -N
< o—id / mll, . 2Ud+Do=il (91=31¢[ 12} du
SCID VLR PN LT (2l¢l/2)
, — N+l
< 9= ||l 9Hd+l— N)/ Il (9-i|¢| /9 doo
Sav 30 2l s e S (271E12)

Sy llmll oo 2P 7007 97009 < g fim] e 2N 7,
J<k—2

Now a simple application of the Mikhlin-Hérmander Multiplier theorem gives us
Theorem 2.2. Let | > 0. For any Ny € N, p € (1,00) and Schwartz function f, we have

1> K« FH 1= 95) * fll o Sa maz (p, (0 — 1)) Cyngpw B2 % £l -
JEZ

Furthermore, we also have

DK 5« F7HA = Wy) + f € LY proe Sa Covo B2 f 1.
JEZ
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Proof. We need to prove that
1Y sy Y 0% (1= )€ P22 ) my) (€)] Sa Covpw B2 7
B<y JEL

where v is a multi-index with |y| < d/2 + 1 and £ # 0. We observe that for all values of j
except for ji,jo where 27172 < [¢] < 5271 or when 272/5 < |¢| < 27272 we can use lemma
2.1 directly (as then [(1 — ¥;)(€)| is a constant). Further, for the two remaining cases, we
observe that |¢| ~ 27% (k = 1,2). Hence we can bound the term [0°(1 — ¥;,)| by Cyle|#!
and apply the previous lemma to the term |97~%(27747,(277.) x m;)(£)| to bound it above
by Cn,NBQI(d‘FM_W‘_N“_M)|£|7(|7|7‘5D. The result then follows by summing up. O

As a consequence, we obtain the L? boundedness of S' (as defined in (10)), with poly-
nomial decay in .

Theorem 2.3. For f € L? and | > 0, we have
I1S' (Pl < B S 2

We also have
1S° ()2 < Bl 2-

Proof. Tt is enough to prove the above for a Schwartz function f. Now
SUH =K s f=> K« F )« f+> K« F 1 (1—0))xf.
JEZ JEL JEZ
As we have already established the Ly boundedness of the second term in Theorem 2.2 (with

as good a decay in [ as required), we only need to prove the theorem for the first term. To
this effect, let

f=> Af
kEZ
be a Littlewood-Paley decomposition of f. Then

DKM s F7HWg) s fllpe S D2 D KN F7H®5) % Mg 2
jez JEZ kEL
SID DKW« FTHW) % (A1 + Aj + D) fll o
JEZ
where we have used the fact that the frequency support of K « F *1(\IJJ~) is contained in
{27/5 < |¢] < 5.27}. From (9), we also have that
15 5 FH ) pr < IEY | pallFH(5) e S Bllog (2 4+ 2) ™[9] e

Hence

IS K 5 F7H(W5) # fllge S Bllog (2+2) 7130 (A1 + A + A1) fl 12
= JE€L

< B(log (2+21) 7% f |l 2

which proves the theorem. O
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3. ESTIMATES FOR THE MAJORLY CONTRIBUTING PORTION OF THE KERNEL

We now turn our attention to the first term in (11), which is the one with the main
contribution. The main advantage we have now is that the jth term in

> KB« FH(Wy)
JEZ
has frequency supported in the annulus {27 /5 < |¢] < 5-27}. Hence, we can use Bernstein’s

inequality to get bounds on the L, norm (of each term, with 1 < p < co) and L* norm (of
the derivative).

Proposition 3.1. Let ¢ € (1,00), and let ¢’ denote the Hélder conjugate exponent of q.
Then for all 1l € NU{0} and j € Z, we have

. jd
(1) [ % FHE;) | S B2 (log (2 +2)) 7
(2) For v € R, V(KW « F~1(¥)))(z)| < 20| KM « F~H(W;)(2)].
Proof. For the first part, we have
1B 5 FH(85) || o
<K 1 | FH5) o S Bllog (24 21) 1|0 Sw B(log (2 +21)) #2744
where in the second step we have used (9) and Hausdorff-Young’s inequality.
For the second part, we recall that the Fourier transform of V(K" F~1)(;) is suppor-

ted on a dyadic annulus of radius 2/. The assertion then follows from Bernstein’s inequality
(see [11], Proposition 5.3). O

4. WEAK (1,1) BOUNDEDNESS OF S

Let 1; be the characteristic function of the set {z : 21*1 < |z| < 21} for I > 0 and
of the set {z : |z| < 1} for I = 0. We will denote 1;(2/x) by 1%(z). Then (11) can be
rewritten as
(13) S OKM =3 KNI =N KW s« FH )1 4+ KR s« FN (1 = w1

JET JET JEZ JEZ
The advantage of (13) over (11) is that it preserves information about the compact support
of the kernel K7, a property we will exploit quite often in the forthcoming proofs. Now for
f € LY(RY), we can estimate

I K s fll e < I HY 5 fllprse + 1D (KW 5« FHL = UH)I) 5 £l 100

JEZ JEZ JEZ
where we define H/ := (K% x F~1(¥;))159. Also let the operator T! be defined as T'f :=
Zjez H f.

By Theorem 2.2, we conclude that |37 ;7 (K /s F (A=W 1 s f || 1o S B f]| 1
Hence, in order to prove that S’ is of weak type (1, 1) (with the respective norm <4 BI~*t1),
it is enough to prove the same for T', which is the content of the next theorem. The proof we
give here essentially uses the same ideas as Hormander’s original proof of the (Hérmander-
)Mikhlin Multiplier Theorem (see [5], also [3]).
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Theorem 4.1. For all f € L'(RY), we have

1T fll e S Bl
forl>1 and
T fllproe S BIIfll

Proof. We prove the result for [ > 0. The result for [ = 0 follows similarly. Also, for this
proof, we can assume that B = 1. Let f € L'(R%) and fix ¢ > 0. Let

f=fo+ h

be the standard Calderén-Zygmund decomposition of f at the level [*“1o. More precisely,
let {Ij}ren be axis-parallel cubes with centres {ax}ren respectively such that

1o < 0™ [ 15wl dy < 20,
k

If(x)| <1 loae.fora ¢ UIk,

keN
1 y)dy x € Iy, 1 )dy z € I,
fol) = {0 otheliv&/i|se ity " )= {.|f?|) ({‘L{Iflerwmey '
Now
meas({z: [Y_ HY 5 f(x)] > o})
JEZ

<meas({x: |Z HY « fo(x)] > 0/2}) + meas({z: |Z HY % fi(z)| > 0/2})

jez jez

We estimate meas({z: [>;cz HY % fo(x)] > 0/2})
< meas({z: \ZH“ * fo(x)] > a/2}ﬂ UQIk + meas UQIk

JEL keN keN
®) Sameas({a: |3 HY « fo(w)] > /23 (Y 280)7) + 1,
Jez keN o

Now since the mean value of fy over I vanishes, we have

D SERE I

et JEZL
< Z/ (/ > HY (2 Hl’](ﬂf—ak)|d$>|fo( )| dy

keN ( U 2I) JEZL

(b) DY / fo(y) dyl Sa T 1],
keN
provided we prove that
(c) / ZHW — HY(z —ap)|dz Sg 179 y € I,
U 2Iy)e jez

keN
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We postpone the proof of (c¢) in order to conclude the estimates. By (a), (b) and (c), we
obtain

(d)
meas({z: [y HY x fo(x)] > 0/2}) Sao U flly + o T f 1l Sa o 'S
JEZ
Set p = 21 + 4. Then by Theorem 2.3, we have ||S'f|l, <a 1% f|l;2, and hence

o?meas({z: |3 HY x fi(z)] > 0/2}) < |3 HY « fil]3 S 2ED| )3

JEZ JEZ
— 2(=a+1) <Z|Ik| ‘/ f dac —|—/ | dx)
keN ’f)c
keN
SatHo{ S| [ f@ds|+ [ (f@)lde
%‘ I ‘ (kUNIk)c }
€

which enables us to conclude

(e) meas({z: |Z HY % filx)| >0/2}) <

JEL

A1l
—

Combining the estimates (d) and (e) yields

meas({z: |Y_ H" « f(z)] > 0}) <

JEZ.

e P
d .

There remains the proof of (c). It is sufficient to prove that
S [ a1 =)~ H @ 2 S (ol < 0> )
|x|>2t
Fix t > 0. Let m € Z such that |t| ~ 2™. Now for j > —m,

/ \HY (2 — y) — HY (2)] de < 2/ \HY (2)| d < / K 5 FH () ()19 (2) dr.
|| >2t || >2¢ |z|>2m
Now we observe that for the last term to be non-zero, 2/=7 > 2. Hence we have

3 /x \HY (& — ) — HY (2)| da

iom el =2

< X[ F )@ @) de < Y ) S g (2+2)) 7
—m<j<l—-m x‘>2m
l a+1

where we have used our assumption (6) to conclude the second to last inequality. Moreover,
by Proposition 3.1, we have |V (K% « F~1(U;))(z)| < 27| (K « F~1(¥;))(x)| which yields
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' ) 1 .
> |HY (z —y) — HY ()| do < ) /0 /RJ@,V(K”*f*1<\1fj))(w—7y)>ldwd7

jgfnl|ﬂ2t j<—m

< D0 UVEY « FHE),

j<-m
< D PIEY « FHE) Se Yo 1KY < e
Jj<—m Jj<—m
The last two estimates give (c), and the proof is complete. O

The following theorem now follows almost immediately using standard LP—interpolation
theory.

Theorem 4.2. T' defines a bounded operator on LP for p € (1,00), with
1T p Sa maz (p, (p— 1)~ 1BI7o+?

for 1 > 0. We also have
1Tl Sa maz (p,(p — 1) B,

Proof. The operator T* is bounded on L? (by Theorem 2.3) and maps L' to L) (by
Theorem 4.1), with norm BI~**! (norm B for [ = 0). Interpolating between the L! and L?
spaces then yields the required norm for the operator acting on LP with p € (1,2). Further,
a duality argument yields the desired result for p € (2,00) as well. This concludes the proof
of the theorem. O

5. BOUNDEDNESS ON LP FOR LARGE p

In this section, we investigate the properties of the truncated operator T f := 3 j<n H by
f (for n € Z and I > 0), with an aim of establishing L? — L? bounds for the associated max-
imal operator T!f = sup |T%. f|. Let M[f] denote the standard Hardy-Littlewood Maximal
function.

We wish to show that for [ > 0, the operator T! is bounded on LP for 1 < p < oo with
the corresponding operator norm <, BI=! (<, B for | = 0). We will achieve this by
proving a Cotlar type inequality

T47(0) Sa g (MU @) -4 28157 B 1))
for each T! and for a large enough exponent ¢ (here 0 < § < 1/2). Roughly speaking, a
choice of ¢ = ¢; ~ [ will work. In particular, ¢ — oo as [ — oo. Using this inequality, we
can conclude that 7! is bounded (with norm <, BI=**1!) for all p € (p;, 00).

The following lemma is the main step in establishing the Cotlar type inequality. The
ideas used are similar to Lemma A.1 in [4].

Lemma 5.1. Fir # € R4, n € Z and ¢ > 1. Let g(y) = fWlpzo-n(y) and h = f —g.
Then we have
e [BOMIp@E) Y =0,
T! <
(i) 1TLo(2)| < {0 .
0 [=0.

(it) |TLh(Z) — T'h(F)| < {Bzzd/qlaH(M[fq](;c))l/q 1> 0.
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iii) For |w — | <2771 we have
)

~ B(MIf7)(&)) /4 L =0.
[Tih(z) ~ T'h(w)] 5 {B2ld/ql—“+1(M[fq](f))l/q 1> 0.

Proof. We may assume without loss of generality that B = 1. To prove (i), we consider for
j<n

HY wg(@)| < [ Y@ = 9l dy

|z—y[<27"

1/q
< KM FEH ) @E - ), </| 9|12 (@ = y)| dy) :

F—y|<2—n

We note that 147 (& —y) is supported around Z in either a dyadic annulus of radius ~ 27+
for [ > 0 or a disc of radius 277 for I = 0. As j < n, the second term above is non-zero only
when [ = 0. In this case, we estimate

7%+ g(2))|

1/q
< 214/4(10g 2)~ 2~ nd/4 <2nd / lg(y)|? dy) (using Proposition 3.1)
|z—y|<27n
< 2U=md/a(pp(g9) ()M

Summing up in j < n, the assertion now follows as |g| < | f].
For (ii), we observe that |Th(z) — T(%)| < Zj>n|Hl’j * h(Z)|. For j > n, we then have

HY h(@)| < [ Y - yh(y)]dy

|E—y[>2—"

1/q
B \h(y)\q\ﬂl’j((f—y))\qdy> :
—y|>2—"

<KW« FHE)(E -9, (/m

Again, using the support property of 147, we observe that the second term above is non-zero
only when [ > 0 and j < [+ n. For each j € (n,l + n), we estimate

[H 5 h(7)]

1/q
< 2U4(log (2 + 21))—0‘</ |h(y)|4 15 (29 (2 — )2 dy) (using Proposition 3.1)
|

F—y|>27"

1/q 1/q
< de/qla< / |h(y)|? dy) < 9id/ajag(=i+hd/e <2(J'+”d / [h(y)[* dy)
~ Byl B |

Z—y|<271H
< 1melda(prpe)(z)) M.
Summing up in n < j < n + [ and noting that |h| < |f], we get

> _IHY w h(@)] S 21 (M f) (@),

i>n
Now for (iii), we consider the terms HY x h(%) — HY % h(w) separately for j < n and j > n.
The sum Y-, |[H" % h(Z)| was already dealt with in (ii) and like before, only matters for
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1 > 0. Since |w— #| <271 we have |w — y| ~ |& — y| for | — y| > 27" and for non-zero [,
the previous calculation leads to

i, 0 [=0.
;LIH Tx h(w)| {B2ld/ql—a+1( MIf9)(z ))1/q > 0.

It remains to consider the terms for j < n. We write
HY sh(%)—HY xh(w / / <x w, V(KW F~1(0;)) (w+s(Z—w)— )>h(y)dyds.
|Z—y|>2—"

Since |w — | < 2"~ we can replace |w + s(# — w) — y| in the integrand with |# — y|. Also
Proposition 3.1 yields

V(K 5 FH(05)) (2 — y)| < 2|(KY « FH(05)(& — y).
Thus we have

|HY % h() — HY % h(w)|

< 2% - w . (K % F=H(W5))(& = y)h(y)|dy
T—y|=>2—"

1/q
gwwAwmuf*@m@—mm(/ mwmﬂmwwmw@ .

F—y|>2—"n

Proposition 3.1 now gives us

1/q
\HY 5 h(F) — HY % h(w)| < 29-7=1234/4(log (2 + 21))“</| | ,H!h(y)\qdy>
F—y|~2-7

S 2712 g (2 4+ 2)) ATV ) )1
_ (2@ =0,
old/agi—n=1]=a(M[f9](z))/7 1> 0.
Summing in j < n leads to

) ) ; old/a(M[f9)(F))Y4 I=0.
EJWMM@_HUMWHSéW%WMWWWMZ>Q

Jjs<n

We can now prove the main result of this section.

Proposition 5.2. Let o« > 3, ¢ > 1 and B(m) be as in (6). Let f be a Schwartz function.
Then for almost every x and for 0 < § < 1/2, we have

T.f(2) S W(M(!Tlf\q)(w))l/q + CaAi(1+ 6719 (M| f|)(2))

Al:{B =0

where

B2ld/aj—a+l |~ .
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Proof. The proof is essentially the same as that of an analogous result in [4], which is in turn
a modification of the argument for the standard Cotlar inequality regarding the truncation
of singular integrals (see [8], sec 1.7).

Fix # € R? and n € Z and define g, h and ¢ as in the previous lemma. For w (to be
chosen later) with |w — #| < 27! we can write

Thf(&) = Thg(&) + (T}, = THA(Z) + T'h(Z)
(14) =Tlg(z) + (T} — THR(z) + T'h(z) — T'h(w) + T f(w) — T'g(w).
By Lemma 5.1, we have
IThg(@)| + (T, = THRE)| + |T'h(F) = T'h(w)| S A(M[f)(&))"/1.

All that remains in this case is to consider the term 7" f(w) — T'g(w) for w in a substantial
subset of B(#,27""1). By Theorem 4.1 we have that for all f € LI(R%) and all A > 0

meas{z: [T'f(z)| > \} < A?)qung.
Now let § € (0,1/2) and consider the set
0 (2,0) = {w: lw—F| < 2771, |Tlg(w)| > 2495719 A, (M[£) (7))},

[
In (14) we can estimate the term |T'g(w)| by A;2¢96=Y/4(M[f9]())"/9 whenever w €
B(#,27" 1)\ Q,(,65). Hence we obtain

1) L@ kT @)+ a4 8TV @)

By the weak type inequality for 7" we have

- Alllglg B g a
meas(,(,0)) < 25 TATMf4)(7)  20M7 (@) /|aﬁ—y|§2"‘f(y)‘ dy

< 62 %meas(B(%,27") = dmeas(B(z,27" 7).
Hence meas(B(%,27"1) \ Q,(&,8)) > (1 — 6)meas(B(&,2~"1) and thus

1/q
1
inf T! < / Tl q
weB(M*Rl\ﬂnw,&)' flwll < (meaS(B(az,Q"l\Qn(f,é)) B(a?,z—n—l)| f(w)|>

1/q
1 l ,
< ((1 — §)meas(B(z,2— 1)) /B(gz,z—n—l)|T f(w)] ) .

We obtain
L (] < 1 Lr1ay(7))1/a —-1/q 0 (7))1/4
TR f(B)] S m(M(’T FIN@) 7+ A(L+ 67 (M([f)(2))
uniformly in n, which implies Proposition 5.2. U

The above proposition, in conjunction with Theorem 4.2 immediately leads to the fol-
lowing;:

Theorem 5.3. T! is bounded on LP for p € (I + 2,00).
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Proof. Fix § = 1/2 and ¢ = [ + 2. We note that both f — T'f and f — (M[f9])"/? are
bounded operators on LP for p € (I + 2, o0), with operator norms bounded by pBI~**! (pB
for [ = 0) and p/(p — I — 2) respectively (upto multiplication by a dimensional constant).
Hence, by Proposition 5.2, we obtain

=0

T e Sad o
H *HLP ~d {l—a-l—ll%B, [>0.

6. WEAK (1,1) BOUNDEDNESS OF THE MAXIMAL OPERATOR

In this section, we will prove that each of the pieces T! is of weak type (1,1), with the
respective norm <yq BI~*"1 (<, B for [ = 0). Combining this result with Theorem 5.3 and
interpolating, we will obtain bounds on the operator norm of 7% on L? for all p € (1, 00),
with a decay of [=®+2. This will allow us to achieve our final goal of summing up the pieces
together to get bounds on the operator S*.

The proof we give here is essentially the same as the one for Theorem 4.1, except for
one notable difference. In order to obtain a weak bound for the "good" function in the
Calderén-Zygmund decomposition, we use the bounds on LP! (as given by Theorem 5.3,
with p; = 4l) in place of those on L2, noting that the operator norm in the former case is
< BI=°*2 (for I > 0). The upshot is that the power of [ in the weak (1,1) norm of T! goes
up by 1. Instead of repeating the entire argument, we sketch an outline.

Theorem 6.1. T! is weak (1,1) bounded with

B (=0
l 9 )
HT*HLIALI’OC’ S {Bla+2, 1> 0.

Proof. Let n € Z and f € L'(R?%). Fix ¢ > 0. We sketch the proof for I > 0 (the one for
[ = 0 proceeds in almost the same way). Also, we might assume B = 1. As before, we make
a Calderén-Zygmund decomposition of f at the level (% 1o. For the "good" function f;, we
use the bound || T, 7, < BI7*"2 on LP! with p; = 41 for I > 0 and || T2/, < B on L3. We
obtain for [ > 0

|75 fill e S BECF2) fl
(and the corresponding result for [ = 0). The argument for the "bad" part fy proceeds the
exact way as in proof of Theorem 5.3, with the index n playing no real role, and we get for
>0

T foll proe < BECHH fl s
(and the corresponding result for [ = 0). The result then follows by combining the two
estimates followed by taking a supremum over n. O

Theorems 5.3 and 4.1 together via L? interpolation lead to
Theorem 6.2. T! is bounded on LP for p € (1,00), with
B maz (p,(p—1)71), 1=0,pe (1,00
HTiHLP ,Sd B max (pa (p - 1)—1)l—a+2’ [ > O’p € (1?4l)
Bpl—ot1, 1>0,pe [4l,0).
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Proof. The result for [ = 0 is a clear outcome of L? interpolation and the estimates proved
earlier. For [ > 0 and p € [4l,00), it follows easily from Theorem 5.3 and the observation
that p?/(p—1—2) < pfor p>4l. Forl > 0and p € (1,4l), it is an outcome of interpolating
between the weak (1,1) estimate in Theorem 6.1 and the one contained in Theorem 5.3 for
p = 4l, again making the observation that p?/(p — 1 —2) < p = 4l. O

Finally, we give the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Proof. 1t is enough to prove the theorem for S, for a fixed n € Z, as the result then follows
by taking the supremum over n € Z. For p € (1,00) and a Schwartz function f, we have

1S flle < D IS llpe < D NTfllpe + DI KW« FHL =) * fll .

>0 >0 >0 j<n

Using Theorem 6.2 for the first sum and Theorem 2.2 for the second one (and noting that
summing up for j < n instead of j € Z does not affect the proof), we get

1Snfllpp S B max (p,(p—1)"") > (17 +27) <, B.
>1

For weak (1,1) boundedness, we argue in a similar way, only using Theorem 6.1 this time
in place of Theorem 6.2. U
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