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MULTILINEAR SINGULAR INTEGRALS WITH HOMOGENEOUS
KERNELS NEAR L'

GEORGIOS DOSIDIS AND LENKA SLAVIKOVA

ABSTRACT. We obtain the optimal open range of LP! (R") x - - x LP™ (R™) — LP(R™)
bounds for multilinear singular integral operators with homogeneous kernels of the
form Q(%)|y|7’”"7 where Q is a function in LY(S™"~!) with vanishing integral and
qg>1.

1. INTRODUCTION

Singular integral operators of the form

(1) Tf(x):=pv | [y)K(z—y)dy

R’ﬂ
have been extensively studied ever since their introduction by Calderén and Zygmund
in [1]. In the special case of homogeneous kernels K(z) = %, which includes the

Hilbert and the Riesz transforms, boundedness of the operator T" from LP(R") to itself
can be obtained for all 1 < p < oo without any smoothness assumption on 2. This
was first proven in [2] under the assumption that Q has vanishing integral on the unit
sphere and belongs to the Orlicz space Llog L(S"~!), and subsequently improved in
[8, 9] by making use of Hardy spaces. Endpoint bounds were obtained in [5, 6, 20, 24].

In this paper, we investigate the multilinear variant of the operator (1). Namely,
given m € N and a function 2 with zero mean on the unit sphere which, in addition,

Q /

belongs to L(S™" 1) for some ¢ > 1, we set K(z) = | iiz for z € R™ \ {0}, where
x

2 = ‘—fj‘, and consider the multilinear singular integral operator

(2) Tgb(fl,f%' .. ’fm)(x) =pv Rmn K(x — Y, T —Y2,..., T — ym)Hfl(yl)dy
i=1

Throughout the paper, we assume that exponents p1, ..., pm, p satisfy the Holder scal-
ing % =" p%, and we study the question of LP*(R™) x --- x LPm(R"™) — LP(R™)
boundedness of T¢}'.

The LP1(R™) x LP2(R") — LP(R") boundedness of the bilinear operator 73 was
proven by Coifman and Meyer in [7] under the assumption that € is a function of
bounded variation and 1 < py,ps,p < oo. This result led, in particular, to an alterna-
tive proof of LP estimates for Calderén’s first commutator, an operator introduced by
Calderén in [4] in connection with the study of elliptic partial differential equations.
A yet another proof of the boundedness of Calderén’s commutator relevant for our
present approach was given by Muscalu in [22]. An extension of the Coifman—Meyer
theorem [7] to arbitrary exponents satisfying 1 < py,ps < oo, with p being possibly less
than 1, was obtained by Kenig and Stein in [21] and by Grafakos and Torres in [18].

The authors were supported by the Primus research programme PRIMUS/21/SCI/002 of Charles
University.
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The first result concerning bounds for 73 in the case when Q does not possess
any smoothness was obtained in [10]. In that paper, the authors considered the one-
dimensional case n = 1 and proved boundedness of the operator T§22 in a certain range
of exponents under the assumption that the even part of €2 belongs to the Hardy space
H!(S!). The higher—dimensional case was discussed in [13], where boundedness of T3 in
the full range 1 < py,p2 < 0o was proven under the assumption that Q € L>(S?"1),
and boundedness in the “local L? case”, that is 2 < pi,p2 < co and 1 < p < 2,
was proven for 2 € L?(S?*"~!). The local L? case bound was later improved in [17],
weakening the L? assumption on €2 to the requirement that Q € L9(S?"~1) with ¢ > 4/3.
Boundedness in the extended range of exponents % + % < 2, when ¢ > 4/3, was proven
recently in [19].

In this work, we extend the boundedness results for Ts% to the case 1 < ¢ <4/3. Let
do denote the surface measure on the sphere.

Theorem 1. Let 1 < p1,ps < 00, % = p% —i—p%, and suppose that € LI(S*"71), ¢ > 1,
with [, QO)do(0) = 0. If
1 1
(3) -+ =<2,
p q
then there exists a constant C' = C(n,p1,p2,q) such that
(4) TG (f1, f2)llLe ey < ClIQI pagszn—1) | f1ll Les ey [l f2ll Loz (-

The proof of Theorem 1 relies on estimates obtained in [13, 19] combined with a new
estimate of minimal blow-up when Q € L}(S?"71).

Remark. The question of weak—type boundedness of T§22 in the limiting case % + % =2
remains open. In addition, no bounds are known for the operator T3 when Q belongs
merely to Llog L(S*~1) except in the one-dimensional setting, in which a partial result
was obtained in [10].

We graph the range of boundedness of ng- The dotted line corresponds to % + % =2
Here and in what follows, ¢’ stands for the exponent satisfying % + % =1.
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FIGURE 1. Optimal range of LP* (R™) x LP?(R"™) — LP(R™) boundedness
of T3 when Q € L4(S?*"71), ¢ > 1.

The boundedness of the multilinear operator 75" with a rough kernel was first treated
in [14], where initial L2(R") x --- x L*(R") — L?*™(R™) bounds were established. In
order to discuss the boundedness region for this operator, we introduce some notation.
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.o . ? 1 1
For any multiindex a € {0,1}™, we write |af = > /", oy. If i <p—1 e p—m), we set
1 _q.l_ym o 1__ 1  _ym 1 we write L € H™
oo =a-;=>3" % Then ; D > ity ;- For any g > 1, we write ; € H"™(q)

if for all o € {0,1}"™,

1 Jof—-1
5 — +
( ) Pa
When |a| = 0 or 1, Equation (5) is satisfied for all 1 < pi,...,p, < oo, while the

condition for |a| = m is

<lal.

<m.
p

We graph H3(q) in the Figure 2 below. The equation for |a| = 3 corresponds to the
red triangle, while the 3 equations for |a| = 2, which have the form

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
—+—+-<2, —+—+-<2, —+—+-<2
br P2 g bt p3 g b2 p3 ¢
correspond to the three red rectangles.
Recently in [15], the bounds for T(}" were extended from the middle point ( %, cee %)

to the whole region H™(q), when ¢ > 2. Similar to the bilinear case, we extend these
boundedness results to the case 1 < g < 2.

Theorem 2. Let 1 < p1,p2,...,pm < 00, % = Z;ilpii be such that <pi1,...,#> €

H™(q) and suppose that @ € LY(S™ 1), ¢ > 1, with [gn.—1 Q(0)do(8) = 0. Then there
exists a constant C = C(n,p1,p2, .-, Pm,q) such that

(6) ITE 1y fnd o ny < Ol pamn—1y [T 1Fillos my.-
i=1

In particular, if 1 < p,p1,p2,...,pm < 00, then Equation (6) holds for all ¢ > 1.
Note that for m = 2, the range H?(q) corresponds to the condition % + % < 2, so
Theorem 1 is a special case of Theorem 2. Moreover, for m = 1, the condition in
Equation (5) becomes p > 1, which is the range of boundedness for the linear operator

when Q € L9(S"1) for some ¢ > 1.

1/p3 1 1/p3 1
(01 q 1) (07 q 1)
(7:0.1) )
AN (5,0,1) « 0,1, 1)
e
>. » (0,1, %) (1,0, %) / L
1/p2 1/ps
1,0, L) ¢ ;
(1.0.7) (2,1,0) 1
i i (?7 1’0)
1/p1 . 1/p1 :
= (1> ?70) h (1? ?70)
(A) g small (Theorem 2) (B) ¢ big (Theorem 1.1 in [15])

FIGURE 2. Optimal range of LP'(R"™) x LP2(R™) x LP3(R") — LP(R")
boundedness of T3 when Q € LI(S>"7 1), ¢ > 1.
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Theorem 2 provides the optimal range of exponents such that the strong—type bound-
edness holds. Building on a counterexample introduced in [10] and refined in [16], it
was proven in [15] that H™(q) is the largest open set of exponents in which T¢" is
bounded. The counterexample in the next proposition also deals with the endpoints in
H™(q) for which we have equality in one or more of the equations in (5).
Proposition 3. If ¢ > 1, 1 < p1,...,pm < 00, % = Z;”le% and (%,...,#) -4
H™(q), then there exist an odd function Q € LY(S™ 1) and f; € LPI(R™), i =1,...,m,
such that TG (f1,- .-, fm) & LP(R™).

In Section 2, we use the bootstrap argument introduced in [15] to reduce Theorem 2
to proving an estimate of minimal blow-up in the Banach range of exponents when
Q € LY(S™~1). This estimate is stated in Proposition 4 below and will be proved in
Section 3. Section 4 contains the proof of Proposition 3.

Acknowledgment. We thank the anonymous referee for their valuable comments that
helped to improve the exposition. We also thank Bae Jun Park for pointing out to us
an error in the statement of Proposition 4 in an earlier version of the manuscript.

2. REDUCTIONS

We fix m € N, ¢ > 1 and Q € L9(S™ 1) with mean value zero and in the following
we simplify notation writing 7" instead of T()'. Let n be a Schwartz function in R™"
such that 7(¢) = 1 when [£| <1 and 7(¢) = 0 when [£| > 2, and let B=7n-— n(2-). We
decompose the kernel K by setting K'(y) = K(y)3(27%y) for i € Z and

Kiw) = (KiOse ) @), K=Y K, jez

1=—00

We decompose T' = 32 32 TF = 72 Tj accordingly, where K} is the

I=—00 Luj=—00 "] j=—00

kernel of T]’ and K the kernel of T;. We note that

oo
1=—00
by the homogeneity of K.
Let 1 < p1,p2,...,pm < o0 and let p satisfy % =>" pii. We obtain Theorem 2 by
proving bounds of the form

(7) 1751l Ler R ... x Lom (Rr )= Lo Rn) S Q) || pa(gmn—1)
that are summable in j. Here and in the following we are using the usual notation
A < B to denote that there exists a constant ¢ such that A < cB and we use A <, B
to imply that ¢ depends on the parameter ~.

We first recall two estimates of the type (7) which are available in the literature.
The following proposition follows from the multilinear Calderén-Zygmund theory [18].
Its specific version stated below was proved in [13, Proposition 3] in the bilinear case,

and the same argument translates also to the multilinear setting, as observed in [15,
Equation (3.3)].

Proposition A ([13, 15]). Let ¢ > 1 and 0 < § < 1/q'. Then inequality (7) holds with
Q(j) = 20mn=9 if § > 0 and Q(j) = 27MI0=9) 4f j < 0.
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Let C™(q) = (O, %]m The following proposition follows from the results in [15,
Section 3].

—

Proposition B ([15]). Let ¢ > 2 and g € C"™(q). Then there exist r = r(%,n) >0 and
jo = jo(m,n) € Z such that inequality (7) holds with Q(j) = 27" if 7 > jo.

In what follows, we fix jg from Proposition B and we only consider j > jg in light of
Proposition A. The following proposition will be proved in Section 3.

Proposition 4. Let j > jo, p > 1, g =1 and € > 0. Then inequality (7) holds with
QU) Se 2°°.

We assume Proposition 4 for now and we state and prove several claims that will
gradually improve the dependence of the bound in estimate (7) on j. Theorem 2 will
then be a direct consequence of Proposition A and Claim 7 below.

Claim 5. Let j > jo, ¢ > 1 and g € C™(q). Then there exists an r = r(g,q,n) >0
such that inequality (7) holds with Q(j) = 27"7.

Proof. If ¢ > 2 then the claim follows from Proposition B. To prove the claim in the case
1 < ¢ < 2, we will use complex interpolation between the estimates in Proposition B
and Proposition 4. To be able to proceed with the interpolation argument, we view T}
as an (m + 1)-linear operator. More precisely, let

T freeo f)w) = [

mn

(Q = Avg(Q)) W)yl ™™ [ ] filx — vi)dy,
=1

where Avg(2) = fgmn,l Qdo is the mean value of 2. Note that T is (m + 1)-linear and
for every ) with mean zero and for any Schwartz functions fi,..., fi, it agrees with
the singular integral defined in (2). Therefore, it is given by an m-linear convolution
with a distribution Wq and Wq_ 4,90) = Wa, with equality holding in the sense of

distributions.
Similar to T}, we define T} by setting Kq = W, Kj(y) = Ka(y)B(27%),
i == .V _ SN
2 — ( Ki(. —Jj+i, —
(£a), = (Fa08@7) @), (Ka),= 3 (Ka),,
and

T, fr, s fn) (@) :Pv/mn <I~(Q)j (y)ﬁfi(x — yi)dy.
=1

It is immediate that the bounds described above for T} also hold for Tj and we can use
(m+ 1)-linear interpolation (see [3, Lemma 2.1 and Proposition 2.2] for the multilinear
interpolation result used here) between Banach space (m + 1)-tuplets of the form
La(Sm=1), LP1(R™),..., LPm(R").

Fixal<g<2anda g € C™(q) and assume that p; = min{py,...,pn} (without
a loss of generality, since the other cases are symmetric) and note that p; > 2 since

q < 2. Then %% = (%, %g—;, ey %5—;) € C™(2) and Proposition B yields

(8) 1751 22 2pm 5 S277
L2(Smn—1)x L2(R")X L P1 (R?)x---xL P1 (R")—LP1 (R")

for some positive exponent rg.
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Let ¢ > 0 be small, to be determined momentarily. If 6 € (0,1) satisfies § < p,
1
then Proposition 4 and the embedding LT=3 (S™"~!) < L}(S™*~1) imply that there is

a constant C. such that

9 iy " < (.25
) | ]HLﬁ(Smnfl)xL%l(R")XLPTQ(R")x~~~><LpT(R")—>L§(R") ~ e

Interpolating between the estimates (8) and (9) we obtain

- ;)1—_225 P12 2-25
(10) Tl pasmn—1)x Lot (R ) x oo Lom (R Lo (Rr) S Ce ' (27) =20 0pi=23,
Finally, choosing ¢ < rozz)l_—_zg completes the proof of the claim. O
Claim 6. Let j > jo, q > 1, % € H™(q) and € > 0. Then inequality (7) holds with

Q) < 27

Proof. Claim 5 yields that (7) holds with Q(j) <. 2’¢ whenever g € C™(q). The proof
then follows from the extension result of [15, Proposition 6.2]. g

Claim 7. Let j > jo, g € H"(q) and q > 1. Then there exists an r = r(g,q,n) >0
such that inequality (7) holds with Q(j) <277,

Proof. We observe that the point <%, %, cee %) is in the interior of H™(q) and inter-
polate between Claim 5 and Claim 6 using [12, Theorem 7.2.2]. O

3. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 4

A critical tool for the proof of Proposition 4 is a bound for the shifted maximal
and square functions. Let ¢ and v be Schwartz functions on R” with compact Fourier
supports such that 1Z is supported away from the origin. For ¢ > 0 and v € R", we
denote ¢} (z) = t"¢(tx — v) and similarly for ¢y (x).

With this notation, we have

Proposition C ([12, 22]). Let 1 < p < co. Then

S log (2 + [v]) [1f1] oy
LP(R™)

(S1f ek

reZ

sup | f * @b
reZ

and ' < Tog(2 + o)) | Fll o s -

Lp(R")

In the one-dimensional setting, Proposition C is proven in [22, Theorems 4.1, 5.1].
The first of the two inequalities is also contained in [25, Chapter II, 5.10]. The proof
in the n-dimensional case can be found in [12, Proposition 7.5.1].

We next apply Proposition C to prove Proposition 4. Our argument follows the ideas
from [22, 23].

Proof of Proposition 4. Given j € Z, let A be the (m + 1)-linear form given by
Mo i) = [ Tifrvee s S @i ) da

Since p>1, we observe that Proposition 4 will follow if we prove that

A5 (frs o P DIST™ IR ) | et o oy TT 1l ot ey
j=1
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for j > jo. To simplify notation, we write & = (z1,...,2y) € R™ for z; € R". We
rewrite the form A; as follows:

A](fl’ ’fm+1)

= Z/ KO (2"¢) <H ) Frng (@)™ EF o HEm) e gy
n Rmn

kEZ

:Z RmnKO ng <Hfz £l>fm+1 51_"'_£m)d§-

kEZ

Notice that I/(;Q(Qk-) is supported in the mn-dimensional annulus where || ~ 297
Therefore, at least two of the vectors &;,...,&mn, (—&1 — - -+ — &) have to belong to an
n-dimensional annulus of radius about 2/~*. By a smooth partition of unity, it suffices
to consider pieces of the form

Z KO Qk (H fl gz ¢z Qk ]fz)> .]i:l(_fl_' ' '_gm)(ﬁ/mrl(Qk_j(_fl_' ' —§m))d§,

where ¢;, i = 1,...,m + 1, are Schwartz functions with compact Fourier support such
that at least two of them are Fourier supported away from the origin. We denote these
two functions by ¢; and ¢p. Using Fourier inversion, the form can then be written as

Z/n/an kmnKO (Hfz ¢z 2i—k -%' —yz)> fm+1 * (¢m+1)217k(1')d27d.%'

kEZ

_Z/n - KO g (Hfl ¢z )ai—k(x — 2 yz)> fm+1*(¢m+1)2] x (7)dyjdx

kEZ
m+1

=3 [ L @ ] @ s,

kEZ

where we have set y,, 11 = 0. We also formally set p,,+1 = p’. For a fixed ¢ € R™, we

estimate
m+1
Z/ [] 7+ (602 (x)d
kEZ
_ 1/2
/ [T supli+( s0nt @) 1 (Zlfr*(%);jyl(w)IZ) dx
l;éll re{l,l'} \k€Z

sup |f; * (¢1)2,%% |
kEZ

1/2
1 (zm ;;w)

LPi(R™) {11} || \keZ

<11

ALl

Lor (Rn)

5 (H 10g(2 + 2]|yl|)‘|fz”LPZ(Rn)> Hfm+1||Lp’(Rn)

i=1

" (Hlog@ + !yi!)HfiHLm(Rn)> [ fmtall Lo menys
i=1
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using Proposition C. Therefore, it suffices to show that

[ 3@ T[1os(2 + )7 S |9 siomr
=1

We recall that K]Q = K%x f3,;. Since 3 is a Schwartz function, we may estimate it as

1B(x)[< Z 272mnkX]an(0,2k) ().
k=1

We further notice that the function | K9 xgmn (0,2+—7) 18 supported in the set B""(0, 2k+1),
Therefore,

[ 182@ | T stz + L
=1

(o] m
S Z 2mnj_2mnk/R | K| % X (0,261 (7) Hlog(2 + lyil)dy
k=1 " i=1

e o0

5 Z kaanmenk|||K0| * X]B’”"(O,2k—ﬂ')”L1(Rmn) 5 ||KOHL1(R"L") Z kijfmnk
k=1 P

5 ||KOHL1(]Rm") 5 ||Q‘|L1(gmn—1),

as desired. O

4. COUNTEREXAMPLE

Proof of Proposition 3. Since (pll, cee 1%) ¢ H™(q), there is a multiindex « such that (5)
is not satisfied. Without a loss of generality, we can assume that o = (1,...,1,0,...,0),

with || = k > 2, since the cases |a] = 0 and |a| = 1 are trivial, and the operator is
unaffected by permutations of the functions f;.
Fori=1,...,m, let

{fi(x) ~ [a] /7

log ’I’HiPY/pZX‘x‘<%(x)7 fOI' i = 17"'7"4’7

fila) = lal e

for some v > 1 to be determined, and note that f; € LPi(R™). For 6 = (61,...,0,,) €
Sl we define

log |x||_7/pix‘x‘>2(x), forio=x+1,...,m,

_(s=Dn
2q

_a
q

)

K
logz ’01 - 01’2
=2
where 61 denotes the first coordinate of 1. Then 2 is an odd function in L4(S™~1). In-

deed, using the co-area formula, [11, Appendix D], and setting 79, = /1 — Zle 16;]2,

we have

/ |Q(9)|qd9:/ / |Q(9)|qda(9,@+17...,Hm)del”‘den‘
§mn—1 KN re’ﬂg(m—fi)n—l 70,k

Q) = sgn(@%)xﬁm@’%) (01,...,6,) (Z 16, — ai‘2>
=2

VK
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Since 1 — Zle 16;|> =~ 1 when 6 belongs to the support of €, the previous expression is
bounded by

_ (k—=1)n

2 K -
/ (Z 16, — 6; |2> log Y |61 — 03]
K?’L 7 i—2

< / |u|_(“_1)"‘ log |ul| " dug - - - du,, < o0,
(K l)n( 7ﬁ
where the first inequality follows by the change of coordinates to u; = 61 — 6; for
1=2,...,K

Let * € R" be a vector such that ! > 10. We denote T = (v, x,...,x) € (R*)™
Then

m 9) T—y
e f)@ = [ (Hryir"/mogrym—m> |_<'”C ﬁnzdy

i=1

déy - - - db

\y1|,...,|yn|<% Iyn+1|7---7|ym‘>2

Note that, since |y1| < %, the first coordinate of (T — y); is positive, and thus the
integrand in the above integral is positive. Therefore, we can estimate it from below
by the integral over the smaller region A x B, where

A:{<y1,...,yﬁ>ew( H) 1] ~ --\ymryl—erz---wryl—ynr}
and
B = Bm=*) (m,...,ac),m
——— D
m—K

We write y = (z,2'), where 2 = (y1,...,yx) and 2’ = (Yxt1,-..,Ym). In Ax B, we have
fori=2,...k,

1 -
ly1 — il = |2 < m nd Iz -yl ~ || = |,

and therefore, for y € A x B,

_(r=D)n _
2q
Q < ) 7‘ log
=)= (3 9=
()
] |z
2 Jol 7 el {10g|2|(
Settlng =37 p and 1% =DV p%, we estimate the absolute value of T3 (f1, . . ., fm)(2)

from below by

. \ |2 ()]
/ / TT il =7 fog sl 77/ ) L2 2Ly
BJA\i3 T — y[mn
(k= S X _a
> || /|z| (log |2'|) Padz/|z| a >|10g|z|‘ ba ady

o _ ( n 1 _0
> (log ) 7o [z ™ O “"/lz| +7) | log |2 7,
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which diverges when p—la + "‘T_l > Kk = |al.

When p—la + % = K, the exponents in the previous expression simplify to

_a, _n k. A
(log [a]) "7 |z~ # [ |27 log ||| 7= 7 dz,
A

which is equivalent to
_y_ _n
(log |=|)' =7~ a || .
Therefore,

P

[ g @pas [ (2" (log |2l 2 d.
Rn

{zeR": z1>10}

p+1
-
q+1

which is finite if and only if p — v — % <-levy> Since g > 1, we can choose

1<y < gill in the definitions of fi,..., fi,, and € to obtain the counterexample.
q

O
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