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ON ALMOST-EVERYWHERE CONVERGENCE OF
MALMQUIST-TAKENAKA SERIES

GEVORG MNATSAKANYAN

ABSTRACT. The Malmquist-Takenaka system is a perturbation of the classical
trigonometric system, where powers of z are replaced by products of other
Mobius transforms of the disc. The system is also inherently connected to
the so-called nonlinear phase unwinding decomposition which has been in the
center of some recent activity. We prove LP bounds for the maximal partial
sum operator of the Malmquist-Takenaka series under additional assumptions
on the zeros of the Mobius transforms. We locate the problem in the time-
frequency setting and, in particular, we connect it to the polynomial Carleson
theorem.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let F be a holomorphic function in a neighborhood of the closed unit disc. We
consider the holomorphic function F; defined on the same neighborhood by

F(z) = F(0) + zFi(2).

Tterating this process, one obtains the Fourier series on the unit circle. We can
consider a more general iterative process where we replace the factor z by a different
Mobius transform of the unit disc vanishing at point a.,,

zZ—ay,

Fu(z) = Fa(an) + Foy1(2).

1—a,z

Consider a sequence of points (ay)S ; inside the unit disk such that

(1.1) > (1= an]) = 4o

n=1

The associated Blaschke products and Malmquist-Takenaka (MT) basis are defined
as

(1.2) Ba(2) =[]

Jj=1

z—aj 1 —[ani1]?

¢n(z) = Bn(z)

1—a;z’ 1— @12
Unlike the case of Fourier series, B,,’s are not orthonormal, but ¢,,’s are due to the
normalization (see Lemma 3 in [CP19)]).

It was shown by Coifman and Peyriére [CP19] that (¢,)52, is a basis in the
Hardy spaces H?(T), 1 < p < oo in the following sense. With the inner product
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defined for two functions f, g on the unit circle T as

(9= 5 [ J)geman,

we have that the MT series converges in HP, i.e.

N
HP
(1.3) ;U, On)on ——— I,

There is a natural connection between the MT series and the non-linear phase
unwinding decomposition introduced in the dissertation of Nahon [Nah00]. For a
function F in HP(T) one can consider the Blaschke factorization

F(z) = F(0) = B(z)Fi(2),

where B is a Blaschke product and F is in H?(T) and does not have zeros in D.
Iterating the procedure, one obtains the formal unwinding series

(1.4) F=F(0)B+ F(0)BBy +---+ F,(0)BB; ... By +--- .

Numerical simulations from [Nah00] suggest that the right-hand side of (1.4) con-
verges back to the function and generally this happens at exponential rate. The
result of Coifman and Peyriére implies convergence in HP. The case p = 2 was
previously obtained by Qian [Qial4], who had developed a similar theory to phase
unwinding independently of Nahon in [Qia09]. Coifman and Steinerberger [CS17]
proved convergence in several different contexts including convergence in fractional
Sobolev spaces H®, s > —% if the initial function F is in H2.

If at each step of the unwinding decomposition (1.4) the Blaschke product B,
has finitely many zeros, for example if F' is holomorphic in an e-neighborhood of
the unit disk, we can consider the sequence of all zeros of B, By, .... The associated
MT series will then reproduce the unwinding decomposition. Intuitively, making
the zeros adapted to the function should accelerate the convergence. For this reason,
the MT series is also called the Adaptive Fourier Transform. For an overview of
these constructions, we refer to the recent paper [CP21]. For some further results
and intuition on the unwinding decomposition we refer to [CSW16, SW19).

We are interested in almost everywhere convergence of the MT series (1.3). By
standard techniques, almost everywhere convergence can be deduced from estimates
of the maximal partial sum operator. Denote

N
(1.5) Tf(e”) = T(an)f(eiz) = sup | Z<Jc7 ¢n>¢n(ew)|
n n=0

Question. Is the mazimal partial sum operator (1.5) bounded on LP?

If a, = 0, then the MT series reduces to the classical Fourier series and the
operator (1.5) reduces to the Carleson operator. In this case the positive answer to
the above question is given by the Carleson-Hunt theorem [Car66, Hun68)].

We give two partial answers to this question in this paper. First, if the points
are in a compact disc inside the open unit disc, the problem becomes a more benign
perturbation of the Carleson-Hunt theorem. In this case, we quantify the LP norm
of the maximal partial sum operator depending on the distance of the compact disc
from the unit circle.
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Theorem 1. Let 0 < r < 1 and let (an)S2, be an arbitrary sequence such that
lan| <7 for all n. Then, for 1 < p <2,

(1.6) 1T || oy o (r) Sp log 1—r
For 2 < p < oo, we have the better estimate

(an) < 1
(1.7) 1T N Lo (ry—Le(r)y Sp 4/ 108 T

Furthermore, for 1 < p < 2, we have a lower bound in the sense, that for every
0 <r <1 there erists a sequence (ay) with |a,| < such that

1
(1.8) T || Lo (ry s 1oy Z 4/ 10g T

In particular, the bounds (1.7) and (1.8) are sharp for p = 2.

There is a conformally invariant version of Theorem 1 for p = 2 and arbitrary
compact sets inside the disc. In that case, the quantity log 1; is replaced by the
hyperbolic diameter of the compact set. In the Appendix, we prove this invariance
and discuss the situation for p other than 2.

We turn to the second partial answer, the case when the points are in a non-

tangential approach region to the boundary.

Theorem 2. Let a, be inside the triangle with vertices (1,0), (3, %) and (3,—3)
for all n, then

(1.9) 1T L2(my—z2(m) S 1.

Theorem 1 and Theorem 2 turn out to be closely related to the polynomial
Carleson theorem. Let us recall a special case of the polynomial Carleson operator
[Lie07, Liell, ZK17]

Cqf(z) :==sup sup ‘/ f(y)eiQ(y)ﬂ’,

Q 0<e<N Je<|z—y|<N r—y
where the first supremum is taken over polynomials of degree at most d. The
case d = 1 is the classical Carleson operator. Its weak L? bounds were implicit in
Carleson’s paper [Car66] on almost everywhere convergence of the Fourier series,
Hunt improved this to LP bounds, 1 < p < co. Alternative approaches appeared in
Fefferman [Fef73], Lacey and Thiele [LT00]. On the other hand, Stein and Wainger
[SWO01] proved the case d > 2 but restricted to polynomials without the linear term.
Lie combined the two techniques in [Lie07, Liell] to prove the general LP bounds
for C4. Finally, Zorin-Kranich generalized the argument to higher dimensions and
non-convolution Calderon-Zygmund kernels in [ZK17]. For a gentle introduction
to Carleson’s theorem and a discussion of the different approaches we refer to
Demeter’s paper [Dem12].

In Theorem 1, we first obtain the logarithmic dependence (1.7) for all exponents
by using the techniques of the polynomial Carleson theorem for the small scales and
a triangle inequality for the large scales. Then, for p = 2 we are able to improve the
estimate for the large scales using a 77" argument and the analyticity of Blaschke
products. The bound (1.7) for p > 2 follows by black-boxing sparse domination
results for Carleson-type opeators such as Theorems 9.1 and 9.2 in [Karl6]. We
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refer to the bibliography of the latter for more references on sparse domination.
Whether (1.6) and (1.7) are sharp we do not know.

Theorem 2 is true for similar non-tangential approach regions to other points on
the circle. Furthermore, if one takes the union of k£ approach regions for k distinct
points at once, then it is possible to prove along the lines of Theorem 2 that the
L? norm of the operator (1.5) is bounded by k. If the boundary points for the
approach regions are chosen to be equidistant, then the construction giving (1.8)
also provides the lower bound y/logk. The sharp bound for this configuration is
again unknown to us. It could also be interesting to consider approach regions to
countably many points for various configurations.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we generalize the polynomial
Carleson theorem in a way to suit our setting. In Section 3, we establish some
properties for partial sums of MT series and for Blaschke phases. In Section 4,
we prove the upper bounds of Theorem 1 and in Section 5 we prove Theorem 2.
In section 6, we construct a counterexample for the lower bound of Theorem 1.
Finally, in the Appendix, we discuss the invariance of the problem under conformal
maps.

We write a < b if a < ¢b for an absolute constant ¢, and a ~ bif a < band b < a.
If ¢ depends on parameters C, we write a <¢e b.
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2. GENERALIZATION OF POLYNOMIAL CARLESON THEOREM

In this section we first lay out an axiomatic approach to the polynomial Carleson
theorem following [ZK17] and restate it as Theorem 3. We, then, give the list of
modifications one has to make in [ZK17] to prove our theorem. For that reason we
also try to preserve the notation of [ZK17].

2.1. General Setting. Assume Cj > 0 is some constant. Let K be a translation-
invariant Calderén-Zygmund kernel on R, that is, a function K : R\ {0} — C such
that for z # 0

K (2)] < Cile| ™!, |K'(2)] < Cula] 2,
and the associated operator is bounded on £(L*(R)) by Cy. We further assume
that there exists an Cy > 0 such that
(2.1) supp K C [-C4/2,C5/2].

Let Q be a countable subset of C?(R). For each interval I and P,Q € Q we
define
(2.2) di(P,Q) = sup |(P=Q)(z) = (P = Q)W)
T,y

and assume that d; is a metric on Q. We impose the following conditions on Q.
Assume that there exists a constant Cy > 0 such that
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A. (Lemma 2.6 in [ZK17]) for any intervals J C I with |I| < Cs and P,Q € Q

we have
(23) dI(P7 Q) S Oo%d(](Pv Q)a
(24) dJ(P7 Q) < CO%dI(Pv Q)7

B. (John-Ellipsoid Property) for any A > 1 and interval I with |I| < Cs, any
(A, dr)-ball can be covered by CoA number of (1, dy)-balls;

C. (Lemma A.1l in [ZK17]) for any measurable function g : R — C, interval
J C R with suppg C J and |J| < C3, and any @, P € Q we have

[ o@gwi)<co s [ lgle) - glo - ylde.
J ly|<(14+d;(P,Q))~J| JR
Theorem 3. Assume conditions A, B and C hold for the set Q. We define the
operator T : L} (R) — L°(R) as

loc

@5 Tfa@=swp sw | [ @)K @ -y,
QEQO0<e<N Je<|y|<N

Furth~er, let 0 < a< 1/~2 and 0 < v,k < 0o. Let F,G C R be measurable subsets
and F:={M1p > k},G := {M1g > v}. Then the following inequalities hold(with
the implicit constants independent of M)

(2.6) 1Tl L2y~ 22R) Scr,co 1,
(2.7) [1c¢T1g allz2®)—>r2®) Sc1,C00 V™
(2.8) g\ 7 T1P || L2®)—>L2(R) SC1.Coar K-

Theorem 3 is a version on Zorin-Kranich’s Theorem 1.5 in [ZK17]. Lemma B.1
in the latter establishes LP boundedness of T', for 1 < p < oo, from the inequalities
(2.7) and (2.8). Furthermore, Lemma B.2 establishes the local inequalities (2.7)
and (2.8) for a Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator. Thus, we will allow a loss of
maximal operator to be able to alternate between different kernels of the Hilbert
transform.

2.2. List of modifications in the proof. We start the comparison with [ZK17].
We want to mention here, that we refer to the equation numbering of the 5th
version of Zorin-Kranich’s paper on arxiv. On the left column we indicate the
sections in [ZK17] that we make modifications in, and in italic symbols we refer to
the numbering of [ZK17].

Sec.1. We put d =1 as we are interested in dimension 1,

Sec.1. and let the kernel K be translation-invariant and 1-Holder continuous, i.e.
T=1.

Sec.2. In [ZK17], Q is the vector space of polynomials up to degree d, for us it is
a countable subset of C?(R) with conditions A, B and C.

Sec.2. In [ZK17], we have Cy = 400. Note, that if Co < 400, then the operator
decomposes into scales smaller than log C and all the intervals considered
in the proof will have lengths less than Cs.

Sec.2. The existence of a countable dense subset in a finite-dimensional vector
space of polynomials w.r.t. to the supremum norm allows us to restrict the
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supremum in the definition of T to finite number of polynomials on the first
paragraph of page 4. In our case, Q itself is countable.

Sec.2.1. In [ZK17], the || - ||;-norm is used only as a metric, i.e. for the difference of
two elements of Q and never for a single element or a scalar multiple of an
element. Hence, we replace the definition of the norm in equation 2.5 by
(2.2), which is the same, and assume that the latter is a metric.

Sec.2.1. Condition A replaces Lemma 2.6 . The power d on the right-hand side of
the first inequality, that is 1 in our case, has no effect, as the inequality is
only used to obtain inequality 2.10 which is valid also under our assumption.

Sec.3.2. In Definition 3.17 , we replace dim Q by 1. This turns out to be compatible
with Condition B. The idea is that instead of a d-dimensional vector space
of polynomials we have a 1-dimensional manifold, a curve, of functions with
a John-Ellipsoid covering property.

Sec.3.2. Due to the last point, we make the same substitution in inequality 3.21.
The covering argument, that comes after, is due to Condition B.

Sec.4.1. In the statement of Lemma 4.1 and in all following occasions, we substitute
d = 1. We mentioned in the beginning that 7 = 1.

Sec.4.1. In the proof of Lemma 4.1 and in all the subsequent occasions, instead of
Lemma A.1 we use Condition C.

Sec.5.3. Ttem (2.4) of Condition A is used in the inequality after (5.19).

Sec.5.3. Then again, it appears in the proof of claim (5.22) and in the block of
equations after (5.24).

3. PARTIAL SUMS AND MOBIUS PHASES

In the first subsection of this section, we write the MT partial sum operator in a
closed form and see that operator (1.5) is, up to a Hilbert transform, a maximally
modulated Hilbert transform. In the second subsection, we establish two properties
for the phases of Mébius transforms that connects our problem to the general setting
of the previous section.

3.1. Partial Sum Operator. First, we want to pass to the notation that is more
conventional in stationary phase literature and in [ZK17]. We write the M&bius
transform as

o _ T iarg(1—be ™ ™®)
e b _ iz 1 be _ iz © (

- - P L ——— L —
1 — peix 1 — pe—ix e—targ(l—be~i)
_ ei(m+2 arg(1—be ™ '®))

Denoting b = re’?, we apply twice the Euler formula for the expression in the
argument above.
1—be ™ =1—reB—2

(B 1—rcos(B—z) . rsin(f—ux)
=1 —ret=) : — _
1 —re | ( |1 — rei(B—2)| ! |1 — reilB—2)]

rsin(xz—pB)

e |1 — Tei(B_I) |el arcsin V1472 —2rcos(z—B)
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Here we have used that 1 —r cos(8 — x) is always positive so that we can rightfully

write the arcsine. Thus, putting

|b] sin(z — arg(b))
V14102 = 2[b| cos(z — arg(D))’

(3.1) Uy(x) := x — arg(b) + 2 arcsin

we conclude
e — b

_ Wy (z)+iarg(b) )
1 — bet®

(3.2)

=€

N
Let us denote by 8 the phase of the Blaschke product By, that is Oy := > U,
j=1
Next, we claim that the partial sum of Malmquist-Takenaka series can be written
in a closed form, namely,

i(On (#)—0n(y) _ 1

N—
(33) Z fa(bn ¢n = /f “l ez(x y)—l dy

Formula (3.3) appears in [CP19] in a more general setting of invariant subspaces
of H?. The orthogonal complement of the invariant subspace By H? is spanned by
(qﬁn)sz_ol. Thus, the partial sum operator of the MT series equals I — P, where I
is the identity operator and P is the orthogonal projection of L? onto By H?. Let
JH : L? — L2 be the projection operator on subspace H?. Then, on H?, the identity
operator I coincides with (. On the other hand, P has the form x5, Hx By where
Xg is the pointwise multiplication operator by the function g.

However, for the convenience of the reader, we give a self-contained proof of this
fact by induction.

Proof of (3.3). First, we check the following chain of identities, where in the first
line we apply (3.2).

W@ =Yo@) — 1 (™ — b)(1 —be') — (1 — be'®)(e™ — b)

eilz—y) — 1 a (eilz=y) — )(1 — beir) (et — b)
- zm+ |b|2 iy |b|2 1y
C(eflemy) —1)(1 — bew)(ezy —b)
1—|b?
(3.4 e o
(1 —be)(1 — bew)
Equality (3.3) for N = 1 follows by the above identity with b = a; and by the

definition (1.2) of the function ¢,. Namely,

V1—la|? 1 ; |as]?
(fsd0)¢o = e 27T/f Y) (1—ae“1 )dy

w et (Way (2)=Pay () _ 1d
= /f(e ) etlz—y) — 1 4
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Assuming the formula (3.3) for N, we write

et Ony1(z)—On1(y)) ly O (@)=On(y) _ 1
/f cile—y) _ 1 /f e =1 W
1 iy ei(9N+1(I)79N+1(y)) — el(eN(x)feN(y))
+o= / f e ) eilz—y) — 1 dy
N-1 7 i(Way gy (@) =Vayy, ) _ g
0N (x) iy, —i0n (y) €
= S ngonte) g [ e ey
N
Z frbn)bnl(e
In the penultimate equality we have used the induction hypothesm, and in the last
line, we have used (3.4) for b = ay4+1 and the definition of ¢,,’s. O

Using (3.3), the operator (1.5) can be rewritten up to a Hilbert transform on the
circle as

l:lf Z 71 dy
(35) —sup|/f et S|,

3.2. Two Lemmas about M&bius phases. We identify the interval [—m, 7],
R/277Z and the unit circle T through the natural parametrizations and consider a
lacunary decomposition of the circle adapted to a point b inside the unit disc

N-—-1
(3.6) T=|J 7}
j=0

where J? = [arg(b) + t;,arg(h) + tj41] U [arg(b) — t;,arg(b) — t;11] and to = 0,
t;=27(1—1b]) for 1 <j < N, tny =7 and N = [log, 1_#“)‘] ([x] denotes the integer
part of x).

Lemma 3.1. There exist absolute constants A, B > 0 such that for any point b
inside the unit disk and 0 < j < N it holds

A B
3.7 — 927 < 1nf Y < sup 4 < —27
(3.7) TS W) < sup W) <

Proof. First of all, we compute
1— b

(3.8) Wy (y) = 1+ |b|? — 2[b| cos(y — arg(b))’

and in particular ¥, > 1 — b > 0.

Also as Wy(x) = W (x — argb), we see that the inequality (3.7) is rotationally
invariant. We can assume that b= b =:r.

Next, ty—1 > (1 —1) - 4(1 5= = 1/4. Thus, for any y € Iny_1 we have

1—1r 1—72

< W (y 1-7.
e A e s Ry TR E
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Therefore, the conclusion of the lemma is true for j = N — 1. One can also check
the conclusion of the lemma for j = 0 and we restrict our attention to intervals

Ij = [tj,tj_H] with 1 <j <N —1.

Let ¢; > ¢o > 0 be constants such that 1 — ¢1z2 < cos(z) < 1— cox? for

€ [-m/2,7/2]. Then,

sup ¥/ (y) = s L
u = su
yeg Y yeg 1472 — 2rcos(y)
< 1—1r
T 1472 —2r(1 —22%(1 —1)?)
—2j
= 1 < 2

(1—7r)(1+42rc2%) ~ 1 -1

In last inequality we have assumed r > 1/2 because otherwise there is nothing to

prove. The other inequality is analogous

inf ¥/ (y) = inf -

yel; yel; 1412 — 27 cos(y)
> 1—7r
T 1472 = 2r(1 — 22010 (1 — r)2)
= 1 > 2 ’

(1 —7)(1 4 2rcy226+D) ~ 1 —p’

The next lemma is a Van der Corput-type estimate.

Lemma 3.2. Let r > 1/2 and I be an interval of length at most (1 — r).

b1,..., b, be points in the unit disk with the property that
(3.9) if arg(b;) € I, then 1 — |bj| > ¢(1 —r),

for some parameter ¢ > 0. Then for any g € C1(I)

; 1 1
CRUN / 5 g <. (gl + 77 | oD
3" infyer 4, (1)

Jj=1

Proof. To begin, assume that g = 1 and compute

. (1 — |b]?) sin(y — arg(b))
(3.11) Vo (y) = =2 A 2 cos(y — arg )2

k
Let ¢(y) := > Wy, (y). We apply the usual integration by parts.

j=1
| [esmay)<| [ e SWay0) e

Let

The second summand is bounded by the right-hand side of (3.10). By translation
symmetry (rotation of the circle) let I = [0, z¢) with o < 1—r. We split the points
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into four groups.

Ay :={j : arg(b;) € [xo, ™)},
Ay = 1{j ¢ arg(ty) € [-7 +10,0)},
Az :={j : arg(b;) € [0,20)},
Ayi={j ¢ arg(;) € [, —7+ 20))

Estimates for A, are A; identical. So we consider only A;. By (3.11) ¥y (y)
maintains the sign on I for j € A;. Hence,

A Uy (y) Z;l Uy, (v)
| Ly S/ — dy
. (2 infyer Wy + > W (y))?
Z vy, (y))? Py - P
B 1
TSl ¥ >, W ()
JjEAL JEAL
1
< .
- k
E infyej \I/g
j=1 !

We turn to A4. Let b be a point inside the disc such that arg(b) € [—m, —7 + x¢)
and y € I. Then, recalling that |I| = g < 1 —r and the formula (3.8), we have

1 — |b?
\IJ” <
Wy (y)| < (1 + |b|2 — 2|b| cos(y — arg(b)))2
1
<V, < 1il).
< b(y)l + 162 — 2|b| cos(m — 2(1 — 1)) — »(Y)
Thus, we conclude
A gj( ) Z | ( )|
|/ o) dEhs 7 ]64 dy|§/ . JEA4 dy
(> infyer Wy + > ¥ (y))?
! ZW’(D BT

< 1—r
- E] infyej \I/zj '

Finally, we treat the sum with As. We need to further decompose As. For
m > log(c) let

Bp={j€As:2™(1—7r)<1—|b| <2™ (1 —r)}.
Then, for y € I and j € B,, we have
1+ 15,17 — 21b;| cos(y — arg(b;)) < 1+ [bj[> — 2[by| cos(1 —r)
< 1 b = 20bj|(1 = e (1 = 1)?)
~ (1 —1bj)%
On the other hand,
L+ [b[% = 2]b;] cos(y — arg(b;)) > 1+ [b;[* = 2[bs] = (1 = b;)*.
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So we conclude, that
L+ [b[* — 2[b;] cos(y — arg(b)) ~ (1 —b;)*.
Using this equivalence, we bound the the first and second derivatives of Wy, ’s.

— 1b;] 1
i, () (l—b) T @—r2m

For the second derivative we write

1—r)(1—|b4]) 1
\I/” < ( J < .
NS T S T
We are ready to estimate the integral for B,,. Putting C = Y inf,es \I/gj we
J¢Bm

write

EE; vy (y) EE; 1wy, ()

ig(y) IEBm 7€
el < [
(3 ¥,) 5,
j=

</ #(Bm)(l_,m%
I (C+#(Bn) gy (C+ > inf¥)

JGB’VTL
1 1 ! 1
~rm C4 Y ifw,  22m ko ’
§€Bm I ng inf W}

where in the last inequality we have used C > 0 and |I| < 1 — r. Summing over
m > log(c) finishes the case g = 1.

The general case follows by a standard integration by parts argument. Denote
f:b lZ] 1\1’17 U)dy fOI‘ O < x < Zo- We haVe prOVed |F( )| = W

T hus, we conclude

o iSOk ) o
| / g(y)e Zher Vs 0) gy = | / o) F (y)dy|

< 19(0)F(0) — g(ao)F(ao)| + | / y)dy|
1
Z?Zlinf[\lfgj

~

</0 19 )ldy + g(xo)).

4. UPPER BOUND FOR THEOREM 1

Assume 0 < r < 1 is close enough to 1 and |a,| <. Let N : T — N be a choice
function and

T . d
(4.1) Tf(z) = / f(y)eﬂem)(y)sm%
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be the linearzied version of the operator (3.5) up to a Hardy-Littlewood maximal
operator. Denoting R := log 11j, we need to prove for 1 < p <2

(4.2) ITfllLecry Sp RISy,

and for 2 <p < o0

(4.3) ||Tf||m <p RE | f]l o).

into scales. Take a bump function &, €

Let us decompose the kernel =

C°(R) supported in [-%, —2] U [% %] such that 2 &(2%) =1 on [—1, 1]. For
any z,y € R, we have

e I CET Rt = (B DR

SIHT SlIl—‘S _5 s—R—5

sin % (1 B S§5 Solo = y)),

where &(+) = & (2°). K, is a Caldéron-Zygmund kernel on the real line supported
n [—¢(l —7r);¢e(1 — )] for some absolute constant ¢, and with the corresponding
C1 quantity from Section 2.1 bounded by an absolute constant. We denote

(@) Tafe)i= [ fEne TR0 (1o Y G- )
—r s=0 2

= K.(r—y)+

. 7 R X n d
(15)  Tfe)i= [ fleme e @y
- 2

Sin
(46)  Tomanf(e) = > Tof(e) = / F(e)e Zim Ve WK (o~ y)dy,
s=R-—5 g
) R+4 ‘
AT Tiage (@) = 3 Tf(e™).
s=—1

Then, we have T' = Tsman +TLarge. For one scale, we have |T; f(x)| < M f(z), where
M f is the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function. Thus, by a triangle inequality, we
write

(4.8) ||TLargef||LP T) RHf”LT’('JT

We prove in Subsection 4.1 that

(4.9) [Tsmanf | zecry Sp 1 flLe(m)

Then, the inequality (4.2) for all p follows immediately from (4.8) and (4.9). The
improved estimate (4.3) will follow by a more subtle argument for the large scales.
This is done in Subsection 4.2 and Subsection 4.3.
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4.1. Small Scales. We make a transition into the real line to be able to apply
Theorem 3. First, we extend the phases outside [—, 7].
U, (z), if z € [-m, )
VY, () = ¥a, (7) + \IJ;n(w)(aj —7), fx>n
U, (—m) + ¥

an

(—m)(x +7), if & < —7.

Then, recalling the remark regarding K, right after its definition we define

(4.10) Tsmanf () :== / Fy)e " ==Y WK (@ — y)xrm(@ — y)dy.
R

Let f: T — C is supported on a half circle and f:R — C such that f(x) = f(e®)
for x € [—m, 7] and f(x) = 0 elsewhere. Then, Tsmanf(z) = Tsmanf(e®) for z €

[—m, 7). (4.9) will follow from the LP(R) bound of Tsman and a triangle inequality.
Define

Q:= {Zwaj :n€N}and Cy :=c(l1—7)/2.
j=1

Then, Theorem 3 applies to operator Tgman as soon as we verify conditions A, B
and C which we do next.

By Lemma 3.1 and as |a,| < r, we have, for any interval I of length at most
c(l—r),

(4.11) sup ¢, ~ irllf (CA
I

This equivalence is central for the arguments below.

A Let P = 370 %o, and Q = 37" ¢, with n < m and J C I with
[I| < ¢(1—r). Then,

dr(P,Q) < |I| Y supdf, S %m > infe,
j=nt1 1 j=nt1
I I
<M 1P Q) — - Q) = Ly,
|J| x,yeJ |J|

The reverse inequality follows by the same argument.
B. Let P and I be as above. We look at

B[(P, )\) = {Q €Q: d[(P, Q) < )\}

By (4.11) and the definition (2.2) of the metric dy, there are absolute con-
stants Dy, Do > 0 such that

Bi(P,X) C{Q=> ta; : Y sup v, < Di)/I1]},

j=1 j=n+1

Bi(P,1)2{Q=) ta : Y, sup;, < Da/|I]}.

j=1 j=n+1
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Let N > n be the largest index for which E . "sup, Y, < Did/|I].

Similarly, define N < n to be the smallest index satisfying the above in-
equality. Then,

Bi(P)) € {Q = Zw% N <m <N},

Now choose indices n =ny < ne < --- < ng = N consecutively so that

MNk41— 1 NE+41
(4.12) Z supw < Dy/|I| < Z supz/JaJ
J=nk J=nk

The set inclusions above imply that each set {E 1 Wa; e <m < npg1}
is in a (1, d)-ball. Namely,

{Z1/)aj tnp <m< nk+1} C 31(21/)(1].,1)
j=1

j=1

Furthermore, summing up the left-hand sides of (4.12) for k =1,...,C we
conclude

CDo/|I| < 2sup ), < 2D1/|I].
Jj=n

Similarly, the same argument holds ”from the left of n” for N. Hence, the
number C' of (1,dy)-balls, that are required to cover the (), dy)-ball, is at
most %/\.
C. This property follows from Lemma 3.2. We reproduce the argument of
Lemma A.1 of [ZK17].
Let g, J, P, Q be as in the hypothesis of Condition C, and A := d;(P, Q)+
1. If A < 3/2, then as supp g C J we trivially have

| / P Q@ g (2)dr| < / 9@z < sup / l9(x) — gz — y)|da.
J J ly|<2|J|/3JR

Otherwise, assume A > 3/2 and denote  :=  sup  [p|g(x) —
lyl<Aa=t]J|

y)|dx. Let xo be a smooth bump function supported in (—1,1) with integral

1, and x = AlJ| 'xo(AlJ|7!) is its dilate. We want to change g by

g := x * 1. For the error term we have

/ l9(z) — §(z)|dz = / | / (9(2) — g(x — v)x(v)dyldz
< / @) / l9(x) — gz — y)|dady < .
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For the derivative we estimate

/| |dx—// (x —y)x ' (y)dy|dz
— [1 [ t6te) = gt~y )i
< [ [192) - gl = I @ldyda

AT
saf [ [ lgte) ~ gl — y)ldyds £ 8101715,
—A-1]J]
To conclude, we observe that g is supported on 2J so we can apply Lemma

3.2 on 2J N [—m,7]. On 2J \ [, 7] the same bound holds trivially as the
phases i are linear there.

|/ (P-Q)@) | <5+}/ (P-Q)@) |

(mewa ) Al E s

where in the last line we use (4.11) and A 2 1.

The verification of these conditions implies that Cy can be chosen to be an absolute
constant. This finishes the estimate (4.9).

4.2. Improved Local Estimate. Let I;, := [k(1—r), (k+1)(1—r)] for 0 < k < 2=
be a partition of the unit circle. Fix some k and denote I = I;. We prove in this
subsection that

(413) HT 119||L2( [—m,7]) ~ S R2 Hg||L2([—7r,7r])a

where T™* is the adjoint operator of (4.1), i.e

Pt sin

414) Ty = 3 Tely) :Tilg(y)+2/g(x)e“’”“)(y)%dw-
s:O_ﬂ_ 2

We know that supp & C [-2~(HD 2= (43 [2-(+3) 2=(+D] Let ¢(I) denote
the midpoint of interval I. Recall that |[I| =1 —r, so for s < R — 5 we have

supp 77179 C B(c(I),27%) \ B(c(I),27 ).
Then, the key observation is that for |s — s'| >4 and s,s' < R—5

(4.15) T*179(y)T5119(y) = 0.
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Using the estimates for small scales from the previous subsection and Hoélder in-
equality we write

x 2 R-5 .
[ WPy s S [ Tl L)y
- j=0 s=0 7T

2 R-5 _ _
< / T L) [TuLrg()> I dy
j=0 s=0 /T
2 R-5
52 HTSmd,ll]'Ig||L2( ﬂw])”Mllg”p( [—m,7])
j=0 s=0

S RIrgll7 (-
4.3. All scales: p > 2. First, let p = 2. For g € L?([—7,7]) we want to prove

(4.16) / " 1Tgw)Pdy < R / " ew)P.

—T —T

It suffices to consider suppg C Ug even I as the odd case is analogous and the
general case follows by a triangle inequality. Also we assume g is real valued as the
general case follows by yet another triangle inequality.

We decompose the left-hand side of (4.16) to diagonal and off-diagonal terms as

follows.

/|T* Z /T*llkg )T*11,,9(y)

k,k’ even” —

= Z / T*]_[kg T*].[/ Z / |T*11kg |

k#k’, even ¥ k even”

= Eoi"f—diagonal + Ediagonal-

For the diagonal term we plug in the improved local estimate (4.13).

Sangns SRS [ o =R [l
k k -

We turn to the more interesting off-diagonal sum. Plugging in

T

; d
T"g(y) = /g(x)e“’N(:)(y) : fﬁy
SIHT
we write
’
|Zoﬁd1agonal|< Z |/// 9N(z/) GN(Z))(U)M|
T -y r—yY
k7R g Iy, Iy S —5= 5=
(4.17)

—Z| o @dz ei(GN(z/)*9N(z))(y)( 1,_ - 17 )dyl.

kK 7 2 2
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The innermost integral is the circular Hilbert transform of a holomorphic or an-

tiholomorphic function depending on the sign of N(a') — N(z). Thus, we can
integrate

dy = —ie'One) =08 @) (sen N (/) — N (z)).

1 7 eiOne)—n@)®)
(4.18) —/6 —
T 9”29

—T

To finish the estimate, we plug this into (4.17), take the absolute values inside and
note that |z — 2’| ~ (1 — r)|k' — k|.

dxdz’
(4.17) z')
Z|//|g el

KA, T
: :
2
< iy / " / o5 3 / )" ([ 1)
1,
27 /(1— r)l %
- X ;% (Jior) ([ o) 5R/|g|2.
g=1 I, Iy -

We have proved that ||7%|z2(my—z2(m) S R%. Thus, the same bound holds for
the operator T'. As mentioned in the Introduction, sparse Domination theorems
9.1 and 9.2 in [Karl6] for Carleson-type operators with sharp norms directly imply

1
1T Lo (r)—Lr(r) S R for p > 2.

5. PROOF OF THEOREM 2

Now we assume all points a,, are in the triangle with vertices (1,0), (1/2,1/2) and
(1/2,—1/2) and we still want to prove an L?*(T) bound for the operator (4.1). We
further assume that |a,| < r for some 0 < r < 1 and prove the bounds independent
of r, then a limiting argument ensures that the same bound holds without this
restriction.

Recall the notation of Lemma 3.1, namely, I; = [t;,t;4+1] where to = 0,t; =
27(1 —r) for 1 < j < N and ty = 7 with N = [log, 1/(1 — 7)]. In addition, put
J; = 1; U (—I;) and decompose the operator as follows

1T 112y = Z 115, T£II3
v
Z Z/ (12, T15,f) - (15,715, f)

N
(5.1) Z ||1JmT1ijH2H1JmT1Jj/f||2-

Assume for a moment that for 0 < o < 1/2 and all j and m

(5.2) 117,715, fll2 Sa 2711, f o
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Then, we can continue

N N
G S Y > 2remaboamem Il g1y, £

J,3'=0m=0
X )=
<D et e, £l
J,3'=0
N N k
S0 sarlt 2l 2
k=0 j=0
< S k 2 < 2
S 2 garlfl2 S 17112
k=0

where in the penultimate line we have used the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. We
conclude that it suffices to prove (5.2). Let us further decompose J’s into I’s, i.e.

115, T2, fllz <17, T1r, fll2 + 111, T1—1, f|2
11, Tl g, fll2 + 11-1,, Ty, fl2-
We will consider only |17, 71z, f||2. All other terms are dealt with in exactly the
same way. We only remark for the future application of the localized estimates of
Theorem 3, that dist(I;, I,,) < dist(I;, —Ip,).

At this moment it is apparent that (5.2), with J’s replaced by I’s, will be deduced
from the localized estimates of Theorem 3. As in the previous section, we need to
make a transition from the circle to the real line. First, we extend the phases
linearly outside I; preserving the derivatives, namely,

U, (z), fzel
P (x) == ¢ Va, (tir1) + V5, (1) (@ — tj), if o >t
Vo, (t;) + ¥, () (@ —t;), if z <t;.
Let & be as in the previous section and define the Caldéron-Zygmund kernel
K(z) = 232 0&(®). Then, let 79 : L(R) — L°(R) be the maximally

in £
sm2

modulated operator associated to K and the phases, i.e.
77f(a) i=sup | [ f(g)e S O K o - )yl
n JR

Let f: T — Cand f: R — C such that f(z) = f(e’) for x € [, x], then
11y, f(x) = T1y, f(e™) for x € [—m, 7],

and (5.2) will follow from

(53) 110,10, 7l So 270311, s

We prove that

a) if for T7 the conclusion of Theorem 3 holds, then (5.3) is true;
b) Theorem 3 holds for T7.
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Let us begin with a). We will apply either (2.7) or (2.8) depending on the ratio
|Z;|/|Lm|. Assume |I,,| < |I;] so that also m < j, then for y € I; using the partition
(3.6) we get

I s
M1 > > 9—Im—jl.
W) T Gl ~

Thus, inequality (2.7) implies (5.3). The case || > |I;| is treated similarly.
We turn to b). Denote

Q:= {Zwa]. : n € N} and Cp = 6.
j=1

We must verify conditions A, B and C. Let us start with the analogue of (4.11).
We want to prove for some b = a,, that

(5.4) sup ¢y, ~ inf 4y,
Ij Ij

Proof of (5.4). Let (J%) be the lacunary decomposition of the circle adapted to b.
By Lemma 3.1 it suffices to prove that the number of J? ’s required to cover I j is
bounded by an absolute constant.

Recall, that (I;)f_, is a lacunary decomposition of [0, 7] and choose jy such that
arg(b) € I,. Firstly, if arg(b) > 7/10, then recall that b is in the non-tangential
triangle, so

(5.5) L—1b] 212 (1—r)2%.

Otherwise, assume arg(b) < 7/10, so t; < 7/5. By the law of sines on the triangle

with vertices 0,b and 1 we have

sin o
5.6 b= ——
(5:6) 1 sin(a + arg(b))’
where o < w/4 is the angle between the lines Sz = 0 and % = %. The right-
hand side of (5.6) is increasing in « € [0,7/4] and decreasing in argb € [t;,,;,],
hence

) 1
1—-1]p>1- sm(w/4)m
_2 sin(t;, /2) cos(tj, /2)

(5.7) > ctjy = c(1 —r)2%.

sin(m/4 +t;,) -
The above inequality proves that I, can be covered by at most 1/¢ number of Jbs.
As the arcs J?, increase in geometric progression on both sides of I;,, the same is
true for ;. O

Conditions A and B are deduced by exactly the same arguments as in the pre-
vious subsection using (5.4).

To verify Condition C, let us take an interval J with |J| < 7, g € C'(J) and
P—Q=3" 1y, Wesplit Jinto J; C I; and J; C If. First, on Jy the phases
are linear by construction so we trivially have

i, (1) P L/ / /
e =i ialy)dyl S == — gl+ | lgl)
| Ja W)y Zj:nlan¢bj(|J| J| | J| Y
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On the other hand, for J; we apply Lemma 3.2. The inequalities (5.5) and (5.7)
for j instead of jy, guarantee the hypothesis of the Lemma 3.2 with J; for I and
2J(1 —r) for 1 — r. Thus, we obtain

P, ) < i/ / /
e’ =i ig(y)dyl S =m— g+ [ 1g9'l)-
| Ji W)y Zj:nlan¢bj(|J| J| | J| Y

Combining the two estimates and continuing with exactly the same arguments as
in the previous subsection, we obtain condition C. Thus, the proof of Theorem 2 is
complete.

6. LOWER BOUND FOR THEOREM 1
First, we prove an asymptotic formula for the Mobius phases.

Lemma 6.1. Forany0<r<1landl1l <j< 1—; we have

1 1
(6.1) |\Ilr(j(1—r))—ﬂ'+3|§j—2+1—r.

Proof. First of all, if r < %, then the lemma is trivially true. Fix r > % and j and
let for € € [r, 1]
. . J
(6.2) f&) =Te(j(1-9)) —2arcsm7.2.
1+
We calculate the derivative

28— 6 —j1-9(1+€)

(6:3) 1) 14¢&2—2€cosj(l—¢)
Then, we estimate it as follows

(1—=¢8)*(1+5)
S PPA-8°+i(1—-¢)?
T (192 +57)

Thus, by the fundamental theorem of calculus we write

1
(6.4) £ = | / f(E)de] S 1.

On the other hand, one has

1
< — 1 -
S §)J+j-

] 1 2 1 2 1
(6.5) 7 — 2aresin —2L—— = 2arcsin = +o(=)==+0(5)
V1452 Vi+i2 o V1452 J J J
Combining the estimates (6.4) and (6.5) finishes the proof of the Lemma. O

Let us fix 0 < r < 1. We construct a sequence (a,) with |a,| < r, a choice
function N and a function g such that

" 1
(6.6) 179132y ~ o8 (7= ) 932 1—r -
Let M > 0 be such that 1 < Me™(1—r) < 1. Then, for r close enough to 1 we have
M > %log . Also denote Jj, := [kM (1 —r); (k+ 1)M(1 —r)) for 0 < k < .
Choose
(6.7) ap = re™MFA=T) for 0 < k < M,



ON CONVERGENCE OF MT SERIES 21

We enumerate the sequence (a,,) starting from 0 for the simplicity of the notation.
Next, we choose as the linearizing function N(z) = k for z € J, and 1 < k < eM
and N(z) = 1 on the rest of the circle. Recalling the notation 6,,(z) = Y7, Vq, (),
we can now write the linearized maximal operator corresponding to (3.5) by

T - d
(6.8) Tf)= [ fly)e veo® L

. zfy M
. sin =5+

The kernel o i;y is chosen to arrive at the circular Hilbert transform after several

computations. T* has the following form

M
* < i de i d:E
©9) T =Y "0 [ g e [ gw
k=1 Tk S =5 2

Sin
(U Jye
0<k<eM

We choose the test function g. Denote Ij, := [(k+1)M(1—7), (k+3)M(1—r)] C Jx.

1, ifz eI, for 1 <k <eM and k even,
(6.10) g(x) = {

0, otherwise.

Then, we have

1
(6.11) H9||%2([7ﬂ,7r]) = ZMGM(l —r)~1

We start computing the L? norm.

[ « [ (0 — dxdx’
/IT aP>= > ///g(w’)g(:v)e O =00l) ——————dy
SN ——= S1n

s LEL R A 2 2
1<k,k’' <eM
k,k’even

s
dx
+ X 1] s P
1<k<eM 2 Tk 2
k even

= E()ff—dia,c;olﬂal + Edia,c;o]ﬂal-

The diagonal term will be dominated by the off-diagonal one. We have

Saiagonal = O NHI 1 Z2(oma)y S D N0 5l 21—y = 19T 2oy
k k

where H denotes here the Hilbert transform on T with the kernel Sm+;y For the

off-diagonal term we first do a Fubini and integrate the circular Hilbert transform
as in (4.18) in Subsection 4.3.

s ™

/eiwk/—ek)(y) dy _ 1 /ez‘wk/—ek)(y)( LN )y
J sin %5 ¥ sin #¥  sin £F J tan £5¥  tan & —u
- /
(6.12) — M (ei(ek,—ek)(m) _ ei(ek,—ek)(w/)).
sin £
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Plugging in (6.12) and the values of g, we continue computing the off-diagonal term.

Eoi"f—diagonal = ) / / Sgr-l kx/ 795 (Gk/_ek)(w) - ei(ekl_ek)(ml))dxdxl
1<,f7§’“<'e v
k,k’even
(613) . k/< i /Ik, /Ik G Tz sm(@k/ — Gk)( ) — sin(@k/ — Hk)(a;/))
<
k,k’even

From the definition (3.1), it follows that ¥} is odd with respect to argb, that is
Uy(y) = —¥p(2argh — y). Also we have Wy(y) = Wy (y — argb). Using the first
identity, then the second one we write

k/
(Hk/—t?k Z \Ijaj - Z \I/a](2jM(1—T)—y)
j=k+1 j=k+1
k/
== 3 W (K DM =)~y — (b4 K +1-2))M(1—1))
j=k+1
kl
S Z Voo, (R E + 1M1 —7) —y)
J=k+1
k/
== > W ((k+K +1)M1-r)—y)
J=k+1

= — (O —Hk)((k-i-k’—i- M1 —r) —y).

So O — 0 is odd with respect to %%M(l — 7). Thus, we can continue from
(6.13).

B 2sin(Op — Oy () /
Yoff-diagonal = Ny /Ik/l sin (k/+k+1)M(1 r)—a’ mdxdx
<e

1<k<k’
k,k’even
2sin(0p — 0k)((K' + k+ )M —r) — a’) /
/I /1 (K +hk+D)M(—r)—3' —x dxdzx
<e M k k >

1<k<k’ sin
k,k'even
4sin(fy — 0
(6.14) / / o +’f)M(1’“))( ) dede’.
Y wJIn.JI, sin nor e
1<k<k'<e 2

k, k' even
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Applying the rotation symmetry ¥;(y) = W (y — arg b) mentioned earlier, Lemma
6.1 and Lemma 3.1 we obtain for x € I}
(Hk, — Hk)(:v) = (Hk/ — Hk)(kM(l - T‘)) + ((Hk/ — Hk)(:v) — (Hk, — Hk)(kM(l - T)))
_ Z o5+ Ol + | oo -ayma
kM(1—7r)

log(k' — k) 1
——— +0(=—).

— TOop)
We know that log(k’ — k) < M. Hence, for r sufficiently close to 1, we have
0< w +0(47) < 1.1 and the sine from (6.14) is positive and can be bounded
from below. Taking into account that &" — k is even when both k and k' are even,
we conclude the estimate as follows.

M2(1 —r)?sin (&K 4 o(L
Eoff—diagonal Z Z ( ) / ( M (M))
(K — k)M —r)

1<k<k’'<eM
k,k'even

> (-7

=n(k' —k)+

log(k' — k) + O(1)
2 K —k

1<k<k/ <eM /2
log(k’ — k)
_ _ M _ A
=0((1-neMM)y+(1-r) > X
1<k<k/<eM /2
2 0((1 = r)e™ M) + (1= r)e" M 2 M|g]3.
As M 2 log 1= we have finished the proof. Note, that for our construction ||g||2 ~

1 ~ |lg|lp- Thus, a Holder inequality extends this example to a lower bound for
l<p<2

(6.15) N9l Lo’ (=) 2 NT Gl 227,71y 2 Ml L2 m71) ~ MU GN L (= 1)

APPENDIX A. MOBIUS INVARIANCE
Let us denote
z—b
1—bz
the Mobius transform taking b to 0. Further, denote

(A1) my(z) =

(an) T L 3 —1 z dy
(A.2) SN (') = f va N T

By (3.3), Sy is the MT partial sum operator associated to the sequence (ay,), up to
a multiplication by a unimodular function and a subtraction of a Hilbert transform.
So the maximal operator (3.5) is given by T(n) f := |supy S](\?”)ﬂ. We will prove
the following proposition on the invariance of the operator norms under the Mobius
transform.

Proposition A.1. Let (an)n>1 and b be points in the unit disk, then

(A.3) 1T L2y pecry = 1T+ Loy L2y
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Furthermore, if 1 < g < p < oo, then

(A4) T =D | oy o (ry < (g, PIT ) || Lagry— Lacry.
where 0(q,p) > 0 are some constants that blow up as q and p get closer.

As mentioned in the Introduction and in Section 4.3, sparse domination allows
to pass from the boundedness of T(%») for one pg to the boundedness for all p > po.
Thus, (A.4) implies a symmetric qualitative statement: 7(®) is bounded on L for
all p > r if and only if T0™-+(a)) is bounded on LP for all p > r. Ideally, one might
expect also the symmetric quantitative result

”T(m,b(an))||LP(THLP(T) ~p HT(“")HLP(THLP(T)a

however, we do not know how to prove or disprove it.
We will need two basic identities that we formulate in the following Lemma.

Lemma A.1. We have

(A5) Mg © mb(Z) = ﬂjmm,b(a)('z)a
1+ab
" p iz " iy, (1= [b]*)dz
(A.6) /ﬂ|f(€ )|d$=[ﬁ|f0mb(€ )|W-

Proof. The first identity is checked by a direct computation.

z—b —a ; a_ C
ma(mb(z)): 1—bz _ (1—|— b) ( +b)

l-az=  1+a—(a+b)z

B 1—|—a5. Z_la:;% 1+4ab

N A _ atb A
l1+ab 1 Troa’ 1+ ab

Mom_, (2).

The second identity follows from a change of variables. We put €™ = m;(e)
and compute

P T B PR S T
() =ie"dx = ( a zzeufy >ze Ydy = ﬁe Ydy.
Hence, we get
— |pl? )
(A.7) dx = 1 — b eYdy.

(1 — beiv)(eiv — b)

The expression in front of dy also equals ¥} (y), so it is positive. Then we can write

1— |b? 1—|b?
(A.8) do=|— 2120 g, o IZPE
(1 — be)(etv —b) |1 — bet|?
which finishes the proof of the second identity. O

Proof of (A.3). We will make a change of variables in (A.2). Let

(A.9) e =my(e™) and ¥ = my(e™).
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Let us perform the following computation for the kernel.

i i eiu —-b eiv —b
my(e™) —ms(e™) = 1—Dbeiv 1 — beiv
el _ Eei(uqt'u) — b+ |b|2€iv _ (ei'u _ Eei(quv) — b+ |b|2ezu)
(1 — betw)(1 — beiv)
eiv(ei(u—v) _ 1)(1 _ |b|2) '
(1= be)(1 — beiv)

Then, applying (A.7) and the above calculation we write

SN f(e) = (K f) 0 ma(e™)

— j=1
(1= [p[?)e™ my(e™)dv
(1 —bei) (e — b) my(e™) — my(e™)
N — .
T . . 1 — bezu dU
o v -1 w
_‘/_ﬂ' f ¢} mb(e ) 1_[1 mm,b(aj)(e ) 1— Bei” ei(u—v) _ 1
j=
_ 1 '
—(1 — e (m_p(an)) [ .,
(1= ey (e om)(e)

Taking absolute values and supremum in N on both sides above, we get

1

(A10) (T ) o my(e)] = [1 = De T+ (s ( 0 1m)) (¢)].
Then, using the identity (A.6) twice we write
/ (an) T2 i (an) iy |2 1_|b|2
[T f(e*™)|*da = (T f) o mp ()| ——=——
|1 — beiv|?

h 1— [of2)} .
= / |T<m*b<“"”(7(1_'ge'if) (f o) ) () Pdu

bl

m_p(a [ 1- i
< |7t ””H%%/HlT(fomb)(e )|*dv

eiv |2
= [T Do £13.

Hence, | T(@m)||5_o < ||Tm-0(@n))||5_,5 and the reverse inequality follows by inter-
changing the roles of the sequences. O
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Proof of (A.4). Applying (A.10) and (A.6) as in the proof of (A.3) we modify the
LP norm of the operator as follows.

1 —|b]?
/|Tan zw |pd$_/| T(a")f O’ITL ( zu)' | |

|1 — beiu|?
1 - 1—|b)?
— | [rtm-san) (7_ __(fom ) enpP——CU gy
/ | 1 — be) (foms) J(e)] |1 — bet|2—p
Let w(u) := % be the above weight. We claim that the Muckenhoupt’s A,

characteristic of w is finite and depends only on p, i.e.
(A.11) [w]a, Sp 1.

Proof of (A.11). Assume without a loss of generality that b = r isreal and 0 < r <
1. Also, we know that sina ~ x for 2 € [0, ]. Hence, we can write

|1 —be™|? = |1 — rcosu — irsinul

=147 —2rcosu= (1 —7)?+2r(1 — cosu)

(A.12) = (1 —1r)? + 4rsin? % ~ (1 —=7)? 4+ u?
Consider an arbitrary interval (a,b) C [—m, 7). We need to prove
b b p=1

1 1 1 <
(A.13) T w(u)du . w(u) 7 1du Sp L
We substitute the weight above with (A.12).
(A.14)

b b p—1
Al13) S ! 1—7)? +u2) " du 1—7)?+u? ~2lm dy
~(b—a)

As the integrands on the right-hand side above are even functions, we can restrict
our attention to a > 0. Furthermore, if b < 2(1 —7), then (1 —7)? 4+ u? behaves like
a constant on (a,b) and we are done. Otherwise, if b > 2(1 —r) then (1 —r)’s can
be neglected and we are left with power weights. The following chain of inequalities
finishes the proof.

b b p-1

(A.14) < (b—la)l’ /ul’—2du /u_gdu

a a

L1 ot (pUe) g1/ Pt
~b-—ap p-1 L

5 (p - 1)p727‘—p7

p—1

where in the last inequality we have used the mean value theorem and b < 7. O

The proof can be concluded by an application of Theorems 9.1, 9.2 and 6.4 from
[Karl6]. The first two theorems establish the Sparse domination for maximally
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modulated singular integrals. They claim that there exists a sparse family 8§ such
that
Tm-vlenDg(er)] < | T o - As,gg(e™),

where Ag , is the corresponding sparse operator with g-averages. Theorem 6.4
establishes the boundedness of the sparse operator on LP(w), namely,

[ Msag@Pu@ds £ 5.0l [ @)oo

Combining the two estimates with (A.11) we have

™ . 71' 1 .
/|T(an)f(e“”)|pd3::/|T(m*b(a"))(m(fOmb))(ew)|pw(u)du

m a i 1 iu
S |7t "))Ilqaq5(p,q)/mwomb)(e )|Pw(u)du

= T s@D)| L 05(pq) / () P,

where in the last line we have used once again the identity (A.6). O
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