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LIMITED RANGE EXTRAPOLATION WITH QUANTITATIVE BOUNDS
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ABSTRACT. In recent years, sharp or quantitative weighted inequalities have attracted con-
siderable attention on account of A2 conjecture solved by Hyténen. Advances have greatly
improved conceptual understanding of classical objects such as Calderén-Zygmund operators.
However, plenty of operators do not fit into the class of Calderén-Zygmund operators and
fail to be bounded on all LP(w) spaces for p € (1,00) and w € A,. In this paper we de-
velop Rubio de Francia extrapolation with quantitative bounds to investigate quantitative
weighted inequalities for operators beyond the (multilinear) Calderén-Zygmund theory. We
mainly establish a quantitative multilinear limited range extrapolation in terms of exponents
pi € (p;,pj) and weights wl* € Api/pf N RH(p.*/pi)" i = 1,...,m, which refines a result
of Cruz-Uribe and Martell. We also présent an éxtrapolation from multilinear operators to
the corresponding commutators. Additionally, our result is quantitative and allows us to ex-
tend special quantitative estimates in the Banach space setting to the quasi-Banach space
setting. Our proof is based on an off-diagonal extrapolation result with quantitative bounds.
Finally, we present various applications to illustrate the utility of extrapolation by concentrat-
ing on quantitative weighted estimates for some typical multilinear operators such as bilinear
Bochner-Riesz means, bilinear rough singular integrals, and multilinear Fourier multipliers.
In the linear case, based on the Littlewood-Paley theory, we include weighted jump and vari-
ational inequalities for rough singular integrals.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In the last two decades, it has been of great interest to obtain sharp weighted norm inequal-

ities for operators 7', which concerns estimates of the form
T

(1.1) 1T\l e (w)— L (w) < Crp,T [’w]ff;( ) Wpe (1,00), w € A,
where the positive constant C,, , 7 depends only on n, p, and T, and the exponent a,(T") is
optimal such that (1.1) holds. This kind of estimates gives the exact rate of growth of the
weights norm. The first result was given by Buckley [10] for the Hardy-Littlewood maximal
operator M that

1

(1'2) ”MHLP(w)—>LP(w) < Cmp [w],f7 Vp € (1700)7 w e AP?

and the exponent p%l is the best possible. The problem (1.1) for singular integrals gained
new momentum from certain important applications to PDE. In the borderline case, a long-
standing regularity problem for the solution of Beltrami equation on the plane was conjectured
by Astala, Iwaniec, and Saksman [1], and first settled by Petermichl and Volberg [83] based
on the sharp weighted estimate for the Ahlfors-Beurling operator B with ap(B) = 1. Then a
question arose whether (1.1) with as(7T") = 1 holds for the general Calderén-Zygmund operators
T, which is known as the As conjecture. Focusing on the critical case p = 2 results from a
quantitative version of Rubio de Francia extrapolation due to Dragicevi¢ et al. [38].

Since then, many remarkable publications came to enrich the literature in this area. Peter-
michl [80] applied the method of Bellman function to obtain (1.1) for Hilbert transform H by
showing ap(H) = 1. The same estimate holds for Riesz transforms R; on R", see [81]. Later
on, Lacey, Petermichl, and Reguera [62] investigated Haar shift operators S, with parameter
7 in order to present a unified approach to obtain the sharp weighted estimates for B, H, and
R;, by proving a2(S;) = 1 and noting that such three kinds of operators can be obtained by
appropriate averaging of Haar shifts, see [39, 79, 82]. By means of local mean oscillation and
extrapolation with sharp constants [38], Lerner [64] established the sharp estimates (1.1) for
Littlewood-Paley operators S with a,(S) = max{3, p%l}, and Cruz-Uribe et al. [33] gave an
alternative and simpler proof of (1.1) for B, H, and R;. In 2012, Hytonen [51] fully solved
the A, conjecture by showing a resulting representation of an arbitrary Calderén-Zygmund
operator as an average of dyadic shifts over random dyadic systems. Significantly, it opened
the study of dyadic analysis in the fields including the multilinear theory, the multiparameter
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theory, and the non-homogeneous theory. In particular, in terms of sharp weighted estimates,
it promoted the development of sparse domination for varieties of operators. To sum up,
there are three kinds of sparse domination: identities with suitable averaging, pointwise dom-
inations, and bilinear forms. The specific type depends on the singularity of operators. For
example, the Calderén-Zygmund operator [51] and Riesz potential [17] can be recovered from
dyadic operators by averaging over dyadic grids. The pointwise sparse dominations hold for
the Calderén-Zygmund operators [65] and the corresponding commutators [69], the multilinear
Calderén-Zygmund operators [37], the multilinear pseudo-differential operators [20], and the
multilinear Littlewood-Paley operators with minimal regularity [21]. Additionally, the sparse
domination with a bilinear form goes to singular non-integral operators [9], Bochner-Riesz
multipliers [6, 60], rough operators [27], and oscillatory integrals [63].

As aforementioned, one of the most useful and powerful tools in the weighted theory is the
celebrated Rubio de Francia extrapolation theorem [84], which states that if a given operator
T is bounded on LP°(wy) for some py € [1,00) and for all wy € A, then T is bounded on
LP(w) for all p € (1,00) and for all w € A,. Indeed, extrapolation theorems allow us to reduce
the general weighted LP estimates for certain operators to a suitable case p = pg, for example,
see [20] for the Coifman-Fefferman’s inequality for pg = 1, [33, 51] for the Calderén-Zygmund
operators for pg = 2, [33, 64] for square functions for py = 3, and [61] for fractional integral
operators for py € (1,n/a) with 0 < a < n. Even more, the technique of extrapolation
can refine some weighted estimates, see [31] for the Sawyer conjecture, [66, 67] for the weak
Muckenhoupt-Wheeden conjecture, and [20, 77] for the local exponential decay estimates.
Another interesting point is that by means of extrapolation, the vector-valued inequalities
immediately follows from the corresponding scalar-valued estimates.

Over the years, Rubio de Francia’s result has been extended and complemented in different
manners, see [32] and the references therein. Using the boundedness of the Hardy-Littlewood
maximal operator instead of the Muckenhoupt weights, Cruz-Uribe and Wang [35] presented
extrapolation in variable Lebesgue spaces, which was improved to generalized Orlicz spaces [29]
and general Banach function spaces [18]. It is worth mentioning that the latter was stated in
measure spaces and for general Muckenhoupt bases. This leads lots of applications, such as the
well-posedness of the Dirichlet problem in the upper half-space whenever the boundary data
belongs to different function spaces, the weighted boundedness of layer potential operators on
domains, and the local T'b theorem for square functions in non-homogeneous spaces. Recently,
a longstanding problem about extrapolation for multilinear Muckenhoupt classes of weights
was solved by Li, Martell, and Ombrosi [71] by introducing some new multilinear Muckenhoupt
classes Az (cf. Definition 2.7), which contains the multivariable nature and is a generalization
of the classes Ay introduced in [68] (cf. (2.31) below). Shortly afterwards, it was improved to
the case with infinite exponents in [72] and with a quantitative bound in [76]. On the other
hand, Hytonen and Lappas [53, 54] established a “compact version” of Rubio de Francia’s
extrapolation theorem, which allows one to extrapolate the compactness of an operator from
just one space to the full range of weighted spaces, provided that the operator is bounded.
This result has been extended to the multilinear setting [19] by means of weighted interpola-
tion for multilinear compact operators and weighted Fréchet-Kolmogorov characterization of
compactness in the non-Banach case.

Motivated by the work above, the mail goal of this paper is to establish multivariable Rubio
de Francia extrapolation with quantitative bounds in order to investigate quantitative weighted
inequalities for multilinear operators beyond the multilinear Calderén-Zygmund theory. We
focus on the limited range extrapolation with exponents p; € (p; ,pj) and weights w!" €
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APi/P;
(or general Ajzy). The main reason why we study it is that plenty of operators are beyond
the Calderén-Zygmund theory so that they may not be bounded on all LP(w) spaces for
p € (1,00) and w € A,. This is the case for operators with the strong singularity, such as
Bochner-Riesz means [6], rough singular integrals [89], Riesz transforms and square functions
associated with second-order elliptic operators [3], operators associated with the Kato conjec-
ture [4], and singular “non-integral” operators [9]. As well as the classes A, are natural for the
Calderén-Zygmund operators and characterize the weighted boundedness of Hardy-Littlewood
maximal operators, the classes Az are also the natural ones for multilinear Calderén-Zygmund
operators and the multilinear Hardy-Littlewood maximal operators (cf. Theorem 2.10). In
the multilinear setting, there are also many operators so that weighted inequalities holds for
limited ranges. For multilinear Fourier multipliers, it is interesting that different forms of
Sobolev regularity appear to determine whether product of scalar weights or multiple weights
Ay could be used. Fujita and Tomita [43, 44] proved that whenever the symbol satisfies a prod-
uct type Sobolev regularity, the weighted boundedness of multilinear Fourier multipliers holds
for @ € Ay, jp, x -+ x Ay, sy but does not hold for @ € A, /r,...p/rm), While the latter is
valid under the classical Sobolev regularity. Other examples include strongly singular bilinear
Calderén-Zygmund operators [7, Corollary 3.2], bilinear differential operators associated with
fractional Leibniz rules [34, Theorem 1.1], bilinear pseudo-differential operators with symbols
in the Hérmander classes [75, Remark 3.4], and so on.

NRH s,y %=1,...,m, which is quite different from [76] for W = (w1,...,wny) € Ay

In order to state our main result we need some notation. More definitions and notation are
given in Section 2. Given 1 <p_ < p; < oo and p € [p_,p+], considering Lemma 2.6, for any
wPl € A, NRHp, /py, we define

[wp(w/p)’]ATp, P <Py,

1.3 wP] 2 r =
(1.3) [w"] p/o_NRH@  /p) {max{[wp]Ap/p, [wp]RH(er/p)/}a D =P,

where 7, 1= (%)/(p% — 1) + 1. Throughout this paper, given p;,q; € [p;,pj], we always denote

Tq; —1
max {1, 2=}, g <p;,

Vl(pzaql) = i 1 1
#(g—g), 4 =p; .

We shall use the abstract formalism of extrapolation families. Hereafter F will denote a
family of (m + 1)-tuples (f, f1,..., fm) of non-negative measurable functions. This approach
to extrapolation enables us to derive vector-valued inequalities and weak-type estimates from
our extrapolation results immediately. We will discuss applying this formalism to obtain
quantitative weighted norm inequalities for specific operators below.

Our main result is formulated as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Given m > 1, let F be a family of extrapolation (m+1)-tuples. Let 1 < p; <
pj < oo for each i = 1,...,m. Assume that for each i = 1,...,m, there exists an exponent
q; € (0,00) with g; € [p; ,p;] such that for all weights v € Ay NRH 1)y i=1,...,m,

(pf/qi)/)H'fiHLqi(vgiﬁ (f7f17--’7fm) EF,

(1.4) £l Laqwey < ljll(pi([vgi]Aqi/p_ﬁRH
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where % =3 %, v=T[", v, and ®; : [1,00) — [1,00) is an increasing function. Then for

all exponents p; € (pi_,p;r) and all weights w!* € Apz-/p{ N RH(pj/pl-)” i1=1,...,m,

(15) HfHLP(wP) < HQ:Z CPZ(CZ w; ]X(p/“(ilzﬁRH )”fZ”LPz(wfl)a (f7 fl7 cee 7fm) € fa

+ Y]
i=1 (" /p;)

/
i P;
max{—*t, ¢ _
where % =" 1%’ w=[[" w, € =2 G }, and C; depends only on n, p;, ¢, p; ,
1
and p; .

Moreover, for the same family of exponents and weights, and for all exponents r; € (p; ,p; ),
1
e [(Sitr) \(Z oK
k

for all {(fkvf{gv"' FEVY € F, where 2 =3 L ¢l = Qmax{ n pl HmaX{ Ti ’TZ}, and the

r i=1r;? >

/ P 'Yz(pzﬂ‘z)“/z 7‘17‘11
< H Q: l]A + ’
Lp(wp Pz/ ( / 1)

9

LPi (wfi)

constant C! depends only on n, p;, ¢, 7, p; , and pj.

Some comments are in order. The limited range extrapolation, arising naturally in the study
of the Riesz transforms and other operators associated to elliptic differential operators, was
first established by Auscher and Martell [3], which was extended to the multivariable case [30,
Theorem 1.3]. Compared with the latter, Theorem 1.1 gives the quantitative weighted bounds,
which in turn covers the multivariable extrapolation in [40, Theorem 6.1] and [47, Theorem 1.1]
by taking p;” = 1 and pj =o00,71=1,...,m. As aresult of Theorem 1.1 we can extend weighted
estimates only valid in the Banach range to the quasi-Banach range. For example, weighted
norm inequalities for the commutators of multilinear operators 1" with BMO functions, more
singular than operators T', were just proved in the case p > 1 [8] since one used the trick of
so-called Cauchy integral and Minkowski’s inequality. We will use Theorem 1.1 to deal with
this problem and obtain a quantitative extrapolation from operators to the corresponding
commutators with full ranges (cf. Theorem 1.2). The sharp weighted estimate (1.2) and sharp
reverse Holder’s inequality in Lemma 2.3 enable us to get the quantitative weights norm in
(1.5) and (1.8). Concerning the proof of Theorem 1.1, we borrow the ideas from [30, 40],
which essentially reduce the multilinear problem to a linear one by acting on one function at a
time. Indeed, we prove a limited range, off-diagonal extrapolation theorem with sharp weighted
bounds (cf. Theorem 4.8), whose proof is distinct from and much simpler than that in [30]
because it only needs to define a Rubio de Francia iteration algorithm each time we consider the
case ¢ < qop or q > qo. When the exponents are greater than one, we can obtain quantitative
A, and off-diagonal extrapolation (cf. Theorems 4.1 and 4.5) by showing a “product-type
embedding” theorem (cf. Theorems 4.2 and 4.6), respectively, which is quite different from the
embedding technique used in [18, Proposition 3.18] to get extrapolation on general weighted
Banach function spaces. Moreover, based on A, extrapolation and interpolation, we present
an extrapolation from weak type inequalities to strong type estimates (cf. Theorem 4.4). This
allows us to obtain quantitative weighted strong estimates from weak (1, 1) type.

In order to present an extrapolation theorem for commutators, let us introduce relevant
notation and some definitions. We say that a locally integrable function b € BMO if

[[bllBMmo = SUP][ b(x) — bg|dz < 0.
Q JQ

where the supremum is taken over the collection of all cubes Q C R™ and bg := fQ bdzx.
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Let T denote an m-linear operator from X; x --- x X,,, into Y, where X1,...,X,, are some
normed spaces and and Y is a quasi-normed space. For (f1,..., fm) € X1 X -+ x X,,, and for
a measurable vector b = (by,...,by,), and 1 < j < m, we define, whenever it makes sense, the

first order commutators

[T,0]e, (f1,- s fm) =0T (froe- s fioeoos fm) = T(f1y - 0 ey )

we denoted by e; the basis element taking the value 1 at component j and 0 in every other
component, therefore expressing the fact that the commutator acts as a linear one in the j-th
variable and leaving the rest of the entries of (f1,..., f;,) untouched. Then, if £ € N, we
define

T, b]kej =[ [T, b]€j7b]5j T 7b]€j7

where the commutator is performed k times. Finally, if « = (o, ..., ) € N™ is a multi-index,
we define

[T7 b]a = [ o [[T7 b]alewb]azez t 7b]

amem*

Informally, if the multilinear operator T has a kernel representation of the form

T(fb cee 7fm)($) = K($7y17 cee 7ym)f1(y1) e fm(ym) dyl cee dym7
an

then [T, blo(f1,-.., fm)(z) can be expressed in a similar way, with the kernel

m

H(bz’(l’) —bi(yi)" K(z,91, -, Ym)-

i=1
Theorem 1.2. Let T' be an m-linear operator and let 1 < p; < p;r <oo,t=1,...,m, be
such that L = Sy L < 1. Assume that for each i = 1,...,m, there exists an exponent

P+ t P

qi € (0,00) with q; € [p;,pj] such that for all weights v € Aqi/p_ﬁ NRH
we have

@ jq) V= 1,...,m,

(1.7) 1T (| o e gH o) il oy

(»
where f = (f1,..., ) 2 =>" q ;v =TI v, and ®; : [1,00) — [1,00) is an increasing
function. Then for all exponents p; € (pz 05, all weights wh € Api/p_f N RH(pf/pi),, for all
functions b = (by,...,by) € BMO™, and for each multi-index o € N™,

A8 bl < & (C o W;’?ARH( ¢ o) OB IO iy
i=1 ‘
whenever s; € (p;,p;), i = 1,...,m, satisfy + .= S 151 <1 where p = i 1p@ W=

1 17
esmax{l, 7 *1}<I> (C t%(s“ql)), C; depends only on n, si, gi, p; , and p;, C!
and pi , and Cq depends only on o, n, p;, q;, s;, p; , and pj.
Moreover, for the same family of exponents P, weights W, functions b, multi-index o, and
for all exponents r; € (p;,p;"),

17 wi, Balt) =t

depends only on n, p;, s;, p; ,

H <Z HT, b]a(fk)’r) " < C H (I)i (Cz” [wfi]X(pzm%%(n,sz) )
k

LP(wP) i—1 pi/P; RH (F:r/pi)’
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(Sistr)”

where fk (ff, ... fRy, % =>" C depends only on «, n, pi, Gi, Ti, Si, p; , and p;", and

zlr’

9

x 1% llBvo |
LPi (wl?)

C! depends only on n, p;, i, si, p; , and p;.

Remark 1.3. Let us see the existence of s; € (p;,p; ), i = 1,...,m, satisfying % =y 8% <
1. Indeed, by means of Theorem 1.1, the estimate (1.7) can be improved to all exponents
€ (p;,pf),i=1,...,m. Given s; € (p; ,p; ), i = 1,...,m, there holds
m
1 1
——Z Z(———) SEoLlon wsoptizt.m
si pf et p Pyt
This means that whenever p; > 1, one can always choose s; (for example, sufficiently close to
pj) such that % <1.

To illustrate the existence, we present a special case:

i—i<p+<i—i> i=1 m
p_ p+ 7 pz_ pj_ ) AR )

where Pii =3 p%_. In this scenario, picking
1 1

si=9p; |1+ <———>], 1=1,...,m,
o [ p— ps

we easily verify that s; € (p; ,p;) and
1 1 171 1\
-zz_:_[_+(1__)} <1,
s s P Lb- P+

provided py > 1.

Remark 1.4. Let T be an m-linear operator. If the hypotheses (1.4) and (1.7) are assumed
for T" and all exponents ¢; € (p;,pj), then we will get better estimates. This means the
following extrapolation: Assume that for all exponents p; € (p;,p;) and all weights w!* €
Api/P; N RH(p;L/pi)” 1=1,...,m,

m
T i) < T 2

where % =>", L and w = [[I%, w;. Then for all exponents p;,7; € (p;,p; ) and all weights

7 1p
Pi —
’LUZ- GA mRH(pj/pi)/,Z—l,...,m,

Pl/bfnRH(er/pi)/) HfiHLpi (wfi),

pi/p;
H(Zmﬁw):‘ ) ](erfr”)*

where fk (ff, ... fk)y, L s=>r ot Co and C; depend only on n, p;, r;, b, , and pl

< CO H q) 'Yl(PuT;zr)_]RH

L (wP) p;i/P; (» +/pi)’ ’

LPi (w?i)

Moreover, for the same family of exponents p'and weights 0, for all functions b = (by,...,by,) €
BMO™, and for each multi-index o € N,

T, bla(Hllewry < Co ] 2:(C; [wfi]zxig;sfr)w}zzf(p+/p_),) 106llBao 1 fill Lo Py
i=1 e :

i
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(=i bl (7))

m
YT & (0 1,,Pi1Yi(Piri)vi(ri,si)
< Cy Hq>i(0i [} 3 )
LP(wP) pai pi/p; (v /Pi)

1

(S 1)

X 1 17 L
whenever 1 := 3", s% < 1 with s; € (p;,pF), where ®;(t) = ¢~ max{ TSFl}(I)i(Ci t), C}
depends only on «, n, p;, s;, p; , and p;, C! depends only on n, p;, s;, p; , and p;, and CJ
depends only on «, n, p;, r;, s;, p; , and pj, and C/' depends only on n, p;, 74, s;, p; , and pj.

The proof is the same as that of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. Details are left to the reader.

x |16l 3o

)
LPi (wfZ )

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we present some preliminar-
ies and auxiliary results including the embedding and factorization of Muckenhoupt weights.
Section 3 includes quantitative weighted estimates for various operators. Section 4 is devoted
to showing Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 by means of a limited range off-diagonal extrapolation and
extrapolation for commutators with Banach ranges. We also establish “product-type embed-
ding” theorems to deduce quantitative A, and off-diagonal extrapolation. In Section 5, we
include many applications of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. First, we give quantitative weighted norm
inequalities for the bilinear Bochner-Riesz means of order § and commutators, where we utilize

the A, x A,, weights when 6 > n —1/2, and the Apl/p( N RH(pf/pl)’ X Apz/p§ N RH(p;/m),

weights when 0 < § < n — 1/2. The same weights conditions are used for the bilinear rough
singular integrals for Q € L>°(S"™1) and L(S"!) with ¢ € (1,00), respectively. Additionally,
under the minimal Sobolev regularity, we obtain the quantitative weighted bounds for the
m-linear Fourier multipliers, the corresponding higher order commutators, and vector-valued
inequalities, which only hold for product of scalar weights as mentioned before. Beyond that,
after presenting quantitative weighted Littlewood-Paley theory, we establish weighted jump
and variational inequalities for rough operators with Q € L4(S"~1) with ¢ € (1,00). The proof
also needs quantitative weighted estimates for rough singular integrals T and rough maximal
operators Mg, see Section 3. They contain many applications to Harmonic Analysis since
variation inequalities not only immediately yield the pointwise convergence of the family of
operators without using the Banach principle, but also can be used to measure the speed of
convergence. Finally, we end up Section 5 with Riesz transforms associated to Schrodinger
operators.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND AUXILIARY RESULTS

A measurable function w on R" is called a weight if 0 < w(z) < oo for a.e. z € R™. For
p € (1,00), we define the Muckenhoupt class A, as the collection of all weights w on R"

satisfying
/ p_l
[w] 4, = sup <][ wda:) <][ w!' P da:> < 00,
Q Q Q

where the supremum is taken over all cubes () C R™. As for the case p = 1, we say that w € Ay
if

[w]a, := sup <][ wd:E) esssupw ™! < oo.
Q Q Q

Then, we define A := > 4p and [w]a,, = infp>1[w]a,.
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Given 1 < p < oo and 0 < ¢ < oo, we say that w € A, , if it satisfies

1
ol

1
[w] 4, , = sup <][ w? dm) ! <][ w_p,d$> "< 00,
Q Q Q

where one has to replace the first term by esssupyw when ¢ = oo and the second term by
esssupg w™ when p = 1. One can easily check that w € Apq if and only if w? € Ay if
and only if w? € Al 4y /q With

1

1
q 7

— o4 — [
[w]a,, = [w ]A1+q/p/ = [w ]A1+p//q’ when 1 <p<o0,0<qg<o0.
1
If p=1and 0 < g < oo, then w € A, if and only if w? € Ay with [w]a,, = [w]} . If
1
l<p<ooandq=o0,wc A,, if and only if w™? € A; with [w]a,, = [w” ] "
For s € (1,00], the reverse Holder class RH; is the collection of all weights w such that
1 -1
[w]RrH, = sup <][ w® dm) <][ wd$> < 0.
Q Q Q
When s = oo, (fQ w® dz)'/* is understood as (ess supg w). Define RHy := |J RH,. Then

1<s<oo

we see that RHy = A (cf. [45, Theorem 7.3.3]).

2.1. Muchenhoupt weights. The Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator M is defined by

—supf £ ()] dy,

Q>z

where the supremum is taken over all cubes @) C R” containing x. We begin with the following
estimate concerning the growth of C), , in (1.2) with respect to n and p.

Lemma 2.1. For any p € (1,00) and w € A,

1

n(-2_ 48
(2.1) M| Lo (a0) s Loy < 27 - 3"FT 1) [w] 5T

o
Proof. We follow the proof of [45, Theorem 7.1.9] to track the precise constants. Given a
weight w, the centered weighted Hardy—Littlewood maximal operator M is defined by

Vi) = s oo | 11l anty
where the supremum is taken over all cubes Q C R" centered at x. Let M° denote MS when
= 1. It was proved in [45, p.509] that
(2.2) [ Mol (wy—proewy < 24" and || My || oo (w)— Loo(w) < 1,
which together with interpolation theorem gives that for any weight w,

(2.3) IME | o) Loy < 247, Vp € (1,00).

To proceed, we fix w € A, with p € (1,00), and set o := w™ 7~ =y As shown in [45, p. 508]
that

1 1

Mf(x) < 2°MCf(x) <2 391 [w]f T MS(ME(fo~ )P w ™) ()71,
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which along with (2.3) in turn implies
1

P C
M| e (wy—s Lr(w) < 2" 37T [w ] M ( o1 () 1M || 2o (@)= 1p o)

1 1

<231 247G T ] < 2 3G ) T
P P
The proof is complete. U

Based on the weighted boundedness of Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator above, one can
establish Rubio de Francia extrapolation theorem below, whose proof was contained in [32].

Theorem 2.2. For any p € (1,00) and w € A, there exists an operator R : LP(w) — LP(w)
such that for every non-negative function h € LP(w),

(a) h < Rh;

() IRA ey < 207l e (w);

(c) Rh € Ay with [Rh]a, < 2| M || (w)—Lr(w)-
Let us recall the sharp reverse Holder’s inequality.

Lemma 2.3. Let p € (1,00) and w € Ay,. Then there holds

1
I+yw
(2.4) <][ wHde) "< 2][ wdz,
Q Q

for every cube @@, where

1 _
T A, p=1,
(2.5) Yw = WQI”[W p € (1,00),
T P =00

In particular, for any measurable subset E C @,
_Jw
(2.6) w(E)/w(Q) < 2(|E|/|Q[) T

Proof. The estimate (2.4) was proved in [26, 55, 66]. Let us prove (2.6). If we set 7 := 1 4 7,
then (2.4) implies that for any measurable subset E C @,

%gzéhmmg<égmy(éwmy<4gp Q)

This shows (2.6). O

Lemma 2.4. For any q € (1,00) and v € Ay, there exist v € (0,27"73) and qo € (1,q) such
that

q (g —1)y q—1 ) max{1, 17}
= ) < ’ 1 + = ! 9
27 DETr e ATy <SS aray (L+7) > [vly,

o7y < 2O, and bl < P,

Proof. Let g € (1,00) and v € A;. Then, v e Ay, and by Lemma 2.3,

_1
(2.8) <][ v1+’ﬂd$> o 2][ vdz,
Q Q
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_ 149 1+1W2 __1
(2.9) <][ v el da:) < 2][ v a1 dx,
Q Q

for any cube Q C R"”, where

1 1
(2.10) Mi=——5—— and 7= —.
2n+1+2q[v]Aq 2n+1+2q[vl q ]Aq’

Setting

. —n— q q+
2.11 = <23 d = =—"€e(1
( ) Y mln{’yh ’Y2} an q0 1 te 1 n ~y ( 7Q)7
we see that

(q—1)7< _(g—=1)y (@—1)y q-—-1

= <e= < = -

q(1+7) q+ L+y (1+9)

and use Jensen’s inequality and (2.8)—(2.10) to obtain

max{l,rll}

(1+7) > max{[v]a,, [v'~"]a, } = [v],, ,

1 a—1 _1 q-1
(e ()" = (o) ™ (fo70)™
Q Q Q Q
1 q-1
§2q<][vdx><][v_qld$> )
Q Q

_1 \®! TR =
<][vda:><][v qoldm) :<][vdx><][v qldm)
Q Q Q Q
ﬁ 14y %
(7[ v1+7d:17> (7[ v_ﬁda:) ,
Q Q

which immediately implies (2.7). O

and

IN

Lemma 2.5. The following properties hold:

(a) Let 1 <p <pg<oo. Then for any u € A, and v € Ay,
w7 € Ay, with  [uvP TP, < [ula, o]0
(b) Let 1 < qo,q1 < oo. Then for any wy € Ag,, w1 € Ag,, and 0 € [0,1],

(1-0)L 0L
fwla, < fwoly, " ol

) 1-6 o
where % = 1(];00 + q% and we = wy"™ wy'. In particular, for any 1 < py < p < o0,
u€ Ay, andv € Ay,
po—1 p—pg pg—1 p—pg po—1 P—PQ
p—1 p—1 ) p—1 p—1 < p—1 p—1
u Py € Ap,  with [urTuvr 1] Ay = [u] A [v] 47

Proof. We begin with showing part (a). Let u € A, and v € A;. For each cube Q,

(2.12) ][ uvP7P dr < (7[ udx) (esssupv ™ 1)POP,
Q Q Q
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Set r = —pl L = b2 1 > 1. Then T/ = R 1 and by Holder’s inequality
pp—1 p—1 = = po—p’ ’
po—1 po—1

po—1 po o
(2.13) <][ (uvp_po)l_pédx> < <][ u(l_pé)’"dx> <][ v(p_po)(l_pé)’",da:)
Q Q Q
, p—1 Po—p
= <][ ul™P dx) <][ vdx) .
Q Q

Then it follows from (2.12) and (2.13) that [uv? 0] 4, < [u]a, [v]}".

Next, let us prove part (b). Note that % = 1q;00 + q%, and then

1-0, ¢ 1 1 1—6 0 g¢—1
ot =0-0(1- D) wo(i- D)= 00 e
qo—1 q—1 qo q1 qo Q1 q

Thus, Holder’s inequality gives

10 0., (1-0) L 08
(2.14) ][ wdx :][ (woqo wf1> dx < <][ wo dm) <][ w1 dx)
Q Q Q Q

and

1 q-1 _1-0 _0. 4 q—1
(2.15) <][ w a1 dm) = <][ (wo 0w, ql)qldx>
Q Q
—1)(1—0 —-1)0-t
< <][ wo_qol” dx>(q0 )(1=0) o <][ wl_‘“l*l dw)(‘]l ) "
Q Q

By definition, (2.14), and (2.15), we immediately obtain [w]4, < [wo] Aag 0[] A?l' To con-
clude the proof, it suffices to pick

po—1 p=pg P — Do
wo = U, wy ‘=0, qo ‘=D, q1 = 17 q ‘= Do, w:=ur-tyrl
po(p — 1)
ﬂ i pofl P—PQ 1 1
and note that w," wy" = uro@=Dyro®-1 = wro = wa, and
1—-60 6  po—1 p—po 1 1
@ @ pp—1) polp—1) po ¢
The proof is complete. U
We sum up some of the properties of these classes in the following result.
Lemma 2.6. The following statements hold:
(a) For any wi,wy € Ay, w := wi/sw%_p € AyNRH, for all1 <p < oo and1 < s < oo.
Moreover,
1
5 -1
(2.16) max{[w]a,, [w]rw,} < [wi]}, w2l

(b) Given1 <p<ooandl<s<oo, we A, N RHy if and only if w® € A.. Moreover,
(2.17) [w]a, < [w, [wky, and max {[w]} ), [wky, } < (w4,

where T =s(p—1) + 1.
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(c) Let /1 <p_<py <ooandp€ (p_,py). Thenw? € Ay, N RHy. sy if and only if
w P e Ap//p/Jr mRH(pL/p’)’ with

(2.18) [wP®+/P) ], = [P WL/
™ Tz/) ?

where T, = (%)/(p% — 1) + 1.

(d) ~Gz’ven 1 <p_ <pyr <00, p€ (p-,py) and wP € Ay, N RH, 1y, there exists
p— € (p—.p) such that wP € A,z NRH,, /) with

L 1
(2.19) [wp(w/p)/]A;p < 2rp[wp(p+/p)/]ATp and Lp; [ < (1+2_n_3)ip7_ :
[ p— p
where T, = (%)/(p% —1)+1and 7, = (%) (p_, —1)+1.

Proof. Parts (a)—(c) are essentially contained in [3, 56]. We present a detailed proof to track
the weight norms. To show (a), we fix 1 < p < 00, 1 < s < 00, and let wy,ws € A;. By
Jensen’s inequality,

1
1 _ s _
(2.20) ][ wdxr < <][ wy dm) (esssupwy ')’ ' < <][ wi dm) (esssupwy ')’ !
Q Q Q Q Q

and

1 p—1 __ 1 p—1 1 p—1
(2.21) <][ w T da:> = (][ w, P wy da:> < (esssupw;')* <][ wo dm) :
Q Q Q Q

when p = 1, the inequality (2.21) is replaced by

0 =

(2.22) esssupw™ ! = (ess supw; ') ®.
Q Q
Then it follows from (2.20)—(2.22) that

wla, < [un]}, [ws]?

Moreover, by definition and Jensen’s inequality, we have

1 1 1
<][ w?® da:) T <][ wlw;(l_p) da;) ) < <][ w1 dm) ) (esssupwgl)p_1
Q Q Q Q

1 1 1-p
< il oty (ssjut ) ( f o)

1
[we] 11(essmfw1)<]éw%_pdm>

1 1
15 —p
< [w A1 [wa] A1 ( wy w2 dm)

NI

< [wi]

when s = 0o, the above still holds since (f, Q w dx) s is replaced by esssupg w. This means

[w]rH, < [wl],%; [wa]y "
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Let us next show (b). Assume first that w € A, N RH;. Note that for any cube @,

) T—1 ) s(p—1)
(2.23) <][ w7 )da:> = <][ w' =P da:) .
Q Q

This implies

(éws dx) <][Qws(1—7")daj> 71 < i, <]éwda:>s<]éw1—?”da:>8(p_l),

and hence,
(2.24) [w®]a, < [}, [wlka,-

On the other hand, assuming w® € A;, we deduce by Jensen’s inequality and (2.23),

(2.25) (éwd:p) <]€2w1—1”dx>p_l < <]€2w8 dgc>l <]€2w8<1—f’>dm> 7;1,

and

(2.26) < ]é " dw>% < ( ]é wsﬂ—T’)dx)_Tsl
( .

Then, (2.25) and (2.26) imply

Jun

1
(2.27) [w]a, < w3 and  [w]ry, < [w]y .
Hence, (b) follows from (2.24) and (2.27).
We turn to the proof of (¢). One can check that

(2.28) (1%),% 1) = <%>/(p/ ~1) and 7 <%><§T - 1) + 1

Then it follows that
—p' (b /p) (1 = (1)) = p(' = V)(p_ /D) (7o — 1) = p(p+/p)’,
and for any cube @,

Tp—1
< ][ wp(p+/p)'d$> ( ][ wp<p+/p>'<1—nc>d$> ’
Q Q
Tz/)—l p—1
_ |:<][ fw_p/(pl/p/)/(l_(TZl’)/)dx> <][ w—p’(P//p’)/dx>:| 7
Q Q

[wp(p+/p)’]A

which implies

= P L

-
P
p
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Finally, let us demonstrate (d). By part (b), there holds v := wP®+/P)" ¢ A, which along
with (2.7) and (2.11) applied to exponents ¢ = 7, and gp = 7p, to arrive at the first estimate
n (2.19) and

~ P 1
_ = — = € (p_,p).
e D
Moreover,
L 1 1
1"*1:(1+fy)f—‘ C< (2T
p— p b p p— P
This proves the second estimate in (2.19) and completes the proof. O

2.2. Multilinear Muckenhoupt weights. The multilinear maximal operator is defined by

(2.29) M(f)(x) = SupH][ | fi(yi)|dyi,

Q3z;

where the supremum is taken over all cubes ) containing x.

We are going to present the definition of the multilinear Muckenhoupt classes A introduced
n [71, 72]. Given p = (p1,...,pm) With 1 < p1,...,pp < o0 and 7 = (r1,...,"pme1) With

1 <7y, Tyl < 00, we say that 7 < p whenever
. , 1 1 1
ri <p,i=1,...,m, and r,, .| > p, where — 1= — + .- + —.
p b1 Pm
Analogously, we say that 7 < p'if r; < p; for each i =1,...,m, and 7}, ; > p.

Definition 2.7. Let p' = (p1,...,pm) with 1 < p1,...,pm < 0o and let ¥ = (r1,...,"m+1)
with 1 <7q,...,7pn+1 < 0o such that 7 < p. Suppose that @ = (wy,...,w,) and each w; is a
weight on R". We say that w € Ay if

mﬂp o —m P %_ﬁ
(2.30) [ 45, = sup (éw o d:E) o H <]éwi”pi diE) § <o

Q@ i=1

Where =" pz
p = rm 41, the term corresponding to w needs to be replaced by esssupg w and, analogously,

w = [[;; w;, and the supremum is taken over all cubes Q@ C R™. When

when p; = r;, the term corresponding to w; should be ess supg w;” L Also, if p; = oo, the term

1
correspondlng to w; becomes ( JCQ “da:) ri. If p = oo, one will necessarily have rp, 11 = 1
and p; = --- = p,, = o0, hence the term corresponding to w must be esssupg w while the

1
terms corresponding to w; become ( JCQ “dm) 7i. When rp1 = 1 and p < oo the term

1
corresponding to w needs to be replaced by ( JCQ wpda:) P

Denote Ay := Ay 1,..1) in Definition 2.7, that is,

1m 1
P o o’
(2.31) [W] 4, := sup <][ wP dm) <][ w, pid:n) b < oo,
oo \Jag H Q

=1

where 1 = zml m and w = [, w;. We would like to observe that our definition of the
P 1 i

classes A and Aﬁf is slightly different to that in [68] and [71]. Essentially, they are the same
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since picking w; = v!* for every i = 1,...,m in (2.30) and (2.31), we see that 7 = (v1,...,vm)
belongs to Az in [71] and to Ay in [68], respectively.
Lemma 2.8. Let 1 < p; < pf < oo, i =1,...,m. Assume that p; € [p; ,p]] and v} €
Api/p{ N RH(pj/pz—)” i=1,...,m. Then @ = (wi,...,wy) € Agy with
m 1 _1
(P /pz p:r
agr < [l 0,

2 Gm) wz’thlSql,...,qm<ooandr:(r1,...,rm+1) with1 <rq,...,rme1 <

forany @ = (q
¢ (j’ nd

0o such tha

q1,
7—,’
1 i 1 1 11
(2.32) - Z< > — = i=1,...,m.
q pi P, i G : ;

m i=1

=

Proof. By Lemma 2.6 part (b), one has

+ ’
pz(p+/pl), < D D; )pl(pl /pz)
S < : :
[; Jar,, < ([ ]Api/p{ v ]RH@/W)' ’
+
where 7, 1= (p%)/(;’—i —1)+1,i=1,...,m. Set
1 1 1 1 1 1
(2.33) —=——— and —:= —(—_——), 1=1,...,m.
ti  pi P, 5i P, D
Then it is easy to check that
(2.34) ti=pi(p] /pi) and s = ti(TI/)Z_ -1), i=1,...,m,

which gives

(! — Tp; —1
(2.35) ["U?]AT,,. = sup <][ wy da:> <][ w, 7o 1)>
! Q Q Q
o A\ 71"

On the other hand, let ¢ = (q1,...,qm) with 1 < q,...,¢n < o0 and 7= (r1,...,"pm+1) with

1 <7y,...,rmy1 < oo such that 7 < ¢ and (2.32) holds. It follows from (2.32) and (2.33) that
1 1 1 1 1 1 1

(2.36) P +--+— and ———=—, i=1,...,m.
9 Tmy1 h tm i QS

Thus, writing w = []"; w;, we use (2.36) and Holder’s inequality to obtain

1 1

m+1‘1 ria; T
(237) ( w m+1 —q d$> m+1 <f wiriiqi dx)
Q
m & L om
§H<fwtld$>l(fwf"d$>l [Tiwis..
=1 Q

i=1
As a consequence, collecting (2.33), (2.34), (2.35), and (2.37), we conclude that
m m 1 m 11
it i /o) P v
Agr = H wilag, e, H["UE ]A,pi = ] [lwi™ ™7 Ar,,
i=1 =1 i=1

This completes the proof. O
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Lemma 2.9. Let 1 < p; < p+ < oo, i=1,...,m. Assume that p; € [p;,p;] and w!

Api/pi N RH(pj/pi)" 1=1,...,m. Writew = HZ:1 w;. Then wP € Ay, O RH(p, /py with
11
I_1
(2.38) o)., < [Tt Pl v E
where 1—1, = I%—I—--ﬁ-ﬁ and pii = p%%—"'—l-p?. In particular, if we take
1 m
(2.39) Wit = w0 P =0 Py =P and  plyg =l

then it follows

1_1
Pi T
m 7
pm+1(p), 1/pm+1 pi (o /pi)’ p%,%
(240) [wm—i-l + "Pm+1 H "'pi
Proof. Set
1 1 1 m moq
(241) _:___:Z( ) :2—7
' L iy i
1 m moq
(2.42) S 1o <___) .1
5 =1 pz pl ZZ:; SZ
Observe that
1 pi(p; /pi) 1
(243)  plel/p) = and TR = s =L
pi pj pi " >

With (2.41)—(2.43) in hand, we use Holder’s inequality to obtain

1

1 1 1_ 1
(2.44) S = <][ wp(m/p)/dx) P/ <][ wj—ﬁﬁdx> PPt
Q Q
1

Tp—1 1
_pes /DN g 7Y =
(2.45) S 1= (7[ w  TpL d:13>w+ g <][ w P- zl)daz>
Q Q
m 1

pi 0 /i) 11

m 1 1 11 m T
:H<7[w,- g pidm)” pi:H(][w,-_Td:Q Ry
. Q ; Q

17

€
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Then gathering (2.44) and (2.45), we arrive at

_plry/p) Tp—1
<][ p(p+/p) dm) <][ w1 da:) = (A x Fy)Po+/P)
Q Q

11

m L RO L AN . Plf

< H K][ wm(m /pi) dm) <][ w., ™t dm) ] PR
i Q Q

=1

which immediately gives (2.38).
To proceed, we note that by (2.28) and (2.39),

+ / , ’ ,
o (B2 (22 )1 (5 (§ 1) o1
Pm+1 Pt P

which along with Lemma 2.6 part (c) and (2.38) yields

pi of
m A
perl(p;L /pm+1)/ ol (! Y ey (P /pz _{,l
[whr ] . [w P (P=/P") ]ATZ/, [wPF+/P)'] Tl< H_ prZ v
This shows (2.40). O

2.3. Multilinear Calderén-Zygmund operators. Given § > 0, we say that a function
K :RYM™DN\ fg =y = ... = 4,,} — C is a 6-Calderén-Zygmund kernel, if there exists a
constant A > 0 such that

A
(K (z, )] < ,
(i e —y)™
A T
Ko, 5) - K@) < — =2l
(Ej:l |z — y]|)
whenever |z — 2/| < %11<nax |z — y;|, and for each i =1,...,m,
<j<

Aly —yi°
50
(Z;'nzl |z — ijmn

’K(xvg)_K(x7ylv7y;77ym)‘ <

1
whenever |y; — yll <3 1I<113£X |z — yj‘-

An m-linear operator T : S(R") x --- x S(R") — S’(R"™) is called a §-Calderén-Zygmund
operator if there exists a §-Calderén-Zygmund kernel K such that

—

TP = [ KDl

whenever = ¢ (), supp(f;) and F=f1,. . fm) € EXR) x --- x €°(R"), and T can be
boundedly extended from L% (R"™) x --- x LI (R™) to L1(R™) for some % = q% +eF qu with
1<aq,...,qm < o0.

Given a symbol o, the m-linear Fourier multiplier T, is defined by

Sl /< 1 CETIETIEC0) G
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for all f; € S(R™), i = 1,...,m. The operator T, is called an m-linear Coifman-Meyer
multiplier, if the symbol o € €*(R™™ \ {0}) satisfies

921 -+ 0270 (€)] < Caller] + -+ + [€ml)” Tl vE € RP™\ {0},

for each multi-indix o = (o, ..., o) with |af =3, |a;| <mn+ 1.

It was shown in [48, Proposition 6] that Coifman-Meyer multipliers are examples of multi-
linear Calderén-Zygmund operators.

Below, the sharp weighted inequality for multilinear Calderén-Zygmund operators was given
in [73, Theorem 1.4] with p > 1 and extended to the case p < 1 in [76, Corollary 4.4].
Theorem 2.10. Let T be an m-linear Calderdn-Zygmund operator. Then for all1 < p1,...pm,m <
oo and W € Ap,

—Max{p,p] Py }
HT”LPI(wifl)X---XLPm(w%m)%LP(wP) ~ [w]A~ ' "

P
_ m . 1 _ m 1
where w =", w; and 5= > =1 ;-

Theorem 2.11 ([8, Theorem 4.3]). Let T be an m-linear operator. Fix 0; > 0 and r; € (1,00),

i =1,...,m. Let 4= 5" 11} < 1 with 1 < p1,...,pm < o0. Assume that there exist
increasing functzons \I/Z : [1,00) = [0,00) such that for all U?i €A, i=1,...,m,
(246) ”T ”LP(UP < H\IJ A'r ”fZ”LPz(Upl)

where v = [[;2,vi. Then, for all weights w?iei € A,, with some n; € (1,00), for all b =

(b1,...,by) € BMO™, and for each multi-index o € N™,
m 1
£ —ay i0; 1, M0 a;
(2.47) T Bla(F)llzrury < @ TT 670 (4% [w] 15 ) Iillgaco | fill o
i=1
where w = [[%, w;, and 6; = min{1,r; — 1}/(n}6;), i =1,...,m.
Let us record Marcinkiewicz-Zygmund inequalities contained in [22, Proposition 5.3].

Lemma 2.12. Let 0 < p,q1,.-.,qm <7 < 2o0rr =2 and 0 < p,q1,...,qm < 00. Let
Uiy Um and v be arbitrary o-finite measures on R™. Let T be an m-linear operator. Then,
there exists a constant C' > 0 such that the following estimates hold:

(i) If T is bounded from L9 (pq) X -+ x LI (uy,) to LP(v), then

H( fkw---,fm’“)% (kzi‘fm%

where HT|| = HTHL‘H(ul)x---quM(um)—)Ll’(u)'
(ii) If T is bounded from L9 (pq1) X -+ X LI () to LP*°(v), then

I(,= ‘T<féw-.,f;;’,w)i @’f’@‘ji

klr“vkm

)

L% ()

LP(v)

m
S C”THweakH

Lp->2(v) i=1

)

L (i)

where || T||weak = ||THL‘11(u1)><~~~><Lqm(um)—>LP,0<>(V)-
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3. QUANTITATIVE WEIGHTED ESTIMATES

The goal of this section is to establish quantitative weighted estimates for (rough) maximal
operators and singular integrals. We begin with the following interpolation result with change
of measures due to Stein and Weiss [87], which plays an important role in dealing with weighted
estimates.

Theorem 3.1 ([87]). Let po,p1 € [1,00], and let wy and wy be weights. If the sublinear
operator T satisfies

HTfHLPi(wi) < KinHLPi(wi), 1 =0,1,
then for any 6 € (0,1),
IT oy < KNy with K < KK,

10 o
where%— +— andwp—wop‘) wit.

The sharp maximal functionM# is defined by
M7 f(x) —sup][\f foldy, where fo —][fdy

The following Fefferman-Stein inequality was shown in [16, Remark 1.9].
Lemma 3.2. For every p € (0,00) and w € Ax,
1M fll o () < Crp [w] 4o 1M f 1l Lo ),
whenever M f € LP(w) or f € LX(R™).
We present a sharp weighted vector-valued Fefferman-Stein inequality.

Lemma 3.3. For any 1 < p,r < oo and w € A,,

1

(> 1nesr)’
k

Moreover, the exponent max{ 5o 1} 1s the best possible.

max{l o 1}
'y

Lr(w) ™

‘(wa

LP(w)

Proof. This inequality was given in [33, Theorem 1.12]. We here present a different proof. Let
€ (1,00). It was proved in [23, Theorem 1.11] that there exist 3" dyadic lattices D; and
sparse families §; C D; such that

(3.1) (D" 1M () )%<CWZA5 ((nyky)%> ), ae zeR",
k

j=1
where
l.

(32 Asf(@) = ( X010

Qes
It follows from [13, Theorem2.1] that for all p € (1,00) and w € A,,

max{Z, 15}
(3-3) IASf o) < Crpylwla, 7 I fllr), 7> 0.

Thus, (3.1) and (3.3) imply the desired estimate. O
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Lemma 3.4. Let %1 and Py be Banach spaces, and let L (%1, PB2) be the Banach space
defined by all bounded linear operators from %, to Py with the operator norm || - || 2(z, a,)-
Let T be a linear operator mapping PBi-valued functions into By-valued functions satisfying

(i) T is bounded from L?(R™, %) into L?(R™, %>).
(ii) There exists a kernel function K(x) € £(%1,PB2) such that
1K (x —y) — K(2)]| 22,22 < Crlyllzl ™", 20yl < |,
and for every f € L*(R"™, %) with compact support,

N /R K(x—y)f(y)dy,  ae z&suwp(f),

Then for every p € (1,00) and w € A,,

7 1
< §max{1,pj}

IT £l r(w,2) S [w] 4 Il e w, 1)

P

Proof. Tt was shown in [85, p. 41-42] that

(3.4) ITfllpree@n,2,) S Cr 1 fllr (e 2,)s
(3.5) M*(|Tfll2,)(x) S Cr Mi(|fll)(2), 2 <7 <oo,zeR",
where Cr := |1 r2(rn,%,)—12(®",%,) + Cx. Then interpolating between the assumption (i)
and (3.5) yields that for any 1 < ro <r <2,
1
(3.6) T fllzro®n,20) S Cr (ro — 1) "0 | fllzro®n, 1)

where the implicit constant is independent of r9. As argued in the proof of (3.5), the inequality
(3.6) implies for any 1 <rp <1 < 2,

1
(3.7) M*(|Tf|l2,)(2) S Cr (ro — 1) My (| fll.2,)(2), @ € R,
Now let p € (1,00) and w € A,. Then, by Lemma 2.4, there exists v € (0,27"73) and ¢g €
max{1,—}
(1,p) such that g = %=, =& (1+ﬁ/), <e< (1+,Y),, (1+7) ~ (wly, 7 ', and [w]a, < 2P[w]a,
Set r:=p/qo =1+e¢. If r > 2, it follows from Lemma 3.2 and (3.5) that

NTF 112w, 2) < IMAIT Fll )2y S L], M7 (T fll )| 20 )

1
< [wla, 1M (1 la) o) S lwla, 0] 307 1l o, 20)

a0

1++T 2 max{1,—}
Sl N 2w,z < w3, PNl e (w0
since
p—1 p—1 p—1 p—1

—r=p—-l—-e>p—1-— = > > :
pmr=r cP (I+q) 144 142737 32

- and invoke Lemma 3.2 and (3.7) to obtain that

If 1 <r <2, we choose 1o =1+

p(1+7)
1
e L BRI
p(1+7) 1+
S 2D a1 iy

zmax{lyT}
< [w]}, PNl e (o, ) -
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This completes the proof. O

Lemma 3.5. Let ¢ € S(R") be such that [p, godx =0 andsupp(®) C{E€R:¢c; < €] < 2}

for some 0 < ¢1 < c3 < 00. Set pp(x) := 28" (28x) for any k € Z. Then for every p € (1,00)
and w € A,,

: max
(38) (Stoer )| S0l o,
kez LP(w)
1
(3.9) Seefi]| St 1}’(er!>2 -
keZ LP (w) keZ Lr(w)
l max
(3.10) (St rl)?| sl (Sine)?
keZ LP(w) keZ LP(w)

If we assume in addition that ), \{5( _kg)F =Cy >0 for all £ # 0, then

(Zlowe o)’

keZ

7 }
(3.11) 1fllzr(wy S [w ] D

Lp(w)

Proof. Since ¢ € S(R™), one can check that there exists C{, > 0 such that for any 8 € (0, 1]
and any y € R", |p(x)] < CL(1+ |z])~™ 8 and

B
[p(z —y) — p(z)] < C [(1 + |‘xy|’)n+1+ﬁ - (14 |z ’;y‘yDn+1+B:|'

Recalling that [, ¢ dz = 0, we see that ¢/ Ccp € Ca,1, which is defined in [90, Definition 6.2].
Then by [90, Theorem 6.3],

(312)  Spf@) = (X lewx F@)P)7 <Fsuf(a) S 0sf(a) S Gpfla), @R,

kEZ

where the implicit constant is independent of f and x. Thus, (3.8) follows from (3.12) and the
sharp weighted estimate for G in [64, Theorem 1.1].

To show (3.9), we will use vector-valued singular integrals. By the support of ¢, there exist
Jo,j1 € N such that supp(@j+x) Nsupp(p;) = @ whenever k < —jo—1 or k > j; + 1. This and

Plancherel’s identity give
2 R ~ 2
o i) o= | X eonie]a

Z/ Be@ R TP, (27 FrlE)de

k,jEZ
J+i
=Y Y [ A 0ROz IR
JEZ k=j—jo
vy L #0500 Funle) Rt
JeZk——Jo

<3 [ AGIRIGIE:

k=—jo JEZ
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</ S nle |d£> </ ST |d£>

k——]() JEZ JEZ

S ”{fk}keZ”m(Rmpy

This means that the operator T' defined by T'({fx}rez) = > pecz @k * fr, is a bounded
linear operator from L2(R™ ¢?) to L?(R"), with the kernel K(z) = {¢(z)}rez satisfying
IVE (2)|| #(2,c) < x| 7" for all o # 0. Hence, Lemma 3.4 implies (3.9).

Note that the inequality (3.10) is a consequence of Lemma 3.3 and that |ox * fi| < M fi
uniformly in k € Z.

Finally, to get (3.11), we use Parseval’s identity and Y, ., |8k (6)> = Yz 182772 =
to get that for any f,g € L*(R"),

/nz(pk*f k*g($) dx = Cap - f(:p)g($) dz.

keZ

Then it follows that for g € S(R") with [|g| 1 (1) =1,

f ) dz '/ > ok f(@) pp * glx) da
kEZ
< [ St @)S,0(e)dr < 18w S50l
_n ma‘X{ ) / ax{l,%}
S, - 10l = [ola, 7 S0 Fll o),
where we have used (3.8) in the last inequality. This gives at once (3.11). O

Lemma 3.6. Given ¢ > 0 and a pairwise disjoint family of cubes {Q;}, we set

P . E(Qj)n—i_a n
(3.13) Q.—UQj and M. ( Z|$_$Q e 20, z € R".

Then M| r2(w) S [w]a,w(€2 )% for any w € As.

Proof. Note that

! " nie

which together with Lemma 3.3 gives that for any w € As,

n_ 2(n+e) n

<Rn9ﬁ€($)2w(@dx>2m (/. (X aq (e D) i)

max{-—"—

n+e ’W 2 ey o n
[w ]Ag(n+g) </Rn (Z]-Qj(l‘)> w(z) dm) < [w] 377 w() 209,
j

where we have use the disjointness of {Q);}. This implies the desired estimate. O

<
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Given Q € L'(S™1), the rough maximal operator Mq and singular integral Ty are defined
by

(3.14) Maf(z) = sup f 1)1 — )] dy.
r>0JB(0,r)
(3.15) Tof(x):=p.v. /Rn ?y(?n)f(a: —y)dy.

Theorem 3.7. Let ¢ € (1,00) and Q € LI(S" 1) be such that [g,_, Qdo = 0. Then for all
p € (¢',00) and for allw € A

p/q’>
(3.16) Mo fllrrw) S [w ]A e "1 e )
max{1,—L— }4+max{1,
(3.17) ITafllprw) S [wly,, 7" | fll o

Moreover, the following vector-valued inequality holds for any q > 2,

(3.18) H(Z!MQJCHZ)z (Z\fj\Q)%

LP(w) LP(w)

Proof. By definition and Holder’s inequality, one has
Mo f(x) < || po@n-1) Mg f(z), = €R",

which together with (2.1) immediately gives (3.16). Then (3.18) is a consequence of (3.16),
Theorem 1.1, and Remark 1.4.
To treat (3.17), we choose a radial nonnegative function ¢ € €2°(R"™) such that suppy C

{lz| < 1/4} and [g. pdz = 1. Set p;(x) := 27 (277 x) and vj(z) = %—T,/L)l{gjg\xkgjﬂ}(:n)
for each j € Z. Define

T;f = K;*f and Kj:ZZVk*SDk—ja J €.

kEZ

Then,

(o @]
(3.19) To=Ti+) (Tjs1-T).

j=1
It was proved in [89, p. 396] that for some §y > 0,
(3.20) 1T5fll2@ny S N fllz2@ny, G2 1,
(3.21) [(Tj1 = T) fllr2@ny S 2_50JHJCHL2(R”)7 J=1

where the implicit constants are independent of j.
On the other hand, it follows from [89, Lemma 2] that

(3.22) K satisfies the L?-Hérmander condition,
which together with [89, Theorem 2] gives

(3.23) T; is bounded from L'(R") to L*°(R"),
(3.24) Tj is bounded on LP(R"), 1< p < oo.

In particular, (3.24) implies
(3.25) Tj is bounded from LY (R") to LY ®(R™), 1< ¢ < oo,



LIMITED RANGE EXTRAPOLATION WITH QUANTITATIVE BOUNDS AND APPLICATIONS 25
and the interpolation theorem, (3.21), and (3.24) yield that for some § > 0,

(3.26) I(Tje1 = T) Fllreny S 27 fllzogny, J>1,1<p < oo.

Hence, by (3.22), (3.25), and [70, Theorem 1.2], we obtain that for any f € L°(R"™) there
exists a sparse family S; such that

(3.27) @) S S UF9)E 1) = AL (1f17

QEeS;

where the dyadic operator A7 is defined in (3.2) and the implicit constant is independent of
j- Accordingly, we use (3.3), (3.27), and a density argument to arrive at

max{l,%}
(3.28) 15 f ey S [U]Ap/q, TN fllewy, VP € (¢,0), v e Apgr

Now fix p € (¢/,00) and w € A,,,,. By Lemma 2.4, there exists v € (0,1) such that
p/q

max{l,p/q%}

(1+9) = ealul) = caBo, and [, Sl

/ p/qd’ ~ p/q"’

P/q

which along with (3.28) implies
(1+v) max{1l,——

(3.29) 1T+ = T flloien S Twla e ||f||LP 149)

In light of Theorem 3.1 with wy = 1, w; = w7, and 0 = ﬁ, interpolating between (3.26)
and (3.29) gives

_(1-0)551 max{l,o—7} .
(3:30) 1(Tys1 = T) o) S 277 ly " 1 vy, 521
Note that 1 — 6 = (1+ﬁ/), and e~t < 2t72 for any t > 0. As a consequence, (3.19), (3.28), and
(3.30) imply
s éL max{l P
ITef o) S D2 HfHLP(w
7=0
_nd max{l
= 2 o [W]A ”f”LP
J>Bo
<(B 2 2 max{l,ﬁ}
S Bot Z 3By |l 11| e (w)
J>Bo
{1
< Bo[w ] o ||f||LP(w
_ max{l,m}-‘rma x{1l,—— P’
= w]Ap/q, ”f”LP
This completes the proof. O

Theorem 3.8. Let g € (1,00) and Q € LU(S* ). Then for all p € (1,q) and for all w7 €

Ap//q/ )
max{1,

o }+max{l, -
(3.31) Mo fllpw) S [w' 7],

p/q p'—q’
- 1.
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Proof. Fix p € (1,q) and w'? ¢ Apryq- For j € Z, set v j(z) = ?i—g‘iz/)l{gjﬂxkgjﬂ}(m).
Define

Saf(x) = (Z |TQ7jf($)|2> 2, where Tq;f :=vq;* f.

JEZ

If we set Qo(z') := [Q2’)| — fgu_1 |Q] do for any 2’ € S"~!, there there holds

(3.32) Qo € L9(s™ ), / Qodo =0, and Mof < Mf + S (f]).
S§n—1

Since w!™? € Ay g C Ay, we see that w € A, and by (2.1),

- ’ )

(3.33) IM fll oy S f0ld I lloe) = [0 7P a1 ) < w7 1a, ol Flloe )
In order to estimate Sq,, we define a linear operator
0o = Z emTaym, where € := {g, = +1}.

meZ

Writing
k= Z EmVQy,m and Em) . — Vogm, ™M E L,
meZ

one can verify that [89, Lemmas 1 and 2] hold for k and k(™) with bounds independent of e.
This means that T¢, behaves as T in Theorem 3.7. Then by (3.17),

max{l,ﬁ}—l—max{l,si—q,}

(3.34) sup ITo fllow) S Va4, Il s (v)-
for any s € (¢',00) and v € A,/y. By duality, (3.34) implies
! max{1, / FHmax{1, / /
(3.35) sup | T, fll o) S [ 71y, 7" 11 L2 ) -
15 q

We would like to use (3.35) to bound Sq,. Let {r,,(-)}men be the system of Rademacher
functions in [0,1). By Khintchine’s inequality (cf. [45, p. 586]) and (3.35) applied to e(t) :=
{rm(t)}mez, we have

(3.36) 1S fllr(uw) = H(/ (Z rm()Ta, mf‘ dt)

meZ LP(w)
1 5 ! max{L%}"' ax{1, / /
= ([ I A te) S Wt T 1550
Therefore, (3.31) follows from (3.32), (3.33), and (3.36). O

Lemma 3.9. Let ¢ € €°(R"™) be a radial function such that 0 < 1) <1 suppy C {1/2 <
€] <2} and 3", ¥(271€)% =1 for [€] # 0. Define the multiplier Ay by A f(€) = 1/1(245)]?(5).
For j € Z, set vj(x) := %—Tﬁi)l{yg‘x‘djﬂ}(:n), where S is the same as in Theorem 3.7. Then
forallp € (¢',00) and w € A,y

(3 e A7 1)

keZ

% max{l,ﬁ,%}
(3.37) sup Sla,,, I £1 2 (w) -

SEZL

LP(w)
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Proof. Let p € (¢/,00) and w € A,,,,. Observe that
p/q

(3.38) supsup |ve1s * fi| < MQ(Sup |fk|)
SEZ kEZ ke
This and (3.16) yield
1
3.39 supHsup Vhts * ‘ p=d’ Hsup .
(3.39) Sup keZ‘ ks * [kl ) S i, keZ\fk\ )

In light of Theorem 3.8, (3.38) implies that for any r € (1,¢) and v!~"" € A s

Iy max{l,Wl,il}-i-max{l,flq,}
s [suplos o ], < 0 -
sezllvez ~ L7 (v) Ari/q kez ML)
which together with duality gives
max{1,—1— }+max{l
(3.40) sup || Y [Vps * fil Slwly,,, e Z’f’f‘
s€Z |l ez LP(w) kcZ LP(w)

Then, interpolating between (3.39) and (3.40), we obtain

(D" s i) ? M (sine)?

kEZ keZ LP(w)
Combining (3.10) with (3.8) and that [w]a, < [w]a . this immediately implies (3.37). O

L L max{1,

< [w]?
L (w) [ ]Ap/q

S }+max{1
sup 'p/a’ -1

4. PROOF OF MAIN THEOREMS

In this section, we will prove Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. The first step is to show Theorem 1.1,
which will follow from Theorem 4.8, a limited rang, off-diagonal extrapolation with quantitative
weights norms. Before proving the latter, we present some other quantitative extrapolation.

4.1. A, extrapolation. We begin with the A, extrapolation with quantitative bounds.

Theorem 4.1. Let F be a family of extrapolation pairs. Assume that there exist exponents
po € [1,00] such that for all weights vP° € Ay,

(4.1) [follro < @([v7°)a,,)llgvllzeo,  (f,9) € F

where @ : [1,00) — [1,00) is an increasing function. Then for all exponents p € (1,00) and all
weights wP € Ap,

» max{l,p;)%ll}
(4.2) | fwler < 20(Cp [, Mgwls, (f.9) € F,
where G, = 3" +8)W0=P) if p < poand C, = 3™P+S) if p > py.

Theorem 4.1 was shown in [38, 40] without the explicit constant C,. We restudy it by
presenting a stronger result as follows.

Theorem 4.2. Let ¢ € [1,00] and p € (1,00). Then for any wP € Ay, f € LP(wP), and

max{1,4=1}

g € LP (w™P"), there exists v9 € A, with [v9]a, < Cp [wp]Ap such that

(4.3) Lfollzallgr™ Lo < 20 fwllzellgw™ | Lo,
where C, = 3" +8)4=P) if p < ¢, and C), = 3"+ if p > q.
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Proof. Let p € (1,00), wP € Ay, f € LP(wP), and g € LP (w™"). We may assume that f and g
are nonnegative and non-trivial. Let us first consider the case p < ¢. By w” € A, and Theorem
2.2, there exists an operator R : LP(wP) — LP(wP) such that

(4.4) [ <R, ||Rf||LP(wP) < 2||f||LP(wP)7 and  [Rf]a, < 2HM||LP(wP)'
Define
(4.5) V= wg(’R,f)_H_%

Then by Lemma 2.5, the last estimate in (4.4), and (2.1),

Q
[

(4.6) W4, = [P (RFP ™, < [wP]a, [RFGT < 8"E D@D [p] 1,

On the other hand, it follows from the first two estimate in (4.4) that

(4.7) Ifollze = [1F(RA ™ Gwi | pa < [(Rf-w)i|pa = |Rf - wlf < (2 fw]ls)7.

. Then, % = :z% + %, and by Holder’s inequality,

In view of p < ¢, we set % =
(4.8) lgo™ o = Il(gw™) (wo™Hll o < llgw™ || o llwo™ 2

Observe that

1

_ 1_1 1-2 1—2
(4.9) fwo™ e = (RS - w50 | or = IR - wllp, " < (2| fwllze)' 77,
where the second estimate estimate in (4.4) was used in the last step. Now collecting (4.7)—
(4.9), we obtain
I follzallgv™ Nl o < 20 fwllzolgw™ | 1o

This and (4.6) show (4.3) in the case p < q.

Let us deal with the case ¢ < p, which is equivalent to p’ < ¢’. Also, wP € A, is equivalent
to w™ € A,. Note that g € LP (w™"") and f € LP(wP). Invoking (4.3) for p/, ¢, g, f, w™" in
place of p, ¢, f, g, and w, respectively, one can find a weight u? € Ay with

-1
p'—1

(4.10) [U_q/]Aq, < 3P 8)(@ —p) [P pj
such that
(4.11) lgull por [l fu™ 2o < 2llgw ™| o | f]l 2o

Picking v = ™! and using (4.10), we see that

!
oy [w_p/]Alf < gn(p+8) [wp]Aw
P

_/% n 8
ay 1<3(p+)
=

[0, = (™4, =[]},

and (4.11) can be rewritten as

Ifvllzallgo™ I o < 20 fwllzelgw™ ) -
This shows (4.3) in the case g < p. O
Proof of Theorem 4.1. Let p € (1,00) and w” € A,,. By duality,

(4.12) [fwllee = sup  [(f,R)].

0<heL? (wr")
w1, =1
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Fix a nonnegative function i € L (w™") with |[hw™!|| 1» = 1. In view of Theorem 4.2, one
can find a weight v?° € A, such that

max{1,20== =) }

(4.13) [v7°]a,, < Cp[w”]y

(4.14) lgvllzro R~ §2ngHLPth_1HLP’7

LPo
where C), = 3@’ +8)(ro=p) if p < po, and Cp, = 37P+8) if p > po. Hence, by (4.1), (4.13), and
(4.14),

[ < L follzmo o™y < D[0P a,)lgol oo [|ho |

LPo
max{1,20=1} _
<20(Cplw?]y ") lgwllze [P |

which along with (4.12) yields at once (4.2) as desired. O

/
LPo

Next, we would like to use Theorem 4.1 to get additional results.

Theorem 4.3. Let F be a family of extrapolation pairs. Assume that there exist exponents
po € (0,00) and qo € [1,00) such that for all weights v € Ay,

(4.15) 1flero ) < @([v]ag)gllirow),  (fr9) € F

where @ : [1,00) — [1,00) is an increasing function. Then for all exponents p € (1,00) and all
wetghts w € A,

max{1,40 q e }

a0
(4.16) ”f”LPPO/qO(w) < 270 (I)<Cp[ ]Ap >”9HLPP0/Qo(w)7 (f,.9)eF
where C), = 3 +8)(@w0—p) if p < qo, and Cp = 3"PH8) if p > qp.

Proof. Set
~ Po Po
F={(F,G)=(fw,g):(fg) € F}.
Note that (4.15) implies that for all weights v € Ay,
po -~ EO o
@11 1Pl = 1718 < ®([0lan) 19050 ) = DeLan) Gz,

for all (F,G) € F. Then it follows from (4.17) and Theorem 4.1 with py replaced by ¢o that
for all exponent p € (1,00) and for all weights w € A,,

max{1,%0

} ~
1Pl < 20(Co bl s 50) 0 16l (RO €

which can be rewritten as

0 max{1,90=11
HfHLPPo/qo(w) < 2POCI)(Cp [w]Ap v )Hg”mpo/qo(w)a (f,9) € F,
where C), = 3" +8)(@w0—p) if p < ¢, and Cp, = 3™P+8) if p > go. This shows (4.16). O

Theorem 4.4. Let T be a sublinear operator. Assume that there exists pg € [1,00) such that
for allv e Ay,

(4.18) 1T fll zro-o (v) < @([v] 4y )l fll£ro ()

where ® : [1,00) — [1,00) is an increasing function. Then for all p € (1,00) and for all
w € Ap,

P max{l,pp()—:;}
(4.19) 171120y < 20(Cp [0 S o

P
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X{l 3(p O 1)

(4:20) 17 oy < 20(C [T, V1A 2o

Proof. Given an arbitrary number A > 0, we denote

Fr = {(Fx, G) := (A\germirsa)s>a [) : )
The hypothesis (4.18) implies that for all weights v € A,

1
(4.21) [Ex|zro ) = Av({z € R - [T'f (z)| > AP0 < [[T'f | 1ro.o(0)
< O([v]ap )1 [ 2ro ) = @([0] 4, )Gl 2r0 ()

for all (F)\,G) € Fy. Thus, (4.21) means that (4.1) is satisfies for the family F,. Then Theorem
4.1 yields that for all exponents p € (1,00) and all weights w € A,

n 1 max {1,201}
w({z €B": [Tf(@)| > ANF = | Falrw < 22(Cp ol ") [GlLouy

» max{l,pz?%ll}
=20(C, W]}, 1 Lz
where C), = 3 +8)(Po-p) if p < py, and C, = 3"(P+8) if p > py, which along with the
arbitrariness of A implies (4.19).

To prove (4.20), we fix ¢ € (1,00) and w € A;. By Lemma 2.4, there exist v € (0,1) and
qo0 € (1,q) so that

q g—1
4.22 —— 0<e< :
422) =1 1+

We may assume that € < 3 L since in this case (4.22) still holds. Choose ¢ := T € (g,2q) such

that % = 1—6 +q_1 with 9— . Then,

(4.23) weA; C Ay with  [w]a, <|w]a,.

Then it follows from (4.22), (4.23), and (4.19) (with the exact constant Cp, see the proof above)
that

(1+7) ~ vy, T [wla,, < 29wla,.

max{1,2 }
(4:24) Il < 28 (o e Y 1l
max{l,ﬁ}
(4.25) 1T fll ooy < 20(Co iy ™ )1 s
where
n(g+8)(Po—ai)  if g
Cp=1° . p sy,
3uai+8), if g; > po,
Additionally, by the choice of gy and ¢1, and that ¢ < (¢ — 1)/2, we have
q g—1 g—1 q /
4.26 1= 1> > L g =—T <o,
(4.26) 1 1+e¢ 2(1+¢) 3 %o g—1—¢ 7
max{1,20=1 max{1,3r0—1)
(427) qu S C(II, and [ ]qu { 71} é [w]Aq { g—1 }, 1= 0, 1,

where C’(’J depends only on n, pg, and g. Thus, invoking (4.27), we interpolate between (4.24)
and (4.25) to conclude

max{1, 3(po—1)

q—1 }
171 20y < 20(Ch [Ty 1S 2o
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This completes the proof. O

4.2. Off-diagonal extrapolation. We next present a quantitative off-diagonal extrapolation
below, which improves Theorem 4.1 to the limited range case.

Theorem 4.5. Let F be a family of extrapolation pairs and 1 < p_ < pr < oo. Assume that
there exist exponents py € [p—,p+] and qo € (1,00) such that for all weights vPO € Aposp_ N

RH ., /py
(4.28) Ifvllzo < S(WP@HP) 0 igolle, (f.9) € F,

where ® : [1,00) — [1,00) is an z'ncreasz'ng function. Then for all exponents p € (p—,p+) and
q € (1,00) satisfying % — % pio — q_o and all weights wP € Ay, N RH,, /py,

(4.29) | fw]Le <2 {52 }@<C [wP®+/P) ]Aa"

Tp

{177—7,}
) lgulles, (f.9) € F

To show Theorem 4.5, we present a more general result below.

Theorem 4.6. Let § € (0,00), po,qo € [1,00), p,q € (1,00), and let ro,r € (ﬁ, o0) be such
that 1 L1 _ L1 _ 1 Then for all weights w" € A,5 and for all functions f € LP(wP)

qo roTo P po
and g e LY (w=7), there exists a weight v™ € Ayop such that

max{1,227=1}

(4.30) I:UTO:IAT()ﬁ < [wr]Arﬁ ’

8 (rB) _
(4.31) 1fvllrollgo™1l g < 2700 Fuoll o lgw™ | -

Proof. Fix w" € A,p, f € LP(wP), and g € LY (w™?). We first consider the case ¢ < qo
(equivalently, p < pg and r < rg). Pick

2 p=r I
(4.32) h:=frfwrs  sothat Al = Ifwllg
By w" € A,5 and Theorem 2.2, there exists an operator R : L™ (w") — L™ (w") such that
(4.33) h <Rh, [Rhlprs@ry <2lhllprs@ry, and  [RhJa, < 2/|M|| 16w
Define

o (r—=rg)B
(4.34) v:=wr (Rh) 7o
Then by Lemma 2.5 part (a), the last inequality in (4.33), and (2.1),
roB—rpB 7n()[3711

(4.35) [07] 4,5 = [0 (RR)PT700 4, o < [0, [RRIETT S ") 127

It follows from (4.32), (4.33), and (4.34) that

T T T r—rg)
(4.36) L e

8
HRhHW wry < ClIA Lo

<H [(RR)Pw ] "+

LPo LPo

B P
o (2|!wa )”0 =270 || fuwl| 3

L +. By Holder’s inequality,

To proceed, we set ? == equlvalently =

)
14
qq’ !

q
(4.37) lgo™" 1l 4 < ng 1\|Lq'\|wv_ e,
and by (4.32)—(4.34),
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B3 —75)

_ 1-T) 1-T rB(L_L
(438) o™ e = |[(RI)™ 0w vy < (2Rl zragry) )

= IRl
p(r—75)
p

2l 1 rB(E_ L
= (@llfwl )" o) = 2P0 fu
Now collecting (4.36), (4.37), and (4.38), we deduce that

8 -
(4.39) Ifvllzrolgv™" Il < 2% I fwlizellgw™ | o,

; 11 _1_1_1_1
provided T W T T

Next let us deal with the case ¢ > qo (equivalently, p > py and r > r¢). Set

. This shows the case g < qo.

T To
4.40 = d = .
(4.40) s 1 and  sg e
Recall that w" € A,3. Then we see that
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
(4.41) weAp, ¢<q, and -——=—-—"=——-—=——_—,
s so ro v popy 4 4

Hence, the conclusion in the preceding case applied to the tuple (¢, 9, s, g}, Ph, S0, 9, f,w™1) in
place of (p,q,7,po,q0,70, f, 9, w) gives that there exists a weight u* € A, 5 so that

spB—1
— sp—1
(442) [uSO]ASOﬁ S [w S]ASB ’
sB
(4.43) lgull o fu™ lzeo <29 [lgw™ || o | fll o

Note that by (4.40),
(4.44) (rB—=1)(sB—1)=1 and (ro8—1)(sof—1)=1.
Pick v := u~!. Then by (4.41), (4.42), and (4.44),

0
[0, = (077145 = furos 70 = fue )0

o Aropy Asop
1
Slo™2, = w0 = [w'a,,,
and (4.43) can be rewritten as
B
1 follzrollg™ o <277 I fwllrellgw™ | Lo
In the case g = qp, taking v := w, the conclusion is trivial. This completes the proof. O

The following conclusion is a particular case of Theorem 4.6.

Theorem 4.7. Let 1 < p_ < py <00, po € [p—,p+], » € (p—,p+), and let qo,q € (1,00) be

such that % — qio = % /pio. Then fo_r all weights wP € A, N RH (., /py and for all functions
f € LP(wP) and g € LT (w™7), there exists a weight vP° € A,y N RH(p, oy such that

Tpo —1
max{1, 2071}

(4.45) [UPO(N/pO)/]AT,,O S [wp(p+/p)l]ATp ;
™ Tp B
(4.46) 1 follzrollgv™ "], 4 < 2" | fwll o gw | e
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Proof. Denote
1 1
(4.47) r=pp+/p), ro:=po(p+/po), and Bi=———.

Then one can check that

4.48 rB=1, roB=7p, and -———=--—-—=- - ",

(448) 8 " roTo P P ¢ o

Let w? € Ay, N RH,_ py, f € LP(wP), and g € L7 (w=7). Then it follows from Lemma 2.6
part (b) and (4.48) that w" € A, g, which together with Theorem 4.6 implies that there exists
a weight v™ € A, 3 such that

—1
max{1,202=1}

(449) [UTO]ATO,B < [wr]ATB 7

8 (rB) _
(4.50) 1fvllrollgv™ 1l g < 2700 Fuoll o g™ | -

In view of (4.47), (4.48), and Lemma 2.6 part (b), we conclude from (4.49) and (4.50) that

VP € Ap o M RH . /poy so that (4.45) and (4.46) hold. O

Let us see how we deduce Theorem 4.5 from Theorem 4.7.

Proof of Theorem 4.5. By duality,
(4.51) [fwllea =" sup  [{(f,h)].
0<heLd (w=1')

w1 =1

Fix a nonnegative function h € L% (w=7) with ||hw™"|| 1« = 1. By Theorem 4.7, there exists
a weight v? € A, .. N RH(_ /p,y such that

Tpo —1
max{:[’%}

(4.52) [vpo(ﬁ/po)']ATpo < [wp(P+/p)']ATp 7
™ Tp B
(15 lgollzsallbo Ly < 27 guol o

Then, in view of (4.52), we use (4.28) and (4.53) to obtain

[ < L follzoollho™] g < (07704

-1
; I

oo Mgvllzoo [P0 o

Tpofl
Tp—1 }

™ T , max{1,
< gmax{ ;’,q’,’}@(c[wp(m/p) ]jax Mgwl oo ||| Lo -
Tp

This along with (4.51) gives at once (4.29) as desired. O

4.3. Multilinear extrapolation. If we use Theorem 4.5 to show Theorem 1.1, it requires all
the exponents are Banach. Thus, we have to improve Theorem 4.5 to the non-Banach ranges
as follows. But in this case, we cannot establish a “product-type embedding” as Theorem 4.7.

Theorem 4.8. Let F be a family of extrapolation pairs and 1 < p_ < pi < oo. Assume
that there exist exponents py,qo € (0,00) such that py € [p—,p+] and for all weights vP° €
Apofp- N RHp, /poy s

(454) HfUHLqO < q>(['UpO]Apo/pinRH(er/po),)Hg'UHLPo, (f7 g) € ]:7
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where @ : [1,00) — [1,00) is an increasing function. Then for all exponents p € (p—,p+) and

q € (0,00) satisfying = — % =L L and all weights wP € Ay NRH(

)
1
p Po q0’ p+/p)>

max{ 2,2 ,
(4.55) |fwlze < 2" o(Co w10 ) gy, Mgwller. (f.9) € F.

where the constant Cy depends only on n, p, po, p—, and p4, and

Tpo—1
max{l, 7]—1?_1 }7 Po <P+,

v(p, po) = L
%(pﬁ - E)u Do = P+-
Proof. Fixp € (p_,p4) and g € (0, 00) satisfying %—% = pio_q%’ andlet w? € A,y NRH, jpy-

Fix (f,g) € F. Without loss of generality we may assume that 0 < ||gw||zr < co. Indeed, if
lgw||L» = oo there is nothing to prove, and if ||gw|r» = 0, then g = 0 a.e. and by (4.54) we
see that f = 0 a.e., which trivially implies (4.55). We split the proof into two cases.

Case I: ¢ < qo. Recall that 7, = (p%)/(p% —1)+1 for any ¢ € [p_,py]|. Obviously, 7; is an
increasing function in ¢. Lemma 2.6 part (b) gives

(4.56) wPP+/P) e A
Set

P2 P / TL
(4.57) hi= g w0 that 1B ey = lgwl 7 < oo,

which along with (4.56) and Theorem 2.2 implies that there exists an operator R : L™ (wP®+/P)") —
L7 (wP®+/P)") such that

(458) < Rhy R oy uotor sty < 2l ot sy, and [RELa, < 2]M ]

L™p (,wP(P+/P),) :

Then (4.57) and the second estimate in (4.58) yield

p

(4.59) IRAl ot o, < 2ligull 5.
Assume first that pg < py. Pick
P(P+/P)/ P~ Tpg
(4.60) v 1= wPo®+/r0) (Rh) po(p+/po)

Considering p < pp, (4.56), and the last estimate in (4.58), we use Lemma 2.5 and (2.1) to get
o /m) € A with
0

Tpg —1

< [wp(m/p)’]ATp [Rh]Z’f P <0 [wp(m/p)’upfl

P — ™

(4.61) [Upo(PJr/po)']A

9

where the constant C7 depends only on n, p, pg, p—, and p4, which together with Lemma 2.6
part (b) implies

(4.62) (S APO/P— NRHg, /py-
On the other hand, note that
1 1 1 1 1 1
(4.63) - ==,
pp+/p)  po(p+/P0) P P04 Qo
(4.64) o 1 1 Tpo

p(b+/p) b Pt po(ps/p0)’
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provided

/ 1 1
b P o p I
p

which also implies

T, Ty — T, 1 1—m/T 1 1 1 - T
466) 24 2" T _ [_er}: [_+<___><1_p P+>:|:_p'
(169 pol /o) Lo poles/po)] T Ple T \po by I _ L 2

po b+
By (4.57), the first estimate in (4.58), (4.63), and (4.66),
. . p(py/p) Tp—Tp
(4.67) |lgv|lLro = Hh?pw(’”/p) 1 500+ 7907 (Rh)po<p+/p%)'
LPo
< H(Rh)%}*poz;i%)'wf”(“/p)/[;‘(p(pf/m"p()(pf/po)'” — HRhH% .
170 L™ (wp(p+/p) )

To proceed, we denote L := % - q% > 0. Then in light of (4.60), (4.63), and (4.64), it follows
from Holder’s inequality that

P(P+/P)/ Tp—Tpg o (1— p(p+/p)/l)
| fwllza = H {f wPo(P+/r0) (Rh) po(b+/po)’] [(Rh) p(p4/p) w] po(P4/P0)
La
Tp 1— p(p4/p)’
< ”fUHLqO [(Rh)p(p+/p)’w] po(P+/Po)’ 5
-
1_1
= || fo|| pao || [(RR)PwP®+/P) ] a3 )
T (l_i)
= || follgao [|RA| 2 0

L7p (wP®P+/P))"
Furthermore, invoking (4.61), (4.62), and (4.54), we arrive at
Tp(%—%)

L (wp(p+/p)’)

(4.68) fwllpe < @ ([P ® 7] Yllgo] oo [RA|

oo
1,11
Tp(%""g qo)

S ¢ ([,Upo(p+/p0)’]ATp0 ) HRhHLTp (wp(p+/p)/)

- , Tpofl
< 27 (i /P llgwllns,

P

where we have used (4.67), (4.59), and that % - % = p% - qio.

11
Let us next treat the case pg = p4. Choose v := (Rh)"+ *-. Then it follows from Lemma
2.6 part (a) that

1—Po
(4.69) v = (Rh) *- € Apo/P— N RHoo = Apyjp_ O RHp, /poy
with
201 ) (=)
(4.70) max {074, ,, s [0P)rm. ) S [RR]G, S [wr®/P e e,

where we have used the last estimate in (4.58) and (2.1). In the current scenario,

1 1 1 1 1
(471) ey il ol |

p b b Plp \p ps Pr Do
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4.72 I_q o PP P+P '
(4.72) pol(p+/p)" — 1] e — p(p+/p)
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
4.73 Lottt _r_ ’
(4.73) 4 @ p po p pr ppi/p)
11 L L
(4.74) and 7‘<p— - E) = pi_ E = Tp.
a P P+

In view of (4.57), (4.71), and (4.72), there holds
(4.75) lgvlln = 2% w1 RAYE | < Ry
. gu||Lro = Lro — L™ (wP(P+/P)/)

Hence, invoking (4.69)—(4.75), Holder’s inequality, and (4.54), we deduce

I Fwle = ||[7 R0 (R F w]|

La
1 1
< || fol| poo ||(RR) P~

1
)
= lfolla[RR| T 2o

L7 (wp(p+ /p)’ )

1
)
< & (max{[v™]a, , [UpO]RH(W,,O)/})HQUHLPOHRhHLTpp pp((L/p)’)

TP
S q)( maX{['UpO]ApO/p7 ) [UPO]RH(p+/pO)/ }) ” ”;-rp wp(er/p)’)
Tp ’ piol(i_i)
< 27@<Cl[wp(P+/P) a [ >ngHLP,
Tp
where (4.59) was used in the last step.

Case II: ¢y < ¢. By Lemma 2.6 parts (b) and (c),

1
(476) ws c ATZ’, with [w—S]AT, — [wp(p+/p)’];p*1’

p Tp

where s = p/(p’_/p') = — . This and Theorem 2.2 yield that there exists an operator

p— P

R : Lo (w™*) — L™ (w™*) such that for any nonnegative function h € L (w™*),

@M RSRE R, < 200, end RELy <20M]
itel =L _1_1_ 1 i 4 _ r : . .
Write - := il 0, equivalently, i By duality there exists a nonnegative

function h € Lﬁ(wq) with ||hHL#( : < 1 such that
—40 (w9

q0 __ q — q q
(1.78) Il = 171, g, = [ Fohutde.

/
. Tpd0
sta\ LB (s+a)ag

Setting H := R(hﬁl’—qow ™ > " w~ 7+, we utilize (4.77) to obtain that h < H, and by (2.1)
and (4.76),

T stq T s+q % ,
@) [EEe ], = R )] | SR = e,
1 D



LIMITED RANGE EXTRAPOLATION WITH QUANTITATIVE BOUNDS AND APPLICATIONS 37

provided that

stq o e

how b || L =P = A <1,
u oy = I =W <
which also gives
T stq Tzl)qo TZ/,qO T stq T;)qo T;lzqo
(4.80)  |H| - = Hn(mﬂw nﬂ ) T <o pmew s || <2
L0 (w) L (w—s) LT (w=s) —
9 1
Now picking v := w9 H %, we see that by (4.80)
1 T;, ™
(4.81) low™|pr = || H|| . <27 < 2%,
L% (w?)

To proceed, we observe that py < p < p4 and use (4.65) to deduce that

1 1
T, 0 »p T T, Ty — T,
I N e ] (R B
p Tp—lpio—i T —1 Tp T —1
(4.83) p-t 1 11 el 11
' plp+/p) p- p S polp+/po)  »— po S0

which in turn implies

/ p—
(4.84) i_ﬂ_le_f:3<l_l>:3<i_i>:i: P(P+/P)/Tpo L
q0 r r r S r p_ Po S0 po(P+/p0) Tp—l

Hence, it follows from (4.82) and (4.84) that

T s+
PO+ /po) — w(%-%—%)po(m/m)’ (HTI’,quT;)TZ’,po(M/Po)'/r

, Tpofl o s+q TP —Tpg
— (wp(p+/p)) Tp—1 (H"—zl)q()w Tz/) ) T—1 ,

which along with (4.56), (4.79), and Lemma 2.5 part (b), yields

m T s+q TP”TPQ
/ 1 mp—1 7 7 Tp—1 /
(4.85) [P0 (P+/Po) ]A% < [wp(P+/p) ]Afp [H 0w ]Alp <O [wp(m/p)] .

where the constant Co depends only on n, p, po, p—, and p,. By Lemma 2.6 part (b), this
means that

(4.86) (NS APO/P— N RH(P+/I>0)"

With (4.78) and (4.86) in hand, the hypothesis (4.54) implies

1

st ol < ([ rrirords)” <ol < @00, Yool
Rn

< (I)([,UPO(P+/IJO)’]A )ngHLPHUw_lHLT < Q%Q(Cz[wp(llk/p)/]ATp)ngHLP’

Tpg

where (4.81) and (4.85) were used in the last inequality. As a consequence, (4.55) follows at
once from (4.68) and (4.87). O
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Proof of Theorem 1.1. Fix v} € Aqi/p; N RH(pj/qi)’v i=2,...,m. Set
fHTriQ (%
fl::{(FvG):: <+7f1 :(fvflv"wf )G]: .
[T |l fivil| Lo "
By hypothesis (1.4), we see that for every v{' € Aql/p; N RH(pf/ql)’
(T P L Yy T F A
L2, | fivill s palet 9 /v; i /a:)
m
B 1_I1 (pi([Ugl]Aqi/p;ﬁRH(p?/qn') IGoillzn,  (F.G) €7,
1=
where % = 2221% and v = [[;, v;. This verifies the hypothesis (4.54) for the family Fj.
Then Theorem 4.8 implies that for every p; € (py,p]) and every wi' € Apl/p( N RH(pf/pl)”
[fw: [ Tizg vill 2o . -
4.88 1= = [|Fw||ps1 < ‘ﬁl ®d, ([vF A _NRH Gwl LP
( ) HZZ2 ”fivi”qu' H ” ! g Z([ ¢ ] ai/¥; : (F:r/qi)’)H H !
m
=M 1_[2 q%([”;'h]Aqi/p;ORH(p;r/qi),) I fiwillze, (F,G) € F,
ol
11 1 1
Wherea—p—l—g—q—l,
1 Tp
(4.89) My = 2" e (O T, ),
p1/py (ry /P1)
Tgq —1
max{l, A=t < pfa
(4.90) nlpna) =4 , 1 L
Tpl—l(ﬁ - ﬁ), =Py

Considering (4.88), we have

m
<My frwr ]| e H ‘pi([U?i]Aq./p_,mRH ) fivill e,

L#1 i=2

(4.91) wal ﬁvi

=2

) /a3)
for all (f, f1,...,fm) € F, for all p1 € (py,p7), for all wi* € Apl/p; N RH(
v € A, - NRH

Now fix p1 € (py,p7), wi* € A
Set

o /p1)’ and for all
(b faiyr £ = 2oee
qi .
pl/P; mRH(piF/pl)/, alld 'Ui E Aql/p; mRH(pj/‘h)” 1= 3, e ,m.
f = F,G = 7%—
i {( ) (HfﬂUlHLPl [T || fivill o

It follows from (4.91) that for every vi* € AqQ/p; NRH /0y

”fwl H?ig UiHL51

| frwil|zes TLizs [ fivill o

m
<o [] @ ([v?]Aqi/p_,nRH
i=2 !

7f2> : (fvflv"'vfm) 6]:}

[ Fvg||Lsr =

)| f2v2]| a2

) /a;)
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ZmJFWWqummWW%M%(R@GB

Invoking Theorem 4.8 applied to F», we have that for every ps € (p5,ps) and every wh? €

Apo oy M RH gt oy
m y S
(4.92) IJnos g vl _ [ Fwal|Ls2
[ frwil[oer TTizs [ fivill Lo
m
(1,00
< MMy H3 i([vfa, - orr s, G2 e
1=
m
= . qi
N mlmz H3 q>l([vi ]Aqi/p;nRH(p;r/qi)/) ‘|f2w2HLP2, (F, G) c ]:2,
1=
1 1 1 1
whereg—p—ng_q_w
T2 T
(4.93) My = gmax{%, 2 }<I>2 (C [wQQ]X(p2732%RH )
/pg (Pz /P2 )
-1
max {1 1} g2 < 132 ’
(4.94) vpra) =4 . 47, o
Tpy —1 (E - p_+) q2 = p2 .

It follows from (4.92) that for every p; € (p; ,p;"), for every wl® € A jp- NRH 4y 0= 1,2,
and for every fugj € qu/p_, N RH(p.*/qj)u j=3,...,m,
J

Hfquz H’,Uj Ls2 : l_Ilm HwaZHLpZ H q> a;/p 70RH(P+/qj)’)Hfjijqu’
j= 7
for all (f, f1,...,fm) € F.
Inductively, one can show that for each k € {1,...,m}, for every p; € (p; ,p;r), for every
wh' € A ppm NRH + )0, 0 € {1,...,k}, and for every fugj € qu/p_, NRH it 0 J = {k +
i/ Py i @ J J
1,...,m},
(4.95) H waZ 11 v i Hm o T @5 Ay o il
Jj=k+1 j=k+1

for all (f, f1,...,fm) € F, where sg := ¢,
1 1 1 1

(4.96) ———
Sk Dk Sk—l qk
(4.97) RIVRES gt (C [w Z’“]ZZ’C(”’C’?%H ,)
PE/Py, (pk /Pk)
max{l _1} ar < pf,
(4.98) Y (Pk Gr) =

1 1 —pt
%(g—g% 9k = Py -
To conclude the proof, we take i =1.=5" 1 and then (4.96) is satisfied. The inequality

P i=1 p ’
(4.95) immediately gives (1.5) as desired.



40 MINGMING CAO, HONGHAI LIU, ZENGYAN SI, AND KOZO YABUTA

It remains to show the vector-valued inequality (1.6). Fix r; € (p; ,p;r ),i=1,...,m, and
set 2 =", L Given N € N, we define

FY = {(F,Fl,...,Fm) ::(( S ) (3 )T

|k|<N |k|<N
(3 )™ ) bt g < 7.
|k| <N

By (1.5), for all (F,F,...,F,) € F¥, and for all weights v}" € A - NRHt ), 0=
1,...,m, ' '

(4.99) \IF\ILr(erH(ZIf’“IT); =<Z||f’“||2r(vr)>F

k|<N Lr(vr) k|<N
1
: k !
< Z HQ:”(I) VIl %(m (il?WRH . /)THfZ ”Z”(vﬁ)>
P tate Avi; *f /70) i
L
<H¢w¢ T (5 1)
”“/P " /73)

|k|<N

7" 'Y(T 7Q) A -
- HQ:’ 12 (Cilvy” / ijH( For »’Nmum(vil)’

where €; 1 1= 2max{ il g } . This corresponds to (1.4) for the family F: N and the exponent 7* =
(r1,...,7m). Then the estimate (1.5) applied to ]:7{\7 gives that for all exponents p; € (p; ,p;")
and all weights w!* € A

Pz/P7 mRH(er/pl),, Z — 1,...,m,
(4.100) 1Pl < [] €1€0 @4(CY ”Z]Xzf?’;”‘%“ﬁ’qﬁ/ BNy
i=1 ¢
for all (F, Fy,...,Fy) € ]:N where €; 5 := — gmexd ii } The estimate (4.100) in turn implies
1 m
4 101 H ( Z |fk)|r> T é H pz ’X(p“?%w&];“qi l ‘ <Z |fk‘ T’@) 5 ,
|k“<N LP(wP i=1 pi/ (P /p;) Lpi(wiz)

for all {(f*, fF,---, ff )} € F, where € := Zmax{ i Hmax{ ii}, and the constant C!
depends only on n, p;, ¢, 14, p; , and p;" Letting N — oo, we conclude (1.6) as desired. O

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let s; € (p;,p;), i = 1,...,m, be such that % = ZZ 1= <L It

follows from (1.7) and Theorem 1.1 that for all v;* € A - NRH vy i =1,...,m,

(4.102) IT(F2sos) < Co [[ 2:(Ci [ fl]l;“;"i%RH( L
i=1 ’ ’

where both Cy and C; depend only on n, s;, g;, p; , and p;-".
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Fix b = (b1,...,bn) € BMO™ and multi-index v € N™. Given v;* € A, .- N RH
i=1,...,m, in light of Lemma 2.6 part (b), we see that

(nF/si)

(vt /s:)
(4.103) o e

)

which together with Lemma 2.4 yields that there exists 7; € (1,2) such that

P, max{l,_rs%} 1_ (pT /s
(4104) ,’77{ ~ [,U:z(pl /i) ]ATS. i1 , and [ 77181(]3 /s:) :IAZ_’_S < Ts; I:,Ufl(pl /8i) ]Aq—si .
Then in view of (4.102)—(4.104), Theorem 2.11 applied to p := s > 1, p; := s;, 7 := Ts,, and
0; := s;(p;"/si), gives that for all v’ € Asi/p_ﬁ N RH(pf/Si),, 1=1,...,m,

m

a i Si jsil 7 7,7‘]7,
(105) T bJa(Fllieeey < Co [T @02 % ) ol il

i=1

T si(pi /sy, max{l ot} si(pi /1) (s
< Cy H[UZ v )]AT o ®;(C; [v; v )]Z{T( o) MIoil 5o I fill o vty
S Z ( )

i

where C; depends only on n, s;, ¢;, p; , and p;", and Cy depends only on the same parameters
and additionally on a.

Observe that for each i = 1,...,m,

a; max{l,——} (s g )N - . . .
: T 9, (C; t%(s“‘h)) is an increasing function.

(4.106) D;(t) =1t
1
Now with (4.105) and (4.106) in hand, we use Theorem 1.1 applied to s; and CJ" ®; in place

of ¢; and ®; to deduce that for all exponents p;,r; € (p; ,p;r ) and for all weights w!” €

Api/pf NEH

(pj/pz)l’ Z — 1,... ,m,

= i T i(p i)’ i \Pi,Si (67}
1T, Bla( o) < Co TT@A(CHl ™ ™ T3 billgioll fll gy
i=1

where Cj depends only on «, n, p;, ¢, si, p; , and p?’, C! depends only on n, p;, s;, p; , and
+
p,”, and

// pi1Yi(Pi,7i)7i (74,54)
<C||<I> (CF ! " k™))
LP (wP) 1 Pi/P; (g /Pi)

H(;\[T,lowfw)1

kr;
< 1b:lBvo (Z T ) ,
Pi(wy")
where 1 L= =y o C' depends only on «, n, p;, ¢, 74, si, p; , and p , and C/" depends only
on n, p;, 73, i, p; , and pi . This completes the proof of Theorem 1.2. O

5. APPLICATIONS

This section is dedicated to using extrapolation to prove quantitative weighted inequalities
for a variety of operators. This also shows that extrapolation theorems are useful and powerful.
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5.1. Bilinear Bochner-Riesz means. Given § € R, the bilinear Bochner-Riesz means of
order ¢ is defined by

B°(f1, f2)(x) == /R%(l — &% = &%) fi(r) fa(&o)e®m = Gt g, de,,

Theorem 5.1. Letn > 2 and § > n—1/2. Then for all p; € (1,00), for all w? € A,,, for all
b = (b1, by) € BMO?, and for each multi-index o € N2,

[w pz]ﬁz

7

.:jw

(5.1) 1B°(f1, fo)l Lo ury S 1fill Lo iy

i=1

.

I
—_

(5'2) H[B(va]a(flyf2)”Lp(wP) 5

[ T 10 o il s oy
(3

1.1, 1 : _ 11,1
whenever 5 1= &+ -~ < 1 with s1,s2 € (1,00), where w = wyws, > =t o

1 §>n—1/2,
Bi(d) = Pl 1 _ /
max{l, 5}, d=n-1/2,

and

7m®—{““+_—ﬁmﬂksqvip%j, §>n—1/2,

(e + 1) max{1, =, pzl_l, ;1:1 d=n-—1/2.

Proof. Let us first consider the case § > n —1/2. In this case, it was shown in [58, Lemma 3.1]
that

(5.3) B (f1, f2)(@)| S M fr(x)M fo(z),  z€R™,

where the implicit constant is independent of z, fi, and fo. Combining (5.3) with (2.1) and
Holder’s inequality, we obtain that for all p; € (1,00) and for all w" € A,,,

N

(5.4) 1B°(f1, f2)ll o (uwry S H pFlez”Lm(sz
i=1
where w = wiwy and % = p% + piz. Then it follows from (5.4), Theorem 1.2, and Remark 1.4
that for all b = (by, by) € BMO? and for each multi-index o € N2,
2 =) max{1l

b - b —_ b — } .
(B bla ) vy S Tt ER Y N T
=1

whenever s, s € (1,00) satisfy 1 := L + g <1
Next, we turn to the case 6 =n — 1/2. Given €1 € (0,3), and &2 > 0, we write
(5.5) 00):=04+e)1-6)+0(n—1/2+¢e), 6€(0,1).

We first claim that for any ui, ue € Ao,

2
(5.6) IB° O (fr, fo)llrquoy < d1(e1)' P d2(e2)” [ [luilh,llfill 2oy, V0 € (0,1),
i=1
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where u = uqu9 and the constant ¢1, ¢9 are non-negative function and ¢ is increasing. Indeed,

(5.6) can be obtained by following the proof of [58, Theorem 1.8]. We here only mention the
difference:

2
sup [¢(it)| < ¢1(e1) |All oo ey [ T 1 ill 2 am)s

teR i=1
2

Sup (1 +it)] < do(ea) |l oo my | [lwil sl fill L2 eeny
=1

provided the sharp estimate for the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator in (2.1).

Now let v%, U% € As, v := v1v9, and by Lemma 2.4, there exists v € (0,27"73) such that

2(1
(5.7) 2], < 2200214,

Then, (5.6) applied to u; = v?(HV), i =1,2, gives the for any 6 € (0,1),

2
(5.8) 1B° O (f1, f2)ll 1 2aimey < d1(e1)' P ha(e2)’ H[U?(l—i_’\/)]ig”fi”LQ(UiQ(lJr’Y)@)
=1

2

< ¢1(e1) " a(e2) 2" T30 1 ill o 20400
1=1

where (5.7) was used in the last step. Picking 6 = (1 ++)7%, &1 = 1/4, and g3 = (n — 7/4),
we utilize (5.5) and (5.8) to deduce that §() =n —1/2 and

2

(5.9) IB" 2 (f1, )l ) S TT1F)aellfill 2o

1=1
where we had used that ¢1(e1) o (e2)? < max{1, ¢1(1/4), p2(n)}, and the implicit constant
depends only on n.

Having proved (5.9) and invoking Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 applied to p; = 1, p:r =00, q¢; = 2,

and ®;(t) = t, we conclude (5.1) and (5.2). O
The next result considers the case § < n — %, which can be viewed as a complement of
Theorem 5.1.

Theorem 5.2. Letn >2, 0< 06 <n— %, and 0 < 01,02 < § be such that 61 + d2 < 4. Set
py = %351, py = %352, and p = p3 := 2. Then for all w? € Az/p; mRH(pj/2)’f i=1,2,

2
(5.10) 1B (frs )l w) S 1_[1 Ay R o I Fill 22)-
1=
Moreover, for all p; € (p; ,p;") and for all w?* € Apl_/p_f N RH(pj/pi)w i=1,2,
2
(5.11) 1B (f1, fo)ll oqury S T J[w? Tk p/“,mRH( +/p_),”fi”m(wfi)v
Z:1 l K3
where w = wiwy and % = pil + p%.
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Proof. We modify the proof of [74, Theorem 2] into the current setting. First, choose a

nonnegative function ¢ € €2°(0, o) satisfying suppy C (3, 2) and djez ©(27s) = 1 for
any s > 0. For each j > 0, we define the bilinear operator

T(f1, fa) = / / S5 A2) Ry f1 By fa N80 )y o,
0 0
where
90;;'(317 32) = (1 - S% - S%)(—;I— (:0(2J(1 - S% - S%))?

&ﬂ@:énjbmﬁmmw@LA>&

Here do is the surface measure on S~ 1. Then one has
o
(5.12) B =)"T;
j=0
Given j > 0, let B; = {z € R™ : |z| < 277} with v > 0 chosen later, and split the kernel
function K of T} into four parts:

Kj(y1,92) = K;(y1,92) 15, (y) 1B, (v2), K (y1,92) = K;(y1,92) 1, (1) 1e (12),
K5 (y1,92) = Kj(y1,92) 1B (1)1, (v2), K (y1,92) = K;(y1,y2) 1 (1) 1Bs (32).

Letting Tf denote the bilinear operator with kernel K f, {=1,2,3,4, we see that

(5.13) Ty =T; +T; +T; + T}
Note that a straightforward calculation gives
(5.14) |K (21, 29)| < 2799279 (1 4 277 |21 |) "N (1 4 277 |22|) ™, VN >0,
and
|f(z —y)| S / f(z —y)]
5.15 ——dy = ——d
(5.15) /B;. (1 +279yhv kZ:O ok <[y <2k 1454+ (14277 [y[)N Y
2 (2k+2+i(14+7))n ;
>~ kzo (1 _|_2k+j~/)N ][Q(x,2k+2+j(1+“/)) |f(y)| Y
< Z 9~ RIN=m) =i (Ny=(4Nm) 0f £ ()
k=0

< 2—j(N“/—(1+“/)”)Mf(gj)7 provided N > n.

In view of Theorem 1.1, it suffices to prove (5.10). Now let q1 = g2 = 2, v} € Aql/p; N
RH(FIL/Ql)’ == Al-‘r% ﬂ RHOCM and ’U% 6 qu/p; ﬂ RH(p;/q2)/ = Al_"_@ ﬂ RHOO COHSidering
(5.12)—(5.13), we are reduced to showing that there exists ¢ > 0 such that

n

2
(516) ”]—'jz(fl,fg)HLI(v) 5 278 ]1[1)1'2]142/?1-ﬂRH(Pj/z)l”fi”Lz(U%), ,] > 07 = 1727374'
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To control T;-l, note that v? € A, 25 CApand vi €A 25, C Agsince max{n+20;,n+25} <
2n. Using (5.14), Cauchy—Schwarzninequality, (5.15), (2.17), and (1.3), we have

0o s [ [ A A S e i vl

(UL, d5mn) o)
(L a5 m) o)

< 9—i[Nv—(14~)n] ||Mf1||L2(v§) ||Mf2||L2(v§)

N

S 279 flas 03] aa | il ooy el o2y
2

<279 H[U?]Az/p?”RH(ﬁ/z)’ HfiHLz(vZZy
:1 v !

where in the second-to-last inequality we have picked N > 0 large enough so that Ny > (14+7)n,
and then taken 0 < e < Ny — (1 4 v)n. Similarly,

_ 2 3
(5.18) T2 (f1, f)ll i) S </ </| 52504 (1|in(2$ J|31|))|Ndy > 2($)d95>
n Y1 J (14~

L w5 ) 0

< 9= iINY=(14+7)nl 95 (147) MM Full oy [ M f2ll L2 02)

< 97 d N2+ )ml 21

[N

a3zl ooy ol oo,
—ej 2 .
= ‘1_[1[Ui]A2/piﬂRH(vf/z)’”f’”Lz(”zz)’
1=
where we have chosen N > 0 sufficiently large so that Ny — 2(1 + v)n > €. Symmetrically to

Tf’(fl, f2), there holds

2

IT7(Fr f) ) € 279 [ [ 0714, oy il 2 02)-
i=1 ' '

Finally, to prove (5.16) for le, we proceed as follows. For fixed y € R", set Bj(y,r) = {z €
nz —y| < 20045} with # > 0, and split f; and fo into three parts, respectively:
fi=ha+fiztfis, and  fa= fo1+ fo2+ fos,
where
fo=Alpgsy, 2= Al o)y 137 filg ).
fap = folpy 3y, fo2:=folp g sypw3)y f23:= folp5)e

We should mention that each fi; and fo;, ¢ = 1,2,3, depend on the variable y. Let x €
Bj(y, i) Since fi1,3 is supported on R™ \ B;(y, %), it follows from fi3(z —y1) # O that
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|l —y1 —y| > %Qj(1+‘¥), and so |y;| > 27047, Noting that the kernel K]1 is supported on
B; x Bj, we get le(fl,g,fg) = 0. Similarly, le(fl,fg,g) = 0. Hence, for any = € B;(y, %),
(5.19) T} (f1, f2) (@) = T} (fr1, fo1) (@) + T} (fr1, fa2) (@)

+ T} (frz: f21)(@) + T} (fr2, fo2)(x).
Since f1,2 and f3 2 are supported on B;(y, %)\Bj (v, %), it follows from f1 2(z—y1) f22(z—y2) # 0

that |y;| > 270¥)=1 and |y,| > 27471, Then, repeating the proof of (5.17) yields

2
(5.20) 1T (Fr2, 2200l 1 (5, (1)) < 27 H[Ug]Az/pi”RH 1fiz2ll2(2)-

w2y

Since f1,1 is supported on B;(y, %), it follows from f11(x—y1) fo2(x—y2) # 0 that |y;| < 21(147)
and |yo| > 27047)~1, Thus, we calculate much as in (5.18) to get

2
I AV R | e o L P
1=
Symmetrically,
2
1 —€j 2 s
(5.22) T} (f1,27f271)v||L1(Bj(y,i)) <2 I_Il[vi]A2/pinRH(pj/WHfl’?’_ZHLz(viz)'
1=

It remains to consider le(fl,l, f2,1). Given m € L*®(R), set Tiyh := fol m(\) Ryh A"t d\. Then
[74, Lemma 3.1] states that

(5.23) [Tl 22 @®ny S I Loc @) |AllLr@n)y, 1 <p <2

Let r = 1 +2d3/n. Then v3 € A, N RH4. Using (5.23) and Holder’s inequality, we have that
for h € L?(v3) with supph C Bj(y, %),

1
(5.24) |(Twh)oall 2,1 y) < 1Tl 20, 1) <ess sup U;) 2
Bj(y:1)
1
< 2 % h 2 d 2
~ ||mHLOO(]Rn)[’U2]RHOOH ||L%(Bj(y7%)) Bj(y’%) Uy az

r—1
’ 2

1
S ”mHLw(Rn)[wﬂEHw”hUsz(Bj(y,g)’Bj(%3/4)

r—1 1
, = 2
X <][ vg(l_T )dz> <][ v} dz>
B;j(y.3) B;(y.7)

4
, 1 1
< 20402 || oo ) [v3] 2y 0314, 25, o 1702l 225,42
j 3
< 2](1+’Y) ? Hm”Lm(Rn) [Ug]A%/p; ﬁRH(PJr/sz)’ ”h'U2HL2(Bj(y,%)’
where the definition (1.3) was used in the last inequality. Similarly,
j §
(5.25) [(Twh)vill (s, 1)) S 2/ HmHLOO(Rn)[U%]Aql/p;ﬂRH(p+/ql)/ 1hoill 25, (y,2)-
Observe that

(5.26) T} (fia, fo1) (@) = Tj(fi1, f21)(x), =« € Bj(y,1/4).
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As argued in [74, (3.7)], we utilize (5.24)—(5.26) to get that for any fixed 0 < k < 9,
2

(5:27) T} (fi1, fo1)0ll 1 s, 1) 2 SR+ T [v2)a. _rn

2/p; ] /2y
=1

—&j 2
S27Y H[Ui]Az/pfnRH(p.*/z),Hfi,lHLz(”iz)’

1fiallL2 2

provided choosing &, 7, € small enough so that § —k—(14+7)(d1+d2) > €. Summing (5.19)—(5.22)
and (5.27) yields

2
(5.28) Hle(fl’fz)vHLl(Bj(y,i)) S22 H[Ug]Awp{nRH(pf/z)’Hfl By( ||L2(”

Now, integrating the both sides of (5.28) with respect to y, using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
and interchanging the order of integration, we conclude

2
1T o <279 [T, om, o 15l ag).
i=1 ’ ‘

This shows (5.16) for le and completes the whole proof. O

5.2. Bilinear rough singular integrals. Given Q ¢ L4(S**!) with 1 < ¢ < oo and
Jszn—1 Qdo = 0, we define the rough bilinear singular integral operator T by

To(f,9)(x) =p.v. Ko(r —y,z — 2)f(y)g(2)dydz,

R2n
where the rough kernel Kg is given by Kq(y,2) = W

A typical example of the rough bilinear operators is the Calderén commutator defined in
[14] as
A(z) — Aly)
|z —y/?

Co(f) (@) = pov. /R f@)dy,

where a is the derivative of A. C. Calder6n [15] established the boundedness of C, in the full
range of exponents 1 < py,py < co. It was shown in [14] that the Calderén commutator can
be written as

Ca(f) (@) = p.v. o K@=y = 2)f(y)a(z) dydz,

where the kernel is given by

K(y,2) = e(z) —e(z—y) Q((y,z)/‘(yjz)’)’

y? |(y, 2)|?
where e(t) = 1if t > 0 and e(t) = 0 if ¢ < 0. Observe that K(y, z) is odd and homogeneous

of degree —2 whose restriction on S' is Q(y, z). It is also easy to check that 2 is odd and
bounded, and hence Theorems 5.3-5.4 below can be applied to C,.

Theorem 5.3. Let Q € L>®(S* 1) and [q,1 Qdo = 0. Then for all p; € (1,00), for all
wh € Ay, for all b = (b1,bs) € BMO2, and for each multi-index o € N?,

max{ ~—}
(5.29) ITa(f1: f2)ll vy S H . E 1fill Loi iy

=1
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2

max{17577 —r) 7} )
(530) H[TQ7 ] (f17f2 ||LP(wP H 7; APz Pt Hsz%ll\/IOHfZHLPz(wfz)v
i=1
whenever & := é + é <1 with s1,52 € (1,00), where w = wiwy and % - p% ™ piz'

Proof. Picking 1y = ry = r3 =1 and p1 = po = ¢1 = q2 = 2, we see that (2.32) holds and
pi € (1,00), i =1,2. Then Lemma 2.8 gives that
1 1

(531) [w]A(zyz) S [w%]f{z [w%]zz

On the other hand, it was proved in [24] that for every @ = (w1, w2) € A(29),

3 3
(5.32) IT0l 2 w2y L2 2) 11 w) S W@ Eoo [T, ) S Q1200 [T 3, [w3] 3,
where (5.31) was used in the last step. Thus, (5.29) and (5.30) follow at once from (5.32) and
Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 applied to p;” =1, pj =00, ¢; =2, D;(t) = t3. O

Theorem 5.4. Let Q € Lq(S2"_1) with q > % and [, Qdo = 0. Let my < p; < pf < oo,

| = 1 <L, : 24n+3¢g—4 24n+q
i = 1,2, be such that 7 < p1+ —|— < 1, where m := max{ Snt3q—1° Sniq } Then for

all pi € (p; ,p), for all wl € A pifor N RH(p+/ ., for all b = (by,by) € BMO?, and for each

multi-indexr o € N2,

2 , 0G5 —F)
pi(p; /7, ”z i
(5.33) ITo(fr )lloqury S [T ™0, ™ Ifill o iy
=1
- v/
i(P; /Di i (Di,Sq
(5.34) 1T, bla(f1, f2) HLP wP) H‘I’z p 7 ]PY (p ” )Hb ||BMOHfiHLPi(wfi)’
i=1
whenever % = i—i— % <1 with s; € (p;,p;), where w = wyws, % = pll +pi2, % = % +%,
1 1 1 1 1
P ~ fe% maX{lvfsi,l}'f‘e(j—#)

Proof. By assumption, pp := min{p; ,p; 9/, } > 7, which together with [49, Theorem 1.1]
gives

(535) |<TQ(f17f2)af3>| S sup AS ,(Po,po,po) (f17f27f3) sup AS,(p;,p;7p/+)(flaf27f3)a

S: sparse S: sparse

for all fi, fa, f3 € €°(R™). This and Theorem 5.6 below imply (5.33) and (5.34) as desired. [

Remark 5.5. In Theorem 5.3, the exponent p;” > 7, can be relaxed to p; > m,, at the cost of
a larger exponent appearing in (5.33) and (5.34). Indeed, to get the first inequality in (5.35),
it requires that pg is strictly greater than~7rq. When p; = 7, and w!* € Api Jor NRH (0 /pi)'?
Lemma 2.4 impliis tliat there exists p;” < p; < p; such that w!* € Api/ﬁj mRH(pj/pi)/’ 1=1,2.
Then po := min{p; ,p;,p’.} > mg. Combining this with Lemma 2.4 and the result in the case
p, > my, we can formulate similar estimates as in Theorem 5.3. Details are left to the reader.

Recall that a family S of cubes is called sparse if for every cube @) € S, there exists Fg C @
such that |Eg| > n|Q| for some 0 < 7 < 1 and the collection {Eq}ges is pairwise disjoint.
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Given a sparse family S and § = (s1,...,8,41) With s; > 1, i =1,...,m + 1, we define the
(m + 1)-sparse form
m—+1
Msalfin o fuer) = S 1QIT] ( f Ilesldw>

QeS i=1
We are interested in those operators T that dominated by certain sparse form
(536) ’<T(f17---7fm)7fm+1>‘ SC(E) sup AS,E(f17---7fm+l)7

S: sparse

for all fi,..., fmt1 € E°(R™).

Theorem 5.6. Let 1 < p; < p;-" < o0, i=1,...,m. Assume that the operator T satis-

fies (5.36) for the exponents § = (py,...,0,,,9/), where i = p% < 1. Then for all

exponents p;,r; € (pi_,p;r) and for all weights w!" € Api/pf N RH(p.*/pi)"

m (L1
- P4
(5.37) 1T 2oy < T8 P15 il
s (w;*)
i=1
l m (i_%)'ﬁ(pzfrz) L
_:] r\r < pz( +/P1) Pi by < JT’l T
(5.38) H(me )|, S e )
J w =1 j i(w;")
where
1
& I &K1 1 K1 e
w:Hwi, 5: 17, ;:Z;, and 9:112'225;1 T 1
i=1 i=1"" i=1 " =T Yp, o PP Pt

If in addition T is an m-linear linear operator, then for the same exponents and weights as
above, for allb = (by,...,by,) € BMO™, and for each multi-indez «,

(5.39) 1T, Bla ()| o gur) <H\y [us P 1 2P ) bl g 1 Fill sty
(5.40) H(ZHT,b]a(fj)‘T)T 1_[\11Z pl(p /Pi) ]“X(Pm)%(n,si))
J L (wp) =1 i

x [1billEmo )

j | T Tiz
(Z\fﬁ ) ot

a; max{l,— 1}+9(%—FL+)
i

whenever L := 37", s% <1 with s; € (p; ,p; ), where ¥;(t) ==t

Proof. Let p; € (p;,pj) and w!" € Ap Jor N RH( i) 1 = 1,...,m. By density, we may
assume that fi,..., f, € €°(R™) in this sequel. By Lemma 2.8, one has W € Ay with
m 11
R pi (i /pi) i v
(5.41) (@470 < [ [ [ s, "

i=1
Then it follows from (5.41) and [76, Corollary 4.2] that

(5.42) IT(frs- s Fn)llLery S 04, H 1fill Lo (P
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Thus, (5.37) is a consequence of (5.41) and (5.42). With Theorem 1.1 and Remark 1.4 in
hand, the estimate (5.37) in turn gives (5.38). Additionally, (5.39) and (5.40) follow from
(5.37), Theorem 1.2, and Remark 1.4. The proof is complete. O

We close the subsection with the following remark, which shows Theorems 1.1-1.2 and
Theorem 5.6 contain a lot of applications. Details are left to the interested reader.

Remark 5.7. Now let us present some examples in terms of the hypothesis in Theorem 5.6.

e In [9], Bernicot et al. established a bilinear sparse domination AS,po,q(’) for singular
non-integral operators under certain assumptions. This verifies the hypothesis (5.36)
for 1 = po and ro = ¢(. Note also that our extrapolation theorems above can be
extended to spaces of homogeneous type since the corresponding sharp estimate for
the Hardy-Littlewood operator (2.1) was established in [52, Proposition 7.13].

e For Bochner-Riesz means B in R?, the authors [6] proved a similar spare bilinear form
to (5.36) with 7y = 6/5 and ro = 2 whenever @ > 1/6. Much as before, one can
not only recover [6, Theorem 1.2], but also obtain quantitative weighted estimates and
vector-valued inequalities.

e Bui et. al [12] studied the Schrédinger operator L = A + V on R™ with n > 3, where

V € RH, and q € (n/2,n). Letting py = (% - %)_1 and K(z,y) be the kernel of the

Riesz transform L~1/2V, we see that K satisfies the Bui-Duong’s condition (cf. [12,
Theorem 5.6]). The latter implies L"-Hérmander condition (cf. [70, Proposition 3.2]).
Then, combining the L? bounds for VL =2 with p € (1, po] (cf. [86]) and the pointwise
sparse domination in [70], we use a duality argument to conclude that there exists a
sparse family S such that [(VL™Y2f, )| < As1p,(f,9). That is, the hypothesis (5.36)
is satisfied for the Riesz transform VL~1/2,

e For the m-linear Calderén-Zygmund operators and the corresponding maximal trunca-
tion, pointwise sparse dominations were obtained in [28, 37], which immediately implies
(5.36) with #= (1,...,1). Then one can improve Corollaries 8.2 and 8.3 in [47] to the
quantitative weighted estimates.

e Let 1 <7 < oo and g be the square function with the kernel K, satisfies the m-linear
L"-Hérmander condition defined in [21]. Under the assumption that g is bounded from
L"(R™)x - --x L"(R™) to L"/™>(R™), Cao and Yabuta [21] obtained a pointwise control
of g by As i, where 7= (r,...,7,1). Then, the square function g verifies (5.36).

e The operators satisfying (5.36) also include the discrete cubic Hilbert transform [36]
and oscillatory integrals [63].

5.3. Multilinear Fourier multipliers. Given s, m € N, a function o € €*(R"™\ {0}) is said
to belong to M?*(R™™) if

|0gt - g (§)] < Call&r] + -+ + [&m]) ™ == 1l vE e R™™\ {0},

for each multi-index o = (g, ..., ) with Y17 ag| < s.
Given s € R, the (usual) Sobolev space W*(R"™") is defined by the norm

oy = [ 1+ 168717@RaE)"
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where fis the Fourier transform in all the variables. For §= (s1,...,8,) € R™, the Sobolev
space of product type W*(R™™) consists of all f € S'(R™) such that

1
2

by o= ([ QIR 0+ Iy FOPEE) < .

Given a function ¢ on R™, we set
(5.43) ;(§) = (2

(o (2'6),
where U € S(R™) satisfy supp¥ C {1/2 < |{] < 2}, and Ekez\ll@_kg) =1 for all £ €
R™™\ {0}. Denote

Jj €L,

WHR™) = {0 € L2(R™) - 5up [l ey < 00},
Jje

WHR™M™) := {0 € L®(R™) : sup o7 |y (gnmy < 00}
J

Then one has
MP(RM™) G WP R™) € W) (™)

For a bounded function ¢ on R™", the m-linear Fourier multiplier T}, is defined by

Ta(f)(fﬂ) = / eQWix-(§1+,,,+5m)U(

for all f1,... fm € S(R™).
Be means of extrapolation theorems, we improve Theorems 1.2 (i) and 6.2 in [43] to the

weighted estimates with quantitative bounds. We can also establish the corresponding weighted
estimates for the higher order commutators and vector-valued inequalities as follows.

Theorem 5.8. Let m >2,n/2 < s;<n,i=1,...,m. Assume that o € W¥(R™™). Then for
every p; > n/si, for every w € Apsims t=1,...,m, for all b = (by,...,by) € BMO™, and
for each multi-indexr o € N™,

—

A - i 172m
(5.44) T (F)llnary < TT0P P2 ol
i=1
A - ( it ) 7,( z:2m
(5.45) 1o Bla (Dl zogry < TTRFTA, 2T bill B0 Fill os i
=1

1_ym 1 R & N
where & =330 o and w =1, w;.

Moreover, for any r € (n/s;,2], i =1,.

H(kz T (fh fk,n)r)l

7~~~7km

)

LPi (wfi )

2

m (

< BZ r
Hl p s;/n
1=

<Z 5 V)T

LP(wP)

1 m 1
(S mbhthear) | S TIrn ezl (Sr) |
K1, km Le(wP)  j—=1 ki LPi (w;)
where
%’Yl(pla 2m)7 r= 27 (ai + %)’Yl(ph 2m)7 r= 27
Bi(r) :==q 3 ni(r) = 3
§7i(pia qi)Vi(in 2m)7 r 7£ 2, (ai + 5)72'(]9@', Qi)’yi(q% 2m)7 r 7& 2,

provided q; € (n/s;,r), i=1,...,m
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Proof. We borrow some ideas from [43], but now we can give a proof without using the weighted
Hardy space argument. Let p; := n/s; and pj ;= oo for each ¢ = 1,...,m. Let ¢ =2 and
g = 2m for 1 < ¢ < m. Then, ¢; € (pi_,pzr). Checking the proof of [43, Theorem 6.2], we can

obtain that for any weight v{* € Ay, /., = Aqi/pf NRH 40,0 =1,...,m,
i 5

(5.46) Tl < IO Wil
1=

Thus, (5.44) follows from (5.46) and Theorem 1.1 applied to ®;(t) = t3/2.
Note that in the current scenario, v;(¢;, ¢i) = 1, 74, = 2ms;/n, and hence,

&)Z(t) L maX{l’_Tqi_lfl}q)i(Ci t'Yi(Qini)) _ Ci% t%+ai max{l,m} _ CZ-% t%"‘ai‘
Then in view of (5.46), Theorem 1.2 applied to s; = ¢; = 2m implies (5.45).

On the other hand, Lemma 2.12 and (5.44) give that for every ¢; > n/s;, for every wl €

Agisifmr 1=1,...,m,
1 m
r (3 172 r
(2 metteszar )| ST | (S S
Fiooikm La(ve) g L% (v]t)
provided r = 2 or r € (n/s;,2) and ¢; € (n/s;,r), where % = Z:”’lqi and v = [[I", v;.
Therefore, the vector-valued inequalities above follow from Theorem 1.1 applied to ®;(t) =
3
t37i(gi,2m) O

Theorem 5.9. Let 1 <r <2 and s1,82 > 1/r. Let o be a bounded function on R? satisfying
sup [|(1 — Ag) T (I — Ag,) F o
JEZL

LT R2 < OO?

where o is given in (5.43) with n = 1. Assume that 1 < pi,p; < oo and lrgla<x2 8—1 < 112122 p, -

Then for all exponents p; € (p; ,00) and all weights w!* € Api/p_f, 1=1,2,
2 1"+2max{2, T
Pi—b;
T (Plrcary < [Tt 1Fillzn oty
=1 ¢

1 1
re = =— 4+ —>1 =
where P P p2 and w = wiLwsy.

Proof. We will use the same notation as [46]. By the same argument as [46, p. 970], we are
deduced to showing the boundedness of T,,, and T,,, which satisfy

(5.47) AT, (fr, f2))| S M(AIP) P M (AT f]?) 7,
(5.48) Toy(fio f2) = Y Ty (1, AL f2),

JEZ
(5.49) Ty, (f1, ALf2) S M(IASF1]) 7 M(|ALfo7) 7.

Here, p € (1,2) satisfies mzlnési < p < min{p;,p,,r}if r > 1, and p = 1 if r = 1. The
1=1,2 7"

multiplier A(’- is defined by &g-\f = 6(277.)f, for each j € Z, where 6 € S(R) satisfies supp(d) C
{£ eR: 1/00 < [§] < o}, for some ¢g > 1, and 3,50 B(279¢) = Cy for all £ € R\ {0}.
Considering the same property of Ag)- and A§, we will suppress 6 and ¢ in this sequel.
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Let w? € A , -, i=1,2. By the choice of p, we have

pi/p;
(5.50) wi' € Apyp C Ay, with  [wl]a, <[w]la, , < [w]]a i=1,2.

t Z%;/P?7
Let us control T, and T,,. Invoking (5.48)—(5.50), (2.1), and Lemma 3.3, we use Holder’s
inequality to conclude that

1T (F1, F)llioury S || S M(A; £11P) 7 M(1A; folf)

JEZ LP (wP)
2 Y
<TT|(Xmasn)e)?)
i=1" jez LPi(w;*)
2 11 1
. ma‘X{_7.—} 2
< pi 2hi—p ( r 2) 2
S 1'[1[w, 4, % 1A, fil s
1= JjE %
2
max{d oo} max(d, L)
S 1_[1[70? ]Api/p T w f]Ap_ A fll L Pi)
1=
2 2max{l7 =
i Pi—h;
S H[wf ]Ap_/p_, HfiHLpi(wf_’i)a

1

.
Il

where the inequality (3.8) was used in the second-to-last step. To estimate Ty, , we note that
by Lemma 2.9,

P

5.51 wP
(.51 was < [, kL

||:1\3

since p% = p, —1— — <2andp<1<2p_. Therefore, in view of Lemma 5.10 applied to r = 2

and v = wP, (5. 51) and (5.47), we proceed as above to obtain

(Z 1A;(T5, f17f2))’2>

1T, (f1s f)llze(ury S [ wp 14,

JEZ L (wP)
15 . 5\ 3
SITutts | |mase (Zmaism?)’
i=1 pilky JET Lp(wp)
2 12 1 2\ 2
STI0EE IMUAED | (M O25520)7 )
i=1 Pi/P; JEZ LP2 (wy?)
1
ot o tmax{, L} 2) 2
SEORNIT S Y (O TS N I
JEZ LP2(wy?)
m 15 4 omax{i,— —}
.. Py 2 =P
ST " il
i1 Pi/Pi ?
This completes the proof. O

In this subsection, we always choose ¢ € S(R") with [, ¢ dr = 1, and set ¢y (z) =t~ "¢(x/t)
for any x € R" and ¢t > 0. And let ¢, ® € S(R") satisfy 0 < ¥(£) < 141 /0<)ej<2y, ¥(§) > 0
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for 1/2 < |£| < 27 Zjez 7,/[)\(2]5) =1 fOI' |£| 7’5 0, and 1{1/2§‘€‘§2} < &)(f) < 1{1/3§|f|§3} Denote
pi(x) =27I"p(x/27) and @j(x) = 277" P (x/27) for each j € Z.
Lemma 5.10. For all 0 <p<1<r <2 and for allv e A,,

S (s f|2>

JEZ

11+2r

<

~

LP(v)

[ fllr ) <

sup |¢y *
t>0 LP(v)

Proof. 1t suffices to show the second inequality since |f(z)| < supsq |¢e * f(x)| for all z € R™.
By Lemma 5.11-5.12 below and estimates in [11, p. 588], we have

ey = || @5 v+ 4] sup (Z‘@ iy P o)

(Z i fP)

9., 2
]5+7
Ao

Hr(v) ™

N[=
N[=

< WA (S suploc v« 17)

- Lp(v) L7 (v)
< 2+2; s\2 3l
S Il [ZM(\% it
j Lp/s(v)
2420 max{ s %
< 2
Skl " e, [Z RN
where we used Lemma 3.3 and that A > max{%, 3} = =¥, so s :== ¥ < 2 and [v]a,,, < [v];. If

we take % (- )forsomeee(, 1),thenp—s=p—2% =p(1—2)>p(l — (1 —¢)) = pe.

This means maX{Q, = S} < e . Consequently, taking e = 1/2, we get the desired estimate. [

>

We use the maximal operators N, N*, N* defined in [11]. Moreover, given a sequence
f = {f;}, a function u on R, and @,k > 0, we define

*k Pp— # )
e g (S on) (i)'

~ ~ t k
Nau(@) = swp Ju@d), Neu(@) = sup wwr(—).
: lz—y|<at " YERM £>0 t+ |z -y

Lemma 5.11. For any p € (0,00), r € (1,00), and w € A,,

(5.52) N ull o) S 0] ,z N1l £ ao)
(5.53) IN* o) S [w ]2 INE|| £ 10
(5.54) INE[| Lo (w0 HATHN*fHLP

Proof. The inequality (5.52) follows from the following

N*u < sup 27 Nogmu and — w({Ngu > n}) < (1+ 8/a)™ [w]i{rw({ﬁau >n}),
meN

for all n > 0, where the first estimate is trivial and the second one is contained in [50]. The
inequality (5.53) is a consequence of (5.52) and the pointwise estimate N*f < N}*f.
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To show (5.54), we trace the proof of || Nf|| () S [N1F||p(w in [11]. Firstly, by (5.52) we
have

ING £l o) S w5 IINEl Lo ()

~ ; 1 ,
Setting N,ui(z) = SUDys0,|z—y|<put (Z]EZ ]qﬁy) x fj(y)]7) @, where ¢! = g—i and p > 1, we use
(5.53) to get

T'l

(5.55) | Nutill oy < ], 1N o)

Since 7 > 1 and w € A,, Lemma 2.4 gives that r > inf{p > 0:w € A,}. So, for s € (0,1] with
p/s=r>inf{p>0:w e A,}, and 6 > 0 satisfying I'5(y) C I',(x) for all (y,t) € T'1(z), we
get

Nf(z)®* < (1+1/8)"M((N*T£)*)(z) + 6° ZN me:
Hence, taking LP/*(w)-norm of both sides of the above, and using (5.55), we see that

1
INE ) < O+ 1/8) ] N £l 30y + Co8%| Nl 1o

Choosing § so small that C20® < 1/2, we obtain

1 i
S (w4 INTEl| o) = [W] £ INTEl| Lo ()
p/s

~

INE Lo ()
This completes the proof of (5.54). O
Lemma 5.12. Then for any p € (0,1] and w € As,

sup ‘qﬁt* (Z@j*fj)‘
J

9
S Wi, IN* || Lo ()
LP(w)

0<t<oo

Proof. Fix w € Ay and A > 0. It suffices to show

(5.56) A _w({xeR" sup qst*(Zcp *f]) )‘>)\})
{ /Rn\m Ej:]f] da:+w(Q,\)}

where the implicit constant is independent of A, and 2 := {N*f > A} (cf. [85, p. 190]).

It follows from Whitney decomposition that one can find a pairwise disjoint family of cubes
{Q;} such that Q) = J, Qr and dist(R™\Qy, Qr) ~ ¢(Qr). Then we choose a sequence of
nonnegative functions {¢y } such that 1o, =Y, ¢k, with the following properties

6 (63 — |
supp(pr) C =Qk a ::/R ordr = |Qkl, 10kl Leorn) S UQk) 1.

Setting
~ 1
fi(z) = fi(x)1gmq, + me o and by ;= a—k/R fi(@)er(z) dz,
k

we see that for all x € R",

Yo i@ s Z |f(2) P 1rm0, + Z b (2)|* € A + N () S A%,
i
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where z; € CoQ; N (R™\ Q) # O for all j and for some Cy > 0, which follows from the
construction of Whitney decomposition of €.

Writing

T :zu}({x € R"\ Q) :sup |¢y * (Z(I)j*(fj —fj))(az)‘ > )\}),

t>0 -
= J

and observing that

sup @*(Z@* - 7)) @)| $AM), w RN,

t>0
where 01 (x) is defined in (3.13), we invoke Lemma 3.6 to deduce
(5.57) T S 190 22 S Tulh,w(@),
By Chebyshev’s inequality and (2.1),

(5.58) TN .—w<{x€R igg (Z@ *fj)(x)‘>/\}>
X7 suploce (X *fj)1 V(e )

L2 (w) L2 (w)

Bl =, / 3 * H@)| w(e) do
L2(w) R

To control the last term, we let 7' be the singular integral with .Z(¢?(Z),C)-valued kernel
® = {®;}jez defined by T'(g) := 3 ;7 ®;j x g; for good %valued functions g = {g;}jez.
One can check that T is bounded from L?(R"™,¢2) to L?(R",¢?), 12l 22z),c) S 2|7, and
IV®| 22z),c) S )71 (cf. [88, p. 165]). Hence, this, Lemma 3.4, and (5.58) yield

(5.59 KAl [ I uto)ds
-
<A / S 1 @) Peo(a)da + [, w(Sy).
R™M\Q25
As a consequence, (5.56) immediately follows from (5.57) and (5.59). O

5.4. Weighted jump inequalities for rough operators. Let F := {F}(x)}4~0 be a family
of Lebesgue measurable functions defined on R”. Given A > 0, we introduce the A-jump
function Ny (F) of F, its value at = is the supremum over all N such that there exist s; < ¢; <
S <ty < ... < sy <ty with

|Fy, () — Fs ()] > A, Vk=1,...,N.
Given p > 0, the value of the strong p-variation function V,(F) at x is defined by

V,(F)(x) = sup <|mo<x>|ﬂ+Z|Ftk<:c> —m“(:cw);,

{tk}r>0 >1

where the supremum runs over all increasing sequences {ty }r>0.
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Given Q € L'(S"!) and £ > 0, the truncated singular integral operator T} is defined by

Toof) = [ ) 1o~ yay.

M

The principal value singular integral and its maximal version are defined by

Tof(x):= lim To.f(x) and Toxuf(z):=sup|To.f(z), zeR"™
e—0t e>0

In this sequel, we write 7 := {Tq ¢ }e>0.

Theorem 5.13. Let p > 2 and Q € LI(S"™!) with q € (1,00) be such that [y, Qdo = 0.

Then for all p € (¢, 00) and for all w € Ay )y,

7max{1,p/q2,71}
(5.60) 1Tl ey S [w] 4 I £l 2 ()

p/d’
where T € { supA\V/NyoT,V,0T, TQ7#}.
A>0

It suffices to show (5.60) for T = sup AV/Ny) o T, which immediately implies (5.60) for

A>0
T e {V,0T,Tq4} since the following pointwise domination holds
To4f(x) < V(Tf)(z) < sup M NA(T f)( z €R",

provided that ¢2°°(N) embeds into ¢*(N) for all p > 2.

Let us turn to the proof of (5.60) for T = sup A\/N) o 7. It was proved in [57, Lemma 1.3]
A>0

MWNTH@) S S2(THE) + M/ Nys({Toz fH(@), @R,

that

where

So(TF)(a =<Z‘f2ﬂf >)
JEZL

By(THw = s Zmum ~Tanf@P)
[hﬁliﬂdyg“l}

7max{1,

Thus, we are reduced to proving
< [w p/d’—1
Loy 2 4, 11l 2o (w)

(5.61) [ 502/ Ma (T )
4max{1,

m +}
(5.62) 152(T )l Le(w)y S [w]Ap/q, PNl o g

5.4.1. Dyadic jump estimates. We are going to show (5.61) in this subsection. Let ¢ €
S(R™) be a radial function such that q?(g) =1 for || < 2 and QAS(é) = 0 for || > 4. Define
(Zk(f) = ¢A5(2k5) for each k € Z. For each j € Z, set vj(x) := %l{yg‘x‘<2j+1}($>. Then for
any k € Z,

Touf@) = [ TE D p)ay =3 vy sa

x—y|>2k |$_y|n >k
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= dp xTof + ) (60— 6k) * Viys # f — Gr* Y Vhis % f

s>0 s<0
= Thf+Tf — T f,

where §y is the Dirac measure at 0. Let 7'f denote the family {7} f}rez, i = 1,2,3. Hence,
to get (5.61) it suffices to prove the following:

X{ /
(5.63) Hsup)\ NA(Tif) A/a, e 1F o). i=1,2,3.

A>0

We begin with showing (5.63) for ¢ = 1. Define
]D)jf = E]f - Ej—lfa (b@f = {E]’f}jez, where E]f = <][ fdl') 1Q,
QED;
where D; is the family of dyadic cubes with sidelength 27.
Lemma 5.14. For any p € (1,00) and w € A,

max{l,p—ll}

(5.64) ITflrwy S [wla, " I flLew),

where Tf € {(ZjeZ ID; f1%)2, supaso AV NA(ES) }-

Proof. For p = 2, the estimate (5.64) for dyadic operators is contained in [62], which established
a sharp weighted inequality for the Haar shift operators. The general case is a consequence of
the case p = 2 and Theorem 4.1. Then (5.64) for jump operators follows at once from (5.64)

N

1
for Tf = (ZjeZ |]Djf|2)§ and the proof of [59, Proposition 4.1]. O
Define the square function as follows:
1
2
(5.65) of = (Slowr r )
keZ

Lemma 5.15. For any w € Ay,

(5.66) 1612wy r2(w) S Wi, and 16| p1w)—pieow) S Wk,

where the implicit constant is independent of [w] 4,
Proof. We claim that for all k&, j € Z,

(5.67) 1Tkl 2y = N1 Dn4s * Dj f — B fll 2y S 27 [w] a, 1D £l 22 )

for some 6 > 0, where the implicit constant and 6 are independent of k and j. To show (5.67),
we first note that by [57, p. 6722], for any k > 0,

ErjDif =0 and  |gpyy x D, f| S 27FM(D; f),
which along with (2.1) gives
105l 22 ) S 27K IM D5 )l 2wy S 27wl ag D £l 2wy < 27 [w] 4, 1D £l 2w
To control the case k < 0, we use the argument in [25, p. 2461-2463] and that
wAQ) < A"w]a,w(Q), for any cube @,
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to see Iy, j(x) = D_ 450 la(), where for some ¢ > 0,
1
Mall 2wy S 27 Twlg, 1D fll 2y, d < 1KI/2,

1
Mall 2wy S 27wl D5 fll 2y, d 2 1kI/2.

Then summing these estimates up, we obtain (5.67) as desired.
Having shown (5.67), we use f(z) = 3_;,D; f(2), a.e. € R", to deduce that

1612 H(Z | (6 # Dsf ~ Bk, f>(>

k€Z jJEZ L2(w)
2\ 2
< (Z <Z 1Pk * D f — IEic]D%‘fHL?(w)) >
keZ jez
la (3 (2, fum(w))
k€eZ jeZ
1
[ Z 2—6|k—j\) <Z 2—0|k—j||]1))jf||%2(w))] :
keZ jEL JEZL
[ 5 (S )0
JEZ keZ
1
= [l | (S DfP)7| S Wil
JEZL L2(w)

where we have used Minkowski’s inequality, (5.67), Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and (5.64).
This shows the first estimate in (5.66). Then, using the first inequality in (5.66) and Calderén-
Zygmund decomposition as in [25, p. 2458-2460], we obtain the second estimate in (5.66).
The proof is complete. U

Lemma 5.16. Let % be a family of operators given by % f := {¢p * f}trez. Then for all
p € (1,00) and for all w € A,

FSWereay

A>0

max{S,p it

[naivEaen

P (w)

Proof. Since N) is subadditive,
(5.68) Nx(% f) < NX(2f) + Na(€f),

where Zf := {¢r* f —Eif}rez and & f := {Eif }rez. Recall the square function in (5.65) and
observe that supy.q A/ NA(Z2f) < &f, which together with (5.66) and Theorem 4.4 applied
to pg = 1 implies

w2 1| 2o (uw)-

s avE@

A>0 HL P(w)

In view of (5.64) and (5.68), this gives at once the desired estimate. O
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Now using Lemma 5.16 and (3.17), we obtain

H sup )\\/WHLP(U)) = H SUP )\\/NA({QSk * (TQf)})‘

A>0 Lr(w)
max{5,——} 7max{l,—+—}
<l T T vy S ol 77

which shows (5.63) for i = 1.
For the term with .72, it was shown in [25, p. 2453] that

(5.69) sup)\\/NA 77 <y <Z| 8o — 6k) * Viss * f]| )5 =Y G,

s>0 keZ 5>0
where
1
2
Gsf <) (Z (60 — Pr) * Vs * Al2—kf|2> = > Gif,
l€Z “kel €z
with
(5.70) IGLf 2y S 277°° min{2, 27700 | £]| p2(gn).
It follows from Lemmas 3.5 and 3.9 that for any v € A, /y,
! < %max{l,%} 9 9 i
(5.71) G ey S 12, (D Wosn = AE 1)
kE€Z Lr(v)
—max{l, }+ max{1, p 3max{l,—2—}
<@yt T £y S T ey
Then interpolating between (5.70) and (5.71) with v = 1 gives
(5.72) IGLfllr@ny S 2727 W) £l ogny,  for some a, 8> 0.
On the other hand, for w € A}/, by Lemma 2.4, there exists v = v, € (0,1) such that

max{l,ﬁ}

(1+7) = cnlw]y =i, By, and [w]a, < [wa S (0]

/ p/a’ ~ p/d"’

p/q
which along with (5.71) implies

3(14) max{1,
(5.73) IGEA ooy < lwla
Considering Theorem 3.1 with wy = 1, w; = w'*7, and § =
and (5.73) to arrive at

i ) I £1l e w4y

1

T35 We interpolate between (5.72)

as(1—0) e B 3max{1
(5.74) G fll oy S 270D 2= AHA=0) gy

~

7%}
e £l 2o (w)

Note that e~* < 2¢t=2 for any ¢ > 0, and

(5.75) Yoomes(-0 = N ommE Y 27w S By+ Y. s 2B S B,
s>0 0<s<By s>By s>DBg

Similarly,

(5.76) > 2 AlO=) < By
l€Z
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Hence, (5.69) and (5.74)—(5.76) imply

4max{1

H sup A/ Ny (T2 f) H y ) £l e ()
A>0

This shows (5.63) for i = 2.

To control the term with .73, we note that by [25, p. 2456],

sup)\\/NA T3f) < Z(Z‘%*Vkﬂ*f‘ )

[NIES

= ZHsf7

s<0 keZ s<0
where
1
Vo) < D2 || (D00 v # ALLIR) | = D I lloa,
lez ' kez LP(w) ez
with

IHLf |l Loy S 2° min{2, 277} £ 2 gy
Analogously to (5.74), one has

3max{1

2
—as(1— — — pra =1}
1HLf oy S 270D 2700w, e | o,

p/q’

and eventually,

eanezn] Sl T

A>0
This shows (5.63) for i = 3.

5.4.2. Short variation estimates. We will prove (5.62) in this subsection. As did in [25],

(5.77) So(TH) (@) <D Son(TF)(),

kEZ
(5.78) 1826 (T llzrny < 27 £l owny,  VE € Z,
(5.79) SaT1)@) 5 (X i@ ) ke,
and for g < 2, =
(5.80) 1S TP oy < M1 2y Mz F I
where

(Z‘V]t*Ak ]f‘ >%

2 dt)é
= Lr(w) t

1
12,k f1 e (w) (/ Migp2-a(gw)( Z|A (z)]? dw) )

JEZ

1k fll e (w) < ( 1

where vj(x) := %1{2jtg‘x‘ggj+l}($) and g € L®/2) (w) with HgHL(p/z)/(w) <1.
We claim that

ax{ ’

(5.81) 1924 )l oy S ol 7 1o
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Once (5.81) is obtained, we use (5.77), (5.78), and Stein-Weiss’s interpolation Theorem 3.1 as
before to get

4max{1,——2—
92T D ey % B s,

which shows (5.62) as desired.
It remains to demonstrate (5.81). If ¢ > 2, we invoke (5.79), (3.18), (3.10), and (3.8) to

deduce
(St

—+3 max{l o= 1}

1524(T D)l Loy S T

p/q

LP(w)

(S 18}

JET

AN

[w]l’ q’

p/q

LP(w)

,+max{1 == 1} 2 max{1

2
7ﬁ}
Swlp” 1 lary S Wl 7 1 i

To treat the case ¢ < 2 (trivially, p > 2), we observe that much as (3.37),

? max{1,—2—
(5.82) 1T f oy S [w]h w ) I £l 2 ()

and
_ I — —(p/2)\1-p/2
|Q|2 q c L27q (S 1)’ (wl (p/2) ) P =w € Ap/q, = A(p/2)/(ﬁ)/

The latter, along with by Holder’s inequality, Theorem 3.8 applied to (p/2)" and z%q instead
of p and ¢, (3.10), and (3.8), gives

1
(5:83)  Iofllis S [[Miop-a(gw)lZ, a0 oo || (20 183 561) 7
JEZ L (w)
{1, 57 b max{1, 25} 3
Sty T (5 )
p/q
JEZ L (w)
max {1, — }+max{1,-2-} 2max{1,
Sy S Rl ),
Therefore, in the case ¢ < 2, (5.81) follows from (5.80), (5.82), and (5.83). O
5.5. Riesz transforms associated to Schrédinger operators. Consider a real vector po-
tential @ = (aq,...,a,) and an electric potential V. Assume that
(5.84) 0<VeELL(RY) and a;€ LL (R"), k=1,...,n
Denote

We define the form @Q by

QU =3 [t Tt de+ [ Vi@ da

with domain

D(Q) :={f € L*(R") : Lyf € L*(R"), k=0,1,...,n}.
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Let us denote by A the self-adjoint operator associated with Q. Then A is given by the
expression

Af = LiLef +V
k=1
and the domain of A is given by

D(A) = {f € D(@).3g € L(R") such that Q(f,9) = | gpdavp € D@},
Rn
Formally, we write
A=—(V—ia) (V—ia)+V.
For convenience, denote

Ry =Ly A™V? k=0,1,...,n.
Duong et al. [41, 42] consecutively established the LP boundedness of Riesz transform Ry

and its commutator [Rg,b], k = 0,1,...,n. More specifically, under the assumption (5.84), we
have for any 1 < p < 2
(5.85) Ries [Rib] - LP(R™) — LP(R"™), k=0,1,...,n,

provided by b € BMO.
We would like to establish weighted version of (5.85) as follows.

Theorem 5.17. Assume that @ and V satisfy (5.84). Let b € BMO. Then for every p € (1,2),
for every weight w? € A, N RH3,py, and for every k = 0,1,...,n, both Ry and [Ry,b] are
bounded on LP(wP).

A particular case is the operator 4, = —A + V, where V € L{ (R") is a non-negative

loc

function. The L*(R™) boundedness of Ry := V.4, Y2 was given in [78, Theorem 8.1], while
it was proved in [41] that Ry is bounded from H}(R") to L'(R™). Then the interpolation
implies

(5.86) Ry is bounded on LP(R™), Vp € (1,2].

However, (5.86) fails for general potentials V € L{ (R") when p > 2, see [36]. Now Theorem
5.17 immediately implies the following weighted inequalities.

Theorem 5.18. Let 4, = —A+V with 0 <V € LL _(R"), and set Ry = V.i”v_lp. Then

for any p € (1,2), for any wP € Ay N RH )y, and for any b € BMO, both Ry and [Ry,b] are
bounded on LP(wP).

The rest of this subsection is devoted to showing Theorem 5.17. For this purpose, we present
two useful lemmas below.

Lemma 5.19 ([3]). Fizr1 < ¢<o00,a>1andw € RHy, 1 < s < co. Assume that F, G,
Hy and Hy are non-negative measurable functions on R™ such that for each ball B there exist
non-negative functions Gp and Hp with F(x) < Gg(z) + Hp(x) for a.e. © € B and for all
r,T € B,

(5.87) ]{BGB dy < G(x) and (éH}é dy) ! <a(MF(z)+ Hi(z) + Ha(Z)).

Then for all p € (0,q/s),
(5.88) IMF|| 1oy < C (1G] o) + 1H1ll 1o ) + 1 H2ll Lo uw))
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where the constant C' depends only on n, a, p, q, and [w]ry,, -

To proceed, we introduce some notation. Given a ball B we set C;j(B) := 4B for j =1 and
C;(B) :=2/"1B\ 2/B for j > 2, and

1
fle)de = ——— f(x)dx.
72]»(3) ) 2Bl Joym) )

Lemma 5.20. Let 1 < g < 2 and B be a given ball and f € LY(R™) with supp(f) € B. Let
Ay =1—(1- e_T’QBA)m with a given integer m > 1. Then for all > 1 and k =0,1,...,n,

(5.89) < ][C .

J

A @)pae)" e [f@par)
) B

1

(5.90) (f LS Ay ) e (£ @)’

where the implicit constants are independent of B, f, j and k.

Proof. We begin with showing (5.89). It follows from (3.1) and (3.2) in [42] that the kernel
pi(x,y) of et satisfies

lz —y?
A

lpe(x,y)| < (4mt) 2 exp ( - >, V¢t > 0 and a.e. z,y € R",

2
\8fpt(m,y)\ < th_("/2+k) exp < — u), VYt > 0 and a.e. z,y € R™.

cit

Thus for all € C;(B) and j > 2, we have |z — y| ~ 2/rp for any y € B and

2 — |2 j
Goy @) s r;"exp(—'”“ y')lf(y)ldyse“*cl £ 1flay
B B

47%
The above inequality also holds for j = 1. The desired estimate (5.89) immediately follows
from (5.91) and the expansion
AT‘B S (I _ e—r%A)m _ Z(—l)k—i—lene_kT%A.
k=1

Now we turn to the proof of (5.90). Recalling that

1 o0 dt
A_1/2:—/ —tA_7
il ¢ VA

one has

Ri(I — Avy)f = /0 " o () LA f d,

1
where g,(t) = Zﬁo(—l)ECfn%. Now we claim that

. n—1
o0 472 T dt ;
T e R - —nj
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Moreover, it was proved in [42, Proposition 3.1] that for any j > 2, there exist positive constants
c1 and ¢y such that

1 .
3 t—n/2 47 2
(7[ | |Lkpt(:n,y)|2d:1:> < g exp ( - Tf), vVt >0, y € R™.

j €2

which along with (5.92) gives

<][ 'RkU—ArB)f(x)Fdx)q
C;(B)
§/0 |grB |/ |f (][ )|Lkpt(g;,y)|qdl‘>qdydt
. 492 n— 1d 1
27 [Tl (525) % (f o)’

1

< Oy (]fg \f(rc)\qdrc> q

It remains to demonstrate (5.92). We will use the elementary estimates for g, (t):

5.93 gr(t §i, P <t<(+1)r20=0,1,...,m,
Vi i
(5.94) g-(B)| < Cour?™ ™72 t> (m+ 1)r?

The first one is easy. The second one is an application of Taylor’s formula, see [2, Sec. 3].
Denote o« = 47 /¢. Then the inequality (5.94) gives that

o0 49,2 r n-l dt & r Zm+n—1 43,2 dt
5.95 (e (1 <c, r —al2dt
( ) /(m+1)r2 |g ( )|e t <t1/2> \/_ N (m41)r2 <t1/2> © t

= C’moz_(er%Jr%) /m+1 s 3 e 5ds < C’mZ_j(2m+"_1)F<m + g + %)
0

Write ¢(s) = s~ 2e" s, s > 0. It is easy to get ¢/(s) = s~ 2 2% (o — 55) and

(5.96) d(s) < p(2a/n) = 2a/n) 272 < C,27™, Vs> 0.
Thus, by (5.93), changing variables and (5.96), we have for any 0 < ¢ < m,
(Z+1)7”2 _M r n—1 dt
(5.97) L= [ el ()
o [ ( )
>0Um 02 /_ ETQ t1/2 \/E

/+1 5 /+1
—C, / siet —C, / 25) 4
s—/
Z—I—l L
=2Cno(L+1) —2C,, / 0)2¢'(s)ds

o
< Cp27" + Cm4]/ s"2 2 5 ds
0
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. . n o0 n
=Cp27™ + Cm4]a_2_1/ tze tdt
0

—C,, 27 4 Cmc%+12—"jr(g n 1) < G2,

where the constant C,, depending only on m and n varies from line to line. Accordingly, the
inequality (5.92) follows from (5.95) and (5.97). This completes the proof. O

Proof of Theorem 5.17. Let p € (1,2) and w? € A, N RH(y/,).We follow the ideas in [5].
Choose pg and g such that 1 < py <p < qo < 2 and w? € A/, N RH 4, /). This together

with Lemma 2.6 part (c) gives that w™ € A, N RHy, where r = p//q), s = pj/p’, and
Tp = (%‘))/(1% —1) + 1. Note that w™ € NRHy implies w™ € RH for some sg € (1,s).
Fix f € L and a ball B with the radius rg. Write
F:=|Rif|% and A,,:=1—(—- e_’"JZBA)m,
where m € N is large enough. Observe that
F < 2% Y(I — A, )RLf|% + 2% 1| A2 Ry f|® =: G + Hp.

We first control Gp. By duality, there exists g € L%(B, dxz/|B|) with norm 1 such that for all
x € B,

(5.98) <][0de> ¢

12

1
1
(£ 10 AR o [ IR = Ayl
f 51 Js

352 (f 1) (1 et - )

=1

N

.

< M(|f|%)(x qﬂ ZZ gl oo a3y S M FI) (@),

7j=1

where we have used (5.90). To estimate Hp, we set ¢ := p{/q, and observe that by duality
there exists h € LP°(B, dx/\B]) with norm 1 such that for all x € B,

(5.99) ( ][ HY, dy ) S = ‘ / Ry I Arph| dy
B [B]

1
522“(][ RLf |qo> < / |ArBh|qO>‘“
j=1 CjB C-(B)

J

O\l’_'

1
1 2 . o 1
SMP@ 32O (f )" < MF@E,
=1 B
where (5.89) was used in the last step.

Consequently, (5.98) and (5.99) verify the hypotheses (5.87) with G(x) = M (|f|%)(x) and
H, = Hy = 0. Observe that r = p'/q(, = q/s < q/so. Then, invoking (5.88) applied to r, s,
and w™* in place of p, s, and w, respectively, we obtain

IREAND, ) = 1l sty < IMFl ey S UMD ey S N

which together with duality yields the LP(wP)-boundedness of Ry. This along with Theorem
1.2 implies the LP(wP)-boundedness of [Ry, b]. O
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