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FRACTIONAL BLOOM BOUNDEDNESS AND COMPACTNESS OF
COMMUTATORS

TUOMAS HYTONEN, TUOMAS OIKARI, AND JAAKKO SINKO

ABSTRACT. Let T be a non-degenerate Calderén-Zygmund operator and let b : RY — C
be locally integrable. Let 1 < p < ¢ < oo and let u” € A, and A\? € A,, where A, denotes
the usual class of Muckenhoupt weights. We show that

b, Tl e ra ~ IbllB7Mog,  [b,T] € K(LE, L) iff b€ VMOy,

where LY, = LP(p?) and a/d = 1/p — 1/q, the symbol K stands for the class of com-
pact operators between the given spaces, and the fractional weighted BMO; and VMOy
spaces are defined through the following fractional oscillation and Bloom weight

08 :Q) =@~ (5 [ b= al).  v=(5)" B=ram

The key novelty is dealing with the off-diagonal range p < ¢, whereas the case p = g was
previously studied by Lacey and Li. However, another novelty in both cases is that our
approach allows complex-valued functions b, while other arguments based on the median
of b on a set are inherently real-valued.

1. INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND

1.1. Unweighted commutator theory. The study of commutators of singular integrals
have their roots in the work of Nehari [19], where the boundedness of the commuta-
tor of the Hilbert transform and a multiplication by b (the symbol of the commutator)
was characterized through a connection with Hankel operators. Later, in 1976, Coifman,
Rochberg and Weiss [3] developed real-analytic methods and extended Nehari’s result
by providing the following commutator lower- and upper bounds

d
(1.1) [0llBmo Ry S Z 16s Rj ) e ety Lo Rty S [1BllBMO R
j=1
where p € (1,00), BMO = BMO®, and we denote
(1.2) [bllBMOe := sup O%(b;Q),  O%(b;Q) = f(Q)a][ b= (al;
QeQ Q

where Q stands for the collection of all cubes. When o = 0, we drop the superscript. The
upper bound (1.1) was proved in [3] for a wide class of bounded singular integrals with

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 42B20.
Key words and phrases. singular integrals, commutators, boundedness, compactness, two-weight setting.
The authors were supported by the Academy of Finland through project Nos. 314829 (all), 336323 (Sinko)
and 346314 (Hytonen), as well as by the Jenny and Antti Wihuri Foundation (Oikari).
1For notation see Section 2.2 below.
1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2207.01385v2

2 TUOMAS HYTONEN, TUOMAS OIKARI, AND JAAKKO SINKO

convolution kernels, while the lower bound especially concerned the Riesz transforms

7%ﬂ@:va;§%%%ﬁﬂw@L

The lower bound in (1.1) was improved separately by both Janson [10] and Uchiyama
[23] to [|bllBmo S (1[0, T e (Ra)— Lo (re) fOr @ wider class of singular integrals that includes
any single Riesz transform (in contrast with (1.1) involving all the d Riesz transforms).
Janson’s proof also gives the following off-diagonal extension of the boundedness of the

commutator in terms of the homogeneous Holder space; when 1 < p < ¢ < oo, there
holds that

|b(z) — b(y)| a 1 1
(1.3) 16, T]ll Lo ety La(ray ~ 0]l 0.0 (ray = o A
When o > 0, an elementary argument shows that ||b]| z0.. ~ [|b]|Bmo~, and hence, for 1 <
p < g < oo, we have a unified characterization of the boundedness of the commutator
in terms of a local oscillatory testing condition on the symbol of the commutator. The
second off-diagonal case 1 < ¢ < p < oo was characterised by one of us [7] through a
global oscillatory condition as

1 1 1

(14) 10 Tnosze ~ Bl += inf o= ellr, ¢ = 7+

The commutator lower bounds of (1.1), (1.3) and (1.4) are currently available by two dif-
ferent methods, the first being the approximate weak factorization (awf) argument, the
second being the median method. The advantage of both is that they provide a uniform
approach to all of the three lower bounds in (1.1), (1.3) and (1.4). As discovered in [7], at
their common core lies a minimal notion of non-degeneracy of kernels of singular inte-
grals. Let us next briefly recall the appropriate definitions, thus also fixing the operators
of interest in this article.

1.5. Definition. A singular integral operator (SIO) 7' is a linear operator 7 : S — L| _on
the class of Schwartz functions that has the off-support representation

Tf(z)= | K(z,y)f(y)dy, = ¢&spt(f),

R4
where the kernel K : R? x R?\ {z = y} — C satisfies the size estimate
(1.6) K (2,y)| < Cla =y,

and the smoothness estimates

x—a _
K 0) - Kol + 1K) - Ko < w(E=20) o= g1

whenever |z — /| < |z — y|, and where the modulus w is increasing and sub-additive,
and satisfies w(0) = 0 and

1
dt
oo llini :/ o) < .
0 t

1.7. Definition. A Calderén-Zygmund operator (CZO) is a singular integral operator
that is bounded on L?(R%). We also denote

|Tl|czo = |T||r2— 12 + [|w]|Dini + C,
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where C' is the smallest admissible constant in (1.6).

1.8. Definition. A kernel K (x,y) is said to be non-degenerate, if for all y and r > 0 there
exists x such that
e —ylzr K (zy) 2

1.9. Definition. An SIO is said to be non-degenerate if its kernel is non-degenerate, and
a CZO is said to be non-degenerate if it is a non-degenerate SIO.

This notion of non-degeneracy was introduced in [7] (Definition 2.1.1). It generalizes
similar notions in the earlier literature, in particular one due to Stein [22] (IV.4.6). See [7],
Remark 2.1.2 and Examples 2.1.3 to 2.1.6, for a detailed comparison of these notions of
non-degeneracy.

It is typical that commutator upper bounds are valid for all Calderén-Zygmund oper-
ators, while the lower bounds require some non-degeneracy from the singular integral.
We gather everything from the above into the following theorem that fully characterizes,
for p, q € (1,00), the boundedness of the commutator between unweighted spaces.

1.10. Theorem ([3,7,10]). Let 1 < p,q < oo, b € L%OC(Rd;(C) and T be a non-degenerate
Calderén-Zygmund operator. Then, there holds that

10l BMoO (R4Y g=p, (1976) [3],
116, Tl o Rty Laqray ~  Mollgoagay, §=3 -5 a>p, (1978) [10],
IBll gy £ =3+5  g<p, (2021) [7].

In addition to boundedness, we also study the compactness of commutators.

1.11. Definition. A linear operator T': X — Y between two Banach spaces is said to be
compact, provided that for each bounded set A C X, the image TA C Y is relatively
compact, i.e. the closure T'A is compact in Y. We denote by K(X,Y) the collection of all
compact operators from X to Y.

Recall that all compact operators are bounded. Already Uchiyama [23] in 1978 pro-
vided, for a wide class of singular integrals, a characterization of compactness of their
commutators in terms of the symbol belonging to the space VMO C BMO of vanishing
mean oscillation (see Definition 2.1 and set o = 0, = 1). Without providing the whole
background, a special case of Uchiyama’s result is the following

1.12. Theorem ([23]). Letb € L and p € (1,00). Then, for each j = 1,... ,d, there holds that

loc

(1.13) b,R;] € K(LP(RY), LP(RT)) iff b€ VMO(R?).

The main purpose of this article is to provide two-weight extensions of Theorems 1.10
and 1.12 that fully cover the case 1 < p < ¢ < 0.

1.2. Setup for two-weight bounds. For integrability parameters 1 < p,q < oo and
weights y, A : R? — R, (positive locally integrable functions) our goal is to obtain a
characterization of both the boundedness and the compactness of the commutator as a

mapping
1
B,T): 18— L%, ||fllss = (/‘fg,s)s.
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This convention of treating the weight as a multiplier goes hand in hand with using the
following rescaled weight characteristics
1

(1.14)  [o,wla,, = sup (oN&W ™)V (Wap, = ay,  0¥]a, =W -

Qi=

We say that 1 € A, , provided that []4, , < 0o, and p € A, provided that ;1] 4, < oc.
In 1985, under the assumption that ;1, A € A, ;,, Bloom [1] characterized the two-weight
boundedness of the Hilbert commutator on the line by providing the two-sided estimate

(1.15) 1bllByo, S N[b: Hllzg -2z < lIbllBMO,

where we refer to the left and right estimates as the Bloom lower and upper bounds,
respectively, and where

1
(1.16) o, = sup s [ 10— tal. v =nix
Recall that both estimates on the line (1.15) depend on the weight characteristics [u]4, ,,
[Al4,.,, afact we will surpress in our notation. This seminal work of Bloom on the Hilbert
transform was extended to general Calderén-Zygmund operators by Segovia and Torrea
[21].

A renewed interest into such estimates, now commonly called “of Bloom type”, was
sparked by the works of Holmes, Lacey and Wick [5, 6] who revisited both results with
the recent technology of dyadic representation theorems, due to Petermichl [20] for the
Hilbert transform, and due to one of us [9] for general Calderén-Zygmund operators.
Only shortly after, Lerner, Ombrosi and Rivera-Rios [14] obtained a sparse domination
of commutators that yielded a simpler proof and also the sharp upper bound, in the
sense that the sharp one-weight estimate was reproduced. At this point, the Bloom lower
bound was checked for the vector of the Riesz transform in [5] (involving all the d Riesz
transforms, similarly as above on the line (1.1)). The extension to real-valued homoge-
neous symbols that do not change sign on some open subset of S?~! was obtained by
Lerner et al. [15], and the Bloom lower bound for general SIOs of either variable or
rough homogeneous kernel, and for complex symbols, was subsequently proved by one
of us [7]. To complete the picture, recently K. Li [16] sketched the proof of the Bloom
upper bound for rough homogeneous CZOs. All in all, the state-of-the-art qualitative
two-weight Bloom boundedness of commutators is recorded as the following

1.17. Theorem ([5,7,14,16]). Let 1 < p < oo, let u,A € Ay, let T be a non-degenerate
Calderén-Zygmund operator and b € Li (R%; C). Then, there holds that

loc
(1.18) 1[0, ]l 1z ~ [[bllBMO, -

The corresponding characterization of compactness for CZOs of variable kernel was
recently obtained by Lacey and J. Li [11], where they proved the following

1.19. Theorem ([11]). Let 1 < p < oo and pu, A € Ay, let T be a non-degenerate Calderén-

Zygmund operator with variable kernel, as in Definition 1.5, and let b € Llloc(Rd; R). Then, there
holds that

(1.20) b, T] € K(LL, LB) iff be VMO, .
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Their proof of the “if” part refers to “the proof of the upper bound for the commutators
in [5]”, which in turn is based on the dyadic representation theorem [9]. In another
paper of the same authors with Chen and Vempati [2], they reprove this result via sparse
domination and extend it to spaces of homogeneous type in place of R?. The “if” part is
also partially recovered via an abstract method of extrapolation of compactness by Liu,
Wu and Yang [17]; however, this method leads to assumptions that appear to be stronger
than b € VMO, in dimensions d > 2, although they can be shown to equivalent in the
special dimension d = 1.

Both [2, 11] prove the “only if” direction of Theorem 1.19 via the median method,
which imposes the restriction to real-valued symbols b. (See also [12], where the contain-
ment of the commutator [b, H] in the still smaller Schatten class SQ(Lz, L3) K(Lz, L3)
is characterized in terms of the membership of the symbol in a suitable Besov space of
Bloom type; however, we will not pursue this interesting direction any further in the
present work.)

In the fractional setting thus far only one-weight commutator estimates have been
studied and only for homogeneous SIOs

Tofe) = [ PR 00 =2

for which Guo, He, Wu and Yang [4] proved the following

1.21. Theorem ([4]). Let T, be a homogeneous SIO with §) € L>®(S*1; C) that does not change
sign on some open subset of the unit sphere S41. Let b € L} (R%R). Let 1 < p < ¢ < oo with

loc

a/d =1/p —1/q and suppose that [w)a, , < oc. Then, there holds that
(1.22) b, To) € K(LE LYY iff be VMO®,
where VMO® = VMO€, see Definition 2.1 below.

(The paper [4] also deals with Q € L"(S?"!;C) for finite 7, but in this case the range
of admissible exponent p, ¢ and weights w need to be further restricted; see [4, Theorem
1.8] for details.)

The weighted compactness of commutators has also been considered for bilinear op-
erators, see e.g Wang, Xue [24]. It would be interesting to know if our methods can be
used to extend the results of [24] to the multilinear Bloom-type setting, see e.g. [16].

The recent work of Wen [25] also addresses the Lf-to-L{ compactness of certain com-
mutators, but the fractional nature of these commutators is in the operator (a fractional
integral instead of a CZO) rather than in the symbol; in [25], the characterizing condition
for the said compactness is simply b € VMO,,, with the usual Bloom-type VMO,, space.
In contrast, we will deal with L}-to-L{ boundedness and compactness of [b, T, where
T is a (non-degenerate) CZO, and the characterizing condition will be the containment
of b in a suitable fractional BMOj, (for boundedness) or VMOy, (for compactness). We
will give the precise statement in the following section after introducing the necessary
notation.
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2. MAIN DEFINITIONS AND RESULTS

2.1. Definition. For a weight v and a parameter o € R, define the space of weighted
fractional bounded mean oscillation BMOj' through

o . (6% . _ — 1
@2 Iplos = s OFQ). O Q) =v(@ (s | b= (bl

Similarly, we define the space VMO, C BMOj, of weighted fractional vanishing mean
oscillation through

(2.3) lim sup Op(h;Q) =0
0
(2.4) lim sup O)(b;Q) =0
TTNQ)2r
(2.5) sup lim O9(b;Q + x) = 0.
QeQ|z|—0o0

This particular form of the oscillation OF (b; () is related to the fact that it is notation-
ally amenable to a weighted fractional John-Nirenberg inequality, see Appendix A.

2.6. Remark. Sometimes (2.5) is replaced with the following a priori stronger uniform
condition
2.7) lim sup O (b;Q) = 0.

790 Q:dist(Q,0)>r

In the presence of the conditions (2.3), (2.4) and under the mild assumption that v is
doubling, the conditions (2.5) and (2.7) are in fact equivalent.

Indeed, by the conditions (2.3) and (2.4), there exists £ > 0 such that /(Q) € Ry \
[27F, 2F] implies O%(b; Q) < e. Hence it is enough to check (2.7) for cubes with £(Q) €
(2%, 2F), see the left-hand side of the estimate (2.9) below. We now invoke the method
of adjacent dyadic systems, also known as the i-trick: there exist 3¢ dyadic grids %,
where i = 1,...,3%, such that each cube @ is contained in some @’ € Uf’il 2; with
0(Q") < 30(Q); see e.g. [8, Lemma 3.2.26]. From this and the fact that v is doubling, for
each Q with £(Q) € (2%, 2%) there exist @ € U?dzl.@fﬂo such that

(2.8) QcQ, 1Q~IQ, Ob:Q) Svak OL(b;Q).

Let {¢;} enumerate the centre points of U3’ | 7°*10 and denote Qj, = [~2F+9, 2¥19]7, Then,
by the right-most estimate on line (2.8) and (2.5), we find

lim  sup  O%(hQ) Spax lim  sup  OX(b;Q)
"0 Q:dist(Q,0)>r 700 Q:dist(Q,0)>r
(2.9) HQ)e(27F 2F) Q)e(27k ,2k)
= lim Oy (b; Qk + ¢;) =0,
Jj—00
and this concludes the proof that (2.5) implies (2.7).

2.10. Definition. Given two weights 1, A and exponents 1 < p,q < oo, we define the
Bloom weight

(2.11) v=1pq= (/N Vel = (,u/)\)r‘lx/d a/d=1/p—1/q.
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Our main result is the following.

2.12. Theorem. Let T be a non-degenerate Calderén-Zygmund operator let b € L} (R% C).

loc

Let1 <p<gqg<oo,letajd=1/p—1/qlet pec Ay,and X € A, qand let v = v, be the
fractional Bloom weight as in Definition 2.10. Then, there holds that

(2.13) 116, T 22— £ ~ lIbllB7MOS
and
(2.14) b,T] € K(LE, IZ) iff be VMOS.

2.1. Interpretation in the one weight setting. Since we are assuming 1 < p < g¢, it
especially follows directly from Holder’s inequality that [w]4, ,, [w]a,, < [w]a,,, hence
Apg C Ayp N A, and we extend Theorem 1.21 to Calderén-Zygmund operators with
variable kernel.

2.15. Corollary. Let T be a non-degenerate Calderén-Zygmund operator and b € Li _(R¢; C).

Let 1 < p < ¢q < oo with a/d = 1/p — 1/q and suppose that w € A, , N Aq 4. Then, there holds
that

16, TNl r, — g, ~ [IbllBMO®
and
b, T € K(LE, L) iff be VMO“.

2.2. Notation.

e Whenever we have fixed exponents p, ¢ and weights i, A\, we will always without
exception denote a/d = 1/p — 1/g and v = v, 4, as in Definition 2.10.

e When p = g and o = 0 we drop the superscript .

e When w = 1 is the Lebesgue measure, we do not mark it.

e Wedenote L}, (R%; C) = L] ., [z« = [, and so on, mostly leaving out the ambient
space whenever this information is obvious or unimportant.

e We denote averages with (f)4 = f, f = ﬁ [ 1 f, where |A| denotes the Lebesgue
measure of the set A. The indicator function of a set A is denoted by 14.

e We denote various dyadic grids with the symbol Z.

e We denote various sparse collections with the symbol .7

e We denote A < B, if A < CB for some constant C' > 0 depending only on the di-
mension of the underlying space, on integration exponents, on sparse constants,
on constants from the kernel estimates, on constants depending on the weights
i, A, and on other absolute constants appearing in the assumptions that we do not
care about. Then A ~ B, if A < B and B < A. Moreover, subscripts on constants
(Cap,c,...) and quantifiers (Sqp.c,...) signify their dependence on those subscripts.

e We again emphasize that the implicit constants in the previous point are allowed
to depend on the weights 1 and A, hence our theorem statements appear e.g.
as Theorem 2.12 and Corollary 2.15 do. Sometimes in order to make the proofs
easier to follow we indicate the weight dependence in the implicit constant as

g[M]Ap’pvaM, for example.
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3. ON THE BLOOM WEIGHT

In the following Proposition 3.1 we gather the basic properties of the fractional Bloom
weight of Definition 2.10.

3.1. Proposition. Suppose that 1 < p,q < oo, p € Ay p and X € Ay 4. Then, there holds that
1
Q)P AT Q)

(3.2) 1< < [1la, , [Ny,

UQ)r 7
and
2/s 5 S 1
(33) WD < )ay, Wy, 0D = (u/0)3,
where
1/q+1/p 2
(3-4) s(p,q) =1+ Al A

1/p+1/¢d 1+a/d
3.5. Remark. There holds that

s(p,q) <2, if p<g s(p,q) =2, if p=q¢  s(p,q)>2, if p>gq
and especially foreach 1 < p,q < cothatv =v,, € Ay

Proof. The first identity on line (3.4) will be automatically checked while verifying the left
claim on line (3.3), while the second is simple algebra. Next, we check (3.2). By Holders
inequality applied with the exponents

1/p g
I/p+1/¢  1/p+1/¢

we have
Up+1/d [ B\ /p1/g) =\ /P
g = ((5) )
/ 1/4 ,
= <<Mp>clg/;+f/q<)‘ q>m) e = (p > (A~ q>i’.
For the other direction, suppose that t € A, ,, A € A, 4. Then, there holds that

1 1 1 1
P N—q\T —p'\ P’ g\~1
<Iu’p>Q<)\ 1 >Q S I:Iu’]Ap,p [A]Aq,q ((lu’ P >Q <>\q>Q) )
and by Holder’s inequality

— -1 Ay —\ —(1/g+1/p") 1/p+1/d’
' /\a < { (2N T/q+170 — —t(p,q)

(g om) " < (G 7, (i@ 7 )
where we denote ¢(p, q) = %Z ﬂ;g: Since = — 7 is convex, for any 3 > 0, by Jensen’s
inequality

1 1 +%

(v o >;<I’7Q>)%+q < <1/>é

and we conclude that
1

1
(uP) (A~ q> < [ua,, [Na,, ()6
Hence, we have checked both sides of (3.2).

+

»Q\‘ =
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We already saw above that

1 1/p+1/q" 1
/ l

G T < e g

Q2=

)P <y (A

and multiplying these estimates together, then raising to the power (1/p +1/¢') !, gives

1 \—1

(3.6) <V>Q< —t(p, q)>5 ) < ([M]Ap’p[)\]AM)(l/pﬂLl/q) < oo.

Since (s + s'/s) : (1,00) — (0, 00) is bijective, (3.6) shows that v € A, 4 for the unique
s(p,q) € (1,00) such that S((p Z)) = t(p, q). Solving for s(p, q), we find

1/qg+1/p
1/p+1/q”’

< ([u] 4, [N a,,,) /02D By s(p,q)(1/p+1/q') = 2, we have

(37) s(p,q) =1+tp,g) ' =1+

and by (3.6) that [v]4

s(p,q)

(3.8) (/N2 = (/NPT s = 1/s(pa),

Denoting s = s(p, ¢) and using that [v]4, = [v/ *1%, ., we find that

NI

1 1 < 1/p+1/q) ts™!

(/02,0 = 3140, = W13, < (1ap, Mag ) 707 = ((a,, Mg, 7
which gives (3.3). O
3.9. Definition. Let y1, A be weights and b € L{. (R% C) and define

1

.10 ¥lsiogs, = sup —————— [ b=
Q2 wr(Q)FA () Je

As an immediate corollary of line (3.2) we get the following

3.11. Proposition. Suppose that 1 < p,q < coand € App, A € Agqandlet o/d =1/p—1/q.
Let b € LL _(RY;C). Then, there holds that

(3.12) 1bl[Bnog ~ [Ibllnmors -

4. BOUNDEDNESS

4.1. Lower bound. Different versions of the following Proposition 4.2 appear through-
out the literature, the one with complex valued symbols attained through the approxi-
mate weak factorization argument is from [7]. Before formulating it, let us fix the follow-
ing convention. If a function 1 has support on @, then we write 1) = v, in particular if
1 is supported on a major subset £ = Eg C Q, we write ¢ = g = g,

4.1. Definition. A collection of sets .7 is said to be y-sparse, for v € (0, 1), if there exists a
pairwise disjoint collection . = {U p:UpCcUce€, |Ug|>~|U ]} Furthermore, when
|Ug| > v|U|, we speak of y-major subsets. When the parameter + is of no consequence,
we speak of major subsets and sparse collections.
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4.2. Proposition ([7]). Let T be a non-degenerate singular integral and b € Lloc( C). Let Q
be a fixed cube. Then, there exists a cube Q such that dist(Q, Q) ~ £(Q) = £(Q ) and for any
~y-major subsets E C ) and E C ) we have

where the auxiliary functzons satisfy
and all the above implicit constants depend only on the kernel of T and the parameter .

4.4. Proposition. Let 1 < p,q < oo, let p € App, A € Agq, let a/d =1/p—1/q, let T be a
non-degenerate singular integral and b € Li. (R%; C). Then, there holds that

(4.5) [bllenmos < 116, Tl e

where the implicit constant depends only on the weights and the kernel of T

Proof. By Proposition 3.11 it is enough to check the lower bound with |[b[|gyor in place
s

of [|b||pmoe. In Proposition 4.2 we let E' = () and E = @Q and then estimate the right-hand
side of (4.3) as

{5 Tlggs ho)l = [(AB: Tlgg, hA™ )] 5 (|16 Tlgg o llhell o

A—1
< 0T gl lsglnell 10T 0 (@7 0 (@)
The second term is estimated identically. To conclude it remains to show that

Q) Sy, H(Q),

which follows easily from the definition of A, , weights, or from the doubling property.
O

U=

4.2. Upper bound. We turn to the upper bound. We will involve the unweighted sparse
operator and the two-weight fractional sparse operator
1
P( p )\ 4 (p\7
Apf= A7) = S (ol A7) = S0 BTy pip.

Qe Pes

The following sparse domination of commutators was first obtained by Lerner, Om-
brosi, Rivera-Rios [14] as a step towards a Bloom type upper bound for commutators.

4.6. Lemma. Let T be a Calderén-Zygmund operator. Suppose that f € Li .. Then, there exist

sparse collections ./; C 9;, where j = 1,. .. , 3%, such that
3d

@7 TS Y (A lfl+ A lf)s Argf= 3 (b= (alf)gl
j=1 Qe

where Ay, 7, is the adjoint of Ay ,, . Sometimes we denote Ay, f = Aj(f;5).

The sparse collections in Lemma 4.6 depend on the initial function f, but the implicit
constants are independent of f. Furthermore, Lerner et al. [14] implicitly provided the
following augmentation.
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4.8. Lemma. Let . C 9 be an arbitrary sparse collection of cubes. Then, for each function
b € L , there exists a sparse collection sandwiched as 9 > . D . such that for each Q € .

b—Bollg < D (Ib—®)el)ple

Ped
PCQ

loc?

4.9. Theorem. Let T be a Calderén-Zygmund operator, let 1 < p < q < coand € A, p, and
A € Ay 4. Then, there holds that

16, T]l 22 S lIbllBMOE -
Proof. By Lemma 4.6
116, Tl g~ g S (A5, Ny

;d ¢ - itis enough to show the upper bound for

q
p— Ly

and by | Ay([1z
A} o By Lemma 4.8 and Proposition 3.11 we have

(b= (allrlg < { X2 (b= ®)rhplite) = ( 3 (b= ) pllfhetr),

pPed pPed

PCQ PCQ
(4.10) A / N
pP(P)P AT (P
< «
Sibap By Plnos (32 F=— == e e
Pey
PCQ

and hence by the boundedness of the sparse operator (see e.g. [13]) we find

A, 72— 11 Siaa,,, PNa,, I0IBMOS LA 2 HLpﬁLq
Now what remains is to estimate as follows
(AP (F: 7000 < S0 1P (@7 (1A (@7 (lg)o
Qe
< (S UALE@7) 7 (S ghsr— (@) ¥
QeSS Qed
< (ST UABP @) (S Ui (@) 7

Qe Qes
S [l [/\_1]?4(1,7(1,HfHLﬁHgHLi/_I = [uly,, [A](iq,quHLﬁHgHLi/_l,

where we used || - || < || - [[e» (by p < ¢) and Lemma A.13. O

5. COMPACTNESS

5.1. Sufficiency. Let 7' be a Calderén-Zygmund operator. In this section we show that
b € VMOY implies [b, T'| € K(L%,, L). We mimic the proof from Lacey and Li in [11] and
we provide all details, some of which are different. Formally the idea is to show that

(5.1) Tr=1.+T, [ba Tc] € ’C(Lz, L()]\)a ig% H[b’ TE]HLﬁ—)LK = 0.



12 TUOMAS HYTONEN, TUOMAS OIKARI, AND JAAKKO SINKO

Then, we would be done by the fact that compact linear operators form a closed subspace
of all bounded linear operators.
We select a bump such that

1, |z|<i
0 Rd' 1 — ) 29
o € C2(R%[0,1)), wm{ 51

We define

02" (y) = o(
and with 0 < r < R < oo partition unity as
=0 + o4 b o= 0RO plee =7 — JOR
We also denote
¥t = Lpg’b, a,b € [0, 00].
Then, we decompose

T — (QDO’R + SDR,OO)jﬂ(SDO,R + SDR,OO)
_ QDO’RTSD()’R + |:Q0R’OOTSDR7OO + QDR’OOTSDQR + QDO’RTQDR’OO _ TO,R _|_TR,OO‘

The term T7°° is good as it is and the other we decompose further:
TO’R — TO’R(QDO’T + SDr,IOR + SDIOR,OO) — TO’RQDO’T + TO’RQDTJOR
x T T x x ’
where we noted that 7021 — 0. In total, our decomposition is the following
(5.2) T=T.+T., T.=T"p!0 T =TOF)" + T,

where we now take the convention of writing e = r = R™L.
The rest of this section is devoted to proving the two claims on line (5.1), and we begin
with

5.3. Proposition. Let 1 <p < g < oo, u € Appand X € Ay 4. Suppose that b € BMOY, . Then
b, T] € K(LE, LY).
Proof. Letus denote Q = [-R, R]¢, S = 10R and

Ty f(x) = /L(% Wi dy,  Lz,y) = K(z,y)¢; (y).
so that
T, = TORGS = O o1y o pOR,
We view the commutator as
b, T.] = "R o [b,Tr] 0 o"F
=" olb— (b, 1] o ™"
= ((b— (b)) F o Tr 0 " F) — (¢"F o Ty 0 (b— (b)g)™T)

and show that both terms separately are compact. More precisely, in the diagrams

OR(b— (b)) T .
(5.4) r " ST LNQ) 5 O(Qs]] - o) T LY
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and

0,5 b—(b)q)
(5.5) 22 25 LHQ) T (@i - 1) 0 1

we show that the first and the last maps are bounded and that the one in the middle
is compact. We only provide details for the diagram (5.4) with (5.5) being completely
analogous. We first show the compactness of 77,. Let there be a family {f;}; such that
sup; || fillz1 (@) < 1; then we need to show that the collection {77 f;}; C C(Q; || - [lo) has
a converging subsequence. By the Arzela-Ascoli theorem, it is enough to check equicon-
tinuity and equiboundedness of {17, f;}; C C(Q; || - || ) - Equiboundedness is immediate
by the simple estimate

24 () /|wax Iy S U e

For equicontinuity, we first check that L(z,y) = wg’s(y)K (z,y) is a CZ-kernel, which
can be seen as follows. Recall that L(x,y) = (gpg’s — 2" ) K (z,y) and combine this with

the fact that apg’t(y)K (z,y) is a CZ-kernel, for t > 0, for this see the estimate (5.19) below,
and that CZ-kernels are closed under summation. Let z, 2’ € @ be such that |z —2/| < sr,
for0<s < %. Then, we have

T f(z) — Tof(a')] < sup 1Lz, y) = L', )l 2@
Yy

and using the regularity estimate of L for the factor in front,
|1L(z,y) = L', y)l = |L(z,y) = L@, y) LG, /2) (v)

)|:C - y|_dlB(m,r/2)C(y) 5 W(S)T_d'

This shows equicontinuity.
The rightmost map of diagram (5.4) is bounded:

9%y < ([ 1907 < 1w [ 309 S )l
0 Q
For the first map, we have
1" (b = (B)Q) fll L) < IIb — <b>Q”L§j'_1<Q>”f”L5

and it remains to show the finiteness of the term in front. Using Lemma 4.8 with a single
cube Q, then Lemma A.9 and the fact that b € BMOY = BMOZ’%\, we find

b= Blally S 2 (b= O)rhiely

Pe(Q)

\\H

‘u” )P A (P)a
1P|

< ollescops (D
Pes(Q)
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It remains to show that the inside sum is finite. For this, we have

’ ’
p b
7

P(P)s A7 (P)7 : ,
S, <, X )
Pes(Q) wot PeZ(Q)
R - o
SO AP)T SA QY <o,
Pes(Q)
which concludes the proof. O

The first step to checking the right-most claim on the line (5.1) is to prove the following
Proposition 5.6, which is interesting by itself.

5.6. Proposition. Let 1 < p < g < oo, € App, A € Agqand b € VMOy, . Let . be sparse
and denote

G7) F=I\S0, = {Q €. Q) e [k, k], dist(Q,0) < k} k> 0.
Then, given any € > 0, there exists a large k = k. > 0 such that

HAb,kaHLi + HAZ,ykaLg <ellfllze-
Proof. We only show the claim for Aj ., . We cover .7} with the union of

S ={Q €. : dist(Q,0) > k},
I ={Qe .7 UQ) <k},
AR ={Qe.s:UQ) >k},
and estimate
1455, 1] < ZdeAay,ngLg-

We first consider w € {s, d}. By conditions (2.3) and (2.5) (also, see Remark 2.6), let k be
so large that if /(Q)) < k or dist(Q,0) > k, then O (b; Q) < €. Especially, if P C Q € ./},
then either /(P) < k or dist(P,0) > k, depending on w = s, d. In any case, following the
proof of Theorem 4.9, the factor ||b||gmog in the estimate (4.10) can be replaced with ¢,
giving

(1o = Bellfl)g
NP(P)%)\#(P)?I’ Mp(p)%);q’(p)ﬁ
§€< PZ;:E P <!f!>p1p>Q < €< pe%:% 7 <yfy>P1P>Q,
PCQ]C k

while the remaining estimate is identical, in total yielding:
> 14 Fllg S el fllzg
w=s,d

Then, we turn to the case .7} of big cubes. Without loss of generality we may assume
that . C 2. By conditions (2.4) and (2.5), we find cubes R; € 2, where i = 1,...,24,
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such thatif ¢(P) > ¢(Ry),or P C Rd\u 1 R;, then OF (b; P) < . We consider these cubes
henceforth fixed throughout the rest of the argument.
We cover

(58) A CULA V(AN A={Qe A QR 0}

and estimate
2
145 0 Fllg S D145 g Fllig + 145 AN UL 220 -
i=1

The right-most term is handled as the case of ,de. For each fixed i, we estimate

145 Ty | 2 (X (o= @D plisDete),

Qe pest,
pPcQ

and further split and estimate the interior sum as

(5.9) > Z( S+ ZA)+ 3 Z Lij + IL) + 11,

Peyb — pesp, Pesp, pes,
PcqQ PCR;  PDR;

PCRd\Uj:1 J

The term corresponding to the sum I11; is estimated as in the case .7 of the distant
cubes; while for I1; ;, we have R; C P, hence ¢(P) > ((R;), hence Og(b; P) < ¢ and
the rest of the estimate is as before. It remains to handle the term corresponding to ; ;,
where we rewrite the condition Q@ N R; # () as Q D R; under the assumption that Q) € .@,2’
is bigger than R;:

(5.10) | X (X -oebplrhete),

Qe Peyb
QDR PcR

We estimate the interior of (5.10) as

(5.11)
p)\ L/
(3 (b= 0rbpete), < Plisor( 3 T )
PE/b PE/b
PCRJ PcRJ

and further
1

(™ “ O ppp)

Pe/b
PCR

R Wy _ Ryl

¢~ Tl T g = Tap /1%

T g At EAG )
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where in the last estimate we used the estimates ((R;) ~ £(R;), and ||1,| e ~ 1, recalling
that the boundedly many cubes R; are considered fixed, and hence dependence on them
will be suppressed. Substituting, we find

(5.12) (5.10) < [[bllBmog I 1z

3 Tarely

QDRz

It remains to show that the last term can be made small. Let § > 0. Provided that k£ =
ks >> ((R;) is taken sufficiently large, by summing a geometric series we find

> i<

Qes}p
QDR
On the other hand B,
> Girls ¥ ‘!Q\‘l S Mg,
Qest Qe
QDRZ' QDR;

Hence, we find

(5.13) H Z

QDR

< || min(s, M(lRi))|’L§'

Since M is a bounded operator on L{ (by A € A, ), by dominated convergence the right-
hand side of (5.13) can be made smaller than ¢, by choosing ¢ small (ks large) enough. O

5.14. Corollary. Let 1 < p < g < oo, pu € App, A € Agqand b € VMO, . Let . be sparse.
Then,

[b’ AY]’ Ab,y € ’C(Lz’ L()]\)

Proof. By Proposition 5.6, we can approximate both by finite rank operators to arbitrary
precision. U

5.15. Proposition. Suppose that b € VMO, . Then,

=0.

n—LY

Proof. By Proposition 5.6 it is enough to show that for each k£ > 0, the following holds:
for all € > 0 small enough (depending on k:) there exists a sparse collection .7 such that

(5.16) |([6, 2] f. 9) ), S =S,
where ., is as in line (5.7). Recall thate =7 = R~!. As
(5.17) T. = SOO,RTSOO RSOO T |:SOR,OOTSOR,OO I SOR,OOTLPO,R I SOO,RTSOR,Oo:|7

it is enough to show that claim (5.16) is satisfied for each of the four pieces of T;.. Each
of the three pieces inside the brackets is handled in the same way. For example, directly
from the sparse domination of [b, 7’| we acquire a sparse collection . such that

5.18) {1, " T ®1f, )| S |( A F™1, 9™ )] + [(As_o | £, 19™ T ])].
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Considering the first term on the right-hand side of (5.18), we have

[(Ap, | F™%° 19 B | < [(Ab (I £]:77%°), |a]) ],

where B> = {Q € .7 : Q N B(0,3R)° # 0}. Clearly 75> = Y,f’oo for sufficiently
small € (large R). The other bracketed pieces are handled identically.
It remains to handle the term ([b, p* T 21,9 g), which we write as

(b, TR0 gy = (B, TF.G), T =Ty, f=¢"f, G=¢""
We express R? = U; Q; as a disjoint union of cubes with diam(Q;) = r. Then, we have
(b.T,)f.9) = (1q,[b. T]f.3)
J
and it is enough to show that each (1¢), [b, Tvr]f, ¢) admits a sparse domination localized
to the cube @;. Using

Lo, (@) T, f(2) = 1g,()T,(1g: (@), @} =3Q;,
we write
<1Qj [ba TVT]]?, §> = <1Qj [b’ Tr](lQ; f)a §>

Next we argue that T, is a CZO with || T, czo < 1, with constant independent of » > 0.
Since

T, =T — Teh™
for the uniform L2-to-L2%-boundedness it is enough to show that the Tpx™ are uni-
formly L2-to-L?-bounded. By Cotlar’s inequality, the truncated operators 7, f(z) =
T'(1p(z,r)e f)(x) are uniformly bounded and hence it is enough to give the following uni-
form bound for the difference:

(-t @l [ K- s )Wy £ M)

Next we check that 0" K (z, y) is a CZ-kernel with uniform constants. The size estimate
is immediate by 02" K (z,y)] < [|¢°" ||z |K (2, y)|. For the regularity estimate, provided
that |z — /| < 3|z — y|, we have

02T (K (2, y) — 2" () K (2, y)]
O (y) (K (2, y) — K(2,))| + \(sogir(y) — 2" () K (,y)]

<162 e (22N e~y 4 1007 () — 07 ()| — o1

|z =yl

The remaining term we estimate, using |z — 2’| < 1|2 — y| in the first identity, as
5 (W) = 02" (W) = 00 () = 22" (1) L a,20) (4)

1
S IV lrelr = 2/ Mp@an (¥) ~ ~lo = 2/ 1p@an () $ lz—y|

(5.19)

|z — |

The other estimate is completely symmetric. We have shown that ||T} | czo < 1, indepen-
dently of r > 0.
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Now, by the standard proof of the sparse domination of the commutator, see e.g. [14],
we conclude that
(5.20) (L, 6T (10: £, 9)| S (Au(F(@1) lgl) + (A (1f1: (@) gl
where .(Q;) is a sparse collection inside ()}, and the implicit constant in (5.20) is inde-
pendent of r. All in all, we have shown that

(16, TR0 f,9) | S (CAu(1F15-7) 19l + (AL (11:), 19l
where . = U;.7(Q;). By £(Q;) = r, for all j, it follows that .7 = .}, for a choice of ¢ = r
sufficiently small. O

5.2. Necessity. LetT be a non-degenerate singular integral. In this section we show that
b, T € K(L}, LY) implies b € VMOS, .

The following Lemma is originally implied in Uchiyama [23] and also in several later
works.

5.21. Lemma. Let 1 < p,q < oo, let yand X be arbitrary weights, and let U: L}, — L% be a
bounded linear operator. Then, there does not exist a sequence {u;} = {u; }32, with the following
properties:

(1) supjen [luillze S 1,

(ii) {x: ui(x) #0} N{x: uj(x) # 0} = 0, whenever i # j, and
(iii) there exists ® € L such that

lim @ — Ul =0, [®lls > 0.
1— 00

Proof. We show that the existence of such a sequence contradicts the boundedness of
U. By the point (iii), and by passing to a subsequence if needed, we can assume that
|®—U(u;)||s <27 Byp,q' > 1, letus choose a sequence {a;} € (erned) \ ¢ of positive

numbers. We define g;, = Zle a;u; and next show that {g;} is a Cauchy sequence in L.
Suppose that m < k. By assumptions (i) and (i7) we find that

k k % k %
ok = gnllg = | Y avull, :( 3 |al-|puuz-u§5> s( ) |al-|p) ,

i=m-+1 i=m-+1 i=m-+1

from which by {a;}; € 7 we see that {g; } is Cauchy. By completeness of LI, the sequence
of functions g, converges in L%,; and since U is continuous, U (gj) converges in L. Let us

define hy, := Zle a;®. Then, we have

|, = U(gk)HLg <D lall|® = Uui)l g
1=1

Q|

< ”{ai}qu’(Z 1@ = U (u)7q)* < !!{az‘}ng/(Z?_iq)% <0

uniformly in k, and as U(g) converges in L1, it follows that sup;,cy ||| re Sland
k

12 sup |hillzg = sup Y lall[@llzg ~ lI{aitille,
keN keN 5

which contradicts {a;} ¢ ¢'. O
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5.22. Lemma. Let v € Ay and suppose that b € BMO¢ \ VMOY, with o > —d. Then, there
exists a sparse collection of cubes .7 = {Q, Eq}qe.s such that O (b; Eq) 2 1, uniformly.

Proof. If the VMO¢ condition fails via (2.5), then the construction of .# is immediate; we
can guarantee that all the cubes are disjoint by choosing cubes ever farther away from
the origin and we simply let Eg = Q.

For the duration of this proof let us denote § = 1 + a/d > 0. If the VMO condition
fails via (2.3), then we are guaranteed a sequence of cubes {Q;}; such that

oy (b;Q;5) 2 1, lim £(Q;) = 0.
j—oo

By passing to a subsequence, we may assume that > 72, [Q;] < oo.
In order to construct the disjoint subsets sets £/; = Eq;, we make the following obser-
vation:

623) ¥Q Hge(0.5) YECQ: |E>(1-6IQl = OLbE)> ;050:0Q)

Indeed, if not, then we can find a sequence of E,, C Q with O%(b; E;,) < %(’)l‘}(b; @), while
|E,| — |Q|, and a subsequence will satisfy 15, — 1¢g almost everywhere. Then domi-
nated convergence shows that v(E,) = [1g,v — v(Q) and (b)g, = |E,|~* JolE b =
(b)g, and finally

/En b (85| =/QlEn|b— (o + (D)o — ()s,)] %/Qw— Bl

so that 0% (b; E,,) — O%(b; Q), contradicting 0% (b; E,,) < 20%(b; Q), thus proving (5.23).
We now pick a subsequence {Q; = Qy(;)}; of the original sequence {Q;}; and as
follows. Let Q| = Q1. Assuming that Q},...,Q} = Q(;) have already been chosen, we
choose k(j + 1) > k(j) large enough so that
Yoo lQil<o1Q5l  65=10q,
i=k(j+1)

and then set Q) ; = Qg (j41). For the sequence thus constructed, we hence have

S Do 1Qil < 6;1Q5,
i=j+1 i=k(j+1)

and thus E; = Q) \ U, Q; satisfies |Ej| > (1 — HQ;)]Qj]. By (5.23), this implies that
O (b E;) > $0%(b; @}) 2 1. This gives the required sparse collection {Q, Eq}ges =
{Q), E;}32, in this case.
Lastly, suppose that the VMO;, condition fails via (2.4), i.e. we find a sequence of cubes
{Q;1}32 such that
OpbiQ) 2L lim Q) =<

We only show first step of the iterative construction of ., as the subsequent inductive
steps are entirely analogous. We begin with setting .7, = {Qo, Eq,} with Eg, = Qo
and show how to construct .1 O .. Let us denote P, = @Q; for some j such that
Q) > 2% and £(Py) > £(Qo). If P, N Qo = 0, we choose Q1 = P, and Eg, = @, and
with .1 = {Q;, Eg, }i=0,1 we are done. If P, N Qo # 0, by ¢(Py) > ¢(Qo) there exists
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a cube P, D P, U Qq such that ((P,) ~ {(P;); and by v being doubling, we know that

02(P,) > O%P;) > 1. Hence, without loss of generality, let us denote P, = P, and
assume that Qo C Pj,. We will next show that if k is sufficiently large, then Ep, = P \ Qo
satisfies O%(b; Ep,) 2 1, and then we set 1 = P, and Eg, = Ep,.

We first estimate

620 [ -0l < /Q 1= anl + /Q 1) = Bl |+ / b= {B)ms,

Ep,

where the last term is of the desired form. We will next show that
625 Jim (P [ = Wal =0, gim vp) ™ [ (0)a, = Gy, =0

The left claim on line (5.25) is immediate from b € L10C and v € A, and we provide
details only for the right limit. Let {R;}]", (we have m ~ logy(|P%|/|Qol|) but the exact
value of m will not play a further role in the argument) be a sequence of cubes such that

RO = QO’ Rm = Pk’ Rk C Rk-i-l’ E(Rkﬁ-l) ~ E(Rk)’

also denote R,,+1 = Ep,. Then, we estimate

m m I/(R‘)ﬁ
(5.26) [0)@o = B | < D 1Bhm,0 = ), | < I6llsarog Y 77
j= 7=0

and hence we find that

(5.27) v(Py) " /Q M{bhgy = Blep, | S bllmvog Z% %Rﬁg)ﬁ'

Next we show that the sum tends to zero as k (equivalently m) tends to infinity. Since

v € Ao we know that for some ¢ > 0 there holds that v(Eg)/v(Q) < (|EQ|/|Q|)6 for all
Eg C Q. Hence,

f: }QT < Qo] <@) ” < f: o—idg—(m—3)ds5
:0

| Bj| N P

—
2/\

=0

29— max{j,m—j} min(1,68)d

'MS 1=

<
I
=)

N

and clearly the right-hand side tends to zero by 3 > 0; we conclude the right limit on line
(5.25). All in all, using

|b—<b>Pk|=/ b-c—(b-cpl<2 [ [b-d
Py

Py, Py,
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for any constant ¢, and then lines (5.24) and (5.25), we have shown that for any ¢ > 0
there exists k large enough so that

15 03(b; Pr) = v(Py) ™7 : b— (b)p,| S v(P)™” : b= (b)p, |
k k

628  Setv(R) [ b= (bl
P
St v(Br) P [ b= B, =<+ 0L En).
Pk

Choosing € > 0 small enough, we conclude that OF (b; Ep,) 2 1. O

5.29. Proposition. Let 1 < p,q < oo, € Appand X\ € Ay Let v be the fractional Bloom
weight of Definition 2.10, let T be a non-degenerate SIO and b € Li _(R% C). Then, [b,T] €
KC(LE, LY) implies that b € VMOZ (R?).

Proof. As the commutator is compact, it is in particular bounded, and by Proposition
44 we have b € BMO{. Let us assume for a contradiction that b ¢ VMO, i.e. b €

BMOj \ VMOy, and by Proposition 5.22 find a sparse sequence {Q;, £/;}32, of cubes
such that Oy (b; E;) 2 1. By Proposition 4.2 applied with gg, = 1, and g5 = 95, = 13
we have

10 0% i, ) |+ )
(5.30) 7B

~max { (b Thg, b )|, [(10, T, 0501 } = [(0: TV, 5.,

for the choice of ¢, € {gg;,hE;} and wéj € {héj , géj} that achieve the maximum. By

Proposition 4.2 we have
(5.31) |oE;| < 1E;, vg,l S 15

Recall that the implicit constants above are independent of j (as are the implicit constants
later on in this proof as well). Combining the above information, we have

o 1
LS ON0 ) = i /E b= (),
J

1 1
S Smymara (0 T10, %, ) ~ oo 0. Tlos, vg, )|

1 1 _
(5.32) S QAT (Q, )7 <[b,T]¢Ej,¢@j>‘ ZW <[b,T]UEj>\,¢@j)\ B
1
< WH[Z’ s Tugl g, ||Lq g
<2 (Qﬂ)l 106, T, g ~ Wb, T, g
AT(Q))

where we denote u E; = pP (Qj)*l/ P¢p,. By the uniform bound

Jug, I, = 2@ [ 1o, Pur < xS 1

J
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the compactness of [b, T] gives a subsequence of {[b, T]ug, };’;1 with a limit ® in L{, and
by (5.32) we have ||®[| ¢ > 0. Furthermore, the functions ug;, are disjointly supported.

Concluding, we have constructed a sequence of functions just as in Lemma 5.21, hence
[b, T is not bounded, a contradiction, and thus necessarily b € VMO%(R%). O

APPENDIX A. WEIGHTED FRACTIONAL JOHN-NIRENBERG INEQUALITY FOR VMO

Let us define the weighted BMO;;* and VMO;;* C BMO;;“ similarly as in Definition
2.1 but with the oscillation

A1) 0°(£1@) = w@) " (s [ (1= gl dw)

note that O (f; Q) = (9111;“( f; Q). When a = 0, the following Theorem A.2 is a classical
result of Muckenhoupt and Wheeden [18].

A2. Theorem. Let 1 < p < oo and suppose that w € A,. Let a € [0,00). Then, there holds
that

(A.3) bl Banore ~ 10l gpone
whenever 1 < r < p andr < co.

Here we give a short proof of Theorem A.2 and extend it to weighted fractional VMO
as

A.4. Theorem. Let 1 < p < oo and suppose that w € A,. Let a € [0,00). Then, there holds
that

(A.5) VMO™® = VMOL®,
whenever 1 < r < p andr < co.

A.6. Remark. If w € A,, then by the reverse Holder property w € A,_s for some § > 0.
Hence, the conclusions (A.5) and (A.3) hold with 1 < r < (p — §)’, where (p — §)" > p'.
Restating, for each w € A, there exists some ¢ > 0 such that the conclusions (A.5) and
(A3)hold forall1 <r < p' +e.

Both Theorems A.2 and A .4 follow almost immediately from the following

A.7. Proposition. Let 1 < p < oo and suppose that w € A, and let o € [0, 00). Then, for each
[ € Li. . and a cube Q, there exists a sparse collection . (Qo) C 2(Qq) such that

e Y ORHQw@ )

(A.8) Ou"(f: Qo) £ (w(Qo) Qe (Qo)

whenever 1 < r < p andr < co.
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Proof of Theorem A.2. Suppose first that b € BMO;;* for some » > 1. Then, by Holder’s
inequality we find

/Q\b—(b>Q!§ </Q’b_<b>Q"’w5>i(/Qw)%
- <@/Q(‘b—<b>cz%)rdw>; (/Qw i(/@wf’

< HbHBMoI,;“w(Q)a/dw(Q)-

For the other direction, by Proposition (A.7) we estimate
1

1 o
01 «@ 1+ET ’
<1U(QO)Pr ' QG;QO) Qre@ )

N——~

Ou(f; Qo) S

1

1 r
< Wi (i & 40)" 5 Pl

where we used sparseness in the last estimate; recall that sparseness with respect to any
measure in A is equivalent with sparseness with respect to the Lebesgue measure. [

Proof of Theorem A.4. Suppose that b € VMOL® and we will show that b € VMO%® . Let
us consider the different kinds of cubes as in the conditions (2.3), (2.4), (2.5). If a cube is
sufficiently small, or sufficiently far away from the origin, as respectively in the condi-
tions (2.3) and (2.5), then all the subcubes are also, and it is immediate from Proposition
A.7 that the conditions (2.3) and (2.5) hold with all 1 < r < p’. Let us then turn to check
the condition (2.4).

By conditions (2.3) and (2.5) there exists a cube Py such that if £(Q) > ¢(Py) or QN Py #
0, then Oy (b;Q) < ¢, and let Q be exactly such a cube. We show that O;%(h; Q) < e
provided that @) is taken sufficiently large. Let Qo D @ be a cube such that ¢(Qy) <
(Q) and Py € 2(Qo), notice that we can always arrange this with the implicit constant
independent of Q. By w being doubling, we know that O;%(b;Q) < Oy (b; Qo). Let
Z(Qo) C Z(Qo) be the sparse collection as in Proposition A.7 and we estimate

(Qo)lJr rora b; QO r g ( Z Z >01a b; L (L)1+%T
Les(Qo) LeZ(Qo)
LCPy LOPSAD

The first sum on the right is controlled by the fact that VMOL® ¢ BMOL* as

D, O B:Ly DT < Blyope D w(D) TS [bllgyoyew(Po)

Le(Qo) Le(Qo)
LCPy LCh
where we used that || - |[ss < || - |1, for s > 1, and sparsity; while for the second sum if

LNP§ #0,thenby L, Py € 2(Qo) either Py C L or L C P§, and in both cases by the
choice of Py we know that (’)}U’O‘(b; L) < e. Hence, we find that

w(Q0) H O (b Qo) S Iolpgope ()7 + Qo).

from which the claim follows by choosing ) (hence ()y) sufficiently large. O
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In proving Proposition A.7 we can use the following almost orthogonality principle.

A9.Lemma. Let 1 < p < ocoand w € Ay, let ¥ C P be a sparse collection of cubes. For each
Q € 7, let fq be a function supported on () that is constant on each P € ch(Q), where ch(Q)
denotes the maximal elements of {P € . : P C Q}. Then, there holds that

(A.10) H Z fQHLP( Z HfQHLp(w
Qe Qe

Lemma A.9 is certainly known but we could not find a reference, hence we recall it
here.

Proof. By fq being constant on ch(Q)) we can write
A1) felliy < I 2 foleelliuy + 120 D (fodrtellw,
Qes Qe Qe Pech(Q)

and by disjointness of Fg C (@ the left sum on the right clearly satisfies the desired
estimate. For the second one, by duality, it is enough to estimate as follows. We have

[ % tarira= 5 S Ualeu?) elPlutr)

Qe.¥ Pech(Q) Qe Pech(Q)

(XX W) (XX dabpiprue) ).

QE.Z Pech(Q) QE.7 Pech(Q)

1
7/

By fq being constant on ch(()) we have

(A12) (> Z Ualp)” < (3 1ol

QeY Pech(Q Qe

and it remains to estimate the term with the function g. By Holder’s inequality, we know

’
_p

that | P[P w(P)~ I; = |Pl(w)p” <w7%(P) and hence

(T 5 tapiere® ) < (X % tapu 5 @)”

\IH

Qe Pech(Q) Qe Pech(Q)
o 2
< ’U)_F L4 / ~Y /
S ol e, ol
where in the second estimate we used Lemma A.13 below. O

A.13. Lemma. Suppose that 1 < p < oo, that w € A, and that . is sparse. Then, there holds
that

(> (h8w(@)" S 1 llzoy
Qe

Proof. By sparseness and the boundedness of the maximal function on L”(w), we find
that

(X >’ézw(@>)% ~uiay ( / (> (pley) dw)’

Qes Qes
where we used the boundedness of the maximal operator in the last step. O

1 1

< ( / (MFY dw)” St 1 o).
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Proof of Proposition A.7. Given that f € L , by an iterated Calder6n-Zygmund decom-
position, see e.g. [14] and this is also a special case of Lemma 4.8, there exists a sparse

collection .7 (Qo) C Z(Qo) so that
F=(Naolles S D (IF = (Halele
Qe (Qo)

Note that p < 7/ (by r < p/) and hence w!™" € A, (by w € A, C A,/). Hence, by Lemma
A.9 we estimate

a 1 r
w@) o s [ (X 1= algid) du
@0 " Qe (Qo)
= X w@iweoi i,
Qe+ (Q) )
S Y |e@tweotessang|
Qe (Qo) )
~Mula, D wQTTORN(f1Q) (w)pu' (@)
QES(Qo)
Swla, D Ou(f:Q)w(@)'Fd,
QES(Qo)

1
where in the last estimate we used that (wVle*r(Q) < [w]} ' w(Q). Now the proof is
concluded after dividing with w(Qo)'* " and taking the rth root. O
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