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THE MEASURES WITH L2.-BOUNDED RIESZ TRANSFORM
SATISFYING A SUBCRITICAL WOLFF-TYPE ENERGY CONDITION

DAMIAN DABROWSKI AND XAVIER TOLSA

ABSTRACT. In this work we obtain a geometric characterization of the measures p in
R™! with polynomial upper growth of degree n such that the n-dimensional Riesz trans-
form Ru(z) = S# du(y) belongs to L*(p), under the assumption that p satisfies

the following Wolff energy estimate, for any ball B < R™™:

J 7 (B Sy < (20 o)

More precisely, we show that u satisfies the following estimate:

© B(z,7)) dr
(Rilizg + il = [[ " Buatory HECID o) 4,
, 2
where B,2(z,r)* = infy & SB(Z " (w) dp(y), with the infimum taken over all

affine n-planes L ¢ R™*!. In a companion paper which relies on the results obtained in
this work it is shown that the same result holds without the above assumption regarding
the Wolff energy of p. This result has important consequences for the Painlevé problem
for Lipschitz harmonic functions.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Given a Radon measure p in R"*! | its n-dimensional Riesz transform at x € R"*! is

defined by
-y
RM('I) = f |£ — y|n+1 d:u'<y)7

whenever the integral makes sense. For f € L} (), we write R, f(z) = R(fu)(z). Given

loc
€ > 0, the e-truncated Riesz transform of p equals

T —y

Rep(x) = f o ),
: |z—y|>e |‘T - y|n+1

and we also write R, .f(z) = Ro(fu)(z). We say that R, is bounded in L?(u) if the

operators R, . are bounded on L?(p) uniformly in ¢, and then we denote

HRMHLQ(M)—»LQ(M) = sup "RM7E"L2(M)—>L2(M)-
e>0

We also write
Rapl(w) = sup [Rep(z)],  pvRu(e) = lim Rep(z),

e>0
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in case that the latter limit exists. Remark that, sometimes, abusing notation we will write
Ry instead of pv Ru.

This is the first of a series of two papers where we obtain a geometric characterization of
the measures p in R"*! such that the Riesz operator R, is bounded in L?(u). One of the
main motivations for such characterization is the application to the Painlevé problem for
Lipschitz harmonic functions (i.e., the geometric description of the removable singularities
for Lipschitz harmonic functions). Also, there may be other applications regarding ques-
tions on the approximation by Lipschitz or C'-harmonic functions, as well as to the study
of harmonic measure, which is a field where the Riesz transform has played an important
role in recent advances, such as [AHM+| and [AMTV], for example.

To state our results in detail we need to introduce additional notation. For a ball B
with radius r(B), we consider the density

Also we define
1/2

Bu2(B) = (i%f r(;)" fB <w>2 d,u(y)) 7

where the infimum is taken over all affine n-planes L < R"*!. For B = B(x,r) we may
also write 0,,(z,r) and B, 2(x,r) instead of §,(B) and B,2(B).
We consider the following Wolff type energy

s ] (M) L aute) = [[ "t 0w duto)

In this paper we prove the following result.

Theorem 1.1. Let p be a Radon measure in R™*1 satisfying the polynomial growth con-
dition

(1.2) w(B(x,r)) < 6pr™  for all x € supp p and all r > 0.

Suppose that there exists some constant M such that

(1.3) E(ulp) < MT(B)% 0,.(2B)* u(2B)  for any ball B < R"*1,

Suppose also that Rypu(x) < o0 p-a.e. Then

© dr
(14) ], Bt o) ) < € (1ow Rl + 65 1)

with C' depending on M.

Remark that, in this theorem, since p has polynomial growth of degree n and Ry pu(x) <
o0 p-a.e., then pv Ru(z) exists p-a.e. by [NToV2].

A converse to the inequality (4] also holds: if p satisfies the growth condition (.2,
then

® dr
(15) o Rl < C || Buatrr)0ular) T dute) + €03 il

where C'is an absolute constant. This was proved in [AT] in the case n = 1, and in [Gi] in
full generality.
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From (LH), Theorem [T} and a direct application of the T'1 theorem for non-doubling
measures ([NTrV1], [NTrV2]) we obtain the following.

Theorem 1.2. Let p be a Radon measure in R such that
(1.6) E(ulp) < M?“(B)% 0,(2B)* u(2B)  for any ball B < R™*!

for some fized constant M. Then R, is bounded in L2(w) if and only if it satisfies the
polynomaal growth condition

(1.7) w(B(xz,r)) < Cr"™  for all x € supp p and all r > 0

and

r(B) d
(1.8) j f B, 0(,r) L () < 2 (B)  for amy ball B = R+,
BJo
Further, |Rullr2(u)—r2(u) i bounded above by some constant depending just on C' and M.

Some remarks are in order.

Remark 1.3. The same results (Theorems [[LT] and [[.2]) are valid if one replaces the
constants 3/8 and 3/4 in the definition of E(x) and in (L3), (LE) by «/2 and «, with
€ (0,1). We have chosen 3/8 and 3/4 for simplicity.
On the other hand, in the case a = 0, Theorem [[T] and the “if” direction of Theorem
hold trivially because

f:oﬁu,z(wﬁ)z@(w?’—du ﬂ ( )ﬁduu - Eo(u),

so that the analog of (I.3]), namely
(1.9) Eo(ulg) < M 6,(2B)* w(2B)  for any ball B < R**1,

and the polynomial growth condition (L6]) yield (I4]). The estimate (L.8]) follows by the
same argument. However, the condition (L9) is much stronger than (I3]). In fact, this
does not hold even in the case when u is AD-regular (see also Remark below).

One should think of Eqg(u) as the critical Wolff energy in connection with the L2(u)
boundedness of R, while the energy E(u) in (II) should be considered as a subcrtical
energy.

Remark 1.4. In a sense, the condition (L3]) ensures that the density of the balls B(z,r)
centered in B does not grow too fast as the radius 7 becomes smaller than r(B). One can
check easily that the condition
R\3/®

(1.10) Ou(z,r) < C <?> 0.(x,R) for0<r<R,
implies ([3]) (with a suitable M). As noted in Remark [[.3] the exponent 3/8 could be
replaced by any parameter strictly smaller than 1/2, and the results of the paper would
still hold for such measures.

We point out that for domains satisfying the so called capacity density condition (see
[AH]) the associated harmonic measure satisfies a similar condition, namely (LI0) with
exponent 3/8 replaced by 1 — ¢, for some small §. Since this exponent is larger than 1/2,
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and increasing the exponent makes the condition (LI0) weaker, one cannot conclude that
this class of measures is covered by our assumption (L3).

Remark 1.5. It is easy to check that the polynomial growth condition on p implies that
E(ulp) < 05 r(B)** u(2B).
In particular, if u is an AD-regular measure, i.e.
u(B(z,r)) ~r™ for all x € suppp and 0 < r < diam(supp p),

then (L3 holds for a suitable M. Further, in this case the statement (L.§]) is equivalent
to saying that p is uniformly rectifiable, by [DS1]. So in the AD-regular case Theorem
reduces to the solution of the David-Semmes problem in [NToV1].

In fact, we will prove a result more general than Theorem [[.I] which does not require
the condition (L3), and instead asserts that, under the condition (I.2]) and the assumption
that Ryu(z) < 0 p-ae.,

dr
(111) j B, 0u(e,r) L) < O (IRl + B Il + Y £04Q)),
QeDP ~HE

where DZLD N HE is a family of “/P-doubling cubes” @) from a suitable lattice D,, with a large
Wolff type energy £(4Q). See Theorem [3.4] for more details. In the companion paper [To4]
it is shown that the last sum on right hand side of (ILTI]) can be estimated in terms of
I pv Rt 2y More precisely,

(1.12) D1 EMAQ) S | pvRulTa + 6 lul,
QeDP AHE
so that combining the results of both papers, one gets:
Theorem. Let p be a Radon measure in R™1 satisfying the polynomial growth condition
w(B(x,r)) <6pr™  for all x € suppp and all r >0
and such that Ryp(z) < 00 p-a.e. Then

0O dr
| Bl O(er) S ds@) < © (| pyRul g+ 63 )
where C' is an absolute constant.

Combining also the estimate (LI2]) with Theorem [[2] it turns out that the assumption
(L6) can be eliminated in that theorem and then one gets a complete geometric charac-
terization of the measures p such that R, is bounded in L?(y).

Theorem. Let u be a Radon measure in R"**. Then R, is bounded in L*(u) if and only
if it satisfies the polynomial growth condition

w(B(xz,r)) < Cr"™  for all x € suppp and all r >0

and

r(B
f f Bz (@, 7)? 0,(z,7) % du(z) < C*u(B)  for any ball B < R*+1.
B Jo

Further, the optimal constant C' is comparable to |R |12 (u)—r2(u) -
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The preceding result has some important applications. For example, it implies that the
class of measures p such that R, is bounded in L?(p) is invariant by bilipschitz maps. That
is, given a bilipschitz T : R" — R", if R, is bounded in L?(p), then R4, is bounded in
L?(TH#u), where T#u is the image measure of i by 7. As another corollary, one obtains
a description of the removable singularities for Lipschitz harmonic functions in terms a
metric-geometric potential involving the 3,2 coefficients, and one deduces that the class
of sets which are removable is invariant by bilipschitz mappings. These results can be
considered the extension to higher dimensions of the results from [Tol| in connection with
analytic capacity. See [Tod] for more details.

Next we will describe the main ideas involved in the proof of Theorem [I11] as well
as the main difficulties and innovations. The strategy consists in performing a corona
decomposition of the dyadic lattice D), into trees of cubes where the density of the cubes
does not oscillate too much. Then, roughly speaking, in each tree the measure p behaves
as if it were AD-regular, and from the L?(x) boundedness of R, and [NToV1], one should
expect that p is close to some uniformly rectifiable measure at the locations and scales
of the cubes in the tree, so that one can obtain a good packing condition for the £, o
coefficients of the cubes in the tree. For this strategy to work, we need to show that the
roots of the trees where the density does not oscillate too much satisfy a suitable packing
condition. This is the content of the Main Lemma 3.5l whose proof takes most of the paper
(Sections [AHE]).

To prove the desired packing condition, we reduce matters to obtaining good lower
estimates for the Haar coefficients of Rp for the cubes of some suitable trees (the so-
called tractable trees) where, in a sense the density of many cubes in some intermediate
generations increases (with respect to the density of the root), and later in many stopping
cubes the density decreases. These lower estimates are obtained by a variational argument
applied to some measure 1 that approximates p at the locations and scales of the cubes
in the tractable tree. By that variational argument one obtains some lower bounds for
IRN| L2 that later are transferred to Ry (i.e., to the Haar coefficients of Ry for the
cubes in the tree). The idea of applying a variational argument like this originates from
the work [ENV]| by Eiderman, Nazarov, and Volberg and the reduction to the tractable
trees comes from the work [RT| by Reguera and the second author of this paper. The
article [JNRT] includes an improved version of that variational argument. Unlike the
present paper, [JNRT| makes an extensive use of compactness arguments, which do not
work so well in our situation, where the geometry plays a more important role.

The implementation of the variational argument and the transference of the estimates
from the approximating measure 1 to p is more difficult in the present paper than in
[RT] or in other related works such as [INRT]. Some of the difficulties arise from the
fact that, for technical reasons (essentially, we need that many cubes of the intermediate
generations with high density are located far from the boundary of the root of the tree),
we have to consider trees of “enlarged cubes”. This causes an overlapping between different
trees that has to be quantified carefully (this is done in Section [l). On the other hand,
the transference of the lower estimate for |Rn|| 2, to the Haar coefficients of Ry for the
cubes in the tree originates many error terms. Roughly speaking, in order to be able to
transfer that lower bound for |Rn|z2(,) to u we need the error terms to be smaller than
the lower bound of ||Rl|2(,)). Some of these error terms are difficult to handle and we only
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can show that they are small under the condition (I3]). If this condition is not assumed,
then we can bound them in terms of the energies £(4Q) that appear in (LIZ). For this
to work, we need an enhanced version of the dyadic lattice of David and Mattila that is
obtained in Section 2l This is an essential tool for our arguments.

As explained above, the last stage of the proof of Theorem [[.] consists of estimating the
Bu,2 coefficients in each tree where the density does not oscillate too much. This step, which
requires a delicate approximation by an AD-regular measure which has its own interest, is
performed in Section

Throughout the proof a large number of parameters and families of cubes is defined. To
help the reader navigate the paper and keep track of different objects, we list most of them
in Appendices [A] and Bl

In the whole paper we denote by C or ¢ some constants that may depend on the dimen-
sion and perhaps other fixed parameters. Their value may change at different occurrences.
On the contrary, constants with subscripts, like C, retain their values. For a,b = 0, we
write a < b if there is C' > 0 such that a < Cb. We write a ~ b to mean a < b < a.

2. THE MODIFIED DYADIC LATTICE OF DAVID AND MATTILA

Next we will introduce the dyadic lattice of cubes with small boundaries of David-Mattila
IDM] associated with a Radon measure . The properties of the lattice are summarized in
the next lemma. Later on we will show how its construction can be modified in order to
obtain addtional properties relevant for our arguments.

Lemma 2.1 (David, Mattila). Let u be a compactly supported Radon measure in R?.
Consider two constants Cy > 1 and Ag > 5000 Cy and denote E = supp . Then there
exists a sequence of partitions of E into Borel subsets Q, Q € Dy, with the following
properties:

e For each integer k = 0, E is the disjoint union of the “cubes” Q, Q € Dy, and if
k<1, QeD,y, and Re€ D, , then either Q n R = & or else Q < R.

o The general position of the cubes Q can be described as follows. For each k = 0
and each cube Q € D, 1, there is a ball B(Q) = B(xg,r(Q)) such that

Qe B, At <r(Q) < CoAt,
EnB(Q)cQc En28B(Q) =E n B(zg,28r(Q)),

and
the balls 5B(Q), Q € Dy, are disjoint.

e The cubes Q € D, have small boundaries. That is, for each Q) € D, j and each
integer | = 0, set
N Q) = {z e B\Q : dist(x,Q) < Agk_l},
Ni™(Q) = {z e Q: dist(z, E\Q) < Ay F '},

and

Ni(Q) = NF™'(Q) v N{™(Q).



8 D. DABROWSKI AND X. TOLSA

Then
(2.1) p(NI(Q)) < (CT1C 4 Ag) ! 1(90B(Q)).

e Denote by Dfﬁ’k the family of cubes Q € D,y for which

(2.2) n(100B(Q)) < Co u(B(Q)).

We have that 7(Q) = Ag* when Q € Dmk\DZf’k and
(2.3)
p(100B(Q)) < Cy' (100" B(Q))  for all 1 > 1 with 100" < Co and Q € Dy, ;\DY,.

Remark 2.2. The constants Cy and Ay are chosen so that
Ao =g,
where C(d) depends just on d and Cj is big enough.

We use the notation D, = k>0 Puk- Observe that the families Dy, are only defined
for k > 0. So the diameter of the cubes from D, are uniformly bounded from above. We

set £(Q) = 56C) Aak and we call it the side length of ). Notice that
Cy 1(Q) < diam(28B(Q)) < £(Q).

Observe that 7(Q) ~ diam(Q) ~ £(Q). Also we call zg the center of @, and the cube
Q' € D, j;—1 such that Q" > @ the parent of Q. We denote the family of cubes from D, ;11
which are contained in @ by Ch(Q), and we call their elements children or sons of Q. We
set Bg = 28B(Q) = B(zg,287(Q)), so that

En 2_183Q c Q < Bg < B(zg,4(Q)/2).

For a given v € (0,1), let Ay be big enough so that the constant C'_lC’Of?’dfle in (2.1)
satisfies

CICy3 4 Ag > A > 10.
Then we deduce that, for all 0 < A < 1,

(24)  p({z e :dist(z, E\Q) < AM(Q)}) + n({z € 3.5B\Q : dist(z, Q) < M(Q)})
<, c A7 u(3.5B0).

We denote Dzb = U0 Dfﬁ’k. Note that, in particular, from (2.2) it follows that

(2.5) 1(3Bg) < n(100B(Q)) < Copu(Q)  if Q e DP.

For this reason we will call the cubes from ng doubling. Given @ € D,, we denote by
D,(Q) the family of cubes from D, which are contained in ). Analogously, we write
D(Q) = D  D(Q).

As shown in [DM| Lemma 5.28|, every cube R € D, can be covered p-a.e. by a family
of doubling cubes:



THE MEASURES WITH L2-BOUNDED RIESZ TRANSFORM 9

Lemma 2.3. Let R € D,,. Suppose that the constants Ag and Cy in LemmalZ.1l are chosen
as in Remark[2Z2. Then there exists a family of doubling cubes {Q;}ier < ng, with Q; € R
for all i, such that their union covers p-almost all R.

The following result is proved in [DM, Lemma 5.31].

Lemma 2.4. Let Re D, and let Q = R be a cube such that all the intermediate cubes S,
Q < S < R are non-doubling (i.e. belong to DM\DZb). Suppose that the constants Ay and
Co in Lemma 2] are chosen as in Remark[2.2. Then

(2.6) 1(100B(Q)) < Ay "MV @=TI=D ,100B(R)).
From this lemma we deduce:

Lemma 2.5. Let Q,R e D, be as in Lemma[2.4. Then
0,(100B(Q)) < (Codg)™* A ™ D=1I=D g, (100B(R))

and
6,(100B(S5)) < ¢6,(100B(R)),
SeD,:QcScR
with ¢ depending on Cy and Ag.

For the easy proof, see [To2, Lemma 4.4], for example.
For f € L?(u) and Q € D,, we define

(2.7) Agf= D) mus(fxs — muo(f)xe
SeCh(Q)

where my, s(f) stands for the average of f on S with respect to u. Then we have the
orthogonal expansion, for any cube R € D,,

Xr(f=mur(f)) = D, Aqf,

QeDu(R)

in the L?(yu)-sense, so that

IXR(F = mur(PZag = D) 180f -
QeDy(R)

In this paper we will have to estimate terms such as [R(xqu)|r2(y ), which leads

2B \Q
to deal with integrals of the form

LBQ\Q <jQ |z _1y|n d#(y)>2 du(x).

Our next objective is to show that integrals such as this one can be estimated in terms of
the Wolff type energy £(2Q), to be defined soon.

We need some additional notation. Given ) € D, and A > 1, we denote by AQ the
union of cubes P from the same generation as @ such that dist(zq, P) < A¢(Q). Notice
that

(2.8) AQ < B(zg, (A + )0(Q)).
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Also, we let
D,(AQ) ={PeD,: P c ), {P)<{Q)},
and, for k > 0,

Duk(AQ) = {PeDy: P AQ, UP) = A7"(Q)},  Dp(AQ) = | Duy(AQ)-

>k

Lemma 2.6. Let pu be a compactly supported Radon measure in R%. Assume that p has
polynomial growth of degree n and let v € (0,1). The lattice D,, from Lemma 2] can be
constructed so that the following holds for all all Q) € Dy,:

2
L Ut ) w00 [ ([ g oo

<ct) % (35} tueserue

PeD,,:Pc2Q aQ)

Remark that the polynomial growth assumption is just necessary to ensure that some of
the integrals above are finite. In fact, the constant C'(y) does not depend on the polynomial
growth constant.

To prove the lemma, we denote

(2.9) DI(Q) = {P € Du(Q) : 2Bp  (supp p\Q) # &}

and

(2.10) D Q) = {Pe D, ((P) <UQ),P = R"™N\Q, 2Bp n Q # }.
Also,

(2.11) Du(Q) = D"(Q) v D (Q),

and, for k = 0,
D,k(Q) = {PeD,: U(P) = A7*(Q)}.
We need some auxiliary results. The first one is the following.

Lemma 2.7. Let i be a compactly supported Radon measure in R® and Q € D,. For any
ae (0,1), we have

ey [ (] e ) ) + I, (LBQ\Q o du(y)> (o

Sa, 4o Z <%> eu(2BP)2N<P)-

€Du(Q)
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Proof. Observe that, for x € 2Bg\Q,

1 1
j ———dpu(y) = (J +f > T du(y)
Q |$ - y| YeQ:|lz—y|=r(Bg)/2 yeQ:|lz—y|<r(Bg)/2 |$ - y|

<S4 LQ)H + > 0,.(2Bp).
r(Bo)" | s
€Dt (Q):xeP
Thus,

LBQ\Q <JQ ﬁ dﬂ<y)>2 dp()

o () s (3 v

Peﬁfﬁt (Q):zeP

By Holder’s inequality, for any « > 0,

( > 9#(2BP)>2

PeDert(Q):xeP
) <pezsz§@);xela <%> 9“(231’)2) | <peﬁz§é>:mep <§E—g;> >

The last sum above is bounded above by

PeD,:xeP,Pc2Q < aQ)

Therefore,

LBQ\Q (Lg ﬁ d“(y)>2 dp(z)

W@ p(28Bg) €QYy op it
Sors S e 2 (i) tuteseants

Peﬁfjct (Q):zeP

0,250 uQ+ Y (G0) 6u28) u(r)

PeDert(Q)
The estimate of the second integral on the left hand side of (2.12) is analogous. O

Lemma 2.8. Let p be a compactly supported Radon measure in R% and let v € (0,1).
Assume that ji has polynomial growth of degree n and let -y € (0,1). The lattice D, from
Lemma 2] can be constructed so that the following holds for all all Q € Dy,:

(2.13)

€<P) 79 2 6d+1 4—1 E(P) ! 2
7o) 0u2Br) u(P) < CGA 701 ) 0u2Be) n(P).
DI )<e<cz>> e oo ZQQ) (e(@)) e

SEDH (Q) PeDL(25 PeD}(
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Proof. We will describe the relevant changes required in the arguments in [DM|, Theorem
3.2] in order to get the estimate (ZI3]). We will use the same notation as in that theorem,
with the exception of the constant A in [DM| Theorem 3.2], which here we denote by Ay.

Denote E = supp u. For each generation k > 0, the starting point to construct D, x
consists of choosing, for each = € E, a suitable radius r*(x) such that

(2.14) A < rf(x) < CoAy”

depending on the doubling properties of the ball B(z,7%(x)) (see [DM, (3.17)-(3.20)]).
Next, one chooses two auxiliary radii 7f(x) and r§(z) such that

) < rb@) < 3o ),
2578 (x) < ri(x) < 267%(2),

and such that the following small boundary conditions hold:
(2.15)

n({y e RY: dist(y, 0B (z, ¥ (x))) < Trk(x)}) < C7p(B(z, %grk(:n))) for 0 <7< 45,
and
(2.16)

n({y e R?: dist(y, 0B (z, 5 (x))) < TT‘k(:E)}) < C’T,u(B(:E,27rk(x))) for0 <7 < 1.

At this point we will require the auxiliary radii ¥ () and 75(x) to be chosen so that an

additional condition holds. Set A(z,r, R) = B(z, R)\B(x,r). Observe first that
(2. 17)

j ZA (i +1) j 0,,(y, 112C0 Ag ¥ 712 dp(y) dt
(@) j=0 A(””’t*?)OOCOASk*l,t+3OOCOAak*1)

< ZAJ“””f b 0,(y, 112Co A ¥ 712 L1, 1) du(y),
>0 B(m,mrk(x)ﬁoocof;gk*l)
where we applied Fubini and we denoted by I, , ; the interval
Liyk =f{teR:t—300CoA; "1 < |o—y| <t+300Co A, %1}
= [lz — y| = 300Co Ay ¥, |z — y| + 300CH Ay " 1.
Obviously, its Lebesgue measure is £'(I, k) = 600CH Ay k=1 , and so the left hand side of
(2I7) is bounded above by
ke —(j+1 —k—j—1
600 Co Ay 51 Y 4,70+ >f b uly 11200455 duy).
>0 Bz, 157" (@)
Thus, by Chebyshev, the set Uf < R of those t € [127¥(z), ¥ (2)] such that

> 4570F )f . Ol 112C0 AT 2 dp(y)
>0 A(z,t—300C0 Ay " ~1,t+300C0 A5 1)

>105C’0A k= 12/1 JHJ
=0 Ble, B k()

0,(y, 112Co Ay 7712 dp(y)
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satisfies
[7 k ]

By a standard argument involving the boundedness of the maximal Hardy-Littlewood
operator from L'(R) to L“*(R), one can deduce that there exists some

ri(@) € [{pr* (@), (@) \oY

such that (ZI5) holds. The fact that rf(z) ¢ UF ensures that

(2.18)
> A7 f 0y 112C0 AT T du(y)
7>0 A(z,r¥ (2)—300C0 4, ¥ (2)+300Co A, )
5 k—1 )
L W0C4y T COA 3 a7 f b Ou(y, 112C0 AT T duy).
7=0 B(xvl_ork(x))

An analogous argument shows that 75(z) can be taken such that, besides (28], the
preceding estimate also holds with 7%(x) replaced by 7%(x) and B(x, %g 7k (x)) replaced by
B(z,27rk ().

As in [DM, Theorem 3.2|, we denote Bf(x) = B(z,7}(x)) and B(z) = B(x,7r5(2)),
and by a Vitali type covering lemma we select a family of points z € I* such that the
balls {B(z,5r%())} e+ are disjoint, while the balls { B(x, 257% ()}, cover E. We also

denote
B - s U Blo)).
yelk\{z}
For = € Iy, let J(x) be the family of those y € I¥\{x} such that Bf(y) n BS(z) # @. As
explained in [DM, Theorem 3.2], using (ZI4) it is easy to check #J(z) < CC{.

Next we consider an order in I* such that
y < in I¥ whenever u(B(x,90r*(z))) < u(B(y, 90r*(y)))

and we define
B - s\ U Bio)).
yelk:y<zx
Again, as explained in [DM|, Theorem 3.2|, using (2.14)) it is easy to check that, for each

z € I*, there are at most COJ*! sets BE(y) that intersect B¥(x), with y e I*.
The family {B(x)},c+ is a first approximation to {Q}Qe’Dﬁ' Indeed, by the arguments

in [DM] Theorem 3.2|, for each z € I* one constructs a set Q¥(x)  E such that, denoting
D,k = {Q"(x)}4erx, the properties stated in Lemma 2.1 hold, with r(Q*(z)) = r*(x) and

B(Q"*(x)) = B(x,7*(x)). In particular,
B(z,r"(z)) n E c Q%(x) c B(x,28/%(z)).
Also, as shown in [DM] (3.61)], it holds
(2.19) dist(y, B (2)) < 51Co A"t for all y € N1(Q(x)).
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For a cube Q = Q¥(z) € D,, 1, we write 7(Q) = r*(z), B(Q) = B(z,r*(z)) and B;(Q) =
BF(z) for i = 1,...,4. By an argument quite similar to the one used in [DM] Theorem
3.2| to prove (2.19), we will show now that

(2.20) 25 Uy 140)(0Ba(Q))  for any S e D,1(Q),

where Uy(A) stands for the ¢-neighborhood of A. This will be needed below to prove
(2I3). The condition S € 75u71(@) tells us that either S < @ and 2Bg n (E\Q) # &, or
S < E\Q and 2Bg n @ # &. Assume the first option (the arguments for the second one
are analogous). So there exists some point z € E\@ such that |xg — z| < 2r(Bg) = 56r(S5).
Let x € I* be such that z € Q¥(x). Then we have dist(z, B (z)) < 50CpA;* ! and also
dist(zg, B (zg)) < 50C0A;*~1, by [DM, (3.50)] (see also the first paragraph after [DM]
(3.61)]). Since the sets Bf(xq), Bf(x) are disjoint, we deduce that

dist(zg, 0B (z)) < 50CoAg" 1 + 56 7(S) < 106Co A5 1 < 24514(Q).

Together with the fact that 25 < B(zg, 3¢(S5)), this gives (2:20).
Notice that, for each j = 0,

(fo7) 0ueBeP ) < G a0 [ 60,247 005) (o)
PeD,,,;(25) 28

Then we obtain

(2.21)

((P) 2
D <(Q)> (2B u(P)

SEDu 1(Q) PeDu(2S)

<o Z 3 a7 f (2, 24570(8))? dp(x)

SeDy1(Q) 120
<y Aav(i“)f 0,u(x, 2457 710(Q))? dpu(x).
j>0 Z/{ *V(Q)(aB‘l(Q))

Denote by j(Q) the family of cubes R € D, ;, such that By(R) n B4(Q) # @, so that, by
the above construction we have

0Bs(Q) = | (9Bi(R) L dBs(R)).
ReJ(Q)
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Also, notice that #J(Q) < C C¢. From (ZI8) we deduce that, for each R € J(Q) and
i=1,2,

(222) Y479 O, 2457 U(R))? dpu()
>0 Uy p 1,y OB )
<CCA' Y Ag“ﬂ'“)j 0, (2,245 U(R))? du(z)
=0 27B(R)
P ol
< CChAy? > <%> 0,.(xp,3¢(P))* u(P),

PeDETL.PA2TB(R)#o

Notice that for Q,R € D, as above, the condition Bo(R) n B4(Q) # & implies that
26B(Q) N 26B(R) # @. Then, if P € DZH is such that P n 27B(R) # &, we derive

79

dist(zq, P) < |zg — zg| + 27r(R) < 26(r(Q) + r(R)) + 27r(R) < 79CoAg" = = UQ).
Then, since £(P) < Ay '4(Q), we infer that
(2.23) B(xp,3((P)) nsupp p < 2Q.
Also, we can write
B(zp,3(P)))3 1 3
o aipur) < MG < o (S )
P'eD,:4(P')=L(P),
P'nB(zp,3¢(P))#2
L P 3
e (;,);L <c S 0.2Bp)? u(P),
P'eD,:l(P)=L(P), P'eD,:4(P)=¢(P),
P'nB(zp,30(P)) £ P'nB(zp,30(P)) £

where we used the fact that the sums above are only over C’C’g terms at most. Together

with (2:23]), this implies that the right hand side of (2Z22)) does not exceed

coarat N (i) S semere)

PeDETL. PA27B(R)~2 )(P")=L(P),
. P'~B(zp,30(P))#£2

3d+1 4—1 E(P,) K 2 /
<CCEAT )] 0 0,,(2Bp:)? u(P').
P'eDL(2Q)

By this estimate and (2.2I)), summing over all R € J(Q), we get

E(P))VH ) 6l A1 (6(P)>7 )
0 (2Bp)" m(P) s C™ A 220 9,2Bp)? u(P),
s@ﬁa(@ PeD,(25) (E(Q) g 0 0 PeDZLEw) Q) "

as wished. 0

By Lemma 27 it is clear that to complete the proof of Lemma it suffices to show
the following result.
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Lemma 2.9. Let p be a compactly supported Radon measure in R%. Assume that p has
polynomial growth of degree n and let v € (0,1). The lattice D,, from Lemma 2] can be
constructed so that the following holds for all all Q) € Dy,:

e Y (48) " aenrur) sn, N (F0) 080,

l
Pef)#(Q) PeD,:Pc2Q (Q)
Proof. To prove ([2.24)) notice that, for each k > 1, by Lemma 2.8 we have

S % (fn) ez

RGDuk(Q) PeD}(2R)
N
< ) ) (%) 0,(2Bp)” u(P)

ReD,, ;—1(Q) SeD,,,1(R) PEDL(25)

¥ o P g )
—A7 ) i) B2BP) u(P)
ReDy, 1 1(Q) SGDH 1 PEDu(25
<ccytart Y > @ T (2Bp)? u(P).
v i(Ry)

REﬁu,kﬂ(Q) PeD)(2R)
Iterating the preceding estimate, we obtain

M 0.2Bp)?u(P) < )] > 0.(2Bp)? u(P)

PeD, 1 41(Q) ReD,, ;(Q) PEPu1(2R)

<4 Y (RR) aeserar
RED ) PeD],(2R)
Py

caecgayt S (R ouemerur)
PeDl (2Q)

Therefore,

oo (1-1)/2
2 <%) 0u(2Bp)” u(P)
PeD,L(Q)

<0,(2B0)* (@) + DI AN N 9,(2Bp)? u(P)
k=1 PeD,, x(Q)

< 0,(2Bg)* w(Q) + Ay Y AL Ay L ) (@y 6,(2Bp)? u(P)

k>1 PeD}(2Q) Q)

(P
<an Y )(@) 0,(2B0)? u(P),

PeD,(2Q
taking Ay big enough for the last estimate. This yields (2:24]). O
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3. P-DOUBLING CUBES, THE MAIN THEOREM, THE CORONA DECOMPOSITION, AND
THE MAIN LEMMA

In the rest of the paper we assume that p is a compactly supported Radon measure in
R"*! with polynomial growth of degree n and that D,, is a David-Mattila dyadic lattice
satisfying the properties described in the preceding section, in particular, the ones in
Lemmas 2.1l and 2.6, with v = 9/10. By rescaling, we assume that D,, . is defined for all
k = ko, with Aako ~ diam(supp ), and we also assume that there is a unique cube in D,, 1,
which coincides with the whole supp . Further, from now on, we allow all the constants
C and all implicit constants in the relations “<”, “~", to depend on the parameters Cp, Ag
of the dyadic lattice of David-Mattila.

3.1. P-doubling cubes and the family hd*(Q).

{(Q)

P(Q) = Z = i(2BR).
ReD,:RDQ E(R) i

We denote

We say that a cube @ is P-doubling if

1(2Bq)
P < C, )
for Cy = 4Af. We write
QeD).
Notice that
4Q)
P ~c, Y, 7 0u(2Br).
’ ReD,:ROQ UR)

and thus saying that ) is P-doubling implies that

U(Q) /
)y (2Br) < C',0,(2B0)
ReD,:RDQ E(R) g " o ¢

for some C; depending on Cy. Conversely, the latter condition implies that @) is P-doubling
with another constant C; depending on CY.
From the properties of the David-Mattila lattice, we deduce the following.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose that Cy and Ag are chosen suitably. If Q is P-doubling, then Q) €
Dﬁb. Also, any cube R € D,, such that R n2Q # @ and {(R) = Aol(Q) belongs to Dﬁb.

Proof. Let Q € Df. Regarding the fist statement of the lemma, if Q ¢ Dﬁb, by (23] we
have

1(2Bg) < p(100B(Q)) < Cy!' n(10071 B(Q))  for all I = 1 with 100" < Cy.
In particular, if Q' denotes the parent of @,
1(2Bg) < Cy' u(2Bg)  for all I > 1 with 100" < Cp.
So,
(3.1) (2Bg) < Cy 7 u(2By)
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for some ¢ > 0. Using now that @ is P-doubling, we get

g(Q/)nJrl

1(2Bg) < Cy % ¢y G G

(2Bg) = 4C, “18 0 A2n+1,(2B,).

Recall now that, as explained in Remark[2.2] we assume that 4y = C’OC (n), for some constant
C'(n) depending just on n. Then, clearly, the preceding inequality fails if Cy is big enough,
which gives the desired contradiction.

To prove the second statement of the lemma, suppose that () € DE i and let R e D, be
such that R n 2Q) # @ and ¢{(R) = Apl(Q). By the definition and the fact that R < Bp
we get

lzg —zr| < 30(Q) + r(Br).
Since )
r(Br) = 287(R) = 28451 = 3 Cy ' Ao £(Q) = 2500 4(Q),

we deduce that

QBQ c 2B R-
If R denotes the parent of R and Q" the great-grandparent of @ (so that ¢(Q") =
A3(Q) = Apl(R')), by an analogous argument we infer that

2BR/ c 2BQ///,

Then, using also that @ is P-doubling, we obtain

(e
UQ)
IfR¢ Dﬁb, arguing as in (3.1]), we infer that

1(2BR) < C; "% u(2BR),

n+1
4(2Br) < p(2Bgn) < Cy ( ) 4(2Bg) < Cy X 1(2Bg) = 448 1(2Bp).

which contradicts the previous statement if Cy is big enough (recalling that Ay = C’OC (n)).
O

Notice that, by the preceding lemma, if @) is P-doubling, then

E(Q)n+1

Ry 1w(2Bgr) <c, 1(Q)

ReD,:RDQ

For technical reasons that will be more evident below, it is appropriate to consider a
discrete version of the density 6,. Given @) € D, we let

. 1(2Bg) k+1)n

0(Q) = Aln it PB4 .

Clearly, ©(Q) ~ 6,,(2Bg). Notice also that if O(Q) = Af and P is a son of Q, then
#2Bp) _ p(2Bq) _ 4n #(2Bq)
Py o) C Q"

Thus,
(3.2) O(P) < Ay ©(Q) for every son P of Q.
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Given @Q € D, and k > 1, we denote by hdk(Q) the family of maximal cubes P € D,
satisfying

(3.3) ((P) < 4(Q), O(P) = AF"0(Q).

Lemma 3.2. Let Q € D,, be P-doubling. Then, for k > 4, every P € hd*(Q) N D,(4Q) is
also P-doubling and moreover O(P) = AF"0(Q).

Remark that this lemma implies that, under the assumptions in the lemma,

O(P) ~ AF"O(Q) forall k> 1.

Proof. First we show that ©(P) = A}"O(Q). The fact that O(P) > A" ©(Q) is clear. To

see the converse inequality, denote by @) the parent of (). Notice that any cube S < 4Q
with £(S) = £(Q) satisfies

p(2Bs) _ r(2Bg) - n2Bg) ., w1 1(2BQ) 1 1(2Bg)
T N (6 T, R A S BT TR |

Therefore,
0(S) < A" 0(Q).

As a consequence, if P € hd"(Q) n D, (4Q) with k > 4, then its parent P satisfies @(]3) <
AF"©(Q), which implies that ©(P) < Ak"©(Q).

To see that P is P-doubling, we split

((P)

4p) (2BRr) + MRy Jz

n+l M
ReD,:RoP E(R) " ReD,:RoP
((R)<l(Q) UR)>H(Q)

(3.4) P(P) = (2Bg).

The cubes R in the first sum on the right hand side satisfy O(R) < ©(P), by the definition
of hd*(Q). Thus,

“(P) “(P) u(2Bp)

) (2BR) < AT ) 9(R) < 24T O(P) < 24N .
i, TR MO S A,y O <2450 <245 Ty
L{R)<E(Q) L{R)<E(Q)

Concerning the last sum in (3.4]), notice that the cubes R in that sum satisfy ¢(R) > ¢(Q).
Using that Ay » 1, it follows easily that 2Br < 2Bp/, where R’ is the cube containing Q
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such that ¢(R') = Ag ¢(R). Consequently, denoting by @ the parent of Q,

t(P) (P) 1(2Br)
T M(2BR) < - —
reprop L) o RIGDZR,D@ AGH(RY) (AgHU(R))"
(R)>4(@) "

ns14(P) Q)
- 1@ R’EDZ'R’D@ W 2]

< 4 PQ) < Ay, M2 < a2e,0(Q)

(e
Cq n(2Bp)

A (P

A2n Cd
A4n

< O(P) <

where in the last two lines we took into account that £(P) < Ay '4(Q) (because P € hd*(Q)

for some k > 4), that Q is P-doubling, and again that P € hd*(Q) for some k > 4
From the estimates above, we infer that

n, Ca '\ n(2Bp) 1(2Bp)
P < (245 + ) S < ca i

since Cq = 4Aj. O

Lemma 3.3. Let Qo,Q1,...,Qm be a family of cubes from D, such that Q; is a child of
Qj—1 for 1 < j < m. Suppose that Q; is not P-doubling for 1 < j < m. Then

/L(2BQm) m/2
(3.5) WO S <A P(Qo).
and
(3.6) P(Qm) < 2452 P(Qo).

Proof. Let us denote O(R) = & ((2 }JSR) so that

For 1 < j < m, the fact that @Q; is not P-doubling implies that

i1 A :
BT 8@ g <@J>=Cid<2 8@ + 7»(@@).

We will prove (83) by induction on j. For j = 0 this is in an immediate consequence of
the definition of P(Qp). Suppose that (3.3 holds for 0 < h < j, with j < m — 1, and let
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us consider the case j + 1. From (3.7) and the induction hypothesis we get

1

0(Qj41) < ( (Qj+1) + Z 7 Q?:li) O(Qj+1-k) + %P(QO)>

Sb—‘

<®(Q]+1 ) + Z Ay @ (Qj+1-k) + Ay 7= (Qo))

k=1

1 il
<& (@(Q]+1 +2A AR DQg) + Ay 17>(Q0)>
k=1
Since
J _ , J .
Z AJ'“ Aé—3—1+k)/2 _ A(()—J—l)/2 Z Aak/2 < Ao_]/27
k=1 k=1
we obtain

B(@y1) = g7 (B@y01) + 457 P(Qu) + 4777 P(Qu)

< o (B(Qu) + 2457 P(Qu)

It is straightforward to check that this yields (:)(QjH) < Aa(j+1)/2 P(Qo).-
The estimate (3.0]) follows easily from (B.5):

Q)
£(Qo)

m—1
P@n) = 3 ) 8(Que) + G P (@)

(mk

Z A AP Qo) + A5 P(Qo)
k=0

N

<

—m/2 Z_: Aak/2P(QO)+AamP(QO) <214(;m/27)(620)
k=0

3.2. The Main Theorem. For a given A > 1 and Q € D,,, we consider the energy
3/4
0= Y (4g) Copup)
PeD,(A\Q)
Given a fixed constant My » 1, we write @) € HE (which stands for “high energy”) if
£(4Q) = M5 6(Q)* Q).
Theorem 3.4 (Main Theorem). Let p be a Radon measure in R™ such that

w(B(z,r)) < 0gr™  for all x € supp p and all r > 0.
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Then, for any choice of My > 1,
(38 Y Ba(2Bel 0@ u(@) < C (IRl + Bl + Y £(4Q)),

QeD, QeD] nHE
with C' depending on M.
Notice that Theorem [I.I] follows from the previous result. Indeed, the assumptions in

Theorem [Tl imply that there are no P-doubling cubes from HE if Mj is big enough since,
for any @ € Df,

3/4
caa - ¥ (fg) ewrur)
4Q)

petrticy V@)
s fB(zQ,zoz(Q)) LOO (MB(%T) - ﬁf% 20€(Q))>2 <f(22)>3/4 %dmx)

E
- M?&Sf/of D) < 16, (Bog, 106@) (B, 104(Q)) ~ M OQP Q)

So the last sum on the right hand side of ([B.8]) vanishes in this case. Further, it is also easy
to check that

[ Buater20,56) L duto) < 3 512280 0(Q) (@)

QeD,

Putting altogether, from (B.8) we get (L4)).

3.3. The corona decomposition and the Main Lemma. In order to prove Theo-
rem [3.4] we have to use a suitable corona decomposition which splits the lattice D, into
appropriate trees. We need first to introduce some notation.

Given a big integer ky > 10 to be fixed below and R € fo, we denote

A=AM" " HD(R) = hd" (R).

Also, we consider a small constant &g € (O,A*C(")) which will be chosen below too, with
C(n) > 2. We let LD(R) be the family of cubes @ € D,, which are maximal and satisfy

Q) <l(R) and P(Q)<dO(R).

We denote by Stop(R) the family of maximal cubes from HD(R) u LD(R) which are con-
tained in R. Also, we let End(R) be the family of maximal P-doubling cubes which
are contained in some cube from Stop(R). Notice that, by Lemma B2, the cubes from
HD(R) n D,(4R) are P-doubling, and thus any cube from Stop(R) n HD(R) belongs to
End(R). Finally, we let Tree(R) denote the subfamily of the cubes from D, (R) which are
not strictly contained in any cube from End(R), and we say that R is the root of the tree.

Next we define the family Top inductively. We assume that supp p coincides with a cube
So, and then we set Top, = {Sp}. Assuming Top,, to be defined, we let

Topy1 = [ J End(R).
ReTop,,
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Then we let
Top = U Topy,.
k>0
Notice that we have
D, = U Tree(R).
ReTop

Two trees Tree(R), Tree(R'), with R, R’ € Top, R # R’ can only intersect if one of the
roots is and ending cube of the other, i.e., R € End(R) or R € End(R').

The main step for the proof of Theorem [3.4] consists of proving the following.

Main Lemma 3.5. Let yu be a Radon measure in R™*1 such that
w(B(z,7)) < 0gr™  for all x € supp p and all r > 0.
Then, for any choice of My > 1,
(3.9) Y OR) u(R) < C(IRuliagy + 05 Iul + )Y, E(4Q)),
ReTop QeDP ~HE
with C' depending on M.

The next Sections B are devoted to the proof of this lemma. Later, in Section [ we
will complete the proof of Theorem [3.41

4. THE CUBES WITH MODERATE DECREMENT OF WOLFF ENERGY AND THE
ASSOCIATED TRACTABLE TREES

From now on we assume that we are under the assumptions of Main Lemma[3.5l Further,
for a family I < D, we denote

o) = 3 O(P u(P).
Pel
4.1. The family MDW. For technical reasons, we need to define a kind of variant of the
family HD(R). Given R € DL), we denote

C 1
Ay = A% = AOTN" D (R) = hdRa(0-7),

where N is some big integer depending on n that will be fixed below. Regarding the
constant dg in the definition of LD(R) in Section [3.3] we will choose d¢ of the form

—nkx(No+5%)

So = ANomav — A

for some big integer Ny depending on n, chosen later on. Further we assume that ky is a
multiple of 2N, so that kx(No + %) and kx(1 — +) are integers.

We let Bad(R) be the family of maximal cubes from LD(R) u HD4(R) (not necessarily
contained in R) and we denote

Stop, (R) = Bad(R) n D, (R).

We say that a cube R € D, has moderate decrement of Wolff energy, and we write

R € MDW, if R is P-doubling and

(4.1) o(HD,(R) n Stop,(R)) = B! o(R),
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where .
B _ A 100n
= A\ Joon

Lemma 4.1. For R € Top\MDW, we have
(4.2) o(End(R)) < 2AYN B~ 5(R).
Proof. We have
o(End(R)) = o(HD(R) n Stop(R)) + > > a(Q).

QeLD(R)nStop(R) PeEnd(R):PcQ

Clearly, since any cube from HD(R) is contained in some cube from HD(R), we infer that

o(HD(R) nEnd(R)) = A’©(R)* >, Q) <A*O(R) > wQ)
QeHD(R)NEnd(R) QeHD 4 (R)nStop, (R)
2
= 1z 0(HD«(R) N Stop, (R)) < AYNB71o(R).

For P € End(R)\HD(R), there exists some @ such that P < @ € LD(R) n Stop(R). By

B5) we have
O(P) £ P(Q) < 6o O(R),
and thus
o(End(R)) < A¥VB7lo(R) + C62 o(R) < 2AYN B~ o(R),
since 6y « B1. U

We will take N big enough so that

—_

20N BTl < 2.

\)

Lemma 4.2. We have

o(Top) < o(Top N MDW) + 62 | ] .-
Proof. For each R € {Sp} u (Top n MDW), we denote Io(R) = {R}, and for k > 0,

IR = ) End(Q)\MDW.

Qel(R)
In this way, we have
(4.3) Top = U U (R).
Re{Sp}u(TopnMDW) k=0

Indeed, for each @ € Top, let R be the minimal cube from Top n MDW that contains @,
and in case this does not exists, let R = Sy. Then it follows that

Qe | J k(R).
k=0
Given R € {Sp} u(TopnMDW), for each k£ > 1 and @ € I;.(R), since I(R) < Top\MDW,
by ([@2]) we have
o(End(Q)\MDW) < 2AYN B~ 5(Q) < = 0(Q).
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Then we deduce that

1 1
oIk (R) = 3, o(End(@Q\WMDW) <o 7 0(Q) = 5 o(Ik(R)).
Qelx(R) Qelr(R)
So )
o(Ix(R)) < o o(R) for each k > 0.
Then, by ([E3),
1
o(Top) = Z Z o(Ix(R)) < Z Z oF o(R)
Re{So}u(TopnMDW) k=0 Re{So}u(TopnMDW) k=0

~ 0(Sg) + o(Top n MDW) < 62 || + o(Top n MDW).
O

4.2. The enlarged cubes. For R € MDW, the fact that the cubes from family HD.(R) n
Stop, (R) may be located close to supp p\ R may cause problems when trying to obtain es-
timates involving the Riesz transform. For this reason we need to introduce some “enlarged
cubes”.

Given j > 0 and R € D, we let

e;(R)=Rul JQ,
where the last union runs over the cubes @ € D), 41 such that
(4.4) dist(zg, Q) < @ + 254(Q).
We say that e;(R) is an enlarged cube. Notice that, since diam(Q) < £(Q),
(4.5) supp i N B(:ER, %E(R) + 2j€(Q)) cej(R) B(mR, %E(R) + (25 + 1)6(@)).
Also, we have
(4.6) ej(R) = 2R for 0 < j < 3 A,

since, for any @ € Dy, 41 satisfying (@4, its parent satisfies 9)

dist(zg, Q) < @ + 2jA0_1€(@) < 2/(R).
For R € MDW, we let
Stop, (¢j(R)) = Bad(R) n Dy(e;(R)),

where D, (ej(R)) stands for the family of cubes from D,, which are contained in e;(R) and
have side length at most ¢(R). Notice that we are not assuming R € Top.

Lemma 4.3. For any R € MDW there exists some j, with 10 < j < Ag/4 such that
(4.7) 0(HD4(R) n Stop,(e;(R))) < BY4¢(HD4(R) N Stop,.(ej—10(R))),

assuming Ag big enough, depending just on n.
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Proof. Given R € MDW, suppose that such j does not exist. Let jy be the largest integer
which is multiple of 10 and smaller that Ap/4. Then we get

o(HD4(R) r Stop,(e;,(R))) = Bio(HD,(R) r Stop,(ej,—10(R)))

Jo _ Jjo_ 5
10

>...> (B7)1 'g(HD,4(R) n Stop,(R)) & B% 15(R).

By ([@.G), we have e;,(R) < 2R and thus

o(HD.(R) n Stop, (e, (R))) = > AZO(R)’u(Q) < AJO(R)*u(2R).
QeHDy (R)NStopy (ej, (R))

Since R is P-doubling (and in particular R € Dzb), denoting by R the parent of R, we

derive

o ﬁ)nJrl
((R)

(4.8) 1(2R) < p(2Bp) < P(R) < Cq A7 11(2BR) < Co Cq AP u(R).

So we deduce that _

B~ ig(R) < CoCq AT A20(R),
or equivalently, recalling the choice of B and Cy,
Aioﬁ(i%_%)_2 < 40, A(2)n+1‘

Since Ay = A and jo ~ Ay, it is clear that this inequality is violated if Ag is big enough,
depending just on n. O

Given R € MDW, let j > 10 be minimal such that (£7) holds. We denote h(R) = j —10

and we write

e(R) = ep(r)(R), ¢(R) = epry+1(R), €' (R) = enmsa(R), eM(R) = enmyr(R),
for kK = 1. We let

B(e(R)) = B(zr, (3 + 245 ' h(R)){(R)),
B(¢/(R)) = B(zr, (3 + 245 ' (R(R) + 1))U(R)),
B("(R)) = B(wg, (3 + 245 (R(R) + 2))¢(R)),

B(e®(R)) = B(zr, (3 + 245 (h(R) + k)){(R)).

B(¢'(R)) nsuppp < €/(R),
and analogously replacing €¢/(R) by e(R) or ¢”(R). Remark also that
e(R) c B(¢(R)) and dist(e(R),0B(¢'(R))) = Ay U(R),
and, analogously,

¢(R) = B(¢"(R)) and dist(e¢'(R),0B(e"(R))) = Ay U(R).
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Lemma 4.4. For each R € MDW we have
B(e"(R)) < (1+845") B(e(R)) = B(e”(R),
and more generally, for k = 2 such that h(R) + k — 2 < Ay/2,
B (R)) < (1 +84;") B(e* P (R)) ¢ B(e"*(R)).
Also,
B(e"(R)) ¢ B(zr, 34(R)).
Proof. This follows from straightforward calculations. Indeed,
(3 + 240" (h(R) + K)UR)
(3 + 2451 (A(R) + k — 2))((R)
-1
= Tt g T ) < (8T BB )
Also, using that h(R) + k — 2 < Ap/2,
(14 845" (B (R) = (1+8457) (4 + 245 (h(R) + k — 2)) €(R)
< (342451 (R(R) + k —2) + 445" + 84 1) U(R)
= r(B(e" "V (R))).
The last statement of the lemma follows from the fact that h(R) + 10 < Ag/4 < Ap/2:
B(e"(R)) = B(zr, (3 + 245 (W(R) + 10))l(R)) < B(zg, (3 + 2)((R)) = B(zg, 3((R)).
O

r(B(eM(R))) = r(B(e*?(R)))

4.3. Generalized trees and negligible cubes. Next we need to define some families
that can be considered as “generalized trees”. First, we introduce some additional notation
regarding the stopping cubes. For R € DLD we set

HD; (R) = Stop,(R) n HD.(R).

Assume additionally that R € MDW. We write Stop,(e(R)) = Stop,(epr)(R)) and
Stop,.(€'(R)) = Stop,(ex(r)+1(R)). Furthermore,

HD1(e(R)) = Stop,(e(R)) n HD.(R),
and

HD: (¢'(R)) = Stop,(¢'(R)) n HD.(R).
We define HD; (e®)(R)) for 2 < k < 10 analogously. Also, we set

HD2(¢'(R)) = | (Stop.(Q) nHD.(Q))
QeHD1(¢/(R))

and

(4.9) Stop,(e'(R)) = (Stop*(e'(R))\HDl(e'(R))) U U Stop,(Q).
QeHD1(¢/(R))
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We let Tsiop(€’(R)) be the family of cubes made up of R and all the cubes of the next
generations which are contained in €’(R) but are not strictly contained in any cube from
Stopy (€'(R)).

Observe that the defining property of MDW (4.1]) can now be rewritten as

(4.10) o(R) < Bo(HD1(R)).
Moreover, by (£71) and the definition of e(R) we have
(4.11) o(HD1(e"9(R))) < BY*o(HD; (e(R))).

We define now the family of negligible cubes. We say that a cube Q € Tsiop(€/(R)) is
negligible for Tsiop(€'(R)), and we write @ € Neg(€/(R)) if there does not exist any cube
from Tstop(€'(R)) that contains @ and is P-doubling.

Lemma 4.5. Let R € MDW. If Q € Neg(¢/(R)), then Q < €' (R)\R, Q is not contained in
any cube from HD1(e'(R)), and

(4.12) Q) = 62 U(R).

Proof. Let @ € Neg(e/(R)). We have Q < ¢/(R)\R due to the fact that R is P-doubling.
For the same reason, @ is not contained in any cube from HD;(¢/(R)).

To prove ([EIZ), assume that £(Q) < Ay?¢(R). Otherwise the inequality is immediate.
By Lemma B3] since all the ancestors Q1, ..., @, of @ that are contained in €’(R) are not
P-doubling, it follows that () (the parent of Q) satisfies

P(Q1) < Ay™* L P(Qu).

Because Q,, < €/(R) < 2R and £(Q,,,) = Ay {(R), it is easy to see that P(Qn,) < P(R) <
CyO(R), and so

o uQ)\ "

< AT™? T .

Pl = 4" o) ~ (G ) ()

By the definition of LD(R), we know that P(Q1) = dp ©(R), which together with the
previous estimate yields (Z12). O

The cubes from Stop,(€¢/(R)) need not be P-doubling, which is problematic for some of
the estimates involving the Riesz transform localized around the trees Tsop(€'(R)) that
will be required later. For this reason, we need to consider enlarged versions of them. For
R e MDW, we let End(¢/(R)) be the family made up of the following cubes:

e the cubes from Stop,(¢/(R)) n Neg(¢'(R)),
e the cubes that are contained in any cube from Stop,(¢’(R))\Neg(e’(R)) which are
P-doubling and, moreover, are maximal.

Notice that all the cubes from End(¢/(R)) are P-doubling, with the exception of the ones
from Neg(e/(R)). We let T(€e/(R)) be the family of cubes that are contained in €/(R) and
are not strictly contained in any cube from End(e'(R)).
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4.4. Tractable trees. Given R € MDW, we say that T (¢/(R)) is tractable (or that R is
tractable) if

o(HD2(¢'(R))) < Bo(HD1(e(R))).
In this case we write R € Trc.

Our next objective consists in showing how we can associate a family of tractable trees
to any R € MDW n Top, so that we can reduce the estimate of o(Top) to estimating the
Haar coefficients of Ry from below on such family of tractable trees. First we need the
following lemma.

Lemma 4.6. Let R € MDW be such that T (¢'(R)) is not tractable. Then there exists a
family GH(R) < HD1(¢/(R)) n MDW satisfying:
(a) The balls B(e"(Q)), with Q € GH(R) are pairwise disjoint.
(b) For every Q € GH(R), o(HD1(e(Q))) = o(HD1(Q)) = B'0(Q).
()
B/t Y o(HDi(e(Q))) 2 o(HD2(¢'(R))).

QeGH(R)

The name “GH” stands for “good high (density)”. Remark that the property (c) and the
fact that R ¢ Trc yield

(4.13) >, o(HD1(e(Q)) = B¥* o(HD:(e(R))),
QeGH(R)

which is suitable for iteration.

Proof of Lemma[{-6 Let R € MDW be such that 7 (¢/(R)) is not tractable. Notice first
that

o(HD1(¢'(R))) o B4 (HD1(e(R))) < B~**o(HD,(€'(R))).
Let I < HD1(€¢/(R)) be the subfamily of the cubes @ such that
o(HD1(Q)) < BY?0(Q).

Then we have

>, 9(HD2(¢'(R)) n Du(@)) < B'? ) 0(Q) < B'20(HD1(¢'(R)))

Qel Qel
Bl/2 , 1 ,
< S o(HD (¢ (R))) < 3 o(HD5(¢ (R)))
Therefore,
(4.14)
S o(HDs(¢/(R) n Du(Q)) = o(HD(!(R))) — 3 o(HDa(e'(R))  D,(Q))
QeHD; (¢/(R))\] Qel
> 2 o(HDo(¢/(R))).

Next we will choose a family J < HDq(¢/(R))\I satisfying
(i) The balls B(e"(Q)), with Q € J, are pairwise disjoint.
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BUAY o(HDI(e(@) 2 Y, o(HDs(¢/(R)) n Du(@)),
QeJ QeHD (¢/(R)\I

Then, choosing GH(R) = J we will be done. Indeed, the property (a) in the statement of
the lemma is the same as (i), and the property (b) is a consequence of the fact that J < I¢
and the definition of I. This also implies that GH(R) ¢ MDW. Finally, the property (c)
follows from (€.I4]) and (ii).

Let us see how J can be constructed. By the covering Theorem 9.31 from [To3|, there
is a family Jy < HD1(¢/(R))\I such that

1) The balls B(e”(Q)), with Q € Jy, have finite superposition, that is,

> XBEn@) <G,
QeJo

and

B(e"(@) = | (1+845") B(e"(Q)),

QeHD1 (e/(R)\I QeJo

Actually, in Theorem 9.31 from [To3| the result above is stated for a finite family of
balls. However, it is easy to check that the same arguments work as soon as the family
HD1(¢/(R))\I is countable and can be ordered so that HD1(¢/(R))\I = {Q1,Q2, ...}, with
0(Q1) = ¢(Q2) = .... Further, one can check that the constant C' in 1) does not exceed
some absolute constant times Ag“.

From the finite superposition property 1), by rather standard arguments which are
analogous to the ones in the proof of Besicovitch’s covering theorem in [Mal, Theorem 2.7],
say, one deduces that Jy can be split into mg subfamilies Ji,..., Jy,, so that, for each &k,
the balls {B(e"(Q)) : Q € Ji} are pairwise disjoint, with my < C'(Ap).

Notice that the condition 2) and Lemma 4] applied to @ ensure that
(4.15)

Qe |J  BE@)e [Ja+84)B(E(Q) = | BEP(Q)).

QeHD1 (e (R)\ QeHD1 (e (R)\ QeJo QeJo

Next we choose J := Ji to be the family such that

> o(HD1(e(Q)))

QeJy
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is maximal among Ji, ..., Jpn,, so that
1
2. o(HD1(e(@)) = — > o(HD1(e(Q)))
QeJ mo QeJo
@Iﬂ)
2, o(HD1(e®(Q)))
mo Bl/4 Qelo
@15 1
Z —— > o(HD1(@))
mo B
QeHD1 (e/(R))\I
1
=m0, o(HD:(/(R) A Du(@)).
QeHD1 (e/(R))\I
This proves (ii). O

Given R € TopnMDW, we will construct now a subfamily of cubes from MDW generated
by R, which we will denote Gen(R), by iterating the construction of Lemma The
algorithm goes as follows. Given R € Top n MDW, we denote

Geng(R) = {R}.
If R e Trc, we set Gen;(R) = @, and otherwise
Gen;(R) = GH(R),
where GH(R) is defined in Lemma For j > 2, we set
Gen;(R) = U GH(Q).
QeGen;_ (R)\Trc
For 5 = 0, we also set
Trc;(R) = Genj;(R) n Trc,
and

Gen(R) = U Gen;(R), Tre(R) = U Trc;(R)

§=0 §=0

Lemma 4.7. For R € Top n MDW, we have

(4.16) lJ e= | Q=B ®).
QEeTrc(R) QeGen(R)
Also,
(4.17) o(HDi(e(R) < Y B2 Y1 o(HD1(e(@))):
j=0 Q€Trc;(R)

Proof. The first inclusion in ([€I6]) holds because Trc(R) < Gen(R). So we only have to
show the second inclusion.

By construction, for any R’ € MDW, GH(R') < HD1(¢/(R')), and thus any Q € GH(R')
is contained in €/(R’). This implies that

len — 20| < r(B(/(R)) + %e(@) <(1+245"+ %Ao‘l)E(R’) < 1L1U(R).
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Then, given @ € Gen;(R), z € @, and 0 < k < j, if we denote by R}, the cube from Geny(R)
such that @ € Gen;_i(Ry), we have

j—1
‘xR _x‘ < ‘xR _le‘ + Z ‘ka _‘TRIH»l‘ + |‘TQ _x|
k=1

j—1
< r(B((R))) + %Ao‘l ((R)+ D) L1IAGFI(R) + %Ao‘l ((R)
k=1

< r(B(¢(R))) +2 A5 ((R),

which shows that @ < B(e”(R)).
To prove the second statement in the lemma, observe that, for @ € Gen;_(R)\Trc, by

(13) applied to @ we have

Y, o(HDi(e(P))) = ¢ B¥* 6(HD1(e(Q))) = B o(HD1(e(Q))),
PeGH(Q)

assuming A, and thus B, big enough. Therefore,

> o(HDy(e(P)) = > D1 o(HD:(e(P)))

PeGenj(R) QeGen;_1(R)\Trc PeGH(Q)
> B'? > o(HD1(e(Q)))
QeGen;_1(R)\Trc
So,
>, oHDi(E@)) < Y, o(HDi(e(@) + B Y1 og(HDi(e(P))).
QeGen;_1(R) QeTrcj—1(R) PeGenj;(R)

Iterating this estimate, and taking into account that, by the polynomial growth of u,
Gen;_i(R) = @ for some large j, we get (EIT). O

5. THE LAYERS F/} AND L”, AND THE TRACTABLE TREES

We denote
F; = {R e Topn MDW : O(R) = Ay’},
so that
Top n MDW = U Fj.
JEZ

Next we split F; into layers F?, h = 1, which are defined as follows: F} is the family
of maximal cubes from F;, and by induction F? is the family of maximal cubes from
FJ\UZ;% F?il. So we have the splitting

Top N MDW = U U Fh.
jEZ h=1
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Our next objective is to choose a suitable subfamily Lh c F , for each j,h. By the
covering Theorem 9.31 from [To3|, there is a family Jy < Fh such thatE

1) no ball B(e(Q)), with Q € Jp, is contained in any other ball B(e®(Q’)), with
QeFQ +Q,
2) the balls B(e(Q)), with Q € Jy, have finite superposition, and
3) every ball B(e®(Q)), with Q € F;-L, is contained in some ball (1+84,") B(e(R)),
with R € Jy. Consequently,

U BEe®@) [ J1+84;")B(R)).

QGF;_L ReJy

From the finite superposition property 2), as in the proof of LemmalL6] the family .Jy can
be split into mq subfamilies Jy, ..., Jy,, so that, for each k, the balls {B(e™®(Q)) : Q € Ji}
are pairwise disjoint, with mg < C(Ag). The condition 3) and Lemma [£.4] applied to @
ensure that

(5.1) U @< U BE@) e [ a+84:") BEW(@) = | BE"(Q)).

QeF” QeF” QeJo QeJo

Next we choose L;-‘ = Ji to be the family such that

> o(HD1(e(Q)))

QeJy,
is maximal among Ji, ..., Jpn,, so that
1
2, o(HD1(e(Q))) = — > o(HD1(e(Q)))
mo
QeLl QeJo
EID) 1
> —m 3 oD E0(Q)
QeJo
e 1
= mo BL/4 Z (HD1(Q
QeFh
So we have:

Lemma 5.1. The family L;-‘ satisfies:
(i) no ball B(e(Q)), with Q € L;»L, is contained in any other ball B(e™(Q")), with
QeFl, Q +Q,
ii) the balls B(e , wit e L, are pairwise disjoint, an
he balls B(e™(Q hQelh d d

(iii)
3 o(HDL(@)) < B Y] o(HD1(e(Q))).

h h
QeF" QelL?

1Actually the property 1) is not stated in that theorem, however this can be obtained by preselecting
a subfamily of maximal balls from F;-L with respect to inclusion and then applying the theorem to the
maximal subfamily.
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We denote

L=y t=yu=U UL

h=1 JEZ J€Z h=1
By the property (iii) in the lemma, we have

(5.2) D1 o(HDy(R)= > > o(HDy(R

ReTopnMDW JEZ,h=0 Rth
BTN o)) = B Y o(HD (o
JEZ,h=0 ReLh ReL

Lemma 5.2. We have
o(Top) < B/ Y. S B+ Y o(HD(e(Q))) + 63 .

Rel k=0 QEeTrc,(R)
Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Lemma and our earlier estimates:

o(Top) < o(Top n MDW) + 08 [l ]|

E10)
< B Y o(HDy(R)) + 63 |ul
ReTopnMDW

(6.2)

< 5/42 (HD1(e(R))) + 65 [l

RelL

@11 _
<" g Z Z Bk/2 Z a(HD1(e(Q))) + 65 |-

Rel k=0 QeTrei(R)
O
To be able to apply later the preceding lemma, we need to get an estimate for #L(P, k),
where P e D, k > 0 and
L(P,k) = {ReL:3Q € Trex(R) such that P e T(¢'(Q))}.
For j € Z set also
Lj(P,k) = {ReL;:3Q € Trci(R) such that P e T(e'(Q))},

so that L(P, k) = (J; L;(P, k). The following important technical result is the main achieve-
ment in this section.

Lemma 5.3. There exists some constant Cy such that, for all P € D, and all k > 0,
#L(P, k) < C; log A,.

More precisely, for each P € D, and k = 0

(5.3) #{jeZ:L;(Pk)+# @} <log Ay,

and for each je Z, Pe Dy, k=0

(5.4) #L;(P, k) < Cs.
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We prove first (5.3)).

Proof of (5.3). Let P, be the smallest P-doubling cube containing P, and let P, be be the

smallest P-doubling cube strictly containing P;. Suppose that R € L;(P, k). There are two
cases to consider.

Case 1. There exists @ € Trck(R) such that P € T(e/(Q))\Neg(e'(Q)). We claim that in
this case we have P; Tstop(€'(Q)) for some i € {1,2}. Indeed, if P € Tsop(€'(Q))\Neg(e'(Q)),
then necessarily P € Tstop(€'(Q)), by the definition of the family Neg(e/(Q)). If P ¢
Tstop(€'(Q)), then either P = Py € End(¢/(Q)), in which case P € Tstop(€/(Q)), or P # P
and we have P € Tstop(€'(Q)), again by the definition of Neg(e'(Q)).

Choosing i € {1,2} such that P, ¢ Tstop(€'(Q)) we see by the definition of Tsiop(e'(Q))
that

50 0(Q) < 6(F) < A 6(Q).
Since ©(Q) = A*O(R) (by the definition of Trcy(R)), the above is equivalent to
A;20(P) < APO(R) < €671 O(P)
We have ©(R) = A}’ because R € Lj(P, k), and so it follows that
—Clog Ay < j + cklog Ay — ' log O(F;) < Cllog 6| = C'log As.

Recall that k > 0 is fixed, and ©(F;) is equal to either O(P}) or O(P;), where both of
these values depend only on P, which is fixed. Thus, there are at most C” log A, integers
J such that there exists R € L;j(P, k) and @ € Trci(R) for which P e T (¢/(Q))\Neg(e'(Q)).

Case 2. Suppose now that there exists @ € Trcgy(R) such that P € Neg(e/(Q)) <
T(€(Q)). In this case, by Lemma EB ¢(P) 2 ,24(Q). Hence, there are at most
C'|log dg| ~ log A cubes @ such that P € T(e'(Q)) n Neg(e/(Q)).

For each such cube we have ©(Q) = AYO(R) = AﬁAgj. Thus, for each cube @) as above
there is exactly one value of j such that there may exist R € L; with @ € Trc(R). It
follows that there are at most C” log A values of j such that there exists R € L;(P, k) and
Q € Treg(R) for which P € T(¢/(Q)) n Neg(¢'(Q)).

Putting the estimates from both cases together we get that L;(P, k) is non-empty for at
most (C” + C")log A, integers j. O

The proof of (5.4]) is more involved. Its key ingredient is the following auxiliary result.

Lemma 5.4. There exists some positive integer N1 depending on n (with Ny < C NgN )
such that the following holds. For a given 8 > 0, consider the interval

Iy = (A" 5o, O ATV A,).

Let Ry, Ra, ..., RN, be cubes from Top such that Ry.1 € End(Ry) for k = 1. Then at least
one of the cubes Ry, with 1 < k < N, satisfies

O(Ry) ¢ Iy.
Proof. Recall that
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so that

Iy = (A Noman g A an).
Consider a sequence Ry, Ro, ..., Ry, of cubes from Top such that Ry, € End(Ry) for k > 1.
By the definition of End(Ry) there are only two possibilities: either Ryy; € HD(Ry), or
R+ is a maximal P-doubling cube contained in some cube from LD(Ry). Note that in
the former case we have O(Rg4+1) = AO(Ry), and in the latter case we have O(Rg41) <
C60O(Ry), by ([BH) and the definition of LD(Ry).

The key observation is the following:
(5.5)  O(Ry) <OAN = cither O(Rys1) ¢y or O(Rys1) = AO(Ry).

This follows from the fact that, in the case ©(Ry11) € Iy, we have Ry1 € HD(Ry) because
otherwise

O(Rys1) < CO(Ry,) < C08y AN < 05 ATV .
Analogously,
(5.6) O(Ry) = 0ATN = cither O(Ryi1) ¢ Iy or O(Rpy1) < CoO(Ry),
because, in the case O(Ry41) € Iy, we have R, ¢ HD(Ry), since otherwise
O(Rys1) = AO(Ry,) = O A an.

To prove the lemma, suppose that O(R;) € Iy. Otherwise we are done. By applying
(E3) No + 1 times, we deduce that either O(Ry) ¢ Ip for some k € (1, Ny + 2], or there
exists some ky € [1, Ny + 1] such that

O(Ry,) = O ATV
Then, from (5.6), we deduce that either O (R, +1) ¢ Iy, or
(5'7) @(Rkﬁ-l) < Coy @(Rkl) < 0509/\1_% < 509A1—ﬁ‘

Now we have:
Claim 5.5. Let k> 1 and a € (0,1). Suppose that
O(Ry) € (500 A738, 550 AY).
Then, either there exists some kg € [k + 1,k + No + 1] such that ©O(Ry,) ¢ Iy, or
O(Rpsnys1) € (600 A7TN | 5,0 A% 37).

In case that a < ﬁ, one should understand that the second alternative is not possible.
Proof. Suppose that the first alternative in the claim does not hold. Then we deduce that
O(Riy;) = N O(Rg) forj=1,...,No,

because, for all j =1,..., Ng— 1,
O(Rrj) < N O(Ry) < o0 ANo 140 — g Aaw—1+0 < g Aaw,
and then (5.5)) implies that ©(Ry4 ;1) = AO(Ry4;). So we infer that
O(Rpsn,) = AN O(Ry,) = 6 0 A~ v N0 — g A~an
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Then, by (5.0) we have
O(RpiNy+1) < COoO(Rpyn,) = COHAN O(Ry,)
— CA2v O(Ry) < CAZN 650 A < 50 A" 3w .
O
To complete the proof of the lemma observe that, by (5.7]) and a repeated application
of the preceding claim, we infer that there exists some k € [k1 + 2, k1 + C Ny N] such that

O(Ry) ¢ Iy, since after C'N iterations the second alternative in the lemma is not possible.
This concludes the proof of the lemma. O

We proceed with the proof of (5.4)) from Lemmal5.3] that is, the estimate #L;(P, k) < Ca.
Proof of (57)). For h = 1 set
LI (P, k) := Li(P,k) n LD
Notice that each family L;»‘ (P, k) consists of a single cube, at most. Indeed, we have
(5.8) Rel;(P,k) = Pc B(®(R))

because P € €'(Q) for some @ € Trck(R) and @ < B(e”(R)) by Lemma 7. Thus, if
R,R € L;»‘(P, k), then B(e® (R)) n B(e®(R')) # @, which can only happen if R = R’ (by
Lemma 5.1 (ii)).

Let Ry be a cube in L;(P, k) with maximal side length, and let hy be such that Ry e
L?O (P, k). We will show that L;“ (P, k) # @ implies hg < h1 < hg + Cy. Together with the
observation #L;‘ (P, k) < 1 this will conclude the proof of (5.4)).

Claim 5.6. Let Ry € L;j(P,k)\{Ro}, and let hy be such that Ry € L;-”(P, k). Then hy = hy.

Proof. Suppose that hy < hg. Let Rgl be the cube that contains Ry and belongs to F;”.
Observe that
BB 5o (3) 3 3
P < B(e"(Ro)) n B(e™ (1))  B(zgy, 5¢(Ro)) N B(zg,, 5(R1))
< Blagn, 5U(Rg") + 3U(Ro)) 0 Blagy, $U(R)).

2

tion. Since E(Rgl) > Ao l(Rp) = Ao ¢(Ry) (the last inequality follows by the choice of Rp),
we deduce that

B(e™ (R1)) © Bxg,, 30(R1)) < By, 30(BgY) + 50(Ro)) < B(e™ (Rg)).

So the two balls B(azRgl, LU(RM) + 30(Ry)) and B(zp,, 3¢(R1)) have non-empty intersec-

However, these inclusions contradict the property (i) of the family L;“ in Lemma 5.1
because R; # Rgl. O

Claim 5.7. Let Ry € L;(P,k)\{Ro}, and let hy be such that Ry € L;“(P, k). Then
(5.9) hi < hg+C.
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Proof. Suppose that hy > hg+ 1. This implies that there are cubes {R}ll}ho_i_lshshl_l, with
Rh e F;-‘ for each h, such that

Rhotl o Riot2 o o Rl o R — Ry,

Observe now that £(R!%!) < ¢(Ry). Otherwise, there exists some cube R e F?O that
contains R?OH with

U(RY) = Ag L(R{*T) = Ag £(Ry).
Since P < B(e®(Ry)) n B(e®(Ry)), arguing as in the previous claim, we deduce that
B(e®(Ry)) c B(e® (R?O)), which contradicts again the property (i) of the family L?O in
Lemma [5.7], as above. So we have

ORI < O(RMTY) < 6(Rg)  for b= hg + 1.
By the construction of Trcg(Rp), there exists a sequence of cubes Sy = Ry, S1, 5o, ..., Sk =

Q) such that

Si+1 € GH(S;) fori=0,...,k—1,
and P € T(€'(Sg)). In case that P is contained in some Q" € HD1(e'(Q)) = HD1(€'(Sk)),
we write Sp41 = @Q’, and we let k := k + 1. Otherwise, we let k := k. All in all, we have

(510) Si+1 € HDl(e/(SZ)) for i = 0, ce ,k’ — 1,

and Si ., := P < €/(S}) is not strictly contained in any cube from HD1(e'(.5;)).
Obviously we have £(S;41) < £(S;) for all i. So, for each h with hg + 1 < h < hy there
is some ¢ = i(h) such that

(5.11) 0(Si) > £(RY) = £(Siy1),

with 0 < i < k. We claim that eNither 1<lord= /~<;, with the implicit constant depending
on n. Indeed, in the case i < k, let T € D, be such that T' > S;;1 and £(T) = £(R}).
Notice that, since 2R? n 2T # & (because both 2RF and 27 contain P) and ¢(R}) = ¢(T),
we have

(5.12) P(T) ~ P(RY) ~ O(R!) = O(Ry),
where in the last equality we used the definition of L;. On the other hand,
(5.13) P(T) = 60 O(S;)

because otherwise T' is contained in some cube from LD(.S;), which would imply that S;;q
does not belong to HD1(€/(.5;)). Thus, from (5.12) and (EI3]) we derive that

O(Ry) = 00 O(S;) = 59 A" O(Ry).

Hence A* < 0y 1, which yields i <,, 1if i < /~<;, as claimed.

The preceding discussion implies that, in order to prove (5.9), it suffices to show that,
for each fixed i = 0,...,k, there are at most C' = C(n) cubes R} satisfying (5.11)) with
this fixed . ~

Case i < k. Assume first that ¢ < k. Recall that Ny is the constant given by Lemma
5.4, and suppose that there exist more than Ny cubes R} satisfying (5.IT). Since {R}}
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is a nested sequence of cubes, this is equivalent to saying that there exists some s €
[ho + 1, hy — Ni] such that

(5.14) for h € [s,s + Ni] the cubes R} satisfy (511)).

Taking 6 = ©(S;), Lemma [5.4] ensures that there exists some cube T' € Top such that
R o T > R™1 which satisfies either

(5.15) OT) <A i85, 0(S;)  or  O(T) = Aiv A, O(S)).

Now, let T” € D,, be such that Sj;1 < T" < €/(S;) and £(T") = ¢(T'), where we use the fact
that £(S;) > ((R5) = ((T) = L(Ry™™) > £(Si41) and Siy1 < €/(S;). Notice that

(5.16) P(T") ~ P(T) ~ O(T),

because 2T N 27" # &.
If the first option in (5.15]) holds, we deduce that

P(T') < CO(T) < CA~5 8, O(S;) < 6 O(S;).

This implies that 7" is contained in some cube from LD(S;) n Stop, (¢’(S;)), which ensures
that S; 1 ¢ HD1(¢/(S;)) (notice that we are using the fact that i < k), which is a contradic-
tion with (5.10). Thus, 7 must satisfy the second estimate of (5.I5]). But in this case (5.16])
yields P(T") > A,O(S;), and so T" is strictly contained in some cube from HD;(€'(S;)).
Hence, Si;1 ¢ HD1(¢/(S;)), which again gives a contradiction. In consequence, if i < Fk,

then (.I14) does not hold for any s.

Case i = k. Assume again that (5.14) holds for some s € [ho + 1, by — N1], and let s
be the smallest possible such that (5.14) holds. The same argument as above shows that
the cube T” from the preceding paragraph is contained in some cube T” € Stop, (€¢/(S;)).
Since we assumed that s is minimal, R > 7 > R{*™ and £(T") = ((T") = ((T), we get
that there are at most Ny cubes R} satisfying (5.IT) such that £(S;) > £(R}) = ¢(T"). We
claim that there is also a bounded number of cubes R} such that

(5.17) oT") = 6(RM) = 0(P).

Indeed, by the definition of the family End(¢/(R)) and Lemma [3.3] if we denote by T, the
m-th descendant of T” which contains P, for m’ = m > 0, it follows that

Suppose then that there are two cubes R, R such that £(RY) < £(RF) < €(T"). Let Ty,
and T},» be such that ¢(R?) = ¢(T},) and E(Rh') = {(T,y). By arguments analogous to the
ones in (5.16]), we derive that

P(Tw) ~ P(R}) ~ O(Rg) and  P(Ty) ~ P(RY) ~ O(Ry),
where we also used the fact that O(RY) = ©(RY) = ©(Ry). On the other hand, since
|m —m/| = |h — h'|, we have
O(Ry) ~ P(Tr) < 4" 1P P(T,) ~ A7 "2 0(Ry),

which implies that |h — A'| < 1. From this fact it follows that there is a bounded number
of cubes RY satisfying (5.17)), as claimed. Putting all together, we get (5.9). O
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This ends the proof of Lemma [5.3] O

6. THE RIESZ TRANSFORM ON THE TRACTABLE TREES: THE APPROXIMATING
MEASURES 1), v, AND THE VARIATIONAL ARGUMENT

In this section, for a given R € MDW such that 7 (¢/(R)) is tractable (i.e., R € Trc), we
will define a suitable measure 7 that approximates p at the level of the cubes from 7 (¢/(R))
and we will estimate |Rn|»;) from below. To this end, we will apply a variational
argument in LP by techniques inspired by [RT] and [INRT]. In the next section we will
transfer these estimates to Rpu.

6.1. The suppressed Riesz transform and a Cotlar type inequality. Let ® : R"*! —
[0,00) be a 1-Lipschitz function. Below we will need to work with the suppressed Riesz
kernel

(6.1) Ko(z,y) = Ty

(Jo — yl? + d(x)d(y)) "

and the associated operator

Roa(x) = jK@(l‘, y) da(y),

where « is a signed measure in R"*!. For a positive measure w and f € Llloc(w), we write
Rowf = Ra(fw). The kernel K¢ (or a variant of this) appeared for the first time in the
work of Nazarov, Treil and Volberg in connection with Vitushkin’s conjecture (see [Vol).

This is a Calderéon-Zygmund kernel which satisfies the properties:
1

o N P R EE Ik
and
(6.3) VKo (2, 9)] + [VyKa(2,y)] < ! _

(Jz =yl + ®(z) + (y))

for all z,y e R**1.
Also, if e ~ ®(x), then we have
B
(6.4) ‘Raa(az) — cha(x)‘ < sup M,
r>®(z) r
with the implicit constant in the inequality depending on the implicit constant in the
comparability € ~ ®(x). See Lemmas 5.4 and 5.5 in [To3].
The following result is an easy consequence of a T theorem of Nazarov, Treil and
Volberg. See Chapter 5 of [To3|, for example. We will use this to prove (6.39).

Theorem 6.1. Let w be a Radon measure in R"™! and let ® : R"T! — [0,00) be a 1-
Lipschitz function. Suppose that

(a) w(B(z,r)) < cor™ for allr = ®(x), and
(b) sup.g(y) [Rew(z)| < cr.
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Then R, is bounded in LP(w), for 1 < p < o, with a bound on its norm depending only
on p, ¢y and c1. In particular, R, is bounded in LP(w) on the set {x : ®(z) = 0}.

We define the energy W, (with respect to w) of a set ' < R+ a,

ﬂdlam T ()l

We say that a ball B < R"™! is (a,b)-doubling
w(aB) < bw(B).
We denote by M, f the usual centered maximal Hardy-Littlewood operator applied to f:

1
Mof (@) = sup T JBW 7] de

f the version

and by (ro,a,b)

MT0ad) £ () = sup |f| dw,

1
W(B (l‘, 7")) jB(w,r)

where the sup is taken over all radii » > 7 such that the ball B(z,r) is (a,b)-doubling.

Lemma 6.2. Let z € R, rg > 0, and 6, > 0. Suppose that for all r = rg
O, (x,r) <61

and

W, (B(z,r)) < 01 w(B(z,1)) if B(z,7) is (16,128"%2)-doubling.
Then
(6.5) sup |[Rew(x)| < Mgo’lﬁ’lzsn”)(Rw)(a:) + 0.

270

Proof. For a given ¢ > 7, let k > 0 be minimal so that, for 7 = 128 ¢, the ball B(x,r) is
(128,128"+2)-doubling (in particular, this implies that B(z,8r) is (16,128""2)-doubling).
It is easy to see that such k exists using the assumption 0, (z,r) < 6;. By a standard
estimate (see Lemma 2.20 from [To3]), it follows that

Res(o)] < [Rers(o)] + € 2T < Ruvala)] + C
It is immediate to check that for any 2/ € B(x, 2r),
(6.6) |Rgrw () — RXB(aar)ew(z’)| < 0.
Consider radial C! functions 1; and 1) such that

XB(zar) S V1 < XB(zgr)  and  XB(er) S Y2 < XB(e,2r)s

and Lip(11) < r, Lip(¢2) < 7. Given a function f € L} (w), denote by my,, f the (aw)-
mean of f, i.e.,

My | = f faba dw.

b2l ot ) HL
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Notice that
1

w(B(x,r))
From (6.6) we deduce that
[ Rsrw (@) = My (RIXB(,ar)ew) ) | < Moo (|Rsrw(2) — R(XB(aar)ew)]) < 1.
Then we have
Rerw ()] < 01 + [Myo(RIXB(@,ar)ew)|
< 01+ | My (R(XB(@,ar)ew) — R((1 = ¥1)w))| + [mypne (R(110)) | + [Mppr (Rw)|
<01+ My (R(1w)) | + MG (R0) (),

To estimate the middle term on the right hand side we use the antisymmetry of R:

I (R)| < f Reo| deo ~ Jf Reo| deo < MUOI6128742) (203 )
B(z,2r) B(z,2r)

g (R(1))]| = ”MW [[ K== 610020 ity e
- o HK (1) (=) — 1 () () divly) (=)
1 1 _ W (B(z,8r))
S S B@n) U Tyt W RS ) S

B(x,8r)x B(x,8r)
(]

Remark 6.3. In fact, the proof of the preceding lemma shows that, given any measure w,
reR"! and € > 0,

W(B(l‘,r)) Ww(B(x78€/))
6.7 Rew(x)| < J[ Rw|dw + sup Y
(6.7) | @)l B(z,2¢") | | r>e " w(B(z,8))

where ¢/ = 27%¢, with k& > 0 minimal such that the ball B(x,¢) is (128, 128"+2)-doubling.

6.2. The family Reg(¢/(R)) and the approximating measure 7. In the remaining of
this section we fix a cube R € MDW such that 7 (e/(R)) is tractable.
We need to define some regularized family of ending cubes for T (¢/(R)). First, let

dr(z) = inf (dist(z, Q)+ 4(Q)).

QeT(¢'(R))
Notice that dg is a 1-Lipschitz function. Given 0 < ¢y < ¢(R), we denote
(6.8) dre, () = max (Lo, dr()),

which is also 1-Lipschitz. For each x € ¢/(R) we take the largest cube @, € D,, such that
T € Q, with

1

(6.9) UQs) < g5 inf drgy ().

We consider the collection of the different cubes Q,, = € €'(R), and we denote it by
Reg(¢/(R)) (this stands for “regularized cubes”).
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The constant £y is just an auxiliary parameter that prevents ¢(Q,) from vanishing.
Eventually ¢y will be taken extremely small. In particular, we assume ¢y small enough so
that

1
(6.10) u< U Q) > §u< U Q>.
QeHD1 (e(R)):£(Q)=4o QeHD1 (e(R))

We let Treg(€'(R)) be the family of cubes made up of R and all the cubes of the next
generations which are contained in €/(R) but are not strictly contained in any cube from
Reg(¢'(R)).

Lemma 6.4. The cubes from Reg(e'(R)) are pairwise disjoint and satisfy the following
properties:

(a) If P € Reg(€¢/(R)) and x € B(zp,50¢(P)), then 10¢(P) < dpy,(z) < cl(P), where
c is some constant depending only on n.

(b) There exists some absolute constant ¢ > 0 such that if P, P' € Reg(¢/(R)) satisfy
B(xp,500(P)) n B(xpr,50L(P")) # &, then

¢ Y(P) < U(P') < cl(P).
(c) For each P € Reg(e/(R)), there are at most Cs cubes P’ € Reg(€¢/(R)) such that
B(xp,50¢(P)) n B(xpr,500(P")) # @,

where C3 is some absolute constant.

The proof of this lemma is standard. See for example [To2, Lemma 6.6].

Next we define a measure n which, in a sense, approximates ,u[e,( r) at the level of the
family Reg(¢/(R)). We let

PeReg(e/'(R))

where £ stands for the Lebesgue measure in R, With each Q € Treg(€'(R)) we
associate another “cube” QU defined as follows:

= U iBP)
PeReg(e/(R)):PcQ

Further, we consider a lattice D,, associated with the measure 7 which is made up of
the cubes Q) with Q € Treg(€/(R)) and other cubes which are descendants of the cubes
from Reg(e/(R)). We assume that D, satisfies the first two properties of Lemma 211 with
the same parameters Ay and Cy as D,,. It is straightforward to check that D, can be
constructed in this way. For S € D, such that S = QM with Q € Treg(€/(R)), we let
Q = SW. Further, we write £(S) := £(Q), Bs := Bg, and 6(S) := 0(Q).
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6.3. The auxiliary family H. Given p > 1 and a family I < D,,, we denote

op(I) = Y, O(P) u(P),

Pel
so that o(I) = o9(I). Recall that

HD.(R) = hd*x(R),
with ka, = ka(1 — &), and that
HD1(e(R)) = Stop,(e(R)) n HD«(R), HD1(¢/(R)) = Stop,(¢/(R)) n HD4(R).
For R e MDW and j = 0, denote
Hj(¢'(R)) = Treg(¢'(R)) N hd®+*(R),
so that Ho(¢/(R)) = HD1(¢/(R)) N Treg(€'(R)).

Remark 6.5. Note that for j > ka, + 2 we have H;(¢/(R)) = @. Indeed, by the definition
of Reg(e/(R)) and Treg(e/'(R)), for each @ € Treg(€'(R)) there exists P € T (e/(R)) such
that 2Bg < 2Bp and £(Q) < {(P) < A2((Q). Thus,

#(2Bq) _ w(2Bp) _ 1onp(2Bp)
Qe = aer 0 apye
Since for each P € T (¢/(R)) we have O(P) < A20(R), it follows that ©(Q) < A3"A20(R).

The fact that max;>o0,(H;(e’(R))) may be much larger than o,(HD;(¢/(R)) may cause
problems in some estimates. For this reason, we need to introduce an auxiliary family H.
We deal with this issue in this section.

Recall that, for R € D, ,
e(R) = epry)(R) and  €'(R) = epmys,

where
ei(R)=Ru U Q,

with the union running over the cubes @ € D, ;41 such that

dist(zg, Q) < @ + 2i0(Q).

For j = 0, we set
eij(R) = U ¢ (Q),
Q€D k+1:Qcei(R)

and we let Hy(e; j(R)) be the subfamily of the cubes from Hj(e/(R)) which are contained
in ei,j (R)

From now on, we let €, be some positive constant depending just on n. In the present
paper, later on, we will simply take &, = 1/15. However, for another application of the
results from this section in [To4] it is convenient to allow &, to depend on n.

Lemma 6.6. Let p e (1,2]. For any R € MDW there exist some j, k, with 10 < j < Ag/4
and 0 < k < kp, + 2 such that
(6.11) op(Hm(enr),j+1(R))) < AF op(He(enm) j(R)))  for allm =0,

assuming Ag big enough (possibly depending on n).
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Proof. For each j, we denote by 0 < k; < kj, + 2 the integer such that

o (Hy (enca (1)) = | miss o (Hi(enn (7).

The lemma can be rephrased in the following way: there exists 10 < j < Ag/4 such that
op(Hij i (en(r) j+1(R))) < AL op(Hi, (en(r) ; (R)))-

We prove this by contradiction. Suppose the estimate above fails for all 10 < j < Ag/4,
and let jg be the largest integer smaller than Ap/4. Then we have

(6.12)  op(Hg,, (en(r) jo (R))) = AL op(Hiy,—, (en(r) jo—1(R)))
> 2 AP0, (i (engryi0(R))) = A0, (Ho(encmy 10(R)))

- dBI(Ib 1
> AL o, (Holenm(R) > 5

Concerning the left hand side of the inequality above, since ey (g) j,(R) < 2R and kj, <
ka, + 2, we have

~ A0 5 (HDy (e(R))),

op(Hiy, (encr).jo (R)) < AT'PAZ O(R) 1(2R).

Due to the fact that R is P-doubling, as in @) we have ;(2R) < Co Cy AL pu(R). Thus,
(6.13) op(Hi,, (enr) jo (R))) < CoCa AP G (R).

Concerning the right hand side of (G.I2]), observe that, denoting ©(HD;) = A O(R) =
O(Q) for any Q € HD1(e(R)), we have

@10
o,(HD1(e(R))) = O(HD1)P20(HD1(e(R))) > B 'O(HD1)P20(R) = A, A2 %0,(R).

We deduce from (6.12), ([6.13]), and the above, that

1 i

S AL OIS0 (R) < Co Ca AT AP (R).
Since Ay > A and jo ~ Ay, it is clear that this inequality is violated if Ag is big enough,
depending just on n. O

6.4. Some technical lemmas. Let j(R), k(R) be such that 10 < j(R) < Ap/4, 0 <
E(R) < ka, +2 and

op(Hm(enr) jry+1(R))) < AS op(Hyry (en(r) jry(R)))  for all m >0,
We denote

Su = U QS = U 3B(Q)
QeReg:Qcen(r),j(r)(R) QeReg:Qcen(r),j(r)(R)
and
/ 1
S = g Q 8= U 3B(Q).
QeReg:Qcen(ry, j(r)+1(R) QeReg:Qcen(r),j(r)+1(R)
Notice that, by construction,
(6.14) dist(supp p\e'(R), S;,) = cAyH(R),

where ¢ > 0 is an absolute constant.
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For m = 1,2,3,4, denote by V,, the mAagf(R)—neighborhood of S,. Let pr be a
C*' function which equals 1 in V3, vanishes out of Vj, and such that |pglls < 1 and
IVor|o < 243¢(R)™L. Observe that, for x € supp p\e'(R), dist(z, V4) 2 ¢(R). In fact,
from (6.14) one can derive that

(6.15)  dist(Q,supp p\€e'(R)) = ¢(R) for all Q € Reg(¢/(R)) such that Bg N Vy # &,

taking into account that ¢(Q) < AGLol {(R) for every Q € Reg(¢/(R)).
We consider the measure
V=9RrRMN
and the function

Gla) — 2A8j L

I S
s, ((R) o —y[ ! n(y)

Notice that
G(z) <O(R) forallxze V).

To shorten notation, we write

H = Hyr) (enr),jr) (R)), H = Hi(r)(en(r),j(r)+1(R))

H=|JQm, m -]

QeH QeH’

and

We also set i
O(H) = 4, " o (R),
so that for any @ € H we have ©(Q) = O(H).

Lemma 6.7. Let A = R"*! be the set of those x € R which belong to some (16,128"2)-
doubling (with respect to v) ball B < R™! such that

W,(B) > MOMH)v(B) and 0,(yB) <c2O(H) forally=>1.
Then, for M =1 big enough,
Asn
M
Proof. Observe first that, for any ball B < R™! with r(B) € [A;" 1, Ay¥],

W.(B) < 60,(B)v(B)

1
i dv(z) dv(y
Z Z LEQ L:Aoj2<x—y<AOj1 ’]‘(B) ‘x _ y‘n—l ( ) ( )

j>k+1QeD, ;:Qc2B

UQ)
@) (2B Q).

QeD,:Qc2B

v(4) 3

v(H).

<

To prove the lemma, we apply Vitali’s 57-covering lemma to get a family of (16, 128"+2)-
doubling balls B;, i € I, which satisfy the following:
e the balls 2B;, i € I, are pairwise disjoint,
e AC Uie] 1OBZ',
o W,(B;) > MO(H)v(B;) and 6,(vB;) < c2©(H) and for all i € I and v > 1.
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Then we deduce

(6.16) v(A) <) v(10B;) £ > v(B mZWV(Bi)

el el el
1 Q)
< — —=20,(2B .
S O(H) ;Qem%awi r(B;) (2Bo)v(Q)

Now we take into account that all the cubes ) which are not contained in any cube P with

PW e H' satisfy 6,(2Bg) < 6,(2Bg) < ©(H). Then, for each i€ I,

Q) 9,/(2BQ) v(Q) < Z Z {Q) 977(2BQ)77(Q)

r(Bi) PeH’ QeDy:Q2B;AP r(Bi)

o) Y 19 )

QeD,:Qc2B; r

QeDy:QC2B;

Observe that the last term on the right hand side is bounded above by ©(H)v(2B;) ~
O(H)v(B;). So plugging the previous estimate into (6.16]), we get

L
DS el B X s @BalnQ)+ g Y

ze[ PweH QeDy:Qc2B;nP ZEI
Since B; < A for each ¢, the last term is at most %I/(A) for M big enough. Thus,
(Q)
(6.17) v(A) Z D > (B P(2Ba)n(Q).
zeI PweH QeDy:Qc2B;nP

To estimate the term on the right hand side above, we denote by Fj the family of cubes
from D,, which are contained in some cube QM with Q e H, = He(en(r),j(r)+1 (1)) and

are not contained in any cube P™ with P e Hj. 1 := Her1(enr),j(r)+1(R)). Notice that
0n(2Bq) < ©(His1) ~ ©(Hp),

where ©(Hy) = ©(Q') for Q" € Hj, (this does not depend on the specific cube @Q’). Then,
for each ¢ € I, we have

(6.18)
0Q (Q
NN SEeemn@- Y NN eeEgQ)
P(WeH’ QeDy:Qc2B;nP k=k(R) P(WeH| QeF:Qc2B;nP v
14
DD IRCIC (@),
k=k(R) P(m)eH!, QeF:Qc2B;nP v

We claim now that for @ in the last sum, we have

(6.19) 0Q) < Ay ") 1 (By).

To check this, let P(Q, k) € H}, be such that @ < P(Q, k). From the condition
(6.20) 0,(vB;) < c©O(H) forally>1
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and the fact that P(Q, k) n 2B; # & (because Q c 2B;) we infer that r(B;) = {(P(Q,k))
for k big enough. Otherwise we would find a ball vB; containing P(Q, k) with radius
comparable to ¢(P(Q,k)), so that

0,(vB;) = cO(P(Q,k)) > c2 O(H)
for k big enough (depending on c¢2), contradicting (6.20). So we have P(Q,k) < 6B; and
thus
U(P(Q, k)"

c20(H) > 0,(6B;) 2 (B;)"

O(P(Q, k) = AgEFE) 9 (h).

This gives
UQ) < UPQ. 1) < A4, v(By)
and proves (6.19) for k big enough, and thus for all & if we choose the implicit constant in

([619) suitably.
From (G.I9) we deduce that the right hand side of (6I8) does not exceed

1/2
S 4ty S S (T )

k=k(R) PWeH, Q=2BinP

oA R oH) Y 2B P).
k=k(R) P(M)EH;€

Plugging this estimate into (6.17) and recalling that the balls 2B; are disjoint, we get

k— kR
v(A) < )Z A FTRENE N O (Hy) n(2B;  P)
1€l k=k(R) P(“)GH’
2 Ag RN O (Hy) n(P)
k>k(R PUeH;,

By Holder’s inequality, for each k = k(R) we have

D1 O(HN(P) < op(H) P n(H)VP'
PWeH;

We can estimate the right hand side using (6.11)):
O-P(H%) < Ain UP(H)7

n(H') =
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Let 7y denote the family of all cubes from D, made up of R and all the cubes of the
next generations which are contained in e(g) j(r)+1(R2) but are not strictly contained in
any cube from from H’. We consider the function

(6.21) U(z) = Qigﬁw (0(Q) + dist(z, Q).

Notice that ¥ is a 1-Lipschitz function. We also have the following result, which will be
proven by quite standard arguments.

Lemma 6.8. For all x € R"*!, we have
(6.22) sup WL?T)) < sup &i’r)) < O(H) for all z e R*L,
r=U(x) r r=U(x) r

Proof. The first inequality in (€.22) is trivial. Concerning the second one, in the case
r > {(R)/10 we just use that

n(B(z,r)) < p(e'(R) £ w(R) £ OR)LR)" < OH)r".

So we may assume that U(z) < r < ¢(R)/10. By the definition of ¥(z), there exists
Q € Ty such that

Q) + dist(z,Q) <.

Therefore, Bg < B(xz,4r) and so there exists an ancestor ' > @ which belongs to Ty
such that B(z,r) < 2Bg, with £(Q") ~ r. Then, ©(Q’) < ©(H) and

n(B(z,r)) < > n(P™) = > p(P).

PeReg(e/(R)):Pn2B gy #0 PeReg(e/(R)):PN2B o #0

Observe now that if P € Reg(e/(R)) satisfies P n 2By # @, then {(P) < ¢(Q') (this
is an easy consequence of Lemma [64(b) and the fact that @’ contains some cube from
Reg(¢’(R))). So we deduce that P < C'Bg. Hence,

n(B(z,r)) < p(CBy) £ OH) L(Q)" ~ O(H) r™.
O

In the next subsection we are going to use a variational argument to show that for some
constant cs, depending at most] on n and Ap, we have

f (IRv(2)] = G(z) = 3 O(H))+[" dv(z) 2 ALP= 0 (H).

See Lemma [6.13] for details. We prove this estimate by contradiction, so that in particular
we will assume that

(6.23) f\(my(g;n —G(x) — e3 O(H))4 [P du(z) < op(H).

Below we prove a few consequences of (6.23)) that will be useful in the proof of Lemma
0. 1]

2The constant c3 will be chosen of the form c3 = Ag("), and it will not depend on A, €5, or other
parameters of the construction.
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We denote

Riwv(z) = sup |Rev(z)|.
e>U(x)

Lemma 6.9. Suppose that (623]) holds. Then,

AEn
(6.24) v({z eS8, : Rewr(z) > MOH)}) <Cy ]\*4 v(H).
Proof. Recall that we denote by Vi the Ay 3¢(R)-neighborhood of S, and that
G(z) <O(R) forall ze V.

Then the assumption in the lemma implies that
(6.25) f Ru(@)|P dv(z) < op(H).
\%1

By Remark [6.3] for any x € S, and € > ¥(x),

v(B(z,r)) , Wy (B(z,8))
Rev(x) < Rv|dv + su + ,
R 5 f, Rl s SRS
where ¢/ = 27%¢, with k£ > 0 minimal such that the ball B(xz,¢) is (128, 128"*2)-doubling.
In the case ¢/ > %Aa?’ ¢(R), by standard arguments,

(B(z,£")

R.v(z)] < |Rov(z)] + C 2 oy = Ceum < Mo(H),

for Ay (or M) big enough.
In the case ¢’ < $A5?¢(R), we have B(z,2¢') = V; and thus

n B v B I
IR.v(z)| < M,(/\I/(x),16,128 +2)(XV1RV)($) + sup v( (LE,T)) + W( (z T))’
r=v(x) rr reD(z):r=¥(x) V(B(Z’, T))
where D(z) denotes the set of radii r > 0 such that B(z,7) is (16,128""2)-doubling. Also,
as shown in (6.22)),
B
r=V(z) r
We deduce that in any case (i.e., for any ¢’), assuming M larger than some absolute
constant,

v({z eS8, : Rewr(z) > MO(H)})
< V({x € ST? : Ml(/‘l’(w)716,128n+2)(XVl,RV)(x) - M @;(H) })

L(B(x,r C]
" V<{x € 5 ;eD(;)l:ng\I/(x) Mj(gﬂ(&?‘);) - 3<H) }>

=:T1 + Ts.

To deal with the term T, we use the weak LP(v) boundedness of M,(,\p(m)’lﬁ’lzgnﬂ) and
([625) to obtain

Ty <

1
S Grem)y (H).

RoPdv < —
), R
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Concerning T5, by Lemma [6.7]

En

T2 S ]\2 I/(H)

So we have

v({z eS8y : Rewr(z) > MOH)}) < ﬁ n(H) +

AS
M

v(H) <

For v > 1, we let
Z(y) = {x e S : Rewr(z) >vA;" O(H)}.
Notice that, under the assumption (6.23), by Lemma 9] (with M = yA5*), we have

(6.26) v(Z(y) nS,) < Cyy v(H).
For x € Z(7), let
(6.27) e(x,vy) =sup{e : e > ¥(z), |[Rev(x)| > yAS» O(H)}

We define the exceptional set Z’(y) as

Z() = |J Bl.elx,)).

zeZ(y)

The next lemma shows that v(Z’(y) n'S,) is small if + is taken big enough.

Lemma 6.10. If y € Z'(), then Ry wv(y) > (YA* — ca)O(H), for some ¢4 > 0. Thus,
under the assumption (G.23), if v = 2cq4, then

(6.28) v(Z'(7)nS,) < 27& v(H).

Proof. The arguments are similar to the ones in Lemma 5.2 from [To3|. However, for the
reader’s convenience we will explain here the basic details.
By standard arguments (which just use the fact that the Riesz kernel is a Calderon-
Zygmund kernel), for all y € B(x,e(x,7)), with x € Z(v), we have
v(B(x,r
|Re(mn/)y($) - R2e(m,~/)y(y)| < sup u S ®(H)7

re(zn) T

taking into account that e(x,y) = ¥(z) and recalling (6.22)) for the last estimate. So we
have

|,R’2e(mn/)y(y)| = ‘Re(mn/)y(w” —C4 ®<H) = ’YAin ®<H) —C4 @(H)
Observe now that
U(y) < ¥(z) + [z —y| < 2e(z,7).
So
R*,\I/V(y) = |,R’2e(mn/)y(y)| > (’YAin - C4)@(H)7
which proves the first statement of the lemma.
In particular, taking v > 2c¢4, from the last estimate we derive

Ruwv(y) > 3 A5 O(H),
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and so y € Z(y/2), which shows that Z'(v) < Z(v/2). Thus, by (6.26),
v(Z'(7) nSy) < v(Z(v/2) 0 Sy) < 2Cyy v(H).

We choose v = max(1,2cq,4C}), so that, under the assumption (6.23),

(6.29) v(Z'(v) nSy) < = v(H).

N =

Also we define

®(z) = max(¥(z), dist(z, R"\Z'(v)).
Notice that ® is a 1-Lipschitz function which coincides with ¥(z) away from Z’(vy) and
that

(6.30) O(z) = e(z,y) forallxze Z(y).

Lemma 6.11. The suppressed operator Re is bounded in LP(v), with |Re|rrw)—rre) S
AsO(H).

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Theorem and the construction of ® above.

Indeed, by (6.22),
v(B(z,r)) < OH)r" for all r > ®(z).
Also, by (D),

sup |Rev(z)] < sup |[Rev(x)] < yA*O(H) for all z € Z(7).
e>d(z) ex>e(x,y)

On the other hand, by the definition of Z () we also have

sup |Rev(z)| < sup |Rev(z)| <AL O(H)  for x e S{\Z(y).
e>P(z) e>U(x)

So we can apply Theorem (.11 taking w = (CA$*O(H))~! v with an appropriate absolute
constant C, and then the lemma follows. O

Lemma 6.12. Under the assumption (6.23), there exists a subset Hy = H such that:
(a) n(Ho) = 5 n(H),
(b) R,y is bounded from LP(n| g, ) to Lp(n[‘%), with | Ry ||Lp(anO)HLp(nlS{7) < A"O(H).

Proof. We let
Hy = H\Z/(/Y)v
so that, by (6.29),

N(Ho) = v(Ho) > v(H) ~ (Z'(3) 0.S;) = 3 v(H) = £ n(H).

To prove (b), take f € LP(n|y,) and observe that for z € S;, by (6.4),
R (fn)(@)] = [Re(fv)(@)] < [Ru@) (fv)(@)] + My (fr)(2),
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where Ry () is the ¥(z)-truncated Riesz transform and
(6.31) My po(z) = sup

for any signed Radon measure «. Taking into account that ®(x) > ¥(z), we can split
T—y
Rt (1)(2) = Rago(r)(a) + | I ) dvty).

= = yeHo:¥ (z)<|z—y|<P(z) ‘.’L’ _y‘n+1
To estimate the last integral, notice that for y € Hy, ¥(y) = ®(y), and then the condition
U(z) < |z — y| implies that

O(x) < P(y) + |z —yl=¥(y) + |z -yl < V(@) + 2[z —y[ < 3lz -y
So the last integral above is bounded by

1

f ——[fW)|dv(y) € M (fv)(z).
o (2)/3<|e—y|<d(z) [T — Yl

From the preceding estimate and (6.4]) we derive that

Ru(fn)(@)| < |Ra@) (fv)(@)] + C Mun(fr)(z) < [Re(fr)(@)] + C Mun(fr)(@).

From the last inequality and Lemma [G.11] taking into account that 7 coincides with v
on Vi, we deduce that

IRl Loty ) Lrely) = AFOH) + [Mu | Loy Lrm)-

From the growth condition ([6.22]) and standard covering lemmas, it follows easily that
[Muwn

On the other hand, using the fact that dist(Ho, R"*1\V7) = ¢(R), it is immediate (by
Schur’s criterion, for example) to check that also

Le(p)—Lr(y) S O(H).

”R‘I’||Lp(an0)—>Lp(nls;]\v1) < O(R) < O(H).

6.5. The variational argument.

Lemma 6.13. There is a constant c3 > 0, depending at most on n and Ag, such that for
any p € (1,2], if Ay is big enough, we have

f (Ru()] — G(x) — e O(H)) . [P du(z) 2 APy (H),

where p' = p/(p — 1) and the implicit constant depends on p.
Proof. Suppose that, for a very small 0 < A < 1 to be fixed below,

(6.32) ﬂ(mw G e 0(H)), [P dv < Aoy (H).



54 D. DABROWSKI AND X. TOLSA

Let Hy c H be the set found in Lemmal6.12] Consider the measures of the form 7 = av,
with a € L*(v), a = 0, and let F' be the functional

7 = [(Re] = 6 — cy O(H)) |7 dr + Ml o) 3p(H) + A Z )

Let
m = inf F(1),
where the infimum is taken over all the measures 7 = av, with a € L*(v). We call such
measures admissible. Since v is admissible we infer that
(6.33) m < F(v) < 3Xo,(H).
So the infimum m is attained over the collection of measures 7 = av such that |la] ;=) < 3
and 7(Hp) > 3 v(Ho). In particular, by taking a weak = limit in L®(v), this guaranties
the existence of a minimizer.
Let 7 be an admissible measure such that
(6.34) m = F(1) <3Xop(H).
To simplify notation, we denote
f(z) =G+ c3O(H).
We claim that
(6.35) ‘(|RT($)| —f(x))+|p+p72i[‘(\727'\ —f)+|p_1\727'\_17€7'] () S AO(H)? in suppT,

where for a vector field U, we wrote
n+1
RiU = R*(UT) = — Y Ri(Ui 7).
i=1
Assume ([€.35)) for the moment. Since the function on the left hand side is subharmonic in
R\ supp 7 and continuous in R™*! (recall that 7 and 7 are absolutely continuous with
respect to Lebesgue measure, with bounded densities), we deduce that the same estimate
holds in the whole R"*+1,
Next we need to construct an auxiliary function ¢. First we claim that there exists a
subfamily of cubes H?  H such that
(i) the balls 3Bg = 3B, with Q™ e HO, are disjoint,
(ii) $v(Q) < 7(Q n Hy) < 3v(Q) for all QW e HO, and
(iii) ZQ(MEHO 7(Q N Ho) ~ v(H).
The existence of the family HO follows easily from the fact that 7(Ho) > $v(Ho) >
and 7 = av with |a[ ;=) < 3. Indeed, notice that the family I of cubes QW e
that 7(Q N Ho) < v(Q) satisfies

§v(H)
H such

Y, T(@QnHy) < 1—12 > (@) < %V(H) % (Hy).
Qmer Qwer
So 1
Y@= > T(@nHy) = 5 7(Ho).

QMeH\I QWeH\T
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By Vitali’s 5r-covering lemma, there exists a subfamily H° < H\I such that the balls
{3Bo}gueno are disjoint and the balls {15B¢}qeno cover UQ(MeH\I Q. From the fact
that the cubes from H° are P-doubling and the properties of the family Reg(e/(R)) in
Lemma 6.4, we have v(Q) ~ v(15Bg) if Q¥ € H°, and thus

1
> T@nHy) > Y v@~ Y, v(15Bg)
QW eHO QM eHO QMWeHO
1 1 1
> ) (@) =3 > 7(Q) > ¢ 7(Ho) > gz v(H).
Q(#)eH\I Q(H)eH\I

The converse estimate },5qeno 7(Q N Ho) < v(H) follows trivially from [af 1o,y < 3.
We consider the function

(6.36) b= 0@ yq,

QW eHO
where XB, < ¢0 < X1.1Bg, [Veqllo < €(Q)'. Remark that
R¥ (Ve L) = éo,
where ¢ is some non-zero absolute constant. Notice also that

(6.37) Vel s ), ©(Q)HUQ)" ~ T(Ho).

QW eHo

Multiplying the left hand side of (€.38]) by |V|, integrating with respect to the Lebesgue
measure £"+!, taking into account that the estimate in (6.35) holds on the whole R,

and using ([6.37), we get

(6.38) ﬁ(mﬂ — 1), P [VpldLm ! +pf7zj[\(|m| . f)+|P*1\7zTrl7zT] V| dLn!
< Aop(H).

Next we estimate the second integral on the left hand side of the preceding inequality,
which we denote by I. For that purpose we will also need the estimate

(6.39) f RVl dCm )P dr < AP0, (H),

which we defer to Lemma [6.14l Using this inequality we get

1] = ] [10Ret = ) 0= R R ROV 27

< (flurel = 1) par) " ([ ravel ety ar) "

< (P ( [1Rwel ypar) "
@M

(Aop(H) 7 (AZ= 0, (H)) 2 = AV AZn g, (H).
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From (€.38) and the preceding estimate we deduce that
JIRel = 1), P (961 a1 < X Az, (H),
Notice now that, for all x € supp ¢,

1 n(Sy)
G(z) = 2A3j ———d < - 1l < O(R),
() =24 ) v TR T — o1t 1Y) = iy disu(sy\ v, st S O

and so
If(z)] < CO(R) + c3O(H) < 2¢3 O(H) for all x € supp ¢,

taking into account that A, » 1. So we have
©40)  [IRePVielde™t < [|(Rr| = ), P IVelde™ ™+ [ 177 1Vl ac !

< (AWYPAS + ) gy (H).
To get a contradiction, note that by the construction of ¢ and by the properties of 7,

we have
~ el | par
]

>1e0(H) Y 7(Bg) 2 [¢O(H)T(Ho) > g O(Hwv(H).
QW eHO

However, by Holder’s inequality, (6.31), and (6.40), we have

1/p 1/p
< (f |RT|P|w|d,c"+1> <J|w|d,c"+1>

< (WY@PINTP 4 eg) ©(H)w(H),

(6.41) URT -VpdLntt

= UR*(V@ LYy dr

U Rt -VodL"

which contradicts ([6.41) if c3 is chosen small enough and
A<c A;p’E'n’

with ¢ small enough. O

Proof of (6.35]). Recall that 7 = av is a minimizer for F(-) that in particular satisfies
F(7) <3Xo,(H), by ([6.34). We have to show that, for all x € supp,

(IR (@)] = f(@)) [P + pRE|[(IR7| = ), 1P~ [R7| ' Rr | () £ AO(H)”.

Let 29 € supp 7 and let B = B(xg, p), with p > 0 small. For 0 < ¢ < 1 we consider the
competing measure 7 = a; 7, where a; is defined as follows:

ar = (1 —txs)a.
Notice that, for each 0 <t < 1, a; is a non-negative function such that

lail ey < llaf L)
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Taking the above into account we deduce that

F(r) ﬁ Rl = 1), [P dri + Mgl o) op(H) + A

Since F(r) = F(r) < F(r) < F(m) for t > 0, we infer that
1 d
6.42 — F(7 =0
( ) 7_( ) dt ( t) —os
Using that
CRn@)| = o Re(a) - R(-xs7)(2)
at t=0  [Rr(=)] ! XBT
an easy computation gives
d ~
EF Tt) _ J ‘ |RT| |pd7'
+pﬁ(\7€7’\ —f)+\p W,R,T R(—xpT)dr
H
+A ((HO)) o,(H) 7(B).

Recalling that 7(Hp) > %I/(H(]) > %1/( ), from (6:42) and the preceding calculation we
derive

L 7| — P dr P Tl — p=l_— pr. ) dr
643) 5 | (Rel =), P+ s [[(Rrl = 1), P e - RO d

Up("') . P
<3)\T<HO) =3A0O(H) (o) <

We rewrite the left hand side of (6.43) as

) [Pdr+ %f Rjﬁ[\(mﬂ —f), P |RT|*1RT] dr.

Taking into account that the functions in the integrands are continuous on supp(7), letting
the radius p of B tend to 0, it turns out that the above expression converges to

(R (o) — F (@) P+ pRE[|(1Re] — 1), P [Rr| R ] (a0).
The desired estimate (6.35]) follows from the above and (6.43)). O
In order to complete the proof of Lemma we need the following technical result.

Lemma 6.14. Suppose that (6.32) holds with X\ < 1 and let ¢ be as in (6.36). Then,

f R(Ve| dL )P dv < AZv (),
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Proof. Recall that
p=> 0(Q) g,

Q(#)eHO
with xB, < ¥q < X118, IVl < €(Q)~". We consider the function
Z 9Q,
Q(#)eHO

where go = cQ XQnH,, With cg = O(Q) § |Vl dL™ 1 n(Q n Hp)~!. Observe that

(6.44) JgQ dn = 0(Q) f |Vg|de™t!

and that

0(Q)UQ)" Q™)
n(@nHo) — 0(Q)
The first step of our arguments consists in comparing R(|V<,0| AL 1) () to Ry ) (gn)(2),

with ¥ given by ([6.2I)). We will prove that, for each Q) e HO,

(6.45) IR(O(Q)IVeq| £"71)(2) — Ruw) (9 m)(2)]

n+1
< dist(fglﬂ@j g+ e @) Ruto (g0 (@)

. 9D ),

U (z)<|z—y|<T(x) |x - y|n

0<cg < =1.

for some fixed ¢ > 0. The arguments to prove this estimate are quite standard.
Suppose first that x € 2B¢. In this case, we have

R(O(Q)[ Vol £71)(x)] < ©(Q) f !

& gpntl
118, Q) |z —y|" dL" (y) < ©(Q),

which yields

IR(OQ)IVeal L) (x) = Ry (9g m)(2)] £ O(Q) + Ry (9q m) ()],

and shows that (6.45]) holds in this situation.
In the case x ¢ 2Bg we write

R(O(Q)|Vepq| L") (2) — Ry (90 1) (z)

= R(B(Q)|Veq| LM — gon) (z) + L_ywm %QQ@) dn(y)

€2 f <|x i ‘xgi;;%H) [0(Q)IVeay) AL (y) — 9q(y) dn(y)]

Ty
Lc - )WQQ@) dn(y)

=: I1(x) + Ix(z).
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Concerning the term I (z), recalling that supp g U supp gg < 1.1Bg, we obtain

@) < | %[@(anmynwwy) + golw)dn(y)] < — @)

‘LE _ xQ‘nJrl
Regarding I»(x), we write

n(Q).

1
I(r) < LGQ — m 9q(y) dn(y).

Notice that for y € @, since = ¢ 2Bg, we have

.21
Cle—yl2Q) = ¥Y(y) = ¥(z)—|z—yl|
Thus, |z —y| = c¥(z), and so
1
I(z) < f —9Q(y) dn(y).
U (2)<|z—y|<V(z) [T — Y|

Gathering the estimates for I1(z) and I2(x) we see that (€.45]) also holds in this case.
From (6.45]) we infer that

IR(IVe| L) (@) = Ry (9m) ()]

0(Q) UQ)™"!
Z dist(z, Q)"+ + £(Q)n+1

+ Y xeBo (@) Ry (9o m)(@)]

Q(u) HO QWeHO
1
+ ——g(y) dn(y
j\ll(m)<|my|<\ll(x) |z —y|" (v) dn(y)
= Sl(l‘) + SQ(:E) + 53(33)
We split
(6.46) | R4l £71)@) - Ragaygmi@P dnte 2 f 1Si(@)P dn(a

We estimate the first summand by duality. Consider a function h € L¥ (). Then,

64 [Sin@ i) = Y 0@ [ g e gy M) difa).
QeHO ’

For each Q) € H?, using the fact that n(AQ) < C ©(H) £(AQ)" for every A = 1, we obtain

f dist(x,Q)fLEr?)+ oy @) dn(@) 5 CO(H) inf Myh(y).

Therefore, the right side of (6.47) does not exceed
COMH) Y n(Q) int Myh(y) < O(H) | Myhly) dn(y)
yeEQ H
Q(H)GHO
< O(H) ()Y [ Myl ) < OH)n(E) VP [ .
So we deduce that
| 1810 anta) < o, (H).
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Regarding the summand in (6.40]) involving Ss, since the balls 2B are disjoint, we have
[Is@Pa@ = % [ Rumen@rae < Y [Rue@onl,
QUeHo V2Bq QW eHO

where Ry(.y(9g 1) (%) = Ry(w)(9gn)(x). Finally, to estimate the last summand in (6.46),
we take into account that |S3(z)| < Mw n(9n)(x), where My ,(gn) is the maximal oper-
ator from (E31)). Hence,

[18s@P dnte) < [1Maaton dn < O ol ) < op(H).
Gathering the estimates obtained for Sy, Sa, S3, by (6.40) we get

RUVA L) By S o)+ 3 1Ry (90 By + Ry @),
Q(H)GHO

From (6.4)), we deduce that

RAVE L) S o)+ S [Ralaa gy + [Re(gn) B
QW eHO

+ Z My n(90 77)\\?,,(77) + \\Mqu,n(gn)llﬁp(n)-
QeHO

Using now that, by Lemma [6.12] Ry, is bounded from LP(n|g, ) to LP(n|g ) with
n
IRl Lo 1)~ L2 (L 1) S < AYO(H),

and that the same happens for My ,, we get
IRVl £, ) S op(H) + AL O(H)P |lg[7, () < AL 0 (H).

6.6. Lower estimates for R1.

Lemma 6.15. Let R € MDW be such that R € Trc and let Vi and n be as in Section [6-]].
Assume Ay > 0 big enough and let c3 be as in Lemma 613 Then we have

| JRata)) = OO dnta) = A7 (HD el )

for any p € (1,0), with the implicit constant depending on p.

Proof. For all z € suppm, using that |[Ver|w < 24, %¢(R)™!, we obtain

|or(z) Ry(z) — Ru(z)| = |or(x Rn( ) R(prn) ()|
‘f (:OR ‘m_ ‘:Z_);,_)l(x_y) dn(y)

1
<243 J S S
0 s TRz gt 1)
1

243 f ___
° yeVaror(y)#or(x) LR [z —y|" !



THE MEASURES WITH L2-BOUNDED RIESZ TRANSFORM 61

Recall that ¢r equals 1 on V3 and vanishes out of V4. Then it is clear that the last integral
on the right hand side above vanishes if z € V3 and it does not exceed C O(R) if z € V.
So in any case

lor(z) Ry(z) — Rv(z)| < G(z) + C5 O(R).
From the preceding estimate we infer that
[pr(@) Rn(x)| — 5 O(HD1) > [Ru(x)| - G(x) — C5 O(R) — 3 O(HD1)
> |Rv(z)] — G(z) — c3 ©(HDy).

Therefore, since |( - )+ [P is non-decreasing,
J, 10Ral = O#HDL) " dn > [ [(en Rl - O(HDL).
> [IRv1 - G = s (D)) ' d
> [ 1Ry~ G = ca®(). " av
By Lemma G130
f\(\RW — G =3 O(H))+[" dv > AP0, (H) = cA;7 "0, (HD1 (e(R))),

and so the lemma follows. O

7. THE RIESZ TRANSFORM ON THE TRACTABLE TREES: TRANSFERENCE ESTIMATES

In all this section we assume that R € MDW is such that R € Trc, ie.,, T(¢/(R)) is
tractable, and we consider the measure n constructed in the previous section. Essentially,
our objective is to transfer the lower estimate we obtained for Rn in Lemma to the
Haar coefficients of Ry associated with cubes close to T (e/(R)).

7.1. The operators Ry, R7~—, and A%R. To simplify notation, in this section we will
write

End = End(¢/(R)), Reg=Reg(¢'(R)), T =T('(R)), and Treg = Treg(€'(R)).

We need to consider an enlarged version of the generalized tree 7, due to some technical
difficulties that arise because the cubes from Neg := Neg(¢/(R)) n End are not P-doubling,.
To this end, denote by Regpeg the family of the cubes from Reg which are contained in
some cube from Neg. Let Dneg be the subfamily of the cubes P € Regye, for which there
exists some P-doubling cube S € Treg that contains P. By the definition of Neg, such cube
S is contained in the cube from @) € Neg such that P < . We also denote by Myeg the
family of maximal P-doubling cubes which belong to Treg and are contained in some cube
from Neg, so that, in particular, any cube from Dpeg is contained in some cube from Myeg.

We define
End = (End\Neg) U Mg,



62 D. DABROWSKI AND X. TOLSA

and we let 7 = T (¢/(R)) be the family of cubes which belong to Treg and are not strictly

contained in any cube from End. Further, we write
(7.1) Z=Z((R)=€¢R)\ | J @ and Z=Z((R) U Q
QeEnd QeEnd

Then we denote

Ripett() = Y XQ(@) R(X2r201)(2),

Q€eReg
Rau(@) = Y xo(*) R(xam2qm)(2),
QeEﬁa
and
AzRu@) = Y. xo() (mu(Rp) = muar(Ru)) + xz(2) (Ru(x) = myar(Ry)).

QEEE&
Here Rpu(z) is understood in the principal value sense (which exists p-a.e. because we
assume that p has polynomial growth and that R.pu < oo p-a.e.
Remark that the cubes from Reg have the advantage over the cubes from End that
their size changes smoothly so that, for example, neighboring cubes have comparable side

lengths. However, they need not be P-doubling or doubling, unlike the cubes from End.
We define

{P)
Org@ = S =By,
e P;eg D(P’ Q) T

where
D(P,Q) = {(P) +dist(P, Q) + £(Q).
The coeflicient Qreg(Q) will be used to bound some “error terms” in our transference

arguments. We will see later how they can be estimated in terms of the coefficients P(Q)
by duality. Notice that, unlike P(Q), the coefficient Qreg(®) depends on the family Reg.

Lemma 7.1. For any Q € Reg such that (Q U %B(Q)) NVy#@andxeQ, ye %B(Q),
R Tegtt(x) = R(y)] S O(R) + P(Q) + Qreg(Q)-

Proof. By the triangle inequality, for x, y and @ as in the lemma, we have

R tt(@) = Ru()] < [Ruxamer) (@)] + [Riuxe rpaa (@) = Ruxe e (*a))
+ |RMX2Q\Q zQ)| + |RuXe/(R)\Q($Q) — Ryx nX(1B(Q))e <(2Q)]
* Rx(s (@) (#Q) = RuX(1 5@y W] + [Ruxy 5oy 9)|
=1 +...+ I
To estimate Iy, notice that, by (6.14)), dist(Q, supp p\e’(R)) 2 ¢(R). Then it follows that
L < 2R oy

((R)" ™
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Arguing similarly one also gets

1(2Q)
woy ~PQ:

By standard arguments involving continuity of the Riesz kernel, we also deduce that
L <PQ), I, <PQ@Q).

Concerning the term Ig, using that 7 is a constant multiple of £**! on %B(Q), we get

1 1(3B(Q))
o= LB(Q) |z —y[" () = wr = P)-

Finally we deal with the term Iy. To this end, recall that u(P) = n(
P € Reg, and so

ne 5 |[ Ko - dblym, - i) o

I3 <

$B(P)) for all

PeReg:P#Q)
< B 1Ko - Klag - an) dlulyse + ) ()
PeReg: P#Q
(Pp) ((P)
~ n M(P) ~ 7nM(P) < QReg(Q)'
PeReg:P#Q o —xp"*t PeRe;PséQ D(@, Py

For the estimates in the last line we took into account the properties of the family Reg
described in Lemma Gathering the estimates above, the lemma follows. O

Lemma 7.2. For any Q € End and T,y €Q,

1/2 1/2
Ryute) - azRa()| < P + (S0 Cir@+ (E59) °
Proof. For Q € End and x,y € Q, we have
(72) Rizp(x) — AzRu(y) = Rixzr2qr) (@) — (mu,q(Ru) — mu2r(Ru))
= (R(x2m20m) () = muo(Rx2r201)) — mu@(R(x2qr)))
— (mu,@(R(x2rep)) — my2r(Rit)).

To estimate the first term on the right hand side, notice that for all x, z € @, by standard
arguments we have

IR(X2m20m) (®) — R(x2m201)(2)] € P(Q).

Averaging over z € ), we get

IR(X2m\201) () — M (RX2r20m)| < P(Q).

To estimate m,, (R (x2gn)) we use the fact that, by the antisymmetry of the Riesz kernel,
mu,Q(R(xour)) = 0, and thus

1
M 0(R(v20)| = mpo(R(xagiom)| < f L (€ du().
20 Jee2\g 12 — ¢
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By Cauchy-Schwarz and Lemma 2.6 we have

1
(7.3) JEEQ L62Q\Q W dp(§)dp(2)

J[ZGQ LezQ\zBQ ERs §|" J[zeQ Leng\Q |z = | Ap(&)dn(z)

rar(f, (L@BQ\Q w o) o) " <m ()

Finally we deal with the last term on the right hand side of (7.2]). We split it:

[m,0(R(x2re 1)) = My 2m(Ri)| < [y, (R(Xar2ri))] + [myu2r(R(x3rm)))|
+ M@ (R(xare 1)) — My 2r(R(x3Re1)))|
=J+ Jo+ Js.
Clearly,
1(3R)
(R
Also, by the antisymmetry of the Riesz kernel and arguing as in (Z.3)),

J1 < < P(R).

Jo =|myu2r(R(xsrm))| = [mu2r(R(Xsr2r )]
1 . EUR)\ 2
< £E2R LESR\2R |z — & du()dplz) < PE) + ( p(R) > '

Regarding .J3, by standard methods, for all z, 2’ € 2Q),
| R(x3re11)(2) — R(xsren) ()| < P(R).

Hence averaging for z € Q, 2’ € 2R, we obtain

J3 < P(R).

Lemma 7.3. Let 1 <p < 2. For any Q € End such that ly < 4(Q),

f!RTu Rt du < £2Q) u(@)1 5.

P
2

Proof. The lemma follows from Holder’s inequality and the estimate
2
(7.4 J, [R7 = R e < €2,

which we prove below.
Notice first that the cube @ as above is covered by the cubes P € D, (Q) nReg. Indeed, if

Q € Mpneg, then Q) € Treg and this is trivially true. On the other hand, if Q € I/EFH\M Neg C
End, then we have Q € 7T, and the condition £y < ¢(Q) implies that drg,(xz) < ¢(Q).
Hence, @ is covered by the cubes P € D,(Q) N Reg.
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Observe now that, for Q € I/EHL P € Reg such that P < ), and x € P,

RTRegM(m) - R%,u(x) = R(XzR\2PM)($) - R(X2R\2QM)($) = R(X2Q\2PM)($)~
Thus,

Rfeht(z) = Rzu(@)| < Y 6,(2Bs).
SeD,:PcScQ

Notice now that, if @ denotes the cube from End that contains @ (which coincides with @
when P ¢ Regyeg), we have
dp(z) = dist(P,supp p\Q) = dist(P,supp p\Q) for all z € P.
So by Lemma we also have
(7.5) ((P) = dist(P, supp p\Q)
Thus,
Z 9#(233) < Z 9u<235)7

SeD,:PcScQ Seﬁ,ﬁ”t(Q):SDP
with 53”(@) defined in (2.9).

So we have

f Rap— Ryt du = Y f Rt — Rt dps
Q PeReg:PcQ P

2
< ( 3 0M<2Bs>) u(P).
PeReg:PcQ Se'ﬁi‘bnt(Q):st

By Holder’s inequality, for any « > 0,

( > 9M(233)>2

SeDint(Q):SoP

(o2, (1) )

SeDint(Q):SoP SeD,(Q):SoP
L)\ 2

<a 0,(2Bg)~.

Se (£<S>> (25s)
SeDirt(Q):SoP

Therefore,
2 Q)
fQ Rop— Rypot| dpt Sa D] > (%) 0,(2Bs)*u(P)

PeReg:PcQ Se'ﬁ,ﬁnt (Q):SoP

- ¥ (33) tem? T up

Se'ﬁﬁnt Q) PeReg:PcS

Y (%) 0,(2Bs)? u(S).

SeDint(Q)
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By Lemma 2.9, for « small enough, the right hand side is bounded above by C£(2Q), so
that (7.4]) holds. O

7.2. Estimates for the P and Qg.; coefficients. We will transfer the lower estimate
obtained for the LP(n) norm of Rn in Lemma to Rru, Rgett, and ARy by means
of Lemmas [T.I], [Z.2], and[Z.3l To this end, we will need careful estimates for the P and OReg

coefficients of cubes from End and Reg. This is the task we will perform in this section.

Given R € MDW, recall that HD1(¢/(R)) = HD.(R)Stop,(¢'(R)). To shorten notation,
we will write HD; = HD1(¢/(R)) in this section. Notice also that, by (£3]), we have

(7.6) End = LD; U LDy U HDy U My,

where we introduced the following notations:

e LDj is the subfamily of End of those maximal ‘P-doubling cubes which are contained
both in ¢/(R) and in some cube from LD(R) n Stop,(¢/(R))\Neg.

e LDs is the subfamily of End of those maximal P-doubling cubes which are contained
in some cube @ € LD(Q’) n Stop,(Q")\Neg for some Q' € HD;.
° HD2 = UQ’EHDl(HD* (Q/) N Stop*(Ql))
Remark that the splitting in (Z.6) is disjoint. Indeed, notice that, by the definition of Myeg,
the cubes from HD3 do not belong to Myeg, since they are strictly contained in some cube

from HD, which is P-doubling, in particular.

For i = 1,2, we also denote by Reg|p, the subfamily of the cubes from Reg which are
contained in some cube from LD;, and we define Regyp,, Regneg, and RegMNeg analogouslyE
We let Regg; be the “other” cubes from Reg: the ones which are not contained in any cube
from End (which, in particular, have side length comparable to ¢y and are contained in T).
Also, we let Regyg be the subfamily of the cubes from Reg which are contained in some

cube from End n HE. Notice that we have the splitting
(7.7) Reg = Reg|p, U Reg|p, U Regyp, U Regye, U Regoy.

The families above may intersect the family Regyg.
Given a family I € D, and 1 < p < 2, we denote

P =Y PQPuQ), B2 = Oreg(Q)F 1(Q).
Qel Qel

We also write X7 (1) = 7 (1), (1) = E2Q(I)~

Lemma 7.4. For any Q € Eﬁa,

2P (Reg n Du(Q)) < P(Q)° 1(Q) + £(2Q).

3Notice that Dneg = RegMNeg'
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Proof. For all S € Reg nD,(Q), by Hélder’s inequality, we have

((S) 2 (us) ?
P(S)? < ——Z0O(P)) +(+=P@
2 <PZSCZPCQ6<P> ») + (g 7@)
US) o(py2 U«S) 2
(2o, 2 im) 7@
s ﬁgs))@w)?w(@)?
P:ScPcQ
We deduce that
SP(Reg nDu(@) = >, P(S)*u(S)
SeRegnD,(Q)
< Y phewrrus+ N P@PMS)
SeRegnD,(Q) P:ScPcQ SeRegnD,(Q)

Clearly, the last sum is bounded by P(Q)? 1(Q). Concerning the first term, arguing as in
(7H), we deduce that the cubes P in the sum belong to DL"t(Q) Thus, by Fubini,

SPRega D@ s Y 0P Y L9 s 1 p@ru@

peﬁﬁn(Q) SeReg:ScP E(P)
< Y 0P u(P)+PQ) uQ)
PeDint(Q)

< E(2Q) + P(Q)° w(Q)

Lemma 7.5. We have:
(i) If Q € LDy, then P(Q) < dp O(R).
(i) If Q € LDy, then P(Q) < do Ax O(R).
(iii) If Q € HDy, then P(Q) < A2 O(R).
)

. 1/3
(iv) If Q € Neg U Mneg, then P(Q) < (%) O(R).

Proof. The statements (i), (ii), and (iii) follow from the stopping conditions used to define

LD(-) and HD,(-) and Lemma B3]

Regarding the property (iv), by the definitions of Neg and Mpeg and Lemma B3] for all
S € D, such that Q = S < R, we have

1/2 1/2
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Thus
PIQ)~ G PR + S_QCSCR% o(s)
S %@(R) +5ch R% (ﬁ(s )1/2 O(R
< %@(RHSQCSCR (z2) o
< % O(R) + log <2 + %) ( )1/2 O(R) < (%)Ug o(R)

— Ng— =L
Remark 7.6. Since §y = ANo—ax < A, Mo 2NV it follows that dg Ay < 58/2, so that by
the preceding lemma

P(Q) < 6°O(R) for all Q € LDy U LD,

Given Q € D, we write @ ~ T if there exists some Q' € T such that
(7.8) AJ20(Q) < UQ) < A3(Q)  and  20Q" N 20Q # 2.
Given v € (0,1), we say that the tree T is y-nice if

Y, €(Q) <yo(HDy).

QeHE:Q~T

Lemma 7.7. Let R € MDW and suppose that T = T (¢/(R)) is tractable and y-nice. Then

(7.9) SP(Regue) < D, EMQ)< ), £(4Q) <yo(HDy),
QEE?]H(WHE QeHE:Q~T
(7.10) 57 (Regip, U Regip,) < Z £(4Q) s (B Mg 8 + ) o(HDy),
QELDluLDQ
(7.11) D1 E(4Q) s (B Mg +7) o(HDy).
QeHD>

Also, for 1 <p <2,

(7.12) 7 (Regue) < 72 BA20,(HDy),

(7.13) %y (Regip, U Regip,) S BAZ(Mg b + ) 0p(HDy),



THE MEASURES WITH L2-BOUNDED RIESZ TRANSFORM 69

(7.14) =7 (Regyp,) < X7 (HD2) ~ 0,(HDs) < B AL %0, (HDy).

Proof. To get (7.9) note that all the cubes in End are P-doubling. Thus, by Lemma [7.4]
and the definition of HE

5P (Regye) < XF(End nHE) + > £(4Q)

QeEndnHE
< ), 0O+ D, @)~ ) E(Q).
QeEndnHE QeEndnHE QeEndnHE

Observe that for all @ € Treg (in particular, for all Q € Eaa) we have @@ ~ T. Together
with the fact that 7 is y-nice, (Z9) follows.
To see ([T12]), we first use Holder’s inequality together with (7.9):
1
5} (Regue) < =7 (Regrie) ? (e (R)'~% < 4% o(HD1) 2 u(R)' %,
Observe now that, writing HD; = UQeHDZ_ Q,

(7.15) p(HDy) = WU(HDQ Z m 7

Therefore,
1 1
7 (Regye) < v2 BAZo(HD1)2 w(HDy)' ™% = v2 BAZ oy (HDy),

which proves (T12).
To show ([Z.I0) observe first that, by Lemma and Remark [7.0]

o(LD; U LD3) < 69 O(R)? u(R) < 8o Bo(HDy).
Then, by Lemma [7.4] again,

57 (Regip, URegip,) S ST(LD1ULDy) + > £(4Q)

QELDluLDQ
<o(lDiulDy)+ D EHQ)+ Y £(4Q)
Qe(LD1ULD2)\HE QEHE:Q~T

< o(LDy U LD3) + M§ o ((LDy U LD2)\HE) + v o(HDy)
< (B M§ 6 + ) o(HDy).
So, by Hélder’s inequality and (7.15]),

E;;D(RGEJLDI U Regip,) < X7 (Reg.p, U RegLDQ)g (e (R)'3

< (B Mg 6 + ’Y)% o(HDy)2 p(R)' %

2 z 2\1-2
(B Mg éo+7)?(BA;) 2 0,(HDy)
< (BA? M§ 6o + BAZy) op(HDy),

A

which yields (Z13)).
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To prove ([.I1]), we just write
D EUQ < Y EUQ+ Y, £(Q)
QeHD4 QeHD>\HE QeHE:Q~T
< M§ o(HD2) + vyo(HD) < M§ Bo(HD1) + v o(HDy).
Finally, regarding (714)), recall that ©(Q) < A2 O(R) for all Q € 7. This implies that also
P(Q) < A20O(R) for all Q € T, by Lemma 3.3 Arguing as in Remark one gets
(7.16) P(Q) < A2O(R) for all Q € Reg.
Consequently,
ST (Regup,) < A O(R)? (HD3) o, (HD3) ~ ST (HD).
On the other hand, since R € Trc,
0p(HD3) = ©(HD2)P "2 o(HD2) < BO(HD2)P 2 o(HD;)
O(HDg)P~2
©(HD;)P—2
which completes the proof of (Z.14]). O

=B op(HD1) = BAZ 25, (HD;),

Lemma 7.8. Let R € MDW and suppose that T = T (¢/(R)) is tractable and y-nice. Then

(7.17) 57 (Mneg) < =7 (Neg) < (0o BAS + BAL*) o(HDy),

and

(7.18) P(Regneg) + Y, £(4S) < (50 BMG AS + BA* Mg + ) o(HDy)
SEMNeg

Also, for 1 <p <2,
(7.19) 57 (Regneg) < (52 BMZAS + BA;' My + BA%y2) 0, (HD, ).

Proof. Recall that Neg = Neg(e/(R)) m End. The first inequality in (CI7) follows from
Lemma [7.17] and the definition of Myeg.
By Lemma 5 the cubes from Neg belong to LD(R). Recall also they are not P-

1/3
doubling and that P(Q) < (%) O(R) for all Q € Neg. To estimate X7 (Neg), we
split Neg into two subfamilies I and J so that the cubes from I have side length at least

A;54(R), opposite to the ones from .J. We have

= Y P(Q)? (@) £ OR)? Y. w(Q)

Qel Qel
)2 ) 0(Q) UQ)™ £ 0O (R)* D] Q)
Qel Qel

Using now that the balls %B(Q), with Q € I, are disjoint and that £(Q) = A %4(R), we
get

0 AS L@ _ ASe(R)"T "
QZJ(Q) <QZEI R 1) = ASU(R)",
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Therefore,
YP(I) < 6o ASO(R)? U(R)" ~ 6y AS o(R) < 69 BAS o(HDy).

In connection with the family J, we have

QeJ

Hence,
5P (Neg) < (60 BAS + BA,*) o(HDy).

To deal with (Z18), we split

EP(RegNeg) = EP(RegMNeg) + EP(RegNeg\RegMNeg)'

Notice that, for all P € Reg,\leg\Reg,\ANeg such that P < @ € Neg, by Lemma B3] P(P) <
P(Q). Then it follows that

7 (Regneg \Regwy,) < 37 (Neg).

Next we estimate ZP(RegMNeg). By Lemma [Z.4] we have

(7.20) 57 (Reguy,,) = O, EF(Reguy, nDu(S) s D, E(4S) + 7 (Myeg)

SEMpeg SEMneg
< D EAS)+ D) E(AS) + 2P (Mpg).
SeMpeg\HE SeHEAEnd

By the definition of HE and the fact that P(S) < P(Q) whenever S < @ € Neg, we derive

D E(AS) + 5P (Myeg) S MG D1 0(S) + 37 (Myeg) < M 57 (Neg).
SeMNeg\HE SeMNeg\HE

On the other hand, by (7.9,
>, €(4S) <vo(HDy).

SeHEAENd

Therefore,
57 (Reguy,,) + Y, €(@S) s Y £(48) 5 Mg 57 (Neg) + o (HDy).
SEMNeg SGMNeg
Gathering the estimates above, we deduce
=7 (Regneg) < Mj E7 (Neg) + 70 (HD)
< (8o BMGAS + BA;* MG + ) o(HDy).
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Finally, to prove (T.I9) we apply Holder’s inequality and (Z.15):
E;Z))(RegNeg) < E,P(RegNeg)% N(e%R))li%
< (60 BMEAS + BA;* M3 +7)% o(HD): u(R)'
< (J0 B MG AL + BAT M +9)* (BAD)' % 0,(HD))
1
< (62 BMZAS + BA;? MY + BA2~7) 6, (HD,).
Assuming A, big enough, we have A1 My < 1. Then, it is clear that A,” ME < A1 My,
and so (Z19)) follows. O
Next lemma deals with X7 (Regoy). Below we write Rego(fy) to recall the dependence

of the family Regg, on the parameter ¢y in (G.8]).

Lemma 7.9. For 1 <p < 2, we have

(7.21) lim sup Ef(RegOt(fo)) S AP O(R)Y? w(2).
Lo—0

Consequently, if u(Z) < ez u(R), then

(7.22) lim sup E;D(Regot(fo)) < BAlegzo,(HDy).
Lo—0

Proof. Notice that if x € @ € End with £(Q) = £y, then

dR.e () < max(fo, £(Q)) = £(Q)

(recall that dp g, is defined in (6.8))), and thus z is contained in some cube @’ € Reg with
Q") < U(Q), by the definition of the family Reg. So @' < @ and then Q' € Reg\Regqy,.
Therefore,

(7.23) U pee@y | @
PeRegq, QeEnd:£(Q)>¢o
and thus
(7.24) limsup,u( U P) < u(e/(R)\ U Q> = u(2).
=0\ PeRegoy (o) QeEnd

To complete the proof of (Z.2I)) it just remains to notice that by (ZI6) P(P) < A2 O(R)
for all P € Reg, and so

SF (Regor(t) < 4207 |J ).
PeRegq, (¢o)

Regarding the second statement of the lemma recall that, as in (ZID), w(HD;) >
B—kg w(R), which implies that
*
w(Z) < BA; ez p(HDy).
Plugging this estimate into (Z.2I]) and taking into account that ©(HD;) = A,O(R), we get
limsup X7 (Regoy (b)) < BALY? e ©(HD1)? u(HDy) < B Ay ez 0,(HDy).
Lo—0
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O

Remark 7.10. From (7.23)), it is immediate to check that for all x € P € Regg,, we have
dr(z) < 4y, and so dgy,(x) ~ £y, which implies that

L(P) ~ L.

Lemma 7.11. Let R € MDW and suppose that T = T (€/(R)) is tractable and y-nice. For
1<p<2, if u(Z) <ezp(R) and Ly is small enough, then

(7.25)  XF(Reg) < (B Mg A652 + BA;'My+ BA2v2 + BALey + BAL2) 0, (HDy).
Proof. This follows by gathering the estimates obtained in Lemmas [7.7], [[.8] and O

_No—L
Remark 7.12. Recall that 6y = ANo—3y < A, No 2N and also that A, = ASA(l_l/N)n

1
and B = A", Assuming that Ny > 20, that kp is big enough (depending on M), and
that v and ez are small enough (depending on ky and M), we have

BMZASSE + BAZy% + BMZAYeZ < AL
In this way, for £y small enough, under the assumptions of Lemma [Z.T1] we have
ST (Reg) < (A1 + BA "My + BAL ) 0, (HDy).
Assuming again kj big enough (depending on M), and taking p € (1,3/2], we have
(7.26) P (Reg) < B A, "> Mya,(HD1) < A, " 0, (HDy).

Next lemma shows how to estimate the Oreg coefficients in terms of the P coefficients.

Lemma 7.13. For all p € (1,0),
Q P
Y7 (Reg) < %, (Reg).
Proof. By duality,

1/p
(7.27) 22 (Reg) 1/P< D Oreg(@ Q)) —sup Y. Oreg(@) 90 1(Q),

Q€Reg QcReg
where the supremum is taken over all sequences g = {gg}Qereg Such that

(7.28) >0 gl @) < 1.

Q€eReg

We will identify the sequence g with the function

J= D 9exa
QeReg
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so that the sum in (7.28) equals | gH . By the definition of Qreg and Fubini we have

¥ (1)
(7.29) 2 LRe@oon@ =D, D 5 n+1 1(P) gq Q)
Q€Reg QEReg PeReg
E(P) )
= - Q P).
P;eg <Q;eg D(P’ Q)nJrl e IU( ) IU( )
For each P € Reg, we have
(7.30)
(P) ((P)
75 AT el m@) = 75 AT 19l m@)
Q;Eg bep.Qr J;) QGRegz2j€(P)S;(P,Q)SWHZ(P) D(P, Q)+
2—J
Z Z (27¢(P))" |9Q|N<Q)'

7=0 QeReg:D(P,Q)<2i+14(P)
Observe now that the condition
0(Q) + dist(P,Q) < D(P,Q) < 27'u(P),
implies that
Q < B(zg,4(Q)) c B(zp,273¢(P)).
From (7.30) and this fact, we infer that

Y oo alu@ < ¥ > S el (@)

Q€eReg j=0 QeReg-QCB(mp,C2j£(P))

\Z 2J€

f - gldu
J>0 B(zp,C21L(P))

Notice now that, for all x € P,

f  ldu< f  glde
B(zp,C296(P)) B(x,0"294(P))
< 1(Bla, C'DU(P)) M, j(2) < u(Blap, C"IE(P))) M,ji(x),

where M, is the centered Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator. Thus,

4P) 279 u(B(xp,C"2U(P))) , , ~
Q§eg Dp. QT M) = J; (27¢(P))" M)

~ Z Z_keu(ZkBp) MH?](x) x P(P) Mu§($)
k>0
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Plugging this estimate into (7.29]), and taking the infimum for x € P, we get

Z QReg |9Q|:u Z P Hellf;M,u.a(:E):u(P)

Q€eReg PeReg

< (Pgegmpwm) (PZR [ 1 an) "

= 25<Reg)l/p HMuaHLP’(HLe,(m)
< 5P (Reg)"? |3,y < =T (Reg)”,

which concludes the proof of the lemma, by (Z.27). O

7.3. Transference of the lower estimates for Rn to A%R,u. We denote by ‘74 the
union of the balls %B(Q), with @) € Reg, that intersect Vj.

Lemma 7.14. Let R € MDW and suppose that T = T (¢/(R)) is tractable and ~y-nice,
with v small enough. Suppose that u(Z) < ez w(R), and take ez,7v, My, A, B and £y as in
Remark 712 Then

Proof. Recall that in Lemma we showed that

(731) o= | [(Rata)] = 5 ©(HD1)). P dna) 2 47750 (HD),

for any p € (1,00), with c¢3 as in Lemma [6.I3] The appropriate values of ¢, and p will be
chosen at the end of the proof. N
By Lemma [1] for all € Reg such that %B(Q) c Vg, all xe %B(Q), and all y € Q,

[Rn(2)] < |R7geit(y)| + CO(R) + CP(Q) + CQreg(Q)-
Thus, for A, big enough, since O(R) = A;'©(HD;) < £O(HD;),
(Rn(a)] = 5 O(HD1))+ < (R, (y)| = Z OHDL))s + CP(Q) + CQreg(Q).

Therefore,

N [ NiR )]~ SOHD)[ dul) + 3 (PIQP + Qre(@)) ()

QeReg QeReg

By (7.26) and Lemma [7.13] we have

ST (P(Q) + Qreg(Q)”) 1(Q) = I (Reg) + £2(Reg) < Ay o, (HDy).

Q€eReg
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Taking into account that any cube from Reg\Regq, is contained in some cube S € End,
we derive

(7.32) € X | iR ) = ZOHDL) duty

SeEnd
3 p —1/4
+ 20 | [(R7gu()l = 1 O(HD)) | du(y) + A" o (HDy)
QeRegq,
—1/4
=: Igng + lot + Ay O'p(HDl).

Estimate of Ig,q. Recall that
End = LD; U LDy U HDy U Myeg.

We split
(733) I Y j (R oyt(w)] — ZOHD1)) [ ()
SeEﬁa
fN | (Rt - LOEHD) P duty
QERegNeg\RegMNeg Q

We claim that the second sum on the right hand side vanishes. Indeed, by (B.3]), given
Qe RegNeg\RegMNeg, all the cubes S such that Q < S < R satisfy

1/2
o(S) < (%) o(R).

and so, for any z € Q,

1/2
Rrpu@l s Y o) s Y (%) 6(R) < O(R).

S:QcScR S:QcScR
Hence, for A, big enough, (|R7, u(7)] — FO(HD1))+ = 0, which proves our claim.

To estimate the first sum on right hand side of (7.33)) notice that, for each S € End, by
the triangle inequality and the fact that ( - ) is a 1-Lipschitz function, we have

C C:
L (R gtal =~ O(HD)) [ ds < L (Rl =~ O(HDY)).4 [ dy

+ f R34t — Rgeght|” dps

P

w(S)172, and thus we deduce

P
2

By Lemma [7.3] the last integral does not exceed C'E(2S5)
that

(7.34) Iea S ). f (IRzp| — —OHD)[du+ > &
SeEnd SeEnd

NN

p
5)1-5.

Next we apply Lemma [.2] which ensures that for any S € End and all z € S ,

1/2 1/2
(7.35) [Ryu()] < |AyRu(x)| + C (ijfg) e (%) + CP(R) + CP(S).
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Note that since R and S are P-doubling, P(R) is bounded from above by the second term,
and P(S) is bounded by the third term.
In case that R ¢ HE,

1/2
(7.36) C (%) < CMyO(R) <

When R € HE, since T is y-nice, for v small enough we have

20@(HD 1),

E(4R) 1 c 2
(7.37) ng@égwgw) ﬁ o(HD1) < vO(HD;)? « (2—‘:’)@(HD1)> .

So in any case we deduce

. 1/2
(Ryute)] - FOHDD), < [87Ru)| + € (S2)

()
Plugging this estimate into (7.34]) and applying Holder’s inequality, we get
(7.38) < Y f AsRuPdu+ Y £(28)5 u(s)'h
SeEnd SeEnd
» 1,£ 8 u(S)%
< [AFRulf m(R)' ™2 + Z £(29)% 7
SeEnd

Regarding the second term in (7.38), by Holder’s inequality again,

D E@ES)Eus) Tt = D EQ2S)u(S) " E+ D1 £(29)F u(s)E
SEER(] SELDluLDQUMNeg SGHD2
-4
<< D 5(2S)> ( > M(S)>
SeLD1ULD2 UMpeg SeEnd
5 1-2
+< > 5(25)) ( > u(5)> .
SeHD2 SeHD2

We estimate the first summand on the right hand side using (T.I0), (Z18), (C.I3]), and the
choice of the constants Ay, My, B, and « in Remark [[.T2]

p

(> 5(25)>2<Zu(5)>1

P

2

SGLDluLDQUMNeg SGEH(/:I
b
2
dooees+ 5(25)) w(R)~2
SeLD1uLDy SEMpeg
< BM§A§50+BM§A;4+7)g D1)% (BA2 u(HDy))' "
1-2
2

(
< (BM2A26) + BMZAS* ++) (BA2)' " 26,(HD,)
(

1 -1
< (BMZ 267 + BMZA,' + BA2y2)0,(HD1) < A2 0,(HD).



78 D. DABROWSKI AND X. TOLSA

On the other hand, by (1)) and using that pu(H D) < B A;2u(H D1) (by the definition
of the tractable trees), we get

b P

< 2 5(25)>§< > M(5)>1§ < (BMZ +7)? o(HDy)? p(HD,)' %

SeHD2 SeHD2

[N

b
2

< (BMZ +7)2 (BA;%)' "% 6,(HDy)
< (BMEAR? 4 47) 0, (HDy).

;1
Assuming p < 3/2, the right hand side is at most A,* o,(HD;),
From the last estimates and (38)), we infer that

=1
4

Tena < |85 Ru| () n(R)' ™2 + AT 0 (HD1).

Estimate of Io;. By Remark (TI0), every @ € Regg, satisfies £(Q) ~ £y. On the other
hand, by Lemma L7 the cubes P € Neg(e'(R)), satisfy £(P) = §3 ¢(R). Thus, assuming
by < 83, we have Q ¢ Neg(e'(R)).

To estimate Io:, denote by Mg the family of maximal P-doubling cubes which are
contained in some cube from Regg, and let

Noe= |J @ U P

QERegq, PeMoy
We claim that
(7.39) Mot <7 and No: C Z.

To check this, for a given P € Mg with P < () € Regq,, suppose there exists S € End
such that § > P. We have S & () because () € Regq, implies that ) 4 S. Since
Q € Regp\Neg(e'(R)), we have S ¢ Neg. As S is P-doubling, we deduce that P > S, by
the maximality of P as P-doubling cube contained in (). An analogous argument shows
that Not < Z.

By Hélder’s inequality and (7.24]), for £y small enough we have

10t<< 2 f|<|R7;@gu<:c>|—%@<HD1>)+|2W)>%< 3 u(Q))l_

QeRegq,

g
< < Z J |R7—Reg/£|2d/£ +J |R7??egu|2 d“) <IU’(Z) + 0(€0)> 9
PeMoy P Not

with o(¢p) — 0 as £y — 0.
Denote
Ruoet(r) = Y xp(@) R(xar2pw) ()
PEMot
and

Ao Ru(@) = > xp(@) (mup(Rp) — mu2r(Rp)) + xz(@) (Ru(x) — my2r(Rp)).
PeMoy
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Notice that, for 2 € P € Mg and @ € Regp,\Neg(¢/(R)) such that Q > P, since there are
no P-doubling cubes P’ such that P < P’ < Q,

(B3 [18)
[Rioutt(7) = R tt(2)| = [R(x202pi)(@)| < Y] O(FP) < PQ) < AyO(HDy).

P:PcP'c@Q
Almost the same argument shows also that, for x € Noy,
IR(xz2r1) (r) = Rppi(a)| < As O(HD).
Then, for £y small enough, we deduce that

[MS]

: ]
fots( 5 [ Rl d + L\R(X2Ru)!2du+A§9(HD1)2M(R)> (c2n(R)" %,
PeMoy

Almost the same arguments as in Lemma show that for x € P € Mgy,

E(4R)\V? £(2P)\ /2
_ < AT “\= T
[ RMot(x) — Ang, Ruv(z)| < P(R) + < D) > + P(P) + 0(P)
and that, for x € Z,
EA4R)\ 2
Rivarn)(a) - Awo Ru(o)| < P + (20
Therefore, by (30) and (Z37) and the fact that P(P) < A, ©O(HD;) for P € Moy, we

deduce

for % ( [18waRiP it 3 €(r)+ 820D u(R) (ezutm)'E.
PeMoy

By the orthogonality of the functions AgRpu, @ € D, and (Z39), it is clear that

| 18Rl di < 85 R1lE
On the other hand, since the tree T is y-nice and Mg < 7T,

D E@P)< ) E@P)+ ) E(2P) < Mio(Mor) + yo(HDy)
PeMoy PeMoi\HE PeTnHE

< MgA3; ©(HD1)? u(R) + vo(HD1) < MgA; ©(HD:)? u(R).
Thus, using also (Z.I5),
B
Tot < [A3Rulfs ) n(R)'™% + 2, 2 M AL O(HD1) ju(R)
S HA%RNH1£2(M) N(R)li

< ||A7~—R,u||’£2(“) /‘(R)li

[NiS]

[S]iS)

_Pp
+ey, 2 M BA2P g, (HD,)

[MS]

1
+ €% M§ BA}op(HDy).

1
Remark that, by the choice of 7 in Remark [[.12] we have €2 M¢ BAL < AL
From (Z.31)), (T32), and the estimates for Ig,g and Iot, with p = 3/2, we derive

A;?’E"Ug/Q(HDl) << HA%RNHi/22(M)M(R)1/4 + A;1/4 0'3/2<HD1).
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Thus, taking

_ L
En = 15’
we get
Asg)5(HD) < [AFRulY n(R)
Hence,
CNA/3
85 RuI2 ) = (As o (HD) u(R) 1)
1= N 4/3
> (A*1/503/2(HD1)(BAiu(HDl)) 1/4) > A;20(HD,),
which proves the lemma. O

8. THE PROOF OF MAIN LEMMA

We have to show that

o(Top) < C (IRulF2qy + 03Il + Y, E(4Q)).
QeDP ~HE
Recall that by Lemma [£.2] we have
o(Top) s BY* Y1 YB3 o(HD1(e(Q))) + 63 1]

Rel k=0 QeTre,(R)

By Lemma [[.14] we know that, for each cube @ in the last sum, one of the following
alternatives holds:

e T(e(Q)) is not y-nice, so that
> £(4P) > vo(HD1(e(Q))),
PeHE:P~T(e/(Q))

or

e 1(Z(Q)) > ez pu(Q), where Z(Q) is the set Z appearing in () (replacing R by
@ there), which implies that

o(HD1(e(Q))) < 65 u(e(Q)) < €' 65 n(Z(Q)),
b ”A%(GI(Q))RNH%;(M) = A;z a(HD1(e(Q))).

So the following holds in any case:

a(HD1(e(Q))) < A% HA%(E/(Q))RNH%Z(M) +v7! Z E(4P) + 521 05 11(Z(Q))-
PeHE:P~T(¢/(Q))
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Consequently,
RelL k=0 QEeTrck(R)
+ By NI BTRE Y > £(4P)
RelL k=0 QETrc,(R) PEHE:P~T(e'(Q))
SRR Y Y B Y wzQ)
RelL k=0 QeTrek(R)
=17 + 15 + T5.

A basic tool to estimate the terms 77, T, T3 is Lemma[5.3] which asserts that for all P € D,,
and all £ = 0,

#{ReL:3Q € Treg(R) such that P e T('(Q))} < Cy log As.

8.1. Estimate of T7. Recall that
AgwgyRu@) = 20 xp(@) (myp(Ry) = my2q(Ru))
PeEnd(¢/(Q))
+ xz(@) (@) (Ru(x) — muar(Ru)).

For @ € MDW, we write S < @Q if S € D, is a maximal cube that belongs to 7 (¢/(Q)).
Then we denote

AgRp = Y (mys(Ry) = myua0(Rpw)) xs
S<Q
and R N R
EQ= (J P G(Q) = E(Q) v Z(Q).
PeEnd(¢/(Q))

Notice that it may happen that G (Q) # €'(Q) because of the presence of negligible cubes.
Then we have

Z XP (M, p(Ru) — my,20(Rp)) = Z XP < Z AsRu + 8QRM>
PeEnd(e/(Q)) PeEnd(e’(Q)) SeT (e/(Q)): PSS
= Z AsRu Z XP
SeT (¢ (Q))\End(¢'(Q)) PeEnd(e’(Q)):P<S
+X E(Q)AQR,U
= XB(Q) Z AsRu + AQRM).

SeT(e'(Q))\End(e'(Q))

A similar argument shows that

Xz (Rue) ~ muso(Ra)) = xzar( X AsRu+BgRa).
SeT(e'(Q))
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Hence,
A%(e’(Q))R“ - Xé(@)( . ZN ApRu + AQR/J).
PeT (e'(Q))\End(e/(Q))

It is also immediate to check that, for a fixed @ and P € %(e’(Q))\EFa(e’(Q)), the functions
AgRp and ApRp are mutually orthogonal in L?(x). Then, since all the cubes P €

T(€(Q)) satisty P ~ T (€'(Q)), we get

1A re@Relizg < X [1APRulTag) + 1AeRulag,
PeT (e/(Q))\End(e/(Q))

< D 1APRuIZ g + [AQRuIT 2

P~T(e(Q))
Therefore,
Tysa, Y, 2. B2 ) D 1APRu[2
Rel k=0 QEeTrck(R) P~T(e'(Q))
+ 3 3BT AQRul3a
RelL k=0 QEeTrck(R)
=: Tl,l + T172.

Regarding the term 77 1, by Fubini we have
Tia < D) [ApRulT2 Y, B2 #AP k),

PeDy, k=0
where
(8.2) A(P,k) = {ReL:3Q € Treg(R) such that P ~ T(e'(Q))}.
From the definition (Z.8) and Lemma [(5.3] it follows that
#A(P, k) < > #{ReL:3Q e Trei(R) such that P’ € T(¢'(Q))}
P'€D,,:20P' \20P#2
Ay 2U(P)<e(P)<A3U(P)
< Z log Ay < log Ay
P'eD,,:20P' 20P#2
AG2U(P)<U(P)<ARU(P)
Hence,

T11 <as Z ”APRIUH%Z(,LL) = ”R“”%Q(u)‘
PeD,,

Concerning 77 2, we argue analogously:
Tia< Y, [BQRuliaq D, B2 #A4Q. k),
QeMDW k>0
where
A(Q,k) ={ReL:QeTrex(R)}.
Since

#A(Q, k) < #A(Q.k) < logA,,
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we deduce that

Tiosae Y, [1AQRuliz:
QeMDW

As the next lemma shows, the right hand side above is also bounded by C|Ru? T2()
we have

Ti Sy [RulZz

Lemma 8.1. For any f € L?(u1), we have
S 1Bof e < 17 Bag-
QeMDW
We defer the proof of this result to Section 8.4l

8.2. Estimate of 7;. By the same argument we used to deal with 77 ; above, we get

Ty < Y E@AP) Y B*24A(P k),
PeHE k=0

where A(P, K) is given by (8.2). Since #A(P, k) < log A, we obtain

Ty Sa, . E(AP).
PeHE

8.3. Estimate of T3. We have

Ty= Y B Y 05, n(Z(@)

Rel k=0 QeTrei(R)

B YWY f 02e5td

ReL k=0 QEeTrck(R)
f 02 _1<Z ZB k/2 Z XZ(@)) dyu.
Rel k=0 QeTrci(R)

By Fubini, we have

2B Y xa@ < ) BTP#D (),

ReL k>0 QeTrcy(R) k=0
where
D(z,k) = {ReL:3Q € Trey(R) such that z € Z(Q)}.
Observe now that, given j > 1, if we let
Dj(z,k) = {ReL:3Q €Trci(R) such that T(¢'(Q)) contains
every P € D, such that € P and ¢(P) < Aaj},

k) = U Dj(ka)7

j>1

then we have

83

. So
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and moreover Dj(x,k) < Dji1(x, k) for all j. From Lemma 5.3 we deduce that
#Dj(x,k) < ClogAy forallj=>1

Thus, #D(x, k) < C log A, too. Consequently,

2, 2B Y X I L

Rel k=0 QEeTrek (R)
and so

T3 Sas €50 |-

Together with the estimate we obtained for 17 and 75, this yields

a(Top) Sa, [RplZ2q + Y, EAP) +,'07 |ul,
PeHE

which concludes the proof of Main Lemma [3.5] modulo the proof of Lemma 8.1l

8.4. Proof of Lemma 8.1l For ) € MDW, denote by A(Q) the family of cubes R € D,,
such that Rn2Q # @ and {(R) = Ap £(Q). Also, let F(Q) be the family of cubes P which
are contained in some cube from A(Q) and satisfy £(Q) < {(P) < Ao ¢(Q). Notice that,
by Lemma [B.1] the cubes from A(Q) belong to Dﬁb. So taking into account that Q < 2Bg
for any R € A(Q), that R < CQ, and that @ is P doubling,

(8.3) w(Q) ~ p(R) for all Re A(Q).
Denote

Aof= D) (mur(f) — mu2q(f)) xa:

It is immediate to check that

NS D1 1A Flreg + 1AQf] L2 ()-
PeF(Q)

Remark that the main advantage of the operator AQ over AQ is that the cubes R € A(Q)
involved in the definition of Ag are doubling, which may not be the case for the cubes
S < @ in the definition of Ag. From the last inequality, we get

> 1Aafltay s D X HApf||L2 + > 1Aaflzag,

QeMDW QeMDW Pe]—‘ QeMDW
Since
Y Y ARy < X IARFIR, Y 1
QeMDW PeF(Q) PeD,, QeMDW:PeF(Q)
< D) 1Apfl3a < 1£132
PeD,,

the lemma follows from the next result.

Lemma 8.2. For any f € L?(u1), we have

D 1Baf 172 < 15 1320-

QeDf;
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Proof. For QQ € Df and P € D, such that P e A(Q), let

1 1
ror = (u(P) P 2Q) X2Q> H(P)

Observe that
13 By = D) [mup(f) = muse(H) Py = Y (f.o0.p)

PeA(Q) PeA(Q)
So we have to show that

> Y fvar? <1 By

QeDF PeA(Q)

To shorten notation, we denote by Z the set of all pairs (@, P) with Q € DL) and P e A(Q),
so that the double sum above can be written as Z(Q P)er
Arguing by duality, we have

(5 o) o

(Q,P)eZ

1L ey bop

(Q,P)eZ

= Sup s

[ Z bg.p ‘PQ,P>

(Q,P)eZ

where the supremum is taken over all the sequences b := {bg, p}(@,p)ez such that ], < 1.
Since

)

L2(p)

1/2
(% hvar?) < Ifliagy o

(Q,P)eZ
to prove the lemma it suffices to show that

‘ Z bg,p vQ.P
(Q,P)eT

‘ Z bQ,p QP
(Q.P)ez

<1 forall b= {bg,r}q pper such that [b]e < 1.
L2 (p)

To this end, we write

2
= Z (bo,p¢Q.P, br,s PR.S)

L2 (Q,P),(R.9)

<2 Z bo,p br,s| [{vo,p; ¢r.S)|-

(Q,P),(R,S)
YQ)SU(R)

(8.4) H Z bo.p vo.P
(Q,P)eZ

Denote

a@= J P

PeA(Q)
Observe that, for some C depending just on Ag,

supp pg.p < a(Q) < CQ, supp ¢r,s < a(R)  CR,

and
1

1
‘Loo(u) < W; HSDR,S

) ¥ (R

H‘PQ,P
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taking into account (83). Thus, for (Q, P), (R, S) € T with ¢(Q) < ¢(R), we have

__ n@@) (u(Q))m
T (@2 (R \p(R)
Further, using that ¢ p has zero mean and that pg g is constant in 2R N S, in 2R\S, and
in S\2R, it follows that <ch, P, ng,5> = 0 in the following cases:
(i) fa(Q)n(2RUS) =@,
(i) if a(Q) € 2R N S,
(iii) if a(Q) < 2R\S,
(iv) if a(Q) < S\2R.
For d > 0, denote
Ng(S) = {x € supp p\S : dist(z, S) < d} u {x € S : dist(x,supp p\S) < d}
and, analogously,
N4(2R) = {x € supp p\2R : dist(z,2R) < d} u {x € 2R : dist(z, supp u\2R) < d}.
Observe that if none of the conditions (i), (ii), (iii), (iv), holds, then

(85) a(Q) - Ndiam(a(Q)) (S) Y Ndiam(a(Q)) (2R)

From the thin boundary condition (2.4]) and the fact that 2R is a finite number of cubes
of the same generation as R, using also that R is P-doubling and S is doubling, we deduce
that

[{q.p, ¢RrS)| = U ©Q.P PR,s A
a(Q)

4 \12
(8.6) p(Na(9)) + n(Na(2R)) < (@) u(R)  for all d € (0,CU(R)),

with the implicit constant depending on C. Consequently, denoting by “(Q, P) - (R, S)"
the situation when ¢(Q) < ¢(R) and (83 holds, by (84) we get

1/2
<2 ) |borbrs| (%)

L2(u) (Q.P)H(R,S)

2

H > boreqr
(Q,P)eZ

1/2 1/2\ 2\ /2
2 1Q)
= 2< ZGZ|bR’S| ) <(R%€Z< ZeI: |bQ’P| <’M<R)> > )

(R,S) (Q,P)
(Q,P)H(R,S)

(" (@ )\
$<<Z ( % tart (i) )( o (7)) )

RS)EI \ (Q,P)
(@, P)H(R,S) (@Q,P)—(R,S)

We consider now the last sum on the right hand side, which equals

OR)\ Y (@) B k/a 1(Q)
L @) s~ 2 M um
(Q.P)eT: H k>0 (Q.P)eT: H

(Q,P)-(R,S) (Q,P)-(R,S)
0Q)=Ay " U(R)
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Notice that, by (83) and (8.6]), we have
—k/2
Z Q) < N(NCA(;W(R)(S)) + M(NCA(;]“Z(R)@R)) S 4 / p(R).

(Q,P)eL:
(Q,P)H(R,S)
UQ)=Ag"U(R)
Therefore,
3 <e<R>>”4u<cz> oy g ARy
A M=) < - A 3
(Q,P)H(R,S)

We deduce that

/2
2 , 1/4\ \ 1
el (5, 5 mer(89)
(Q,P)eT L2 () (R,S)eT (Q,P)eT:
(Q,P)H(R,S)
1/2
_ 2 (Q\"
= |bq. Pl > ) :
(Q,P)eT (R,S)eT:
(Q,P)H(R,S)

Since

2 (@) e 2 @) =

(R,S)eZ: ReD,:
(Q,P)-(R,S) L(R)=£(Q)
a(Q)na(R)#2
we infer that
2
H Z bq,p vQ,p <1,
(Q,P)eT L2(p)
as wished. O

9. THE PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM [3.4]

Recall that, for a cube R € Top, Tree(R) denotes the subfamily of the cubes from D, (R)
which are not strictly contained in any cube from End(R). In this section we will prove
the following result.

Lemma 9.1. For each R € Top, the following holds:
D1 Bua2BQ)0@Q) @) Sas Y, ARu[T2

Q€eTree(R) Q€eTree(R)

+ ) £(4Q) + O(R)’ u(R).

Q€eTree(R)nHE

It is clear that together with Main Lemma [3.5] this yields Main Theorem [3.41
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9.1. The approximating measure 7 on a subtree T/‘raao (R). To prove Lemma [0.1] for
a given cube Ry € Top (in place of R), we will consider a corona decomposition of Tree(Ry)
into subtrees by introducing appropriate new stopping conditions. In this section we will
deal with the construction of each subtree and an associated AD-regular measure which
approximates g in that subtree. To this end we need some additional notation.

First, for a cube R € Tree(Rp) N DZL), we write () € BR(R) (which stands for “big Riesz
transform”) if @ is a P-doubling maximal cube which does not belong to HD(Ry) u LD(Ry)
and satisfies

IRuxer20(zq@)| = K O(R),

where K is some big constant to be fi\xed below, depending on A, §y, and My. Also, for
a cube @ € Tree(Ry), we denote by Ch(Q) the family of maximal cubes P € D,(Q)\{Q}
that satisfy one of the following conditions:

e Pe Dﬁ, i.e. P is P-doubling, or

e Pe LD(R())
From Lemma B3 it is immed/i@te to check that if ) is not contained in any cube from
LD(Ryp), then the cubes from Ch(Q) cover @, and also

(9.1) 0(P) ~p 4, 6(Q)  for each P e Ch(P),

Given R € DZL) € Tree(Ro)\End(Rp), we will construct a tree fre\eo(R) inductively,
consisting just of P-doubling cubes and stopping cubes from LD(Ry). At the same time
we will construct an approximating AD-regular measure for this tree. We will do this by
“spreading” the measure of the cubes from Treey (R) nLD(Ry) among the other cubes from

Treeg (R). To this end, we will consider some coefficients s(Q), Q € DLD N T/‘raao(R), that,
in a sense, quantify the additional measure p spreaded on @) due to the presence of close
cubes from LD(Ry). The algorithm is the following.

First we choose R as the root of Tr/\eeo(R), and we set s(R) = 0. Next, suppose that

Q€ fre\eo(R) (in particular, this implies that @ € Tree(Rp)), and assume that we have not

decided yet if the cubes from Ch(Q) belong to Treeg(R). First we decide that @ € S/to\p(R)
if one of the following conditions hold:

(i) Q € HD(Ry) U LD(Ry) U BR(R), or
(i) s(Q) = n(Q) and (i) does not hold, or
(iii) ZPeéﬁ(Q)mLD(RO) 1(P) = 1 u(Q) and neither (i) nor (i) hold.

IfQe S/to\p(R)7 no descendants of Q) are allowed to belong to ﬁe\eo(R). Otherwise, all the
cubes from Ch(Q) are chosen to belong to Treeg(R), and for each P € Ch(Q), we define

s(P) = —u(P) if P e LD(Ry),

and, otherwise, we set

(9-2) HQ) = > p(S) and  s(P) = (s(Q) +(Q))

SeCh(Q)ALD(Ro)
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Observe that

Z s(P) = Z s(P) + Z s(P)

PeCh(Q) PeCh(Q)LD(Ro) PeCh(Q)\LD(Ro)
=—t(Q) + (s(Q) + t(Q)) = s(Q).
By induction, the coefficients s(-) satisfy the following. If Q € T/‘r&o(R) and 7 is some
finite family of cubes from Treeg(R) N D, (Q) which cover @ and are disjoint, then
(9.3) > s(P) = s(Q).
Pel

Further, s(Q) = 0 for all Q € Treeo(R)\LD(Ry).
Now we are ready to define an approximating measure 1 associated with Treey(R). First,

we denote R
GRrR) =R\ ] @
QeStop(R)
and for each ) € D, we let Dg be an n-dimensional disk passing through x¢g with radius

A~

27(Q) (recall that r(Q) is the radius of B(Q)). In case that ;(G(R)) = 0, we define

’]_[n
1= % (@) Q) e
QcStop(R) <

Observe that n(Dg) = p(Q) + s(Q) for all @ € S/to\p(R) and, in particular n(Dg) = 0 if
Q € Stop(R) n LD(Ry).

In case that 1(G(R)) # 0, we have to be a little more careful. For a given N > 1 we let
ﬁ ~(R) be the family consisting of all the cubes from ﬁ(R) with side length larger
that Ay™ £(R), and we let Zy be the family of the cubes from Tr/\eeo(R) which have side

length smaller than A5 ¢(R) and are maximal. We denote
ol

Hlpg e
H™(Dq)

(9.4) = > (s(Q) +u@) 20

QeStopy (R)

D (5(Q) + u(Q)

QEIN(R)

and we let 17 be a weak limit of ny as N — oo.
As in Section [6.2] we use the following notation. To each @ € Treeg(R) we associate
another “cube”’ QM defined as follows:

QM = (G(R) n Q) u U Dp.
PeStop(R):PcQ
We let

Treeo” (R) = Trees” (RM) := {Q : Q e Treeo(R)).

For S = QM ¢ Tr/\ee((]n) (R) with Q € Tr/\eeo(R), we denote Q@ = S® and we write £(S) :=
UQ).
Observe now that, from (@.3]) and the definition of 7, we have the key property

(9.5) QM) = u(Q) + s(Q)  for all Q € Treey(R).
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So 5(Q) is the measure added to 1(Q) to obtain n(Q™).

Lemma 9.2. The measure ©(Ry)~1n is AD-regular (with a constant depending on A and
60), and n(QM) = 0 for all Q € LD(Ry) N Treep(R).

Proof. The fact that n(Q) = 0 for all Q € LD(Ry) N ’I/‘raao(R) follows by construction
and has already been mentioned above. To prove the AD-regularity of 7, by standard
arguments, it is enough to show that

1(Q™) x5 O(Ry) £(Q)"  for all Q & Tree(R)\LD(Ry),
taking into account (@.1). Given such a cube @, the fact that @ ¢ LD(Ry) ensures that
Q™) = u(Q) 2 do O(Ro) L(Q)".
To show the converse estimate we can assume @) # R. By the condition (ii) in the definition

of ﬁ(@), where @ is the first ancestor of @) in ’I/‘r;)()(R) (i.e., @ is the smallest cube from
Treeg(R) that strictly contains @), we have

s(Q) < w@Q).
Also, by (iii) (which does not hold for Q), the coefficient ¢(Q) in (0.2 satisfies

tHQ) = Yoo ouP) < %u(@)-
PeCh(Q)ALD(Ro)
Therefore,
9.6 s(Q) = (s(Q 0 %\2 54 L6 '“<@):3 7
(96) (@ = (@) +1Q) - 57 < 2@+ (@) 55 =30(@Q)
and so
n(Q™) = 5(Q) + n(Q) < 4u(Q) < 4u(Q) < AO(R) (Q)" ~ag, O(Ro) L(Q)",
taking into account that @ ¢ HD(Ry), by (i). O

Remark 9.3. For the record, notice that from (@.6]) it follows that, for all @ € Treeg (R),
either

(9.7) 0<s(Q) <3u(@),

s(Q) = —u(Q)-
The latter case happens if and only if @ € LD(Ry).

Remark 9.4. Consider the measure defined by

1,
o —Q ~
DY HQ) 3y T ey
Q<Stop(R)\LD(Ro)
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This measure is mutually absolutely continuous with 7. Further, since the coefficients

s(Q), with Q € ﬁe\eo(R), are uniformly bounded (by the previous remark), it turns out
that

/

n=pn
for some function p € L®(n) satisfying p ~ 1. Consequently, by Lemma 0.2, 7’ is also
AD-regular.

For a family of cubes Z < Tree(Ry), we denote

Ch(z) = | Ch(Q).

QeZ
For Q € ﬁe\eo(R), we write Q € (i)g, if Q € S/to\p(R) and the condition (i) in the definition
of Stop(R) holds for @, and analogously regarding the notations @ € (ii)r and Q € (iii)g.
Lemma 9.5. The following holds:
> nQ) + > (@) + u(G(R)) ~ p(R).
QeStop(R) (LD (Ro)UHD(Ro)UBR(R)) QeCh((iii) g) NLD(Ro)

Proof. 1t is clear that the left hand side above is bounded by u(R). For the converse
estimate, we write

(9.8) R ~
pR) = Y w@+pGR) = Y w@+ D, w@+ Y wQ) +uGR).
QeStop(R) Qe(i)r Qe(ii)r Qe(in)r
By construction,
(9.9) D@ = > Q).
Qe(i)r QeStop(R)(HD(Ro)ULD(Ro)UBR(R))

Also, if Q € (iii) g, then
Q<2 Y ),

PeCh(Q)nLD(Ro)
and thus
(9.10) Y, H@) <2 > u(P).
Qe(iti)r PeCh(Stop(R))ALD(Ro)

On the other hand, if Q € (ii)g, then 0 < u(Q) < s(Q), and so
X< Y s@= ) s(@Q)
Qe(i)r QeStop(Q):s(Q)=0 QeStop(R)\LD(Ro)

For a given N > 1, consider the families Stop ~(R) and Z defined just above ([@.4]). Notice

that Jn := ﬁN(R) U Iy is a finite family of cubes which cover R, and thus, from the
property ([@.3)), it follows that

0=s(R)= > s@= >  s@+ > Q.

QeJdn QeJnnLD(Ro) QeJIN\LD(Ro)
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Since s(Q) = —u(Q) for all Q € In N LD(Ry), we deduce
> @@= ) wQ.
QeJN\LD(Rop) QeINNLD(Ro)
Letting N — oo and taking into account that s(Q) = 0 for all Q € Jn\LD(Ry), we get

> 5(Q) < > wQ),

QeStop(R)\LD(Ro) QeStop(R)LD(Ry)
and thus
(9.11) D@ < > Q).
Qe(it)r QeStop(R)LD(Ro)

The lemma follows from the splitting (0.8)) and the inequalities (@.9), (O.10), (@.11). O

Lemma 9.6. The operator R, is bounded in L*(n), with
IRl L2 12 () SA60,5c O(R).

Proof. To prove this lemma we will use the suppressed kernel K¢ introduced in Section
[6.1] with the following 1-Lipchitz function:

@)= il (KQ)+ dist(x,Q)).
QeTreeo(R)
We will prove first that Rg |, is bounded in L%(ulyp) by applying Theorem [6.1], and

later on we will show that R, is bounded in L?(n) by approximation.
In order to apply Theorem [6.1] we will show that

(a) u(B(xz,r) n2R) < CO(R)r™ for all r = ®(z), and

(b) SUP,=a(s) [Rr(x2rk) ()| < CO(R),
with C possibly depending on A, dp, and K. Once these conditions are proven, then
Theorem applied to the measure O(R) ™! u|,p ensures that

(9'12) HR<I>,;¢[2R HLQ(,ubR)HLz(ubR) SA80,K @(R)

The proof of (a) is quite similar to the proof of Lemma However, we repeat here
the arguments for the reader’s convenience. In the case r > ¢(R)/10 we just use that

p(B(x,7) n2R) < pu(2R) < O(R)U(R)" < O(R)r".
So we may assume that ®(x) < r < ¢(R)/10. By the definition of ®(z), there exists

Qe Tr/\eeo(R) such that
Q) + dist(z,Q) < r.

Therefore, Bg < B(x,4r) and so there exists an ancestor Q" © () which belongs to @O(R)
such that B(z,r)  2B¢, with £(Q") ~ r. Then,

u(B(x,r) ~2R) < pu(2Bg) < AO(Ro) UQ)" ~a5, O(R) 1™,

as wished.
Let us turn our attention to the property (b). In the case r > ¢(R)/10 we have

1(2R)

rn

R (x2r) ()] < < O(R).
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In the case ®(z) < r < £(R)/10 we consider the same cube Q' € Tr/\eeo(R) as above, which
satisfies B(z,r) < 2B¢ and ¢(Q') ~ r. Further, by replacing Q" by the first ancestor in

’I/‘r;(] (R) if necessary, we may assume that
Ruxereq (zq)| < KO(R).

Since |z — z¢gr| < 4(Q’), by standard arguments which use the fact that K¢ is a Calderon-
Zygmund kernel (see (6.2) and (6.3)), it follows that

IRuxzreq (€)= Re(xarm)(2)] < P(Q') < AO(Ro) ~a s, O(R).
Thus,

IR (x2rm) ()] < |Rpxereg (g)| + |Ruxzmeg (q) — Re(xari) (2)] Sas,x O(R).
So both (a) and (b) hold, and then (@.12) follows.
Next we deal with the L?(n) boundedness of R,,. First notice that Rul@(R) is bounded in

L2(,u[a(R)) with norm at most CO(R) because ®(x) = 0 on G(R) Since 77[@(1«2) = ,o,u[a(R)

for some function p ~ 1, Rﬁla(ﬁ) is also bounded in Lz(n[a( R)) with norm bounded by
CO(R). So it suffices to show that Rn[a(mc is bounded in LZ(WLG(R)C)' This follows from

the fact that if @ and 8 are Radon measures with polynomial growth of degree n such
that R, is bounded in L?(a) and Rg is bounded in L?(8), then Rq4ps is bounded in
L?(a+ ), and then choosing o = @(R)_l,u[a(m and 3 = O(R)™! See for example
Proposition 3.1 from [NToV?2].
. : T2
It remains to show that Rnl@(R)c is bounded in L <77[é(R)c)

by C ©(R). Notice first that, by (2.4]), there exists some constant b > 0 depending at most
on Cy, Ag,n such that

p({r € Q: dist(z,supp p\Q) < bL(Q)}) <

with norm bounded above

Q).
We denote
(9.13) Q) = {z e Q: dist(x,supp 1\Q) > b4(Q)},

so that u(Q®) = 4 u(Q).
We have to show that

(9.14) IRCa g mye) L2 g ) Sa00,5 O(R) g2

for any given g € LQ(U[G(R)C), with R(g an(R)C) understood in the principal value sense.
To this end, we take the function f € L?(u|yz) defined as follows:

(9.15) f= Z f gdn Xg(f))
QeStop
We also consider the signed measures
a=fp  B=gn,
so that a(Q) = a(Q©®)) = B(Dg) for all Q € ﬁ(R).
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As a preliminary step to obtain ([0.14]), we will show first

(9.16) |Ra 82| Saso.x OR) gl L2m)-

a(R)C)

For that purpose, first we will estimate the term |Roa(z)—ReB(y)|, with z € Q) y € Dy,
for @ € Stop(R), in terms of the coefficients

(Q) ((P)
Pa(Q) = nt |Oé|(2B ) and QQ(Q) = D O\ntl |Oé|(P),
PGDMZZPDQ (et " PeS/t;p(R) D@
and
UQ) ((P)
Ps(Q) = ot 1Bl(2Bp)  and  Qp(Q) = — 5 ot 1B1(Dp).
We claim that
(9.17) Rea(z) — RaB(y)] € Pal@) + Qa(Q) + Ps(Q) + 25(Q)

for all z € Q) y € Dg, with Q € S/to\p(R). The arguments to prove this are quite similar
to the ones in Lemma [Tl but we will show the details for completeness. By the triangle
inequality, for z, y and Q) as above, we have

[Rea(z) — Raef(y)] < [Rea(r) — Rea(zq)]

+ [Rea(zq) — Ref(zq)| + |Ref(zq) — RaS(y)]
=11+ I+ Is.

First we estimate [; using the properties of the kernel Kg in (6.2) and (63)), and taking

into account that for z € Q) (and thus for xg) ®(z) ~4 £(Q), because of the separation
condition in the definition of Q) in (@I3). Then we get

L] < f Ka(z,2) — Ka(zq, 2)] dlal(2)

- (LBQ ! PEDZ:PDQ LBﬁ\2Bp > |Ko (2, 2) — Ko(zq, 2)| d|af(2)

< Y M9 es) <@,

1
PeD,:P>Q (P

where above we denoted by P the parent of P. The same estimate holds for the term I3
(with « replaced by B), using that ®(z) ~ £(Q) for all z € Dg, since Dg = $B(Q) and
B(Q) nsupppu < Q. So

[I3] < Ps(@Q).
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Finally we deal with the term Io. Since a(P) = 8(Dp) for all P € S/to\p(R), we have

I < Z Uch(wQ —z)d(alpo = Blp,)(2)
PeStop(R)

< ¥ f|K¢<xQ—z>—K¢<xQ—xP>|d(|aup<o>+|ﬂuDP)<z>
PeStop(R)

From the separation condition in ([@I3) and the fact that Dp < B(P), we infer that, for
P Qe ﬁ(R) with P # Q and z € PO U Dp,

[zq — 2| ~ |zq —zp| 2 UQ) + U(P).
Hence, in the case P # @,

[ Kot —2)- Kolwo =zl d(jallow +181L5,) ) £ fmtrr (al(PO)+51(Dr).

(P, Q)"+

The same inequality holds in the case P = @ using (6.2)) and the fact that ®(zq) ~ (Q).
So we deduce that

I £ Qa(Q) + Q5(Q).

Gathering the estimates obtained for Iy, I, I3, the claim (.17 follows.
Now we are ready to show (9.10). By the claim just proven and using that n(Bg) < 1(Q),
we obtain

(9.18)

RoBlrig = 3 | ReBldn
QeStop(R) ¢

< Y if Rea@Pp@+ Y, (Pal@?+ Qal(@)’ u(Q)

= 2eQ(0) =
QEeStop(R) QEeStop(R)
2
+ 2 (Pa@F + Q5(@) (Do)
QeStop(R)
Since Ry y|,,, is bounded in L%(ulyp) with norm bounded by C(A, 8y, K) O(R), we infer
that '

: 2 2 2 2 2
Yt [Reo@)?r(Q) < | [Roofds < Ralfin)lfag Sami OE2 g,
QeStop(R)

To estimate the second sum on the right hand side of (9.I8]) we use the fact that
DN (@) RTI(o) B S N (o) (@)}
QeStop(R) QeStop(R)

This follows by the same argument as in Lemma [[.13] with p = 2. Indeed, in that lemma
one does not use any specific property of the measure p or the family Reg, apart from



96 D. DABROWSKI AND X. TOLSA

the fact the cubes from Reg are pairwise disjoint. So the lemma applies to S/to\p(R) too.
Observe also that, for every xz € Q, 2Bp < B(z,2((P)) < CBp, for some C' > 1, and thus

$ Q) el 24(P))
perimh o (YT (B2, 20(P)))

S P(Q) My f(x) sas OR) M, f().

Pa(Q) <

1(CBp)

Consequently,
Y (Pa@+ Q@)@ < Y Pal@?p(Q)
QeStop(R) QeStop(R)

<rs O(R)? j My I it Sy OCR)? 11220,

The last sum on the right hand side of (O.I8)) is estimated similarly. Indeed, by Lemma
[C.13] we also have

D 0s@Pn(Dg) s DL Ps(@)n(Dg),

QeStop(R) QeStop(R)

and as above,
Ps(Q) sa.s O(R) Myg(x).
Then it follows that
2
Y (Pa(Q) + Qs(Q)” Q) Sas OR) gl2s,-
QeStop(R)
By (@I8)) and the preceding esitmates, to complete the proof of (@.I6]) it just remains to
notice that, by the definition of f in ([@.I3) and Cauchy-Schwarz, | f|lz2(.) < |9l z20y)-
In order to prove (9.14), we denote
RIDMB(z) = RA(x) = Ryq)aBla),

and we split
(9.19)

R gy = 2 |, IRBR
QeStop(R) ~

< Z <j IRMB2 dn + j 1R@)48 — RaB|? d77>
QeStop(R) 7@ Pa
+ [RaBl72

G c) ’
&(R)
Using the fact that RU[DQ is bounded in L2(77[DQ) with norm comparable to n(Bg)/r(Q™)

(because Dg is an n-dimensional disk), we deduce that

| mr@nspay = | RO g Sas O xogali
Q Q



THE MEASURES WITH L2-BOUNDED RIESZ TRANSFORM 97

Regarding the second integral in (@.I9)), observe that, by (6.4), for all z € Dg with @ €
Stop(R),

‘RT(Q)/ZIB(‘T) — R@B(x)’ < sup M $A,50 @(R) Mug(az).

r>®(z) r
Then, by the last estimates and (@.I6]), we get

S ORE N | (I IMgl) o+ [RoBlE gy,
QeStop(R) 79

<as0k O(R)? ”9“%2(17)’

||R‘I>(g nla(R)c)”%Q(n[

a(R)C)

which concludes the proof of the lemma. O

Next, for each R € Df\End(Ro), we define the family ErFi(R) and ’I/‘r;(R), which can

be considered as an enlarged version of T/‘re\eo(R). First we define
Stop,(R) = (i)r u (ii)r L Ch((iii) ).

Let E/r;j(R) be the family of maximal P-doubling cubes which are contained in the cubes
from Stop, (R). Notice that R ¢ End(R). Further, the cubes from Stop(R) n (HD(Rp) u

BR(R) v (ii)r) belong to E/r;j(R) because they are P-doubling. Then we let T/‘re\e(R) be
the family of cubes from D, which are contained in R and are not strictly contained in any

cube from Er;i(R) Observe that we do not ask the cubes from ’I/‘r;(R) to be P-doubling.
Similarly, we define Tree,(R) as the family of cubes from D,, which are contained in R and

are not strictly contained in any cube from S/to\p*(R).

9.2. Estimating the / numbers on ﬁe\e(R). Our goal is now to prove the following
estimate.

Lemma 9.7. For each R € Dﬁ\End(Ro), we have

D1 Bu2(2B0)? Q) sk O(Ro) u(R).
QeTree(R)

We split the proof into several steps. Fix R e DL)\End(RO). First we deal with cubes in
Tree(R)\Tree, (R).

Lemma 9.8. We have

Z Bu2(2Bq)*1(Q) <a O(Ro)u(R).
QeTree(R)\Treex (R)
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Proof. We use the trivial bound 3, 2(2Bg)? < 0,(2Bg) and Lemma 3.3 to get

> Bu2(2Bo)* Q) < 0,.(2Bo)(Q)
QeTree(R)\Treex (R) QeTree(R)\Treex (R)
= > > 6.2Bo)u(Q)

PeStop,, (R) QeTree(R): QP

=2 2 > 6,(2Bo)(Q)

m20 peStop, (R) QcTree(R)
QcP, Z(Q):Agmé(P)
<2 X > AP
m20 peStop, (R) QcTree(R)

QCPUQ)=A;"L(P)
<Y APPPMP)~ D) PP)u(P).
m20 peStop, (R) PeStop, (R)
Recall that for @ € Tree(Rp) we have P(Q) <a O(Rp), and so

D1 P(P)u(P)saO(R) ) u(P) < O(Ro)u(R).
PeStop,, (R) PeStop, (R)

It remains to prove

D Bua(2B0)? 1(Q) Sasex O(Ro) u(R).
QeTreey (R)
Consider the set
Fzsuppnzé(R)u U Dq.
QeStop(R)\LD(Ro)
Denote v = H"|r. We showed in Lemma [@.2 that ©(Ry) ' is an AD-regular measure, and
so it follows by standard arguments (using e.g. [Mal, Theorem 6.9]) that I" is an AD-regular

set, and that n = pv for some density p satisfying p ~ 5, ©(Rp). It is also immediate to
check that Lemma [0.6] implies that R, is bounded in L?(v), with

IRyl L2()—12(0) SA60K 1-

Hence, by the main result of [NToVI| we know that I' is uniformly n-rectifiable. This
allows us to use the  numbers characterization of uniform rectifiability [DS1] to get
(9.20)

0 d
f f Bu2(z, 7‘)2 —Tdu(x) <As,K 70, for zesuppw,rge (0,diam(suppv)).
B(z,ro0) JO r

To transfer these estimates back to the measure p we will argue similarly as in Section
7 of [AT]. It will be convenient to work with regularized cubes, as we did in Section
Consider a function

drx(r) = inf  (dist(z,Q) + £(Q))-
QeTreex (R)
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Note that dg.(x) = 0 for z in the closure of a(R), and dp«(x) > 0 everywhere else.

Moreover, dp  is 1-Lipschitz. For each z € R\G(R) we define ), to be the maximal cube
from D,, that contains x and satisfies

The family of all the cubes Q,, x € R\G(R), will be denoted by Reg, (R). We define also
the regularized tree Treg, (R) consisting of the cubes from D,, that are contained in R and
are not strictly contained in any of the Reg, (R) cubes.

It follows easily from the definition of Reg, (R) that Tree, (R) < Treg,(R). Observe also
that Reg, (R) consists of pairwise disjoint cubes and satisfies

u<R\< J Pu G(R))) = 0.
PeReg, (R)
The following is an analogue of Lemma
Lemma 9.9. The cubes from Reg,(R) satisfy the following properties:
(a) If P € Reg,(R) and x € B(xp,50¢(P)), then 104(P) < dr«(z) < cl(P), where ¢
is some constant depending only on n.

(b) There exists some absolute constant ¢ > 0 such that if P, P' € Reg,(R) satisfy
B(zp,500(P)) n B(xzpr,500(P")) # &, then

¢ Y(P) < U(P') < cl(P).
(c) For each P € Reg,(R), there are at most N cubes P’ € Reg,(R) such that
B(xp,50¢(P)) n B(xpr,500(P")) # @,
where N is some absolute constant.

As before, we omit the proof.

Lemma 9.10. For all Q € Treg, (R) there exists some P € T/‘r&*(R) such that £(Q) ~ ¢(P)
and 2Bg < CBp < C'Bg, where C and C' are some absolute constants. In consequence,

(9.21) P(Q) <a O(Ro).
Proof. Let Q € Treg, (R). If Q A G(R) # @, then Q € Tree,(R) and we can take P = Q. If

Qn a(R) = @&, then there exists some @ € Reg, (R) such that Qo < Q. By the definition
of dr » and Lemma (a), there exists Py € Tree,(R) such that

dist(zg,, Po) + U(Py) < 2dp«(zq,) ~ £(Qo).
In particular, £(Fy) < €(Qo) < U(Q). If L(Py) = £(Q), set P = Py, otherwise let P be the
ancestor of Py with ¢(P) = £(Q). Clearly, ¢(P) ~ ¢(Q), and moreover
dist(zg,zp) < dist(zq,, Po) + ¢(Q) + L(P) < U(Qo) + ¢(Q) + ¢(P) ~ £(Q) ~ {(P),
which implies 2Bg < CBp < C'Bg, for some absolute C' and C".

Finally, to see P(Q) <a O(Ro) recall that P(P) < AO(R) for all P € Tree,(R)
Tree(Rp), and we have P(Q) < P(P) because Bg < CBp and ((Q) ~ {(P). O
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The following lemma states that the uniformly rectifiable set I' lies relatively close to
all the cubes from Reg, (R). This property will be crucial in our subsequent estimates.

Lemma 9.11. There exists Cy = Cx(A, o) such that for all Q) € Reg, (R) we have

(9.22) %BQ AT # @.

Proof. Let Q € Reg,(R) and let P € T/‘r;*(R) be the cube from Lemma[@.I0l In particular,
we have

(9.23) 2Bp « CBg

for some absolute constant C'.
If P contains some cube P; € Stop(R)\LD(Ryp), then we are done, because in that case

~

Dp, € 2Bp < CBg, and Dp,  I'. Similarly, if G(R) n P # &, then there is nothing to
prove.

Now suppose that Pma(R) = @ and P does not contain any cube from ﬁ(R)\LD(RO).
Since P € ﬁe\e*(R) and P~ G(R) = @, there exists some P; € S/to\p* (R) such that P, c P.
By our assumption P ¢ ﬁ(R)\LD(RO), and so

Py € Stop, (R)\ (Stop(R)\LD(Ro)) = Ch((iii)r) v (Stop(R) ~ LD(Ro))

There are two cases to consider. Suppose that P, € El\z((zzz)R) Let S € (iit)g be

such that P, € éf\l(S) Since S ¢ LD(Rp) (otherwise we’d have S € (i)r), (O] gives
U(P1) ~p 5, £(S). Thus, there exists some constant C'(A, dg) such that

Ds < C(A,d0)Bp, © C(A, 50)Bp "2 € C(A, 60)Bo.
Since Dg c T', we get (0.22)) as soon as Cy = 2C C(A, dy).
Finally, suppose that P; € Stop(R) nLD(Rp). Let Py € Treeg(R)\Stop(R) be the unique
cube such that P; € Ch(Fp). By (@1) we have ¢(Py) ~a 5, ¢(P1), and so
2BP0 c C(A,(go)Bpl c C(A, (50)Bp < CC(A,(so)BQ

We claim that 2Bp, n ' # &, and so (@.22)) is satisfied if we assume Cy = 2C C(A, dp).
First, if 2Bp, nG(R) # @, then there is nothing to prove. Assume the contrary. In that case
Py is covered by cubes from Stop(R). We claim that there exists some S € Stop(R)\LD(Ry)

such that S < Py. Indeed, otherwise Py would be covered by cubes from ﬁ(}%) NLD(Ry),
but then

@1
)= Y —ay= Y (B sm) 2o,
P’eStop(R)nLD(Ro) P'eStop(R)~LD(Ro)

which is a contradiction. Thus, there exists S € %(R)\LD(RO) such that S < Py, which
implies Dg < 2Bp,. Since Dg < I', we are done. O

In the following lemma we define functions supported on I' that approximate p at the
level of Reg,.(R).
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Lemma 9.12. There exist functions gp : I' - R, P € Reg,(R), such that each gp is
supported in I' n CyBp,

(9.24) | g0 av = uie)
I
and
(9.25) > gp <as OR).
PeReg, (R)

Proof. Assume first that the family Reg, (R) is finite. We label the cubes from Reg,(R) in
the order of increasing sidelength, that is we let P; be a cube with the minimal sidelength,
and then we label all the remaining cubes so that ¢(FP;) < £(Pj11).

The functions g; := gp, will be of the form g; = a;xa, where a; > 0 and A; <« I'nCyBp,.

We begin by setting oy = p(P1)/v(Cy«Bp,) and Ay = CyBp, nT". Clearly, ([9:24) holds for
Cx

Py. Moreover, using the fact that v is AD-regular and 5*Bp nI' # & we get
P P) @20
Hngoo = N( 1) N( 1) <A ®<RO)

" U(CyBp) M0 u(py)n

We define the remaining g, k£ = 2 inductively. Suppose that gi,...,gx_1 have already
been constructed, and they satisfy

k—1
(9.26) > 9i < C'O(R)
i=1

for some constant C’' = C'(A, dp) to be fixed below. Let P;,...,P;, be the subfamily of
Py, ..., Py consisting of cubes such that Cy Bp, mC*Bpij # &. Due to the non-decreasing

sizes of P;’s we have P, < CxB P, < 3C.Bp,. Hence, applying ([@.24) to g; ; we get

m n "
S| gi,dv =Y u(P;) < p(3CBp,) < C(A,8)O(Ro)(Py)" < C"O(Ro)v(T'nCyBp,),
i 7T j

for some C” depending on A, dy. By the Chebyshev’s inequality
1
v (r Y g, > 20/'@(30)}) < vl N CuBp,).
Set
A, =Tn C*Bpk N {Z] 9i; < 20//®(R(])},
and then by the preceding estimate v(Ay) = v(I' n C.Bp,)/2. We define

o = ML)
k V(Ak)7

so that for g = agxa, we have (g dv = u(P;). Moreover, using AD-regularity of v and
the fact that %Bpk Nn#o

1(P)
I/(C*Bpk)

1 (Pr)

@21)
< C"O(R
(B (o)

< C(A, b))

ap < 2
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for some C” depending on A, dy. Hence, by the definition of Ay
ge(x) + ) gi,(x) < C"O(Ry) + 2C"O(Ry), for x € Ay,
J

For x ¢ A we have g = 0, and so it follows from the above and the inductive assumption

([@26) that for C" = C" + 2C" we have

k
Ylgi <C'O(R),
=1

which closes the induction.

Suppose now that the family Reg,(R) is infinite. We can relabel it so that Reg,(R) =
{P"}ien. For each N we consider the family {P'};<;<n. We construct functions ggl, R gg N
as above, so that they satisfy

N
[t v =upn, Yok <com)
i=1

There exists a subsequence I; < N such that { 9}31 }ker, is convergent in the weak-* topology
of L*(v) to some function gp1 € L*(v). We take another subsequence I, — I such that
{9%3 }ker, is convergent in the weak-x topology of L*(v) to some gp2 € L*(v). Proceeding

in this fashion we obtain a family {gp: }ieny such that supp gpi © CyBpi, and the properties
©@24), ([@.25) are preserved (because of the weak-# convergence). O

Recall that by the uniform rectifiability of v we have a good estimate on the 3, 2 numbers
(@.20). We will now use Lemmas [0.11] and 0.12] to transfer these estimates to the measure
1 and obtain

D Bu2(2Bo)? 1(Q) Sasex O(Ro) u(R).
QeTrees (R)
In fact, we will show that

D0 Bua(2B)® Q) Sasy.x O(Ro) pu(R),
QeTreg, (R)

and the former estimate will follow, since ﬁe\e*(R) c Treg,.(R).
Let Q € Treg,(R), and let Lg be an n-plane minimizing f, 2(C}Bg), where C}, > 2 is
some constant depending on C, to be chosen in Lemma [0.13] We estimate

2 1(Q) dist(z, Lo)\* ,
027) £,202B0)°uQ) < fio | . () duto

o (M) ()

2Bg

= O(Ro) (LBQmR\G(R) codp(x) + LBQmG(R) codp(x) + LBQ\R . du(az))

=: @(RO)(Il + Ir + 13).
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Concerning I3, we use the trivial estimate
(9.28) I3 < 1(2Bg\R).
Estimating I5 is simple because on G(R) we have pu = p'v for some p/ <x O(Ry), and so

(9.29)

I <A @(Ro)f )
2BonG(R)

<%>2 dv(z) < O(Ro) L;BQ (%)2 dv(2)

~cr, O(Ro)By2(CLBo)*t(Q)".

Bounding I requires more work. First, we use the fact that R\a(R) is covered p-a.e.
by Reg,(R):

SO BAC R

PeReg, (R): PN2Bo#@ €<Q)

— PeReg*(R)Z;ngBQ#g (L <diSt€((g)LQ)>2gP($) dv(z)

. (%)2 (xr(a)i(a) = gp(2)iv ()

= ([11(P)+112(P)).
PeRegy (R): PN2BQ#9

We need the following auxiliary result.

Lemma 9.13. If P € Reg,(R) is such that P n 2By # &, then {(P) < £(Q) and in
consequence CyBp < C,Bqg for some C}, = C}(Cy) = Ci.

Proof. 1f £(P) < ¢(Q) then there is nothing to prove, so suppose ¢(P) > ¢(Q) (in particular
U(P) = Apl(Q)). In that case we have 2Bg < 2Bp.

Note that if we had Q\G(R) = @, then dp«(xg) = 0, but by Lemma (a) we know
that dg «(zg) = 10¢(P). Hence, there exists some S € Reg, (R) such that S < Q. Together
with the fact that 2Bg < 2Bp this implies Bg n 2Bp # @. By Lemma (b) this gives

By the lemma above and the preceding estimate we get

(9.30) I < > I1(P) + > Li5(P).

PeReg, (R): Cx BpcC Bg PeReg, (R): C4x BpcCl, Bg
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We estimate the first sum as follows:

(9.31) > L <M>29P(ZE) dv(x)

PeReg, (R): Cx BpcC Bg E(Q)

- L <%>2 PeReg*(R)Z i

: C*BPCC;‘BQ

. 2
supnggc*BP f <w> Z gp(z)dv(z)
FmC:kBQ <Q) PeReg, (R)

N | n
°Q) ) dv(z) ~c;, O(Ro)Bu2(CLBo)* Q)"

Concerning I12(P), observe that since { gp dv = p(P) by ([0.24), we have

. 2 . 2
hﬂﬂ=f<@ﬁ%§@>—<g%%%@>>uM@WW%WM@W@»

@23)
< A, ©(Ro) f

(dist(x, Lg
I'nCyBg

For x € supp(xp(z)du(z) — gp(z)dv(z)) =« CBp < C},Bg we have

<dist(a;, LQ)>2 B <dist(xp, LQ)>2 _ lz—ap| dist(z, Lo) + dist(zp, Lq)
6Q) Q) S UQ) Q)
2 Gl(P) CLl@Q) ((P)

TUQ) Q) % Q)

Hence,

(9.32) 52(P) <c,.0, %M(P)-

Recall that Cy depends on A,dp, and C’ depends on C,. Thus, putting together the

estimates (0.30), (9.31)), and ([@.32) yields
I Sas, O(R0)Bu2(CLBo)*(Q)" + Z %M(P)-

PeReg, (R):
C* BPCC:k BQ

Together with (0.27), ([@.28), and ([@0.29) this gives
Bu2(2B0)*1(Q) s O(R0)*Bu2(CLBo)*UQ)"
{(P)

+O(R) ), @M(P) + O(Ro)u(2Bg\R).

PeReg, (R):
C*BPCC;BQ
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Summing over @ € Treg, (R) we get

> Bu2(2Be)’u(Q) Sasm ORe)® Y Bua(ClB)*U(Q)"

QeTreg, (R) QeTreg, (R)
((P)
r(R) Y N pouPIe(r) Y p2Bo\R)
Q€eTreg, (R) PeReg, (R): QeTreg, (R)
C*BPCC;‘BQ

=: O(Rp)2S; + O(Ry)Ss + O(Ro)Ss.

Concerning Si, note that by ([@22) we know that if @ € Treg,(R), then v(CyBg n
I') ~ps, UQ)" and for all x € CyBg nT' we have C,Bg < B(z,2C4(Q)). Thus,
Bu2(CLBq) < Bua(x,r) for 2CL4(Q) < r < 3CLL(Q). Observe also that the sets C, Bo n T
corresponding to cubes of the same generation have bounded intersection. It follows easily
that

o 5CLU(R) , dr
Si= Y BalCBt@ sas || Aaer? Tdva)
QeTreg, (R) 5C% Br JO r

< Aok L(R)".
To estimate Sy we change the order of summation:

So= > uP) ! eE—P'

PeReg, (R) QeTreg, (R):
CyBpcCl, Bg

S
~—

~—

Note that the inner sum is essentially a geometric series, and so

So S04, Z n(P) < p(R).
PeReg, (R)

Finally, we can bound Ss using the small boundaries property of the David-Mattila
lattice (21). To be more precise, note that for @ € Treg,(R) if 2Bo\R # @ and 4(Q) =

AakE(R), then necessarily @ < Ni_1(R), and even 2By < Ny_1(R). Furthermore, the
balls 2B for cubes of the same generation have only bounded intersection. Thus,

@I
Ss<y, ), w2Bo)< Y u(Ner(R) < u(90B(R)) ~ p(R).
UQ)=Ay U(R)

Putting the estimates for S7, So and S5 together we arrive at
D Bu2(2Bo)* (@) Sas.x O(R0)*UR)™ + O(Ro)u(R) <5, O(Ro)u(R),
QeTreg, (R)

where in the last estimate we used the fact that ©(Rg) < 5 'O(R) (note that R ¢ LD(Ry)
because Dﬁ N LD(Ry) < End(Rp) and we assume R € Dﬁ\End(Ro)). This finishes the
proof of Lemma
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9.3. The corona decompostion and the proof of Lemma [9.97l Now we define 'Fc;) =
Top(Rp) inductively. We set Topy = {Rp} and, assuming Top;, to be defined, we let

Topgn = |J (End(R)\End(Ry)).
ReTop,

Then we let
o0 = | o
k=0
In this way, we have
Tree(Ry) = U i‘e\e(R).
Refc;)

Lemma 9.14. We have
o(Top) Sado(Ro) + 35 |AqRulfagy+ >, €(4Q).

QeTree(Rp) Q€eTree(Ro)nHE
Proof. By Lemma [0.5] we have
> Q) + )y (@) + n(G(R)) ~ u(R).
QeStop(R) (LD (Ro)UHD(Ro)UBR(R)) QeCh((iii) g) NLD(Ro)

By the construction of ﬁe\e(R), the cubes from S/to\p(R) v E?‘L((ZZZ)R) belong to fre\e(R)
and the ones from Stop(R) n BR(R) belong to End(R), and so

u(R) ~ D w(@Q) + S @) + u(G(R)).

QeTree(R) (LD (Ro)UHD(Ro)) QeEnd(R)nBR(R)

Notice that the families Tr/\ee(R), with R € 'I{o\p, are disjoint, with the possible exception of

the roots and ending cubes of the trees Tree(-), which may belong to two different trees.
Then we deduce that

> oums ¥ ( > QY w@)+ X )
ReTop ReTop  QeTree(R)(LD(Ro)UHD(Ry)) QeEnd(R)~BR(R) ReTop

< wRo) + ), Y, Q).

ReTop QeEnd(R)nBR(R)

Since the cubes @ € BR(R) do not belong to LD(Ry), we have ©(Q) ~x 5, O(Ro) for such
cubes. The same happens for R € Top, and thus

(9.33) o(Top) <as o(Ro) + Y, O(R)? D w(Q).
ReTop QeEnd(R)~BR(R)

To estimate the last sum above, we claim that for a given @) € BR(R) n Er;i(R) we have

1/2 1/2
’R(XzR\wM)(xQ)_(mu,Q(RN)_mmR(R/‘))’ S PR)+ <i((4]§))> TP+ <i((2632))> '
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This is proved exactly in the same way as Lemma (see also ([7.2])) and so we omit the
arguments. In case that both R, Q ¢ HE, then

£(4R) 1/2 £(2Q) 1/2
<m> < My©O(R) and <W> < Mo ©(Q),

and so we get
IR(X2mo20m) (xq) — (Mmu,(Ru) — myur(Ru))| < C(A, 6o, Mo)O(R).
Thus, by the BR(R) condition,
K O(R) < [R(xar20m) ()] < [muq(Ru) — my r(Ru)| + C (A, do, Mo)O(R).
Hence, for K = 2C(A, dy, My), we obtain
SKO(R) < |myq(Ri) — myu (R

In the general case where ) and R may belong to HE, by analogous arguments, we get

1 E(AR)\Y? £(2Q)\ ?
K < _ oAy i 24 ,
O < muo(R) — myn(Rio)| + () (D) @) (£
where xpyg(P) = 1 if P € HE and xpe(P) = 0 otherwise. Since
mu,Q(Ru) — mpur(Rp) = Xq > Ap(Ru),
PeTree(R)\End(R)

assuming K > 1, we get

(9.34)
2
oR? Y u@s Y Y ArRw)|
QeEnd(R)nBR(R) QeEnd(R)nBR(R) Q PeTree(R)\End(R)
E(4R)
txweR) ), S @+ ) E(Q)
QeEnd(R)nBR(R) a QeEnd(R)~HE

By orthogonality, the first sum on the right hand is bounded by

[I S se@®ofd= Y 18R

‘2
PeTree(R)\End(R) PeTree(R)\End(R)

Also, it is clear that the second sum on the right had side of ([0.34) does not exceed
XHE(R) E(4R). Therefore,

O(R)’ > 1(Q)
QeEnd(R)nBR(R)

< > |AP(RIIF2() + xHE(R)EAR) + > £(2Q).
PeTree(R)\End(R) QeEnd(R)~HE
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Plugging the previous estimate into (0.33]), we obtain

o(Top) <as, o(Ro) + Y N AR
ReTop PeTree(R)\End(R)

+ > E@R)+ ), D ERQ)

ReTopnHE ReTop QeEnd(R)~HE
Saso o(Ro)+ Y JAp(R)F2gn+ Y E(4Q),
PeTree(Ro) QeTree(Ro)NHE
as wished. O

Proof of Lemma Given Ry € Top, combining Lemmas and [0.14] we obtain
Y Bu2(2Be)*0Q)u(@Q) Sas D OR) Y, Bu2(2B)n(Q)

QeTree(Ro) ReTop QeTree(R)
Sase D, ORPu(R)
Re'ﬁ)\p
Sado o(Ro)+ D, [AQRulfzn+ Y, E(4Q).
Q€eTree(Ro) Q€eTree(Ro)nHE

O

APPENDIX A. A LIST OF PARAMETERS

Here is the list of the most important constants and parameters that appear in the
paper, in the order of appearance. We also point out the dependence of different constants
on each other (usually we do not track dependence on dimension).

e Cy, Ap are the constants from the David-Mattila lattice, and they depend only on
dimension, see Remark Moreover, Ag is assumed big enough that Lemma E3]
and Lemma hold. Starting from Section Bl Ay and Cjy are considered to be
fixed constants, and all the subsequent estimates and parameters may depend on
them. We do not track this dependence.

e (y is the constant from the definition of P-doubling cubes in Subsection B.1] and
we have Cy = 4A(.

e My is the constant from the definition of the HE family. It is an arbitrarily large
parameter chosen in Theorem B.4] (the Main Theorem).

e A is the HD constant, and it is of the form A = ASA" for some large integer kp. It
depends on My, see the end of the proof of Lemma [Z.8] as well as Remark

e A, is the HD, constant, and it is of the form A, = Alf%, where N is a large
dimensional constant fixed above Lemma (for example, N = 500n works).

e g is the LD constant, and it is of the form dg = A~NM=3% for some large integer
Ny depending on dimension. See also Remark

1
B is the MDW constant, and it is of the form B = A"
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lyp > 0 is the parameter used in the definition of function dgy, at the beginning
of Section It is assumed to be small enough in Lemma [T.11] (depending on
Lemma [(9), and in Lemma [[.T4 We have no control over how small ¢y is (it
comes from a “qualitative argument”), but none of the other constants depend on
it.

€n > 0 is a small auxiliary parameter introduced above Lemma In the present
paper one can take €, = 1/15, but for the application of some of the results from
Section [] in [Tod4], we allow &, to be an arbitrarily small parameter depending on
dimension.

~ appears in the paper twice; in Lemma it is an auxiliary parameter with
v € (0,1), and it retains that meaning until the end of Section 2l Later on, in
Section [7, v > 0 is the constant from the definition of 7-nice trees, introduced
below Remark It is chosen to be small enough depending on A and My in
Remark [7.12]

ez > 0 is a small constant introduced in Lemma [Z.9 It is fixed in Remark [.12]
depending on A and Mj.

K > 0 is the BR constant. It is chosen in the proof of Lemma [0.14] and it is big
enough depending on A, dg and M.

Cy4 > 0 is a constant from Lemma It depends on A and dg.

APPENDIX B. A LIST OF CUBE FAMILIES AND RELATED OBJECTS

Below we list the most important families of cubes that appear in the paper, along with
a link to the section where they were defined. We also list some other notions related to
cubes (e.g., the approximating measures, or enlarged cubes).

D,, is the family of David-Mattila cubes from Section 2

DL) is the family of P-doubling cubes from Subsection 3.1l

HE are the high energy cubes defined in Subsection

HD(R), LD(R), Stop(R), End(R), Tree(R), Top are defined in Subsection 3.3l
MDW, HD.(R), Bad(R), Stop,(R) are defined in Subsection [£.11

ej(R), e(R), ¢(R), ¢"(R), e (R) are various enlarged cubes, defined in Subsec-
tion

Stop(e;j(R)) is defined in Subsection

e Stop,(e(R)), Stop,(¢'(R)), HDi(R), HDi(e(R)), HD1(¢'(R)), HDy(e'(R)),

Stopy(€/(R)), Tstop(€'(R)), Neg(e¢/(R)), End(€/(R)), T (¢/(R)) are defined in Sub-
section (4.3

Trc € MDW is the family of tractable cubes (which are the roots of tractable trees).
It is defined in Subsection 4]

e GH(R) is the family of good high density cubes, and it is defined in Lemma
e Gen(R) are the cubes generated by R, and Trc(R) = Gen(R) n Trc. These families

are constructed below Lemma

Fj, F;-‘, Lj, L;-‘, L are defined in Section

Reg(€’(R)) is the family of regularized stopping cubes, and Treg is the corresponding
tree. They are defined in Subsection

1 is used to denote two different approximating measures; first, in Sections
it is a measure approximating p at the level of Reg(e/(R)). It is defined below
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Lemma Later, in Section [ it is an AD-regular measure approximating u at
the level of Stop(R). It is defined above Lemma

e H;(€/(R)) are auxiliary families defined in Subsection
e H and H’ are defined in Subsection
e v is a smoother version of the approximating measure 7, and it is defined in Sub-

section
Tiy is defined above (6.21).

* Regnegs DNegs MNeg; End, 7, Z, Z are defined in Subsection [T1l
e v-nice trees are defined below Remark
e BR(R) is the family of cubes with big Riesz transform. It is introduced in Subsec-

tion 0L __

e Ch(Q), Stop(R), ﬁe\eo(R) are defined at the beginning of Subsection

e (i), (it)gr, (iti)r are defined above Lemma [0.5]

. Eer(R), T/‘r;)(R), ﬁ*(R), Tree. (R) are defined at the end of Subsection
e Reg.(R) and Treg,(R) are constructed above Lemma

[AH]
[AHM+]
[AMTV]
[AT]
[DM]
[DS1]
[ENV]

[Gi]

[JNRT]
[Ma]

[NToV1]

[NToV2]
[NTrV1]

[NTrV2]

Top is defined above Lemma
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