DYADIC PRODUCT BMO IN THE BLOOM SETTING

SPYRIDON KAKAROUMPAS AND ODi SOLER I GIBERT

ABSTRACT. O. Blasco and S. Pott showed that the supremum of operator norms over
L? of all bicommutators (with the same symbol) of one-parameter Haar multipliers
dominates the biparameter dyadic product BMO norm of the symbol itself. In the
present work we extend this result to the Bloom setting, and to any exponent 1 <
p < oo. The main tool is a new characterization in terms of paraproducts and two-
weight John—-Nirenberg inequalities for dyadic product BMO in the Bloom setting.
We also extend our results to the whole scale of indexed spaces between little bmo and
product BMO in the general multiparameter setting, with the appropriate iterated
commutator in each case.
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i NOTATION
— 1, characteristic function of a set F;
8 dx integration with respect to Lebesgue measure;
N |E| d-dimensional Lebesgue measure of a measurable set E ¢ R
= (f) g average with respect to Lebesgue measure, (f) . = ﬁ [ f(x)dz;
>% L space of compactly supported L*° functions;
LP(w) weighted Lebesgue space, ||f||Lp(w) = [pa | f (@) Pw(z)da;
(f,9) usual L2-pairing, (f,g) ff(:p)g(x)dx
w(E) Lebesgue integral of a weight w over a set E, w(E = [Lw(x)dx;
P Holder conjugate exponent to p, 1/p+ 1/p =
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D family of all dyadic intervals in R;

1,1, respectively, left and right half of an interval [ € D;

D family of all dyadic rectangles in the product space R x R;
sh(U) “shadow” of a family U of dyadic rectangles, sh(U) := Upay R;

h§0)’ hgl) L?-normalized cancellative and non-cancellative respectively Haar func-

-1 1 1 T
I:/ml‘, hg) = ﬁ; for simplicity we

tions for an interval I € D, hgo) =

1 (0),
denote h, :=h;";

b, usual Haar coefficient of a function be Lj (R), b, == (b,h,), I € D;
h%m) any of the four L?-normalized Haar functions for a rectangle R € D, hgm) =
hgal) ® h<J€2), where R =1 x J and e1,e9 € {0,1}; for simplicity we denote
B = pL00).
R R
by (00) Haar coefficient of a function b€ Ly, (R?), b, := (b,h ), R € D;
T+ formal L2-adjoint operator to the operator T', (T'f,g) = (f,T*g).

The notation z §_, y means z < C'y with a constant 0 < €' < oo depending only
on the quantities a,b,...; the notation z 2 , ymeansys , z. Weusex~ , yif
both xS , yandxzz , yhold Sometimes we might omit some of these quantities
a,b, ... from the notation. The context will always make clear when this happens.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

In 1957, Z. Nehari [28] showed that Hankel operators H, are bounded from the Hardy
space H2(0D) into itself if and only if the symbol b belongs to the space of analytic
functions with bounded mean oscillation, or simply b € BMOA. In fact, Nehari [2§]
shows an equivalence between the norm of the operator H, and the BMOA norm of
the symbol b. His proof relies on the fact that a function f in the Hardy space H!(0D)
can be factored as f = g1g2, where both ¢;, g2 € H?(9D). Note here that the Hankel
operator H, is essentially equivalent to the commutator [H,b], where H denotes the
Hilbert transform on dD and (abusing notation) b stands for multiplication by this
function. This allows one to consider not only the real variable version of Nehari’s
result, but also analogues in R for any d by studying commutators of the form [R, b],
where R denotes one of the Riesz transforms in R?. Nonetheless, observe that the
factorization for H'(0D) has no counterpart in this setting (see also [9]).

In this direction, R. R. Coifman, R. Rochberg and G. Weiss [9] proved in 1976
their celebrated commutator theorem. Namely, for a function b with bounded mean
oscillation on R?, denoted b € BMO(R?), they show an equivalence between the BMO
norm of b and the sum of the norms of the commutators [R()b], j =1,...,d with
RG) denoting the j-th Riesz transform in R, as operators from LP into itself, for any
1 < p < oo. They also show that for a Calderén—Zygmund operator T, the norm of
[T,b] as an operator from L? into itself, 1 < p < oo, is bounded above by [b],,,- The
argument used by Coifman—Rochberg—Weiss [9] to show the lower bound for the sum
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of commutators with the Riesz transforms is based on a decomposition of the identity
as a linear combination of products of Riesz transforms using spherical harmonics in
R<. This allows one to bound the oscillation of a BMO function by the sum of the
norms of [RU),b], j=1,...,d.

In a different direction, S. Bloom [5] proved in 1985 an analogue of Nehari’s result
for weighted spaces. Bloom [5] showed a norm equivalence between a certain weighted
BMO space and the operator norm of the commutator [H,b], where H is again the
Hilbert transform. To be more precise, for a function b e L{ (R?), and for a weight v

on R? (that is a locally integrable, a.e. positive function on R?), define the one-weight
BMO norm

1
Plasson =510 gy 1000 = (gl

where the supremum ranges over all cubes Q € R¢ and (b) 0= ﬁ Job(x)dz is the
unweighted average of b on (). This weighted BMO space had already been investigated
by B. Muckenhoupt and R. L. Wheeden [26]. Bloom [5] showed that for any 1 < p < oo,
for any A, weights 1 and A on R (see Section 2 for the definition of A, weights), and
for the weight v := p!/PA=1/P which is easily seen to be an A, weight, one has the
equivalence

(1.1) |[H,b]] ~ [l

LP (1) ~LP(A) BMO(»)

where H denotes the Hilbert transform and the implied constants depend only on p and
the A, characteristics of p and A. Bloom’s [5] proof of the estimate ||[ H, b]||

Plosioc
on a careful analysis of the set where [b— (b),| is not too large with respect to the
average oscillation on the interval I, and the set where the former quantity is large
using the adjoint commutator.

Much more recently, I. Holmes, M. T. Lacey and B. D. Wick [18] considerably
extended Bloom’s result, proving that for any Calderén-Zygmund operator 7' on R?
and for any A, weights p, A on R?, 1 < p < oo, there holds
(1.2) I[T b1l Stap 1]

LP(p)—~LP(A) “T.d,p

LP ()= LP () ?
uses a different argument to that of Coifman—Rochberg—Weiss, and is based

BMO(v)’

and that for the Riesz transforms R, ... R(4) on R? there holds in addition

d
(13) ; H [R(Z)7 b] HLIJ (1)—~LP(N) Zp,d “b“BMO(U) ;

where in both (1.2) and (1.3), v := p?PA=1P  and all implied constants depend on p
and the A, characteristics of p, A as well. Holmes-Lacey-Wick [18] proved and used
in an essential way several new characterizations of the weighted BMO space BMO(v)
in the form of two-weight John—Nirenberg inequalities. More precisely, Muckenhoupt—
Wheeden [26] had already showed that if v is an Ay weight on R? then one has the
equivalence

1 - 1/2
e 50 (55 J, 0~ Wl 1)
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where the implied constants depend only on d and the Ay characteristic of v. Holmes—
Lacey—Wick [18] complemented this result, by showing that if p, A are A, weights on
R, 1<p<oo, and v:= u/?PX\~1/P then one has the equivalences

1/p
asioe 53 (=5 o1 - P Ao )

and

1/p'
s =500 (5707 J, 1) - Wl s o))

where g/ = p~V/@-1 N = \/@-D and all implied constants depend only on d,p
and the A, characteristics of ;1 and A. Their proof of these equivalences employed a
duality result between dyadic BMO(v) and a certain dyadic weighted H' space that
they established in the same work, as well as characterizations of two-weight BMO
spaces in terms of two-weight boundedness of certain paraproducts. It should be noted
that the results of [18] were very recently extended to the matrix-valued setting by
J. Isralowitz, S. Pott and S. Treil [22]. In fact, the authors of [22] proved there several
results for the case of completely arbitrary (not necessarily A,) matrix-valued weights,
that are new even if one specializes to the fully scalar setting.

All results mentioned above concern one-parameter spaces. On the other hand,
multiparameter (unweighted) BMO spaces were investigated extensively in the seminal
papers by S.-Y. A. Chang [8] and R. Fefferman [14] in the late 1970s. These works
concern mainly the biparameter product BMO space BMO(R x R) on the product
space R x R, defined by

1/2
(1.4) Hb“BMO(RxR) —sup(|Q| >, (b, w, ) ,

Re’D

where the supremum ranges over all non—empty open sets €2 of finite measure, D is the
family of all dyadic rectangles in the product space R x R (with sides parallel to the
coordinate axes), and (w,) ., is some (regular enough) wavelet system adapted to
dyadic rectangles. Note that an analogous definition of multiparameter product BMO
can be given in any product space R? := R% x...xR%. Works [8] and [14] provide equiv-
alent descriptions of biparameter product BMO spaces in terms of Carleson measures,
extending the one-parameter classical ones. It is important to note that in definition
(1.4), one cannot restrict the supremum to rectangles. This follows from a famous
counterexample due to L. Carleson [6], recounted in Fefferman’s article [14] (see also
3] or [30]).

The first breakthrough in the study of the relation between norms of commutators
and the BMO norm of their symbol in the multiparameter setting was achieved by
S. H. Ferguson and C. Sadosky [15] . The authors of [15] proved there that

|[H ® H,b]|

L2(R?)-L2(R?) Hb“bmo(RxR)’

where H is the Hilbert transform, H ® H is a tensor product of Hilbert transforms
(each acting on one of the two variables), and bmo(R x R) is the so-called little bmo
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space,
1
iy =00 1 [ )= (8}l

where the supremum is taken over all rectangles R in R x R (with sides parallel to the
coordinate axes). In [15], it is also established an upper bound for iterated commuta-
tors. Namely, if H; and Hs denote, respectively, the Hilbert transforms acting on the
first and second variable, then one has the upper bound

(1.5) | [, [H>, b]]

Later, L. Dalenc and Y. Ou [11] proved that if 7,7, are (usual one-parameter)
Calderén-Zygmund operators acting on the first and second respectively variables of
R := R% x R% respectively, then

(1.6) [[T3, [T2, b]]] Mol

(in fact, Dalenc—Ou [11] established an analogous result in any number of parameters).

The result of Ferguson—Sadosky [15] was generalized and also extended to the weighted
setting by I. Holmes, S. Petermichl and B. D. Wick [19]. There, the authors proved
that if 7" is any biparameter Calderén—Zygmund operator (aka Journé operator) on
RY := R4 x R then

H 2(R2Y 1.2 (R2 SHbHBMO RxR)*
L2(R2)—L2(R2?) (RxR)

L2(RT)>L2(RY) T To,d BMO(RY)

a7 0,y St B0,

and that if moreover R(M) ... R are the Riesz tranforms on R?, then
d

(138) > ILE® @ RO 2ot o

k=1

where in both results, ;# and X are biparameter A, weights on R4 (see Section 2 for the
definition), all implied constants depend on the biparameter A, characteristics of p1, A
as well, v:= ut/PA\"1r 1 < p< oo, and

Dty =500 577 ) = (Bl

where the supremum is again taken over all rectangles R in R? (with sides parallel to
the coordinate axes). Holmes—Petermichl-Wick [19] proved and used in an essential
way two-weight John—Nirenberg inequalities for the weighted space bmo(v, Rg) that
are analogous to the ones in the one-parameter setting in [18], in order to prove the
lower bound (1.8). For the upper bound (1.7), Holmes—Petermichl-Wick [19] defined
and used the dyadic product Bloom space BMOprod,D(V’ R9),

1/2
1
b = - b 2/. -1
Moo oy = (i 20 0a)

prod,
where the supremum ranges over all non-empty collections U of dyadic rectangles in
the biparameter product space R¢,
sh(U) = | R,

ReU
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and b, == (b,h,), where h, is the cancellative in both-variables L*-normalized Haar
function over the dyadic rectangle R. In [19] a duality result between BMOlDer ap s R9)

and a weighted H'! space is established, which is essential for the proof of the upper
bound (1.7). The authors of [19] also extended the upper BMO bound (1.6) due to
Dalenc—-Ou in [11] to the case of multiparameter indexed unweighted BMO spaces.

Since then, weighted product BMO and multiparameter indexed weighted BMO
upper bounds have been investigated and established in full generality by E. Airta,
K. Li, H. Martikainen, E. Vuorinen [1], [2], [23], [24].

It is important to note that in all of the aforementioned works, the main tools for es-
tablishing upper bounds for norms of commutators with Calderén-Zygmund operators
in terms of the BMO norm of their symbol is the decomposition theorem of Calderén—
Zygmund operators in terms of Haar shifts and paraproducts that T. Hytonen estab-
lished and used to prove his A, theorem [20], as well as its extension to the multipa-
rameter setting due to Martikainen [25].

While upper bounds for norms of commutators in terms of multiparameter BMO
norms of the symbol are by now well-understood, in the fully general two-weight setting,
the picture for lower bounds remains incomplete even in the unweighted case. The
study of such lower bounds was addressed by S. H. Ferguson and M. T. Lacey [16],
who gave a converse to (1.5), namely

(19) L, [, b)) 210l

HLQ (R?)—L2(R? BMO(RxR) "
The proof of this fact was based on new and beautiful arguments on this matter.
More recently, Dalenc—Petermichl [12] proved similar results for iterated commutators
of Riesz transforms. Moreover, Y. Ou, S. Petermichl and E. Strouse [29] extended the
result in Dalenc—Petermichl [12] to the case of multiparameter indexed BMO spaces,
which are between little bmo and multiparameter Chang-Fefferman product BMO.
Both works [12] and [29] rely on the result of Ferguson—Lacey [16].

There are as well some lower bounds that do not rely on (1.9), like [18], [19], [22].
However, all these employ variants of the original argument by Coifman—Rochberg—
Weiss [9].  Arguments of this type rely on the availability of explicit “oscillatory”
expressions for BMO norms. While such expressions are indeed available in the one-
parameter setting, and also in the case of the little bmo space, they are not at all
available in the case of product BMO (in the sense of Chang—Fefferman), making
investigating such lower bounds significantly harder.

In another direction, O. Blasco and S. Pott [4] related dyadic biparameter product
BMO norms to iterated commutators of Haar multipliers. More precisely, consider
the set X of all finitely supported maps 0:D — {-1,0,1}, and for each o € ¥ consider
its Haar multiplier 7, on L?(R) (see Section 4 for precise definitions). Furthermore,
consider Haar multipliers T} and T2 acting on L?(R?) separately on each variable.
Blasco—Pott [4] show that

1 2 N
e LCE N 0 R [T P
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It should be noted that the supremum over all signs enables Blasco-Pott [4] to eliminate
error terms by taking average over all signs and then use orthogonality arguments in
order to conclude their result.

The main goal of the present paper is to extend the aforementioned result by Blasco—
Pott [4] to the weighted setting, and to the full range of exponents 1 < p < co. More
precisely, we show the following.

Theorem 1.1. Let 1 < p < oo. Consider a function be L} _(R?), dyadic biparameter A,
weights i, A and define v := P X\712. Then

12
(1.10) s T T gy~ Pl
where the implied constants depend only on p, [,u]Ap,D and [)\]AP,D'

The proof of this theorem will follow similar steps to that of the result due to
Blasco—Pott. Namely, first we show that the supremum in the left-hand side of (1.10)
is equivalent to the norm of a certain operator defined in terms of paraproducts. Then
we show the equivalence between the previous operator norm and the BMO norm of
the symbol b. Nonetheless, here we must use additional techniques to overcome the lack
of orthogonality for p # 2. In particular, we make use of a multiparameter extension
of the classical Khintchine’s inequality together with vector-valued estimates. Another
possibility that also allows one to circumvent this difficulty would be to use duality
coupled with Holder’s inequality, together with vector-valued estimates. Moreover, to
be able to handle the weighted spaces appearing in Theorem 1.1, we establish equiva-
lent characterizations of dyadic product Bloom BMO in the spirit of [18], [19]. More
precisely, fix 1 < p < oo and two dyadic biparameter A, weights ;1 and A on R?. Given

be L (R?), define the dyadic two-weight Bloom product BMO norm
1

0,000 =10 @y Pl

where the supremum ranges again over all non-empty collections U of dyadic rectangles
in Rx R, and Su(b) is the biparameter dyadic square function of b restricted to the
collection U (see Section 2 for precise definitions). We show the following two-weight
John—Nirenberg inequalities.

Theorem 1.2. Let 1 <p < co. Consider dyadic biparameter A, weights j1, A and define
v = plPX\=1P. Then

||b||BMOprod,D(V) ~ ”b”BMOprod,D(u’)\’p)’

where the implied constants depend only on p, [j1] and [\]

A, D A, D"

While the formulation of Theorem 1.2 reflects that of the two-weight John—Nirenberg
inequalities in the one-parameter setting [18] and in the case of little bmo [19], its proof
addresses several new difficulties not present in [18], [19], and requires new ideas. We
split this proof in several steps. For 1 < p < 2 we show that the two-weight norm

B is equivalent to a certain paraproduct norm, as an operator from

BMO rod. D (sA:p)

Lr(p) to L,p()\). Then, we prove the equivalence between the norm of this paraproduct
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and the one-weight norm || ) for any 1 < p < co. Although the remaining

BMO rod,D
equivalence, that is for 2 < p < oof)is an immediate consequence of Holder’s inequality
in the unweighted case, in our setting it requires the use of the so called (biparameter)
Triebel-Lizorkin square function (see Section 2 for the definition and basic properties).
In addition, it is essential for this step of the proof to make use of an equivalence be-
tween one-weight and unweighted product BMO due to E. Airta, K. Li, H. Martikainen
and E. Vuorinen [2]. In particular, the equivalence from [2] that we use corresponds
to the particular case of our Theorem 1.2 when p > 2 and p = A. These two ingredients
are necessary to overcome the lack of a “two-weight Holder’s inequality”.

Note that John—Nirenberg inequalities hold for weighted little bmo, for all 1 < p < oo
(see [19]). Moreover, it was already known that they also hold in unweighted product
BMO as well, for all 1 < p < oo (see [30] for a proof using atomic decompositions).
Finally, for rectangular BMO, John—Nirenberg inequalities do not hold even in the
unweighted case, and for any 1< p < oo (see [4]).

It should also be noted that all of our results hold for functions defined on any
multiparameter product space R% x---xR%_ with identical or similar proofs. Although
for simplicity we restrict the main part of this work to the case of functions on RxR, we
also indicate how to modify the arguments for the general multiparameter setting when
appropriate. Moreover, we explain briefly how to extend our results to the whole scale
of indexed spaces between little bmo and product BMO in the general multiparameter
setting, with the appropriate iterated commutator in each case.

Plan of the paper. The article is structured as follows. In Section 2 the reader can
find the notations and definitions that will be used in the rest of the paper. In Section
3 we prove the two-weight John—Nirenberg inequalities of Theorem 1.2. In Section 4
we prove Theorem 1.1. Finally, in Section 5 we extend Theorem 1.1 to the whole scale
of indexed spaces between little bmo and product BMO in the general multiparameter
setting, with the appropriate iterated commutator in each case.

Acknowledgements. The authors would like to thank Professor Stefanie Peter-
michl for suggesting the problem of this paper, and for the valuable feedback and
guidance in the process of writing it.

2. BACKGROUND AND NOTATION

We collect here some notation, definitions and a few basic facts that will be used
repeatedly in the sequel. While all of them are also valid in any multiparameter product
space R% x---xR%  with the obvious modifications, for simplicity we restrict ourselves
to the case of the product space R x R.

2.1. Dyadic intervals and dyadic rectangles. We denote by D the set of all dyadic
intervals in R,

D= {[m2" (m+1)2%): k,meZ}.
We also denote by D the set of all dyadic rectangles in R?,
D:={IxJ: I,JeD}.
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For any ¥ € R xR we denote
D(E):={ReD: RcLE}.
Note that if £ € D, then E € D(F).

2.2. Haar systems.

2.2.1. Haar system on R. For any I € D, h&o),hgl) will denote, respectively, the L2-
normalized cancellative and non-cancellative Haar functions over the interval I € D,

that is
1 -1
PO = L A
1] 1]

(so hgo) has mean 0). For simplicity we denote h := hgo). For any function f € L] _(R),
we denote f, := (f,h;), I € D. We will also denote by @, the projection on the
one-dimensional subspace spanned by h_,

Q[f:: f[h[’ fELlloc(R)'

It is well-known that one has the expansion

f=>1h,, VfeL*(R)

IeD

in the L?(R)-sense, and that the system {A },_ forms an orthonormal basis for L*(R).
It is then easy to see that for any I € D there holds

L(f=(f))=2 I,

JeD
Jcl

2.2.2. Haar system on the product space R x R. If R =1 x J is a dyadic rectangle in
R2, we denote by hgm) any of the four L?-normalized Haar functions over R,

R = pE) @ ple) ey ey € {0, 13,
that is
WG (t,s) = BED (RS (s),  (ts) € R2.
For simplicity we denote h, := hgm)- For any function f € L (R?), we denote
fl(%€1€2) = (f, h?”)), ReD, 1,62 €{0,1},

and we will often use the simplification f, := (f, hR>. We will also denote by @, the
projection on the one-dimensional subspace spanned by &,

QRf:: thR’ fELlloc(R2)'

From the corresponding one-dimensional facts we immediately deduce the expansion

f=2 frhg VfeL*(R?)

ReD
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in the L?(R?)-sense, and that the system {h,},  forms an orthonormal basis for
L2(R?). It is then easy to see by direct computation, following a reasoning similar to
that of the inclusion-exclusion principle, that for any R = [ x J € D there holds

D, Sphp(ts) =1, s)(f(t,s) = (f(8)), = (f(t. ), +(f)p)-

R'eD(R)

Finally, for I,J € D we denote by Q},Q?} the operators acting on functions f ¢
Ll (R2) by

Q}f(tas):Q[(f('vs))(t)v Qif(tas):QJ(f(ta'))(s)v for a.e. (taS)ERXR'
Thus, if R=1xJ then Q, = Q}Qi = Qi@}. Note that (Q})2 = Q} and (QZJ)2 = Qi.

2.3. A, weights. By weight we always mean a locally integrable, a.e. positive function.
We fix in what follows 1 < p < 0. Given a weight w, we consider the weighted Lebesgue
space LP(w), that is the space of p-integrable functions with respect to the measure
w(x)dz. In other words, we say that a function f belongs to LP(w) if

1y = ([ @ty i) " <oo

The dual of LP(w) is the weighted space L (w’) under the usual L2-pairing (f,g) =
[ f(x)g(x) dz, where p’ is the Holder conjugate of p (that is + + - = 1) and w'(z) =

(w(z))'*" is the conjugate weight to w. Note here that, in the particular case p = 2,
one has that the dual of L?(w) is L?(w™1).

2.3.1. A, weights on R. Consider a weight w on R. It should be noted that all that
follows would still hold if we considered weights on R?, for any d, just by substituting
intervals of R by cubes of R?. We define the Muckenhoupt A, characteristic of w,
denoted by [w] FREL

[w],, 3= sup (w) {w™ DR = sup (w), ()],
where the supremum is taken over all intervals I in R. We define a dyadic version of
this by

._ -1/(p-1)\p-1
[w],, = sup {w), (w7 2)

We say that w is an A, weight, respectively a dyadic A, weight, if [w], < oo, re-
P
spectively [w], , < oco. Note that a very easy application of Jensen’s inequality gives
D>

[w], =1, see [27, Lemma 4.1] for details. Observe as well that w is an A, weight if
D
and only if w’ is an A, weight, and in this case [w'] A, = [w]i;l. The analogous fact

is also true in the dyadic case.

It is a classical result that [w]

1 <ooif and only if the Hardy-Littlewood maximal

function M given by
Mf=sup {If]),1,,
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where supremum is taken over all intervals I in R, is bounded as an operator from
LP(w) into itself, and that in fact one has the estimate

(2.1) w]i(,fp_l)-

HM”LP(U))%LP(U)) Sp [

A dyadic version of this is also true for the dyadic Hardy—Littlewood maximal function
M., given by

My, f = sup (LF1), 1,

2.3.2. Biparameter A, weights on R?. Consider now a weight w on R xR. As before,
all that follows would be equally valid for weights on any R? := Ré1 x ... x Ré with
the obvious modifications. We define the biparameter Muckenhoupt A, characteristic
[w] " of w by

(0], = sup (1) w0V = sup ()
where supremum is taken over all rectangles in R x R (with sides parallel to the coor-
dinate axis). We define a dyadic version of this by

- -1/(p-1)yp-1
[w]y, p= sup (w) p{w "
We say that w is a biparameter A, weight, respectively a dyadic biparameter A, weight,
if [w] , < oo, respectively [w] < 0o. Note that similarly to the one-parameter case
P

we have [w]

ApD

4, 21 and [w] A, = [w]i’;;l, as well as the analogous facts for dyadic A,

and dyadic A, weights.
Consider the strong maximal function Mg given by

Msf = Sup (I 1p,

where as previously the supremum is taken over all rectangles in R x R (with sides
parallel to the coordinate axis). Consider also the Hardy-Littlewood maximal functions
acting in each variable separately,

MUt s) = M(f(-,8))(X),  MPf(ts):=M(f(t,-))(s),  feLi(R?).

Using the Lebesgue Differentiation Theorem it is easy to see that

(0], 2 max(esssuplu(ar. )], esssuplu(-.2)], )

It is also easy to see that Mgf < M'(M?2f), which coupled with (2.1) implies immedi-
ately

< 1/ (e-1) . 1/(p-1)
Vs | oy oy S 058 SUP[w i, )T 070 esssuplan(, 22) [0,

On the other hand, it is also immediate to see that

1
HMS ”Lp(w)aLp(w) 2 [w]A:'
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Therefore, w is a biparameter A, weight if and only if w is an A, weight in each
variable separately and uniformly. Dyadic versions of these facts are similarly true for
the dyadic strong maximal function M given by

My f = sup (LF1) g 1g-

Here it is worth mentioning the analogous property for A, weights defined on RY =
R4 x --- x R%, We first introduce some convenient notation for the general setting.
Given x € R? and k € {1,2,...,t}, let us denote xy := (@1,...,%p_1,", Tps1,---,T¢), SO
that a function f(z) depends only on the variable zj. Similarly, we denote R% :=
R x -+ x RI-1 x RIrs1 x --- x R, In general, we will also extend this notation to
any number of parameters, so that if ky,... ks € {1,2,...,t}, then we will denote

by 257 = (T15 - Thy 15 Thy 15+ o5 Thy 157 Thons - - -, ), and similarly for R
Then, the same reasoning as before shows that a weight w is a multiparameter A,
weight on R? if and only if, for any subsequence k = (ky,...,ks) of (1,...,t), the

weight w(x_) is an A, weight on R'% with A, characteristic uniformly bounded on
A P P

z € Re. In particular, it is easy to see that

[w], > max ( ess sqp[w(:cg)]Ap ),

P
d—
erR k

where the maximum ranges over all subsequences k of (1,...,%).

2.3.3. Averages of A, weights. We recall a few standard facts about averages of A,
weights. Let p, A be biparameter A, weights on R x R. Using several times Jensen’s
inequality, Holder’s inequality and the A, condition for the weights p and A it is easy
to see that for all rectangles R one has the estimates

1/py i/p ., -1/(p-1)\=(p-D/p ., -1/p\-1
(2.2) (1) g (il (1) (il vz Vr (i, ()
and
(2.3) <”1/p>\_1/p>R N[N]AP’D‘]AP (u)}%/pO\);/p,

see [22, p. 2] for a sketch of the argument (only the one-parameter setting is treated

there, but it is obvious that the same argument works in the multiparameter setting

without any changes at all). Moreover, using Holder’s inequality it is easy to see that
L<[utPA ] < [P LAY,

see [18, Lemma 2.7] for a full proof (again, while only the one-parameter setting is

treated there, the multiparameter result follows from the same arguments).
Note that dyadic versions of all the above facts are similarly true.
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2.4. Dyadic square functions and Littlewood—Paley estimates. We denote by
S5, the dyadic square function in R,

1/2 1/2
r=(per) -(gueE) o senae

IeD IeD

We also denote by S, the dyadic biparameter square function in R x R,

1/2 1/2
re(Sient) <(ZirE) o sene.

ReD ReD

It is well-known that if w is a dyadic A, weight on R, 1 < p < oo, then
HSDfHLP(w) Np’[w]Ap,'D Hf“Lp<w)7

for all (suitable) functions f on R. Iterating this and using well-known results about
vector-valued extensions of linear operators (see e.g. [17, Chapter 5]) we deduce, as
remarked in [19], that if w is a dyadic biparameter A, weight on R x R, then

HSDfHLp(w) Np’[w]Ap,D HfHLp(w)a

for all (suitable) functions f on R? (e.g. f e L>(R?) suffices, and then using approx-
imation arguments one can extend it to more general functions f). In particular, the
set of all finite linear combinations of (bi-cancellative) Haar functions in R? is dense in
LP(w).

Note that for p = 2 we simply have

1/2
152y = et

The above results also hold in the multiparameter setting, with the usual modifica-
tions for general product spaces.

For the general multiparameter case, we will also need to consider indexed square
functions for functions defined on RY = R% x --- x Re. For i € {1,...,t} and I; €
D(R%), we denote here by Qi the operator @, acting on the i-th variable, that is

Qzllf(x) =Q, (f(z))(z;) for f € LIOC(RJ).. Similarly, for a subsequence k = (ki,...,ks)
of (1,...,1), let R=1, x--xI e ’D(]RdE) and denote Q% = Q’E...Q’;s. Fix a sub-
sequence k = (ky,...,ks) of (1,...,t). Then, we define the k-indexed square function
Sk [ of f by

1/2

1/2 )
o= (3 eurr) (z|f“|]§|), fe b (RY

ReD ReD

(here we make an abuse of the notation D, relying on the context for understanding to
which space it refers). Then, using an A_ -extrapolation result due to D. Cruz-Uribe,
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J. M. Martell and C. Pérez [10, Theorem 2.1] one can see that for any subsequence k
of (1,...,t), any 1 <p < oo and any dyadic ¢-parameter A, weight w it holds that

k ~
15 i gy, Wlirco
(see also [1, Lemma 2.2]).

2.4.1. Dyadic square function over collections of dyadic rectangles. Let U be any col-
lection of dyadic rectangles in R x R. We denote

1 1/2
Puf:: Z thR’ Suf:: (Z |fR|2_R) °
RelU |R|

ReU

By the above we have that if w is a biparameter A, weight on R x R then there holds
HPufHLp(w) Np’[w]Ap,‘D HSufHLp(w) < HS'DfHLp(w) Np’[w]Ap,D HfHLp(w)'

In particular

<
“QRfHLP(w) N[w]Ap,'D HfHLP(w)7 VR € D

If €2 is any subset of R?, we denote

P,f:= PD(Q)f.

Again, all these statements hold in the multiparameter setting as well.

2.4.2. Incorporating the weight in the square function. It is sometimes convenient to
define square functions in an alternative way that directly incorporates the weight in
the operator. Namely, given 1 < p < co and any dyadic biparameter A, weight w on
R2, define

1.\12
5uf = ( 5 IfR|2<w>2/”—R) N )

ReD R |R|

This type of square functions appears naturally in the theory of matrix-valued weights
(see e.g. [21] for estimates in the matrix-weighted one-parameter setting), and is some-
times referred to as the Triebel-Lizorkin square function associated to w, because LP
bounds for it allow one to identify LP(w) as a certain Trielel-Lizorkin space (see e.g.
[13] for the scalar one-parameter case). Here we prove an estimate in the scalar bi-
parameter setting. In fact, the proofs of Lemma 2.1 and Corollary 2.2 below readily
extend to the matrix-valued setting. This will be part of forthcoming work of the
authors.

Lemma 2.1. Let f € L} (R?). Then
150 1,0 Spte1y 15110

In particular
HSwaLP Sp,[w]AI“D Hf“Lp(w)7 Vf € LEO(RQ)



DYADIC PRODUCT BMO IN THE BLOOM SETTING 15

Proof. First of all, we note that by the Monotone Convergence Theorem we can assume
without loss of generality that f has only finitely-many non-zero Haar coefficients. Now,
we notice that by (2.2) we have

T p/2
157ty = [ i) o
1p 21 (z) p/2
o f2(2|f|< / )—Tm) .

Thus, by standard (unweighted) dyadic Littlewood—Paley theory we only have to prove
that

HFHLP T

> |l

ReD

S 15 F 1o,

Lr

We use duality for that. Let g € LP". Then, we have

(g < 3 1 alw?) lggl = [ 5 1Fplo@) by (@) gyl by (@)da

ReD ReD
1/ ~
< [L(SN@w@)(S9)@)dw <[]0, 1591, 5 157y lol

concluding the proof. O]

Of course, for p =2 we have just | Su[f] . = HSfHLQ(w

Using Lemma 2.1, we can immediately deduce the corresponding lower bound.

Corollary 2.2. There holds
1y Soto1y,p 150l VS € LR,

Proof. We use duality. Recall that w' := w='/®-1 is a dyadic biparameter A, weight
with [w] /p, = [w]z/:. Let f,g € L (R?). Then, using (2.2) and applying Lemma 2.1
(for the weight w’) we get

(F.0 < 3 Ual-logl = 3 L Vilw) g (o) lagll2oh, (2)ae

ReD

Solulyp & ﬁp [l (0) 7D () gl ) B ()

< [ (Suf@)(Surg(@))dx < |Suf 1 Swsl
Sotoly p 150/ 1,091

Lp/(w,)7

SO ||f||Lp(w) Sp{w]Ap’D |Swfl,,, concluding the proof. O

It is clear that the above results remain true in the general multiparameter setting.
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3. EQUIVALENCES FOR DYADIC BLoOM PrRODUCT BMO

We prove in this section that the dyadic Bloom product BMO admits several equiv-
alent descriptions. We will focus on dyadic biparameter A, weights, with 1 < p < oo,
on R x R. It should be noted that the results presented here also hold in the general
multiparameter setting of functions and weights defined on R% x---xR% with identical
proofs. However, for simplicity we will restrict ourselves to the case of R x R.

In the sequel we fix 1 < p < oo and dyadic biparameter A, weights g, A on R?,
and we set v := u/?PX\1/P. Note that we will be systematically suppressing from the
notation dependence of implied constants on the value of p and the Muckenhoupt
characteristics [p] 4, p and [A] Recall that v is a dyadic biparameter Ay weight

. 1 1
with 1< [v], <[],

Given any sequence a = {aR} rep Of complex numbers, we define the dyadic two-
weight Bloom product BMO p-norm |a| by

Ap, D’

BMOprOd,'D (1,7,p)

1/2
|R|

ReU

1

havi0, e =P (b))

)

LP(X)

where the supremum ranges over all non-empty collections ¢ of dyadic rectangles in
R xR, and
sh(U) = | R.
Reld
By the Monotone Convergence Theorem, it is clear that one can restrict the supremum

in the definition of |a to just non-empty finite sucollections U of D.
| HBMoprodp(uvx,m ) Ly

Moreover, it is easy to see that

. 1 1/2
lal = Sup — ol )
BMOprod,'D(M’A’p) Q (M(Q))l/p RE;Q) R |R|
LP(X)

where the supremum is taken over all non-empty bounded open sets 2 in R2, or even
over all measurable subsets §2 of R? of non-zero finite measure.

For any dyadic biparameter A, weight v on R?, define the dyadic one-weight Bloom
product BMO norm HCLHBMOprod,D<”) by

“CLHBMOprOd,D<V) = HaHBMOprOd7D(V7V_172) ’

We also define the unweighted product BMO norm

= llal g0

a .
H HBMoprod,’D prod,’D(l)

If be L _(R), then we define
o]

BMO_ o p(1:Ap) = {05} pep | BMO_ 1 (uAp)’
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The main goal of this section is to prove Theorem 1.2, which we state again for
the reader’s convenience, in a slightly more general (but in view of the Monotone
Convergence Theorem, equivalent) form.

Theorem 1.2. Let 1 <p < oo. Consider dyadic biparameter A, weights pu, A and define
v = ptPX\1p. Then

H CLH BMOprod,’D (v) ~ HCLHBMOprdeD (1,2,p)’

for any sequence of complex numbers a = {aR}Rep, where the implied constants depend
only on p, [/,L]App and [)\]A%D.

The one-parameter analog of Theorem 1.2 was shown by I. Holmes, M. T. Lacey
and B. D. Wick [18]. Moreover, the little bmo analog of Theorem 1.2 was established
by I. Holmes, S. Petermichl and B. D. Wick [19] by iterating the one-parameter result
of [18]. Also, in the special case = A, Theorem 1.2 was proved by E. Airta, K. Li,
H. Martikainen and E. Vuorinen [2] (in fact under the weaker assumption that p = A
is just a biparameter A, weight).

The proof of Theorem 1.2 will be done in several steps. Note that by the Monotone
Convergence Theorem, we can without loss of generality assume that the sequence
a={a}.p is finitely supported.

Now, consider the “purely non-cancellative” biparameter paraproduct with symbol
a7

IV fi= > ay (f) ol

ReD
Note that the superscript (11) indicates that in the expression of the paraproduct f

is integrated only against Haar functions of the form hgl). This operator is defined
and used by Holmes—Lacey—Wick [18] in the Bloom one-parameter setting, as well as
by Blasco—Pott [4] in the unweighted biparameter setting (for p = 2) and Holmes—
Petermichl-Wick [19] in the Bloom biparameter setting.

First note that just by testing 18 on 1, ) and then using the weighted Littlewood—
Paley estimates, for any U € D, we trivially deduce
(1) H

lal

BMO PRV L PPYRRTNE
prod,D "7

We first show that the previous two quantities are actually equivalent in the regime
1 <p<2. To this end, we follow a scheme similar to that of one of the standard proofs
of the dyadic Carleson’s embedding theorem (see for instance [31] for a very general
one-parameter version), but with the one-parameter maximal function replaced by the
dyadic strong maximal function.

Proposition 3.1. Assume 1 <p<2. Then, there holds

sy
HaHBMOprod,’D (p,\,p) HHCL HLP(M)_)LP(A)7

where the implied constants depend only on p,[ ] and [\]

Ap, D Ap, D’
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Proof. We only need to show the 2 direction, that is the inequality
(1,1) <
T Py $ Wb a1 v

By the weighted Littlewood—-Paley estimates, we have

1,1 (37) ol
20, 0~ [ Sl 0257 ) 2w

ReD

Thus, without loss of generality we may assume that f > 0.
Fix x € R x R. Consider the measure m on the countable set D given by

|a 2 1R(x)
IR

Consider also the function g : D — [0,00) given by g(R) = ((f))?, for all R € D.
Then, we have

VReD.

m(R) :=

1 (x p/2
(Z b 0 2] =19l

ReD

We emphasize here that 2/p > 1. Thus, in the scale of Lorentz spaces, we have (see e.g.
[17, Proposition 1.4.10])
L2/p1 c [2p2lp — [2/p

Therefore
1 (:U) p/2
R2;D| R| ( |R| = HgHLQ/p('D,m) Sp ||g||L2/p’1(D,m)
o0 o0 1. (z)\"?
o [T nttg > hyyrac= [ ( > wﬁ) dt.
0 0 ReD |R|
() )t
Therefore
1 (:L’) p/2
(1,1) 2°R
I, 5 0 [T ) e
() g)P>t
%0 1,(z)\"*
< 2B 2 \()dxdt
h f( P T ) (o)
Re{(Mp, f)P>t}
o [y > tyar
- la ugMO L S P U N LI o
< [al®

BMO_ 4 p (#:AP) HfHL”(u)

concluding the proof. O
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Note that by applying the Monotone Convergence Theorem coupled with the weighted
Littlewood—Paley estimates, Proposition 3.1 extends to all (not necessarily finitely sup-
ported) sequences.

Holmes—Petermichl-Wick [19, Proposition 6.1] prove that

1,1
vl S Jlaf

)
LP () ~LP(N) BMO_ 1 (®)

where v = y!/PX\-1/P (which is an A, weight), 1 < p < oo (in the general multiparameter
case, the analogous result is due to Airta [1]). From this and Proposition 3.1 it follows
that for all 1< p < oo we have

lal al

S :
BMOprod,D (s A\,p) BMOprod,'D (v)

Since also v = (N)YP' (p/)=1/7" where p' := p=/@=D X\ := A7/~ we deduce as well

(1,1)
<
ol varary S 1S

/ / S HaHBMO °
LP (N)=LP (1) prod. 0 ()

We show now that |[TT{" | and |al| are actually equivalent, for

LP(u)~LP(N) BMO__ 4 5 ()

all 1 <p<oo.

Proposition 3.2. Let 1 <p < oo and dyadic biparameter A, weights ;v and A on RxR.
Define v = pt/?X\=1/P. Then, there holds

@ L@y
HGHBMOpmdD<u> T HLP’u')w’(u')’

where the implied constants depend only on p,[ ] and [A]

AP7D AP7D )

Proof. Recall that since p is a dyadic biparameter A, weight, p/ := p=1/®-1) is a dyadic

biparameter A, weight with [x/] = [u]i’(;;. Similarly, X' := A-1/(-1 is a dyadic

Ay,D
biparameter A, weight with [\'] )\]’X;}D, and v~! is a dyadic biparameter Ay
weight with [v71], o =[v], 5.
Using these observations and since the sequence a is finitely supported, it is easy to
see that

Ay D " [
In particular, p’, \',v~1 are also locally integrable.

i) T < oo,

[al LP(p)—>LP(N)’ L7 (\)-L¥ (i)

)
prod,D @)

For brevity we set C'(a) := ||a| By the weighted Littlewood—Paley esti-

BMOprod,'D ()"
mates we have that

oS’ ~Cy(a), [mEY| ~ Cy(a),

LP(p)—>LP(\) LY (\)>LP (u)

where C(a),Cy(a) are the best finite nonnegative constants such that

‘ (2 b0 32

ReD

1/2
< @)1 -
LP(N)




20 SPYRIDON KAKAROUMPAS AND ODI SOLER I GIBERT
< Co(a)| f]

1/2
P )
‘(%@ W) |
LP (p')

for all measurable functions f on R x R. Thus, it suffices to prove that
(3.1) C(a) ~ C1(a) ~ Cs(a),

where all implied constants depend on p,[u], 5,[A], - We will use bilinear esti-
D> P

' (x)’

mates. Fix any & ¢ D. Let f,g be any two measurable functions on R x R taking
nonnegative values, and consider the bilinear form

B(f.9) = > lag(f) o) o {v) 5

Reld
Clearly B(f,9) = [p.g F(2)v~1(z)dx, where
1,
Fi=%la, [(f R|R|'

Reld
By Cauchy—-Schwarz and Holder’s inequality we obtain

B(f,g) = AXRF(x)V’l(x)dx
L1 () 1 (2)\ 2
e Bl 0 =2) (e 7)o
- 1/2 . 12
[R R ( 2, lanl (LS T}(ﬂ )) A () (Z lagl*({g 21T}(%| )) p P (2)da

ReU Reld

R(x) o v
( Lo S ) A(as)dx)

R(x) e -p'[p "
W PRS- RO

< Ci(a)Cy(a)|f]

b ||g||L,,(A,).

We now pick
fi= M_l/pyl/plsh(u)’ g = A\Lpy /e 1sh(u)'
We have
-1 — h
V2 = [ g o @) = w(sh(w).
lol”, = [ PN D (@)de = v(shU)),
P (V) Jsh)
therefore
191, = V(D).

So we have

> lag P Putie) (NP (07t < Ci(a) Cola)v(sh(U)).

Reld
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Set w := pu~1/Pyl/P. Then clearly
qul/pyl/p)\l/pyl/p’ =1,

so an immediate application of Jensen’s inequality (with exponent —1 < 0) gives

() (P () ) > 1
Thus
D lag (™), < Ci(a)Ca(a)v (sh(U)).
Reld
It follows that C'(a)? < C(a)Cs(a). Since we already know that C'(a) 2 Ci(a), i =1,2,
we deduce C(a) ~ Cy(a) ~ Cy(a). O

Note that by applying the Monotone Convergence Theorem coupled with the weighted
Littlewood—Paley estimates, Proposition 3.2 extends to all (not necessarily finitely sup-
ported) sequences.

Combining Proposition 3.1 and 3.2, we already deduce that if 1 <p <2, then

~ >
“CLHBMOprOd’,D(u) !IallBMopwdp(Mp) 2 HaHBMOpmd,D(WQPI),
and that if 2 < p < oo, then
la] ~|al

BMOprod,D (v) BMOprod[D N p) “ ||BMO o D (1Ap)”

The next proposition will complete the proof of Theorem 1.2.
Proposition 3.3. Let a,p, u, \,v be as above. Assume p>2. Then, there holds

<
H CLH BMOprod,D v) ~ HCLHBMOprOd;D (1,2,p)?

where the implied constant depends only on p,[u] and [\]

A, D A, D’

Proof. First of all, note that we have already proved that

S el

C ~
el o

-1 9
BMO_ 4 p(1v72)

>1/2

for any sequence ¢ = {CR} rep- Applying this for the sequence ¢ = {cR =a,(v"

we deduce

R< }RE’D’

_ ~1\1/2 ~1\1/2
leloo e = et nenlono e S Howt M) nolono s

~ -1
= | {aR(V )R}RGD HBMOprOd,D '

Since p is a dyadic biparameter A, weight and p > 2, from the second half of the proof
of [2, Theorem 3.2] we have

1
lel gaio Ss D shU)))
prod. D~ e ((sh(U)))

)

L2(p)

1/2
o, i )
(R% AT
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where the implied constant depends only on p and [pu] for any sequence ¢ =

Ap D’
{cp} pep» 80 since p > 2, by Hélder’s inequality we deduce

1/2
ReZ/l | |

1
HC“BMOprod,D SUP p (u(sh(U)))/p

LP ()
Thus

= p— L
H{CLR<V )R}RG’DHBMO rod. D <u cp (u(sh(U)))r

(3 faale %)/

ReU

LP(u)

For all 4 ¢ D, using Lemma 2.1 and Corollary 2.2 (since a is finitely supported) and
the fact that (v=!), ~ ()PP, for all R e D, we get

(3ot |1R|)1/2 (3 oare >2/p|1R|)1/2

Reld Reld
L7 (1) L
1/2 1/2
ANz aroi) | ~N(Shelis) |
(5ot &
e LP()\)
concluding the proof. O

4. ESTIMATES FOR ITERATED COMMUTATORS OF HAAR MULTIPLIERS

Let 3 be the set of all finitely supported maps o : D — {-1,0,1}. In the sequel, the
elements of ¥ similar spaces will be called sign choices, and will always be considered
to be finitely supported. For each o € X, we consider the Haar multiplier T, sometimes
also called martingale transform, on the real line given by

T,f:= Za([)fjhl, felLl (R).
1D
Moreover, we consider Haar multipliers T}, T? acting on functions f € L{ (R?) sepa-
rately in each of the two variables, namely

Tof(ts)=T,(f(-,))(8),  T7f(ts)=T,(f(t,-))(s),
for a. e. (t,s) e R2. It is clear that
Tlf Z O(I)f[XJ IxJ %U(I)Q}fa

1,JeD
7/ Z ()l = Z U(‘])Q?]f'
1,JeD JeD
The main result of this section is Theorem 1.1, which we recall here.

Theorem 1.1. Let 1 <p < oo. Consider a function be Li. (R?), dyadic biparameter A,
weights pu, \ and define v := /P X\712. Then

sup_|[7,,[77,.b

2000 oy ~ I

)
BMOprod,D (v)

o1, 0262
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where the implied constants depend only on p, [ 1] and [A]

A, D A, D"

In the unweighted case with p = 2, Theorem 1.1 is proved by Blasco—Pott [4]. They
get this result by averaging over the set of sign choices and then using orthogonality
in Hilbert spaces. While we still rely on averaging over sign choices in our proof, we
use a multiparameter extension of Khintchine’s inequalities as well as vector-valued
estimates to compensate for the lack of orthogonality for p # 2.

In the sequel we fix 1 < p < oo, be L] (R?), dyadic biparameter A, weights p, A on
R2, and we set v := pul/?PA"Y/P. Note that we will be systematically suppressing from
the notation dependence of implied constants on the value of p and the Muckenhoupt

characteristics ] and [A\]

A, D A, D"

4.1. Relating Haar multipliers to a “symmetrized” paraproduct. Consider the
“purely non-cancellative” and “purely cancellative” respectively biparameter paraprod-
ucts |
Hgl’l)f = Z bp(f)phg: HEEO’O)f = Z beR_R’
ReD ReD |R|
and the “mixed non-cancellative—cancellative” biparameter paraproducts

(1,0) ¢ ._ 1,0) 7, (0,1 0,1) p._ 0,1)7,(1,0
I, fe= 30 b fPOROD, T = Y b fOVRGO

ReD ReD
In the notation of each paraproduct, the superscript indicates the type of Haar func-
tions against which the argument of the paraproduct is integrated, while the “comple-
mentary” pair of indices indicates the type of Haar functions appearing directly in the
paraproduct.
Blasco—Pott [4] consider the “symmetrized” paraproduct in the biparameter setting

Ay = Hgn) + Hl()oo) + Hglo) + Hl()Ol).

Blasco—Pott [4] prove via direct computation that A, deserves to be called “sym-
metrized” paraproduct in the sense that
(4.1) Apf = Z (PRb)fphp,

ReD
where we recall that

PLb= Z bplip-

R'eD(R)
Note that in the general multiparameter setting of R := Ré x ... x R4 one can also
define an analogous operator A, as a sum of generalized paraproducts in a way that
one still has Ay f = ¥ gep (P ,0) frh,, where P, denotes the multiparameter analogue
to P, (and, abusing the notation, D denotes the set of all dyadic rectangles in the
product space RCZ).

It is important to note that for any R =1 x J € D, one has

(42) PRb(t7 S) = (b - <b( i) $)>[ - (b(ta ’ )>J + <b>[XJ)1R(t7 3)7
for a.e. (¢,s) € R2. Also, the same computation along the lines of the inclusion-exclusion
principle that leads to (4.2) extends to yield a multiparameter analogue for P r- Using
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expressions (4.1) and (4.2), it is easy to see via direct computation, as remarked by
Blasco—Pott [4], that

(43) [ }7[ 2J>b]]:[ }7[ 2J7Ab:|]7 VI,JED,
and
(4.4) QMR =0, Q@AQ2=0, VI JeD

(and, as before, the analogues of these two expressions also hold in the multiparameter
setting). In fact, the weighted Littlewood—Paley estimates imply that the family of all
finite linear combinations of Haar functions h,, R €D is dense in the weighted space
LP(w), for any dyadic biparameter A, weight w, 1 < p < oo, so one needs to check (4.3)
and (4.4) only on functions of this type. Note that (4.3) immediately implies

(4.5) [TL [T2.b]] = [T, [T2.A]],  Vor.oneX.

o1 092

The following lemma contains one of the most important steps towards the proof of
Theorem 1.1.

Lemma 4.1. There holds

[ A] sup_[[Z,

g1’
0170262

2
(=17 (%) (T P o -y

For the proof of Lemma 4.1 we will rely on a straightforward extension of Khintchine’s
inequalities to the multiparameter setting, which is of independent interest.

Lemma 4.2. Let (X;,P;), i = 1,2 be probability spaces. For j =1,2, let (X;);le be a
Rademacher sequence on (X;,P;), that is X}, Jj=1,...,N; are independent with

]P)Z(ijzl):PZ(X;:—l)zl/Q, jzl,,N]
Let A be an Ny x Ny (complex) matriz. Then, there holds

N1 N2 Nl N2
Z Z A(jlvj?)X}l ®Xj22 ~q,r Z Z A(jl’jQ)X}l ®XJ22
Ji1=1j2=1 Ji1=1j2=1
L9(X1xX2) L7 (X1xX2)

for all 0 < q,r < oco. In particular

N N N N 1/2
> > A g) X, © X2, ~ (Z > |A(j1,j2)|2) , V0 < ¢ < o0.
Jj1=1j2=1 J1=1j2=1

L9(X1xXp)

Proof. Let 0 < q,r < oo be arbitrary. Without loss of generality, we may assume ¢ < r.
Then, by Holder’s inequality, it suffices only to prove that

N 1 2 B A 1 2
> 2 Al j2) X, © X5, Ser || 20 20 Al 2) X5, © X,
n=tresl L7 (X1 xX3) n=tpe=t L9(X1 xX3)

Set
Na
Vi =Y A(h,j2) X,  ji=1,....Ny,

J2=1
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Ny
Zj2 = ZA(jl,jz)X}l, j2:1,...,N2.

Ji=1
Then, using first Khintchine’s inequalities, then Minkowski’s inequality (in view of the
fact that r/q > 1), and finally again Khintchine’s inequalities, we get

>0 D AG )X} 8 X2 - [ (]; }j ()X () qu(wl))dpg(MQ)
J1=17j2=1 L7 (X1 xXs) L=
q r/q
“ur |, ( /| Zl (@) X2 (w1) dIP’l(wl)) 0Py (ws)
ok alr T/q
< KJQI(JQ2 E%, (w2) X (1) dmg(wz)) AP, (w1
Ny r alr T/q
= '/Xl ([X2 Z;th(wl)in(wQ) d]P)Q(CUQ)) dIP’l(wl))
q r/q
o (/"(A; 2& S (W) X2 (ws) ﬂ%@&ﬁdpﬂwg)
Z: 22:114(11712))(]11 ® X7 ,

L9(X1xX2)

concluding the proof.
The second claim follows immediately from the first by just noting that an iteration
of independence gives

N1 No
>, 2 A 2) X, @ X5,
Ji1=1j2=1

Ni Ny 1/2
= ( > 2 |A(j1,j2)|2) :

Ji=1j2=1
L2(X1xX2)

O

Clearly, one can use induction to prove similarly a multiparameter version of Khint-
chine’s inequalities, for any 0 < ¢, < oo, in any number of parameters (one has just to
replace any of the two uses of Khintchine’s inequalities in the proof above by use of
the inductive hypothesis).

Proof (of Lemma 4.1). We first consider the direction 2. It is well-known that Haar
multipliers on R are bounded from LP(w) into LP(w) for dyadic A, weights w on R,

within constants depending only on [w], . (and not the sign choice in the definition
P

of the Haar multiplier). It follows immediately that for any biparameter dyadic A,
weight w on R x R there holds

1751

< L
ol powyorrwy Sy, L V=12, Voed,

A, D
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therefore
T2 172 000y = W L2 T
= ”7}117}22 Ab — 7}11/\1)7;22 - TUQQAbT;l + AbTUQQTall ||LP(ILL)4>LP()\) S 4”Ab ”

LP(u)~LP(A)’

for all 1,09 € 2.

We now turn to the other direction. Let (F,,)2, be an increasing sequence of subsets
of D exhausting D. For each n=1,2,..., let X3, be the set of all maps o : D - {-1,0,1}
that vanish outside of F,, and that take values only —1,1 on F,, and consider the
natural probability measure P, on ¥, that to each coordinate I € F, assigns each of
the values 1 and —1 with probability 1/2, independently of all the other coordinates.
Clearly, it suffices to prove that

(46)  sup T3, T2 BN, o AR © B (01, 02) 2 [As( )

7
n=1,2,... JXnx3n LP()\)

for all (suitable) functions f on R*. For brevity we set C, ,:=[Q},[Q%,0]]. Applying
Lemma 4.2, we have

sup LT, (T2 61N, (B @ ) (01, 0)

n=1,2,... J LnxXn
Z Ol(I)OQ(J)C]XJ(f)

Z JI(I)UQ(J)C[XJ(f)(x)

= Sup / /
n=1,2,... JRxR EnxEn | [xJeD

p/2 p/2
v [ (B e mer) = [ 3, ne) e,

n=1,2,... JRXR \ 1 Fer. IxJeD

p
d(]P)n ® ]P)n)(CTl, 0'2)
LP(\)

p

d(P, ® P,) (o1, 02)) M x)dz

where in the last equality we applied the Monotone Convergence Theorem. Observe
that

Q91 < (gl 1, < Mpg,  VReD.

Moreover, O. N. Capri and C. Gutiérrez [7] establish the following one-weight vector-
valued estimate for the dyadic strong maximal function (in any number of parameters):

- 1/2
(zl |gn|2)

where the implied constants depend only on p and [w]

S

oo 1/2
n=1

Y

LP(w) LP(w)

1 p (their proof is for the case
P

of the strong maximal function Mg and multiparameter A, weights w, but it works

without any changes for the case of the dyadic strong maximal function M, and dyadic



DYADIC PRODUCT BMO IN THE BLOOM SETTING 27

multiparameter A, weights w). Thus, we have

p/2 p/2
Lol S n@r) i [ (5 1@, 0)@F) 2w

IxJeD IxJeD

p/2
> e (IX%|@}Q3<Cm<f>)<x>|2) A(z)dz

p/2
f( 2. Q@@ i,Abn(f))(x)P) Aa)dz,

IxJeD
where in the last equality we have used (4.3). Notice that using (4.4) we obtain

Q' Q2 ([Q1[Q2, A1)
= Q'Q2(QIQ2 () - Q' MQ% () - Q2 MQL(S) + MQLQA (1))
- Q'Q2 Au( ).

for all I,J e D. It follows that

p/2
f( 2, 1Q@5 (@5 3,Ab]]<f>><x>|2) O

IxJeD

p/2
- [ T a@an@r) s~ 10l .,

IxJeD
concluding the proof. O

4.2. Bounds for the “symmetrized” paraproduct and conclusion of the proof.
In this section we complete the proof of Theorem 1.1. Blasco—Pott [4] show that

P, (b) = P, (Ay(1,)).
This can be readily checked by direct computation using the definition of the operator
A, and how paraproducts act on characteristic functions. From this, it follows that

HPQ(b)HLp()\) = HPQ(Ab(]-Q))HLp(A) S HAb(]-Q)”Lp()\) < HAbHLp(u)%Lp()\) (M(Q))l/p

In the S we used the weighted Littlewood-Paley estimates. The analogous expressions
are also valid for the multiparameter operators P, and A, and measurable sets () R4,
and their proofs use the same idea of checking the action of the various paraproducts
on characteristic functions. It follows that

<
HbHBMOprod,D(“’)"p) ~ HAb“Lp(M)_,Lp()\)'

Combining this with Theorem 1.2 and Lemma 4.1 we deduce

(4.7) o] s sup [[T;,,[75,.b

BMO 0 D™ ™ 51 gmes o2 O Loy 2o

Moreover, Holmes—Petermichl-Wick [19] prove that

|25 0]

<
LP(u)—~LP(\) ~ | BMO_ 4 ()’
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where P, is any of the four paraproducts Hl(fm), 1,62 € {0,1} (the same fact for all
relevant multiparameter paraproducts is shown by Airta in [1]). Tt follows that

(4.8) [ A S [l

LP(u)~LP(N) BMO_ 4 p()’

Thus, combining Lemma 4.1, (4.7) and (4.8) we deduce
o] sup [[75,.[75,,b

BMOprod,‘D(V) ~ a1 Ltogs ]]||LP(M)—>LP()\)’

Jl,UQGE

concluding the proof.
Note that since v is a dyadic biparameter Ay weight on R?, v = v1/2(y~1)-1/2 and

V], p =[] 4, p» We also get

o] sup_[[Z,

g1
Jl,UQGE

~ T2 .b
BMOprod,’D(V) [ 72’ ]]“LQ(V)—’LQ(VA)’

where all implied constants depend only on [v], .

4.3. General multiparameter result. The ideas presented in this section can also
be applied, with only minor modifications, to any multiparameter setting. That is,
Theorem 1.1 can be stated and proved for iterated commutators on functions defined
on R := Ré x ... x R d:=(dy,...,d,). We have already been commenting along the
proof which steps have to be modified in this context. Abusing slightly the notation,
here we use D to denote the set of dyadic rectangles in the product space R?. The
statement of the result in full generality is the following.

Theorem 4.3. Let 1 <p < oo. Consider a function b € L%OC(]RJ), dyadic multiparameter
A, weights p, A on R? and define v := pPX\=1/r. Then

sup |[TL,[...[T¢,b

o1 e o1 o) ] "']]”Lp(u)ay)()\) ~ |

b
‘ H BMOprod,'D @)’

where the implied constants depend only on d, p, [1] and [A]

ApD A, D"

)

5. BOUNDS FOR GENERAL COMMUTATORS OF HAAR MULTIPLIERS

In this section, we show bounds analogous to those of Section 4 for iterated com-
mutators of general martingale transforms, not necessarily of tensor type. As usual,
consider dyadic multiparameter A, weights 1 and A on R?, with 1 < p < oo, and let

v = ptP\-1r. We define the dyadic two-weight little BMO p-norm ||b||bm0D(“7/\7p) by
1
18l mmo 1 59 = S (R [CERCFATN FINE

We also say, for a dyadic multiparameter A, weight w on R?, that a function b is in
the dyadic one-weight little BMO space if

1
b-(b),)1 <
sup s 0= (8] )L gy <
In this case, we assign to function b the norm
o]

bmo,D(w) = Hb“bmo,D(w,ufl,Z)7
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which is equivalent to the previous supremum. This equivalence is shown by Holmes—
Petermichl-Wick [19] in the biparameter case using an iteration of the one-parameter
argument due to Holmes—Lacey—Wick [18], but the same argument can be iterated to
any number of parameters. Furthermore, the authors of [19] also prove that, for u, A
and v as before, there holds

~[o]

H bH bmo,D (p,A\,p) bmo, N p") ~ H bH bmo,D (v)

(it is actually shown there for the continuous biparameter setting, but their argument
holds equally well in the dyadic case and can be iterated to any number of parameters
as well).

Recall that if € R? and k € {1,2,...,t}, we denote p = (21, Tty Thads - - - L),
so that a function f(z;) depends only on the variable x;. Similarly, we also denote
R := RA x ... x Rdk-1 x Rde+1 x ... x R, In general, we extend this notation to any

number of parameters, so that if ky,... k, € {1,2,...,t}, then we take x;— :=

(1, oy Ty 15 Thysls - Thools®y Thosl,- - - L¢), and similarly for R™1-—ks. Using this
notation, Holmes—Petermichl-Wick [19] show that

HbemOD(V) ~ max{esssqp Hb(:cE)HBMOD(V(%)):k e{1,2,... ,t}},

d—
$E€R k

where ||| denotes the usual dyadic weighted one-parameter BMO norm (again,

BMO. (v)
the result is sléated and proved there only in the continuous biparameter setting, but
the argument holds as well for the dyadic spaces and in any number of parameters). In
other words, a function b is in dyadic weighted little bmo if and only if it is uniformly
in dyadic weighted one-parameter BMO in each variable. Moreover, they also observe
that

bmo_, (v) ¢ BMO__ . p (v).

More generally, let 7 = {Il,...,ll} be any partition of {1,...,t}. Let u,\ be ¢-
parameter A, weights on R%, 1 < p < oo. Define

ol - o, s ) i

T : ’
bmo,D (1, A,p) 1ely xx1I; zreRdz prodD (p(z7),A(x7),p) )

and as before if w is any t-parameter A, weight on R? then we define

b =|b :
H HbmoI,D(w) “ ”bmoI,D(w,w’l,Z)

If 7 consists only of singletons, then one recovers product BMO in ¢ parameters, while
if 7 has just one element, then one recovers little BMO. In general, for any partition Z
we have that

bmo_, (w) ¢ bmoé (w) c BMO_ . p (w).

Observe that our results in Section 3 immediately imply that if v := p/?\~1/P then

HbemoID(u) " Hb“meID(H)"p)’
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4, p and [)\]AP,D' Notice that here
we are making use of the fact that for any ¢ € I; x---x [}, and for almost every xz; € R%,

the weight p(a7) is a dyadic I-parameter A, weight on R%: x---xR% with [p(z7)], 5 <
P>

where all implied constants depend only on p, [p]

(1], 5, and similarly for A and v.

Consider now the set 3 of sign choices 0 = {o(R)} .- For each 0 € ¥ we consider
the Haar multiplier 7}, defined by

Tfi= Y o(R)fohy  fe AR,
ReD
Observe that here we consider all possible choices of signs over the dyadic rectangles in
D, not only those that are of tensor type, as opposed to Section 4. We will study bounds
for |[7,,0]| in terms of |b . We adapt the arguments presented in
LP (1)L (N) binog, (v)

Section 4 to the biparameter case.

Proposition 5.1. Let 1 < p < co. Consider a function be L{ (R?), dyadic biparameter
A, weights p, X on R? and define v := p'/PX\=1/P. Then

(Sjlelg H[T07b] HLP(M)_,LP(A) ~ Hbemo,D(u)’

where the implied constants depend only on p, [j1] and [\]

A, D A, D"

Proof. Airta [1, Theorem 4.12] shows general upper bounds for iterated commutators
of multi-parameter Haar shifts in terms of the symbol norm in the appropriate indexed
BMO space. In particular, for a single commutator, this includes the upper bound

T, b]HLP(“)%LP(A) S o]l Thus, we only need to show the corresponding lower

bound.
Define the operator ©, by

@bf: Z(wa)thR’ fELQ(R2)7

ReD

bmo, v)"

where w,b:= (b(x) = (b) ,)1 (). This operator satisfies the relations

[QRab]:[QRvgb]a VRED,
and
Q,0,Q,-0, VReD,

where Qg denotes the orthogonal projection from L?(IR?) onto the one-dimensional
space spanned by h,. Observe that a simple computation using the definition of ©,
shows that they hold for any Haar function A, from which the general result follows
by a density argument.

Now we see that

(5.1) sup [ [ 75, b]]

oeXl

2 16

LP(p)—~LP(A) LP(u)—~LP(A)"
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As before, the lower bound (5.1) will follow from that of the average of the commutator
norms over . In this case we have

LT 0., )
- LB emenme

Lk

where we have used Khintchine’s inequalities in the last step. This last quantity is
equal to

’ dIP’(a)) Mx)dx

Y. o(R)[Qg.0](f)(2)

ReD

2 p/2
d]P’(a)) AMx)dz,

p/2
- LD ennn@r) A

ReD

p/2
FRPIACRGIBR R

ReD

p/2
SR PDICACRCH GBI R

ReD

p/2
- LD eon@r) e 1edni,

ReD

This shows (5.1).
Now we are only left with checking that

[©s]

LP(u)—~LP(N) R ”b”bmo,D(l/)'

Observe that testing the operator on Haar functions we immediately get
H@bHLP<M)_,LP()\) HhR “LP(M) 2 H@th “LP(A) = H (b - <b>R)1R “LP()\) |R|71/2'

We also have that [hp],, = ((R))YP|R[71/2] so that

1

H@bHLp(M)_,Lp()\) 2 WH(() - <b>R)1RHLP<)\)'

But the supremum of the right-hand side is precisely |b| O

bmoD(u,A,p) ~ Hb”bmoD(V)'

This method can also be adapted to general indexed BMO spaces, and thus to the
general multiparameter little bmo case. We explain how to do it taking as an example
the product space R? = R x R x R, and the partition Z := {I; := {1,3}, I := {2}} of
{1,2,3}. In this case, we consider the set 3, 3 of sign choices 0 = {o(I x J)}, ; ., and
the set 3y of sign choices o = {o([)}, - Given 013 € 33 and 0y € Xy consider the
martingale transform Tal{i, acting on variables 1 and 3 and the martingale transform
TfQ acting on variable 2. The previous method can be adapted to show that

1,3 [2 S
01,362811,11},)02622 H [Tal’y [Ta2 ’ b]] HLP(H)”LP(A) ~ Hb”bmozp(v)’
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while the corresponding upper bound was already proved by Airta (see [1, Theo-
rem 4.12]). To this end, define the operator =, by

=of = Z (glibe)fIxeKhIxeK’ fELQ(Rg)’
1,J,KeD

where
£IxeKb (b < >1 K <b>2j + <b>}f}3xK)11xeK

and where we use (b)}? /o to denote the average taken on variables 1 and 3 taken over
I x K (similarly for (b J) Then one can repeat the arguments in Lemma 4.1 to show
that
13 2 =
01,362812:?02622 e (o P ey 2 1Bl ooy

The lower bound for the operator norm of =, follows a similar argument to that of
Ay, with the difference that in this case one needs to check the BI\/[Op rod,p DOTI in
variables 1,2 and in variables 2, 3. We focus on how to get the bound for variables 1 and
2, as the other case is done in the same way. Consider an arbitrary open set 2 € R xR
of non-zero finite measure and its characteristic function 1, (z1,72) in variables 1 and
2. Fix x3 and take K € D such that x3 € K. Note that for x €e R x R x {3} we trivially
have Eb(mﬁ)(lQ ®h,)= (Ab(mﬁ)lﬂ) ® h,.. By testing the operator =, on 1, ® h,. one
gets

1
N

fmmf

- HHbHLp(u) Lp()\)<lu( 7'T3))K'

p
Mx1, 29, x3)dx

5 D( a >I><K B <b>2J +(b >}><2J?;K)(1 )IxJ

Applying twice Lebesgue Differentiation Theorem and Fatou’s Lemma we get

p

) -[RxR Z (b(xﬁ) B <b(xL_2)>} B <b($ﬁ)> +{b(z73 2)>[><J)(1 )IxJ

1,JeD

p

Ma1z) dry doy

where K — x3 denotes that the limit is taken through a sequence of intervals containing
xg with side length tending to 0, and where the last equality holds at almost every
x3. Thus, by the bound (4.8) for operator Ay ) in terms of the dyadic one-weight
biparameter product BMO norm, we get ’

|= > esssup [[b(213)|
x3

SR BMO 0d,p (“(#13))”

The case of general commutators and indexed spaces can be worked out in a similar
way, considering the appropriate multiparameter analogues of the operator =,, Lemma
4.1 and equation (4.8).
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