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ON THE FAILURE OF MULTILINEAR MULTIPLIER THEOREM
WITH ENDPOINT SMOOTHNESS CONDITIONS

BAE JUN PARK

ABSTRACT. We study a multilinear version of the Héormander multiplier theorem,
namely

ITo(frs - fu)lloe 5iulzlla@’“u---72’“-)¢(">||L?51 oo Wiz = | fll v
ez T T Gy s "

We show that the estimate does not hold in the limiting case min (s1,...,8,) =
d/2 or Y, c;(sk/d—1/py) = —1/2 for some J C {1,...,n}. This provides the
necessary and sufficient condition on (sq,...,s,) for the boundedness of T,.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let n be a positive integer and o be a bounded function on (R?)". The n-linear
multiplier operator T, associated with o is defined by

Ty ) (@) = /(Rd)n o(6r,.oo &) ([L F(&)) S 0y .,
j=1

for Schwartz functions fi,..., f, in S(R?), where f(f) = Jpa f(z)e @8y is the
Fourier transform of f. The study on IL”* x --- x L’ — LP boundedness of T,
1/p = 1/p1 + -+ + 1/p,, is one of principal questions in harmonic analysis as a
multilinear extension of classical Fourier multiplier theorems and there have been
many attempts to characterize ¢ for which the boundedness holds. A multilinear
version of the Hormander multiplier theorem was studied by Tomita [I1] who obtained
LPr x - x LP» — [P boundedness (1 < p1,...,p,,p < 00) under the condition

(1.1) ileuz)HU(2j-1,...,2j-n)¢(n)HLg((Rd)n) < 00, s> nd/2.

Here L2((R%)") denotes the standard fractional Sobolev space on (RY)" and ¢™
is a Schwartz function on (R%)" having the properties that Supp(¢™) C {€ =

(&1, &) € (R - 278 < |€] < 2} and Y, 6™ (€/25) = 1 for € # 0. Grafakos
and Si [6] extended the result of Tomita to the case p < 1, using L"-based Sobolev
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spaces with 1 < r < 2. Fujita and Tomita [I] provided weighted extensions of these
results for 1 < py, ..., ps, p < 00 with

(1.2) E?s’(ﬁ)“’sn)[a] 1= sup |o(271, ..., 2j-n)¢?(;)HLz
ez (510

for sq,...,s, > d/2, instead of (I.T]), where L?SLM’Sn)((]Rd)") is a product-type Sobolev
space with the norm

(8155 Sn)((Rd)n) = </ <

(%

n - 1/2
(1 + 47%)z4]?) )|f(x1,,xn) zdx1-~-d:cn> :

1

J

The range of p in this result was extended by Grafakos, Miyachi, and Tomita [2].
In [7] Miyachi and Tomita obtained minimal conditions of sq, sy in (L2) for the
HP' x HP> — [P boundedness of the bilinear operator (n = 2) and more recently,
Grafakos and Nguyen [4] and Grafakos, Miyachi, Nguyen, and Tomita [3] generalize
the result of bilinear operators to n-linear cases for n > 3.

Theorem A. Let 0 < p1,...,p, <00, 0<p<oo, I/pr+---+1/p, =1/p, and
suppose that

(1.3) S1yee s > d)2, Z(%’“_l> >_%

keJ Pk
for every nonempty subset J C {1,2,...,n}. If o satisfies (L2), then we have
(1.4) N Toll 01 socron 20 S L0 o).

517 ©Sn

We also refer to [9, [10] for BMO extensions of the result.
The optimality of (IL3]) was also studied in [3], [4, [7] and indeed, if (L4 holds, then
we must necessarily have

Sk 1 1
BT Sl s
o o 2 df Z d py/ — 2
keJ
for every nonempty subset J C {1,2,...,n}. The proof is based on a scaling argu-

ment by constructing two different multlphers 01 ) and 02 ) such that for 1 < m < n,

£xm [af)] < e and ||T.
g1

(o1rssm) Hr1x..x Hen s Lp =, 1 uniformly in e,

20 [Uée)] < ¢¥/2=(s1t+sm) 51 T
02

> d—d(1/pi++1/pm)
(517~~~75n) ~ € ’

HP1x...x HPn — [P
However, (L4) still remains unknown in the critical case
5 1 1
min (sy,...,8,) =d/2 or Z (—k — —) = —— forsome J C{l,...,n}.
e 4 P 2

In this paper we shall address this question so that the necessary and sufficient
conditions on (s1,...,s,) for (LL4) are completely achieved.
Our main result is the following.
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Theorem 1.1. Let 0 < py,...,pn < 00, 0 < p < oo, I/pr+ -+ 1/p, = 1/p.
Suppose ([L2)) holds for si,...,8, > 0. Then (1.4) does not hold if

(1.5) min (s1,...,8,) < d/2
or . .
(ﬁ — —) < —3 for some J C {1,...,n}.

In order to prove Theorem [[T], two different multipliers will be constructed. For
the first case (IO we will use a more sophisticated scaling argument. The proof of
the other case relies on a variant of Bessel potentials that appeared in [3] §].

2. PROOF OF THEOREM [I.1]

For notational convenience, we will occasionally write f = (f1,--, fn), é’ =
(&1, .. &n), &= (x1,...,x0), Y= (Y1, -, Yn), AT :=dxy - -dxy, dy = dy; - - - dy,.

Lemma 2.1. Let g be a function in L(s B )((]Rd)"). Then

H<Z5 gHL21 """ oy (@®DD) ||9HL2 7777 oy (R

Proof. By using the Minkowski inequality, we obtain that

n

= 205 12)% ) | ) 1202\ 1
2 (@ T (/(Rd)n (H (1 +4m?|z;]?) )\cb xg"(2)] d:c)

j=1

" (g) - S22\ Y2
< o™ (g (/ (H 1+47T2‘£L’J‘ )‘gv(w—y)‘ dw) dy
Ry @\

and then using (1 + 4m2|2;[?)™ < (1 + 4n?|z; — y;]?)™ (1 + 4n2|y;[?)™, the last
expression is dominated by a constant multiple of ||g]| % (R
$15-y8n

,,,,,

U

Case 1 : Suppose that min (sq,...,s,) < d/2.
Let {\1, Xa,...} be a sequence of disjoint lattices in Z¢ such that

(2.1) A < Vdm*?
One way to select such a sequence is as follows. For each k € N let
Mo == (k,0,0,...,0) € Z°.

We observe that there are at most d(k + 1)?7! integers between k¢ and (k + 1)¢,
and there exist at least 2d(2k — 1)47! lattices on the surface of cube [—Fk, k]?. Since
d(k+1)"" < 2d(2k — 1)*" we can choose lattices Apay1, Apata, - - Agr1ya—y on the
surface of the cube and then clearly the length of those lattices is less than v/dk,
which yields (2.1)).

It is enough to consider the case s; < s9,...,s, and s; < d/2 as other cases will
follow from a rearrangement.
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Let n and 77 denote Schwartz functions on R% having the properties that n > 0,
n(xr) > con {z € Rd x| < 5} for some ¢ > 0, Supp() C {€ € R : [¢] < 1955}

%’(f) =1 for |¢] < 1555, and Supp(N) Cc{eeRy: ¢ < 100} We further denote by 0

and 6 two Schwartz functions on R such that Supp ) C {5 € R?: 2000\f < |l <

1ooof} Supp {5 eRY: ¢ < 100\f} and 9 (&) =1 for |¢] < 1000f Then it is
clear that n* 7 =n and 0 %6 = 6. Let e; := (1,0,...,0) € Z-.
Let 1/2 < § <1 and set N > 100 to be a sufficiently large number. We define
N

RIGED PR S (A (S ()

m=100 (lIl m)5

Then it follows from the supports of % and 0 that ™) is supported in {E € (R
< €] < 31, which implies that o()(2/€)p( (€) vanishes unless —1 < j < 1.

100

Moreover, due to Lemma 2.1 we have
2,(n) (M < J J.
Liranlo1S ﬂaﬁlHU (271,002 H)HL§SI 7777 oy (®D)?

||0( )||L§S1 ..... (R)")

N

1 1 -~
< s 27 {Am, —e1) . ’
- H m;)(] m (lnm)ée 77( ‘ ) L21(Rd)
N
11 2 \1/2
- 1+ 47?|z|? 1( — N(Am — ) ) d:c)
(/Rd ( ) mg;oo m (Inm)? |
ol w— 1 1 1 2 \1/2

<wm (/ 1+ 4n?|z|? 1( — ) :)3)

R ( ) mzzloom(lnm)5 (I+|z — An|)™

for sufficiently large M > 0.
Let
Ey:={x cRY: |z| < 1},

Ej={zeR": 2 "< |z[ <2}, j>L1
Then the preceding expression is less than a constant times that

> 2jsy ° 2 1/2
(%;2 /;(22 %an;ya+¢{£MmM>d@

=100

and the sum over m can be written as

Z et Z R O (O}

m>100:29 >10v/dm?/d m:27 <10v/dm?1/4d
Choose M > d and we see that for z € £},

IV S27M(1+ ) S 271+ )7
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and
. , > 1
JD L2791+ 5)7 ) <2791+ 4)7°
(1+7) . (L+ [z — MM (L+7)

where the last inequality holds since \,,’s are disjoint lattices in Z.
Combining these estimates, we conclude that

n e . . 1/2
Len o™ S (D24 j))
7=0
b 1/2
(2.2) <(Xa+)®) s, uniformly in N
7=0

since |E;| ~ 294, s; < d/2, and 26 > 1.
On the other hand, for 0 < € < 1/100, let

FO(z) = ePrip(ex)emitmen), fj(e)(x) n=eWPif(ex), j=2,...,n

Then it is clear that for each 1 < j <n

(2.3) ny HH,,j (&) <1, uniformly in e.
We now assume toward a contradiction that for f(e) = (f9, . f

T, 7

) S sup |0 (27t 0|z gy LTI s ey
n j=1

Then the estimates (22]) and ([23)) yield that

(2.4) HTJ(N)‘?(G)HLP(W) <1, uniformly in €, N.
Note that
= (e) d/p n—1 al 1 1 2mi(z,e1)
T, f () = P (Oex))" ™ > —~ (1nm)6n(€x + €An)e
m=100

since A(E/€)A(€) = A(E/e), DE/(E) = B(E/e) , and 1/p = 1/py + -+ 1/p,. Thus

we have

1 1
m (Inm

N
=(e) e
1700 F gy = [l D2 =

m=100

A ‘
)577( + €Am) Lo
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by using a scaling argument. Then (2.4)) and the Fatou lemma yield that

o 2(9)
12 hIEInglf HTO'(N)f HLP(Rd)

N
1 1
CE] n—1 - .
= H hren_)lglf 91 Z m (lnm)5n( - €>\m)HLP(Rd)
=100
N

= H‘UW‘”_IHLP(W _Z W ~ Z lnm

—100 "
Since the above estimate is independent of N > 100, by taking N — oo, we see that

1> SN

which finally leads to a contradiction and the desired result follows.

Case 2 : Suppose that s1,...,s, >d/2and Y, _; (sx/d —1/p;) < —1/2 for some
J CA{1,...,n}. Without loss of generality, we may assume J = {1,...,m} for some
1 < m < n, by using a rearrangement argument.

We first consider the case 1 < m < n. Then the condition

m

(sk/d—1/pp) < —1/2

k=1
is equivalent to
(25)  si+-Fsm+d/2<d/pr+ -+ d/pm =d/p— (d/pmsr + -+ d/pn).
On the other hand, we observe from s; > d/2, 1 < j < n, that
s1+ -+ Sn+d/2>(m+1)d/2,
which further implies that
m+1<2/p— (2/pm+1 + +2/pn).
Now we choose 7, 7,41, ..., T, > 0 such that
Tmtl > 2/ Pmats - Tn > 2/Pn
and

(26) 1<7<m+1<2/p—(Tmi1+-+7) <2/p—(2/pms1 + -+ 2/pn).

Let ¢ {5 € S(RY) satisfy ¢ > 0, w( ) # 0, Supp(y ) C{eeRi:|¢ < Mﬁ},

Supp( ) - {g S Rd |£| < 10()”} and ¢(£) =1 for ‘5‘ < 200n
We define

HO () = ! !

(1 + 422y S+t ) (1 + In (1 + 4225
K™ (z) .= H™ xqp(x), 2 €RY

xeRd,
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and
MOE, ) o= K (5 (6 - ) [T9(o- 3 (6 - 6)
=1 Jj=2 =1

where y; = (n7'2,0,...,0) € R% Here, M is defined on (R%)™. Then the
multiplier o on (R%)" is defined by

~

0’(51, cee >€n) = M(m)(€1> cee agm),z;(gm-i-l - ,ul) t @Z(gn - ,ul)

To investigate the support of o we first look at the support of M (m) " From the
support 1, we have

1
&1 4+ & — | < 200n

and for each 2 < j <m

1
2. e
( 7) ‘gl + 5 mgj 200n
By adding up all of them, we obtain

1

2.8 — < —
(2.8) & — | < 500m

and the sum of (27) and (2.8)) yields that for each 2 < j <m

[+ &+t G = mg| < o

Let us call the above estimate £(j). Then for 2 < j < m, it follows from
E(7)+ Y &)
1=2

1
o < -
}gj :u’l‘ = 10077,7
which proves, together with (28],

(2.9)  Supp(M™) c {(&1,...,&m) € (RY™ - |¢;

that

1
1<j<
~ il < g 1S9 <m}.

Since w is also supported in {€ € R?: [¢] < it is clear that

100n}
Supp(o) € {(&, ..., &) € (RY™: |¢;
C{€:=(&,....&) € RH)":

1
‘—100 L<j<n}

<€ <

100 - 100}

which implies that 0(295)@ (€) vanishes unless —1 < j < 1. Furthermore, using
Lemma [2.1] and the scaling argument we used in Case 1,
2,(n
£ sn)[a] S HUHL%S oy (RO

(815

,,,,,
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We notice that ||o|| L2 (R is dominated by a constant times

,,,,,

n

N T Wl S 1M s e

,,,,, AL
(2.10) = (/ (ﬁ (1+ 472z, ) )\(M<m>)V(x1,...,xm)fdxl...dxm)l/z.
j=1

By using a change of variables

1 — 1 — ,
G ZZE;(&—M), and G ZZE;(&—@'), 2<j5<m,
so that
(2.11) & =G4+ + pus and E=0—CG+mp, 2<j<m,
we can write
(2.12) ‘(M(m))v(:cl, e T)| = m‘K(m)(:cl ot T H (21 — ;)]
j=2

since the Jacobian of the system (2.11)) is m.
Consequently, (2.10) is less than a constant multiple of

ﬁ(1+47r2|1'J| }K(m (r1+ - +Im)Hﬁ‘¢(xl_zj)}dﬁl...d;pm 1/2
(RE)m 525 L1

and we perform another change of variables
Yyr:=x1+ -+ Ty, and yji=x1 —x;, 2<j<m,

which is equivalent to

1 — 1 < ‘
—EZyz, and ijEZ(yz—yj), 2<j<m,
=1 =1

to obtain that the preceding expression is controlled by a constant times

([ (e
x ﬁ ( / (1+4m2ys )™ [ yy) Py ) 2

Jj=
S ([ e amy?y o e s o) fay)
R4

where we applied the triangle inequality

(1+ 47r2|xj|2)sj S(1+ 47r2|y1|2)39’ (14 47r2|ym|2)sj foreach 1 <j <m.

1/2
K™ (v1) ‘Qd?ﬂ)
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Since H™ % ¢(y) < H™ (y), we conclude that
,(n S1++8m m 2 1/2
£ ol S ([ (e amlyf) T e ) Pay)

Rd

_ (/ dy) <1
ot (L 4n2y[2)72 (1 + In (1 + 4n2]y )"

since 7 > 1.
To achieve
(213) ||TO—||HP1 XX HPn s p — OQ,
let
) 1 1 .
h(z) = = m+1<j<n

(L+4n2fe)? (14 1In (1 +4n2[2f2)F
and we define _ .
fila) = - = fulw) = 2% (22)m ),
fi(x) = h( s p(z)e™ @) ;41 <1< n.
Clearly, || f;|| g7 ey S 1for 1 < j <m and
illaes 2 1 filirscey S 09y oy S1 m+1<j<m
since 7;p; > 2.

On the other hand, using (2.9) and the facts that ) % @Z =1 and

o~

fi¢) =1 for [§— ]| <

1 ]_
100 = ] = m7
we See lhat

o(€rs e E)FED) - Tal€n) = MO (Er o &) P (Emst) -+ Ful&n),
which implies that

TUJ_L:(ZL') = (M(m))v(x> s ax)fm-i—l(x) e fn(x)

Since H™), ), and v are nonnegative functions,

n

T, £ ()| = mH™ % (ma)y(0)™ [T (29 «v()

j=m+1
where (212) is applied. Now, using the fact that
H (2 = y) > H (@)H™ (y),
W (z —y) > WD (@)D (y),  m+1<j<n,
we obtain that

170 F @) oy 2 [H ) TT 09
j=m+1

Lr(R4)

> </ 1 1 d )1/10
5 x
~ A\ Jpe (14 472]2[2) 42 (1 + In (1 + 4m2|z|?)) 2O Hmmerttmm)

9
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where the second inequality is due to (2Z.5)). Since 7 + 7,01 + -+ - + 7, < 2/p, which
follows from (2.€]), the preceding expression diverges and this completes the proof of
213).

When m = n, the exactly same argument is applicable with 1 <7 <n+1 < %,

o =M™ and f;(z) = 2%)(2x)e2=m) for 1 < j < n. Since the proof is just a
repetition, we omit the details.
This ends the proof.
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