arXiv:2202.11901v1 [math.CA] 24 Feb 2022

ON THE BOUNDEDNESS OF MULTILINEAR FOURIER MULTIPLIERS ON HARDY SPACES

JIN BONG LEE AND BAE JUN PARK

Abstract. In this paper, we study multilinear Fourier multiplier operators on Hardy spaces. In particular, we prove that the multilinear Fourier multiplier operator of Hörmander type is bounded from H^{p1} × · · · × H^{pm} to H^p for 0 < p1, . . . , pm ≤ 1 with 1/p1 + · · · 1/pm = 1/p, under suitable cancellation conditions. As a result, we extend the trilinear estimates in [17] to general multilinear ones and improve the boundedness result in [18] in limiting situations.

1. Introduction

Let m be a positive integer greater than or equal to 2 and σ be a bounded function on (R^n )^m. The m-linear Fourier multiplier operator T_σ associated with σ is defined by

(1.1) T_σ ( f_1, . . . , f_m ) (x) = ∫ (R^n )^m σ(ξ_1, . . . , ξ_m) ^f_1(ξ_1) · · · ^f_m(ξ_m)e^{2πi⟨x,ξ1+···+ξm⟩}dξ_1 · · · dξ_m for Schwartz functions f_1, . . . , f_m on R^n , where ^f(ξ) := ∫ R^n f(x)e −2πi⟨x,ξ⟩dx is the Fourier transform of f. The L^{p1} × · · · × L^{pm} → L^p boundedness of T_σ, 1/p = 1/p_1 + · · · + 1/p_m, is one of principal questions in multilinear harmonic analysis and there have been several satisfactory results even though multilinear operators can not be directly attacked by tools for linear operators. Coifman and Meyer [6] proved that if N is a sufficiently large number and σ satisfies

(1.2) | |∂^αm_{ξ1} · · · ∂^αm_{ξm} σ(ξ_1, . . . , ξ_m) | | ≲_{α1,...,αm} | |(ξ_1, . . . , ξ_m) | |^{−(|α1|+···+|αm|)}, (ξ_1, . . . , ξ_m) ≠ ⃗0 for all multi-indices α_1, . . . , α_m satisfying |α_1| + · · · + |α_m| ≤ N, then T_σ is bounded from L^{p1} (R^n ) × · · · × L^{pm} (R^n ) into L^p(R^n ) for 1 < p_1, . . . , p_m < ∞ and 1 ≤ p < ∞ with 1/p = 1/p_1 + · · · + 1/p_m. This result was refined by Tomita [24] who obtained a multilinear version of Hörmander’s multiplier theorem. Let Ψ be a Schwartz function, defined on (R^n )^m, having the properties that 0 ≤ ^Ψ ≤ 1, supp(^Ψ) ⊂ {⃗ ξ ∈ (R^n )^m : 2^{−1} ≤ |⃗ξ| ≤ 2 } , and ∑ j∈N ^Ψ_j(⃗ξ) = 1 for ⃗ξ ≠ ⃗0 where Ψ_j := 2^{jmn}Ψ(2^j⃗· ). That is, {Ψ_j }_{j∈Z} is a family of Littlewood-Paley functions on (R^n )^m. For s ≥ 0, we define the Sobolev space L^2_s((R^n )^m) in terms of the finiteness of the norm

(1.3) ‖F ‖_L2_{s ((R}n_)m_) := ( ∫ (R^n )^m ( 1 + 4π^2|⃗ξ|^2 )_s| ^ F (⃗ξ) |_2 d⃗ξ )_{1/2}

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 42B15, 42B25, 42B30, 47H60. Key words and phrases. Fourier muitipliers, Multilinear operators, Hardy spaces. J.B. Lee is supported by NRF grant 2021R1C1C2008252. B. Park is supported in part by NRF grant 2019R1F1A1044075 and was supported in part by a KIAS Individual Grant MG070001 at the Korea Institute for Advanced Study . 1

and then we will use the notation

L^2_s[σ] := sup_{j∈Z} ‖ σ(2^j⃗· )^Ψ ‖ L^2_s((R^n )^m)

throughout this work.

Theorem A. [24] Let 1 < p, p_1, · · · , p_m < ∞ with 1/p = 1p_1 + · · · + 1/p_m. Suppose that s > mn 2 . Then we have ‖ T_σ(f_1, . . . , f_m) ‖ L^p(R^n ) ≲ L 2 s[σ] m∏ μ=1 ‖f_μ‖_Lpμ_{(R}n_) for Schwartz functions f_1, . . . , f_m on R^n .

The above result was generalized to the full range of indices 0 < p_1, . . . , p_m ≤ ∞, in some recent papers, by using a product-type Sobolev space condition, instead of L^2_s[σ] < ∞. For this one, the space L^{pμ} (R^n ), μ = 1, . . . , m, would be replaced by the Hardy space H^{pμ} (R^n ).

To recall the definition of Hardy spaces, let ϕ be a smooth function defined on R^n with supp(ϕ) ⊂ {x ∈ R^n : |x| ≤ 1}. Then the Hardy space H^p(R^n ) for 0 < p ≤ ∞ contains all tempered distributions f on R^n such that

(1.4) ‖f‖_Hp_{(R}n_) := ‖ ‖ sup_{l∈Z} | ϕ_l ∗ f |‖ ‖_{Lp(Rn )} < ∞ where ϕ_l := 2^{ln}ϕ(2^l·) for l ∈ Z. The space provides an extension to 0 < p ≤ 1 in the scale of classical L^p spaces for 1 < p ≤ ∞, which is more natural and useful in many respects than the corresponding L^p extension. Indeed, L^p(R^n ) = H^p(R^n ) for 1 < p ≤ ∞ and several essential operators, such as singular integrals of Calderón-Zygmund type, that are well-behaved on L^p(R^n ) only for 1 < p ≤ ∞ are also well-behaved on H^p(R^n ) for 0 < p ≤ 1. Moreover, especially when 0 < p ≤ 1, every f ∈ H^p(R^n ) can be written as

(1.5) f = ∑ k λ_ka_k in the sense of tempered distributions

where λ_k are coefficients satisfying ( ∑ k∈N |λ_k|^p )_{1/p} ≲ ‖f‖_Hp_{(R}n_) and a_k are H^p-atoms, which means that there exist cubes Q_k such that supp(a_k) ⊂ Q_k, ‖a_k‖_L∞_{(R}n_) ≤ |Q_k|^{−1/p}, and

(1.6) ∫ R^n x^αa_k(x)dx = 0 for all multi-indices |α| ≤ L

for L > n/p − n. Here, L may be actually an arbitrarily large number greater than n/p − n. Now let S(R^n ) denote the Schwartz space on R^n and for a given positive integer L let S^L(R^n ) be its subspace consisting of f satisfying ∫ R^n x^αf(x)dx = 0 for all multi-indices α with |α| ≤ L.

Then as mentioned in [13, Proposition 2.1], for all 0 < p < ∞

(1.7) S^L(R^n ) is dense in H^p(R^n ) if L > n p − n.

We remark that S(R^n ) is also dense in H^p(R^n ) = L^p(R^n ) for 1 < p < ∞, but not for 0 < p ≤ 1. See [22, Chapter III, §5.2] for more details. Moreover, as discussed in [22, Chapter III, §5.4], if f ∈ L^1(R^n ) ∩ H^p(R^n ) for 0 < p ≤ 1, then we must necessarily have

(1.8) ∫ R^n x^αf(x)dx = 0 for all multi-indices |α| ≤ n p − n. We refer to [2, 3, 8, 22, 26] for more details.

To study multilinear multiplier operators on Hardy spaces, we now assume that the operator T_σ, defined in (1.1), initially acts on functions f_μ ∈ S^L(R^n ), μ = 1, . . . , m, in view of (1.7). Here, we set L to be a sufficiently large number greater than n/p − n. That is, L > n/p − n ≥ n/p_μ − n for all μ = 1, . . . , m. Then we have the following result.

Theorem B. [11, 12, 15, 19] Let 0 < p < ∞ and 0 < p_1, . . . , p_m ≤ ∞ with 1/p = 1/p_1 + · · · + 1/p_m. Suppose that L is sufficiently large and

(1.9) s_1, . . . , s_m > n 2 , ∑ μ∈J ( s_μ − n p_μ ) > − n 2 for any nonempty subset J of {1, · · · , m}. Then we have ‖ T_σ(f_1, . . . , f_m) ‖ L^p(R^n ) ≲ sup j∈Z ‖ σ(2^j⃗· )^Ψ ‖ L^2_{(s1,...,sm)}((R^n )^m) m∏ μ=1 ‖f_μ‖_Hpμ_{(R}n_) (1.10)

for f_1, . . . , f_m ∈ S^L(R^n ).

Here, the space L^2_{(s1,...,sm)}((R^n )^m) indicates the product type Sobolev space on (R^n )^m, in which the norm is defined by replacing the term (1+4π^2|⃗ξ|)^s in (1.3) by ∏_m μ=1 ( 1+4π^2|ξ_μ|^2 )_{sμ} for ⃗ξ := (ξ_1, . . . , ξ_m) ∈ (R^n )^m. We remark that the condition (1.9) is sharp in the sense that if the condition does not hold, then there exists σ such that the estimate (1.10) fails for the corresponding operators T_σ. Refer to [21] for more details.

In the paper of Lee, Heo, Hong, Park, Yang, and the authors [18], there has been some recent progress concerning multilinear multiplier theory associated with the original Hörmander condition, which provides a generalization of Theorem A.

Theorem C. [18] Let 0 < p < ∞ and 0 < p_1, . . . , p_m ≤ ∞ with 1/p = 1/p_1 + · · · + 1/p_m. Suppose that L is sufficiently large and

(1.11) s > mn 2 , 1 p − 1 2 < s n + ∑ μ∈J ( 1 p_μ − 1 2 )

for any subset J of {1, . . . , m}, which may be empty, where we adopt the convention that the sum over the empty set is zero. Then we have

(1.12) ‖ T_σ(f_1, · · · , f_m) ‖ L^p(R^n ) ≲ L 2 s[σ] m∏ μ=1 ‖f_μ‖_Hpμ_{(R}n_) for f_1, · · · , f_m ∈ S^L(R^n ).

The optimality of the condition (1.11) is already studied by Grafakos, He, and Honzík [9] who proved that if (1.12) holds, then we must necessarily have s ≥ mn/2 and 1/p − 1/2 ≤ s/n + ∑ μ∈J (1/p_μ − 1/2) for all subsets J of {1, . . . , m}.

The estimate (1.12) has been recently improved in the trilinear case by replacing the target space L^p(R^n ) by the Hardy space H^p(R^n ) for 0 < p ≤ 1, under the additional cancellation condition

(1.13) ∫ R^n x^αT_σ ( f_1, f_2, f_3 ) (x)dx = 0 for multi-indices |α| ≤ n p − n for all f_1, f_2, f_3 ∈ S^L(R^n ).

Theorem D. [17] Let 0 < p_1, p_2, p_3 < ∞ and 0 < p ≤ 1 with 1/p = 1/p_1 + 1/p_2 + 1/p_3. Suppose that L is sufficiently large and s > 3n 2 and 1 p − 1 2 < s n + ∑ μ∈J ( 1 p_μ − 1 2 )

where J is an arbitrary subset of {1, 2, 3}, which may be empty, where we adopt the convention that the sum over the empty set is zero. Let σ be a function on (R^n )^3 satisfying (1.13). Then we have ‖ ‖T_σ(f_1, f_2, f_3) ‖ ‖_{Hp(Rn)} ≲ L^2_s[σ]‖f_1‖_{Hp1 (Rn )}‖f_2‖_{Hp2 (Rn )}‖f_3‖_{Hp3 (Rn )} for f_1, f_2, f_3 ∈ S^L(R^n ).

Remark 1. The analogous result is still true in the bilinear setting, but the arguments used there could not be applied to general m-linear operators for m ≥ 4. Remark 2. The initial function space S^L(R^n ) in Theorem D is actually S_0(R^n ) := ⋂ L∈N S^L(R^n ) in the original version [17, Theorem 1], but it is easy to see that everything still works with S^L(R^n ) as long as L > n/p − n. In the present work, we employ S^L(R^n ) to avoid unnecessary situations.

Remark 3. The condition (1.11) is equivalent to s > mn 2 , 1 p − 1 2 < s n + m∑ μ=1 min { 0, ( 1 p_μ − 1 2 )} . Note that J would be empty when p_1, . . . p_m ≤ 2.

The purpose of this paper is to establish multilinear extensions of Theorem D in some limiting cases. Precisely, we obtain H^{p1} × · · · × H^{pm} → H^p estimates for general m-linear operators when 0 < p_1, . . . , p_m ≤ 1. As mentioned in [17], the condition (1.13) is very natural and necessary in the boundedness into the Hardy space H^p for 0 < p ≤ 1, in view of (1.8). For a multilinear extension of the above boundedness result, we now consider a bounded function σ on (R^n )^m having the property

(1.14) ∫ R^n x^αT_σ ( f_1, . . . , f_m ) (x)dx = 0 for multi-indices |α| ≤ n p − n where f_1, . . . , f_m ∈ S^L(R^n ) for L > n/p − n. Then our main result is Theorem 1. Let 0 < p_1, · · · , p_m ≤ 1 and 0 < p ≤ 1/m with 1/p = 1/p_1 + · · · 1/p_m. Suppose that L is sufficiently large and (1.15) s > n p − n 2 .

We also assume that the operator T_σ satisfies the vanishing moment condition (1.14). Then we have ‖ ‖T_σ(f_1, · · · , f_m) ‖ ‖_{Hp(Rn)} ≲ L^2_s[σ] m∏ μ=1 ‖f_μ‖_Hpμ_{(R}n_) for f_1, · · · , f_m ∈ S^L(R^n ).

We note that the condition (1.15) clearly implies (1.11) when 0 < p_1, . . . , p_m ≤ 1.

The study of boundedness into the Hardy space H^p(R^n ), 0 < p ≤ 1, for multilinear operators with vanishing integral, such as (1.14), was initiated by Coifman, Lions, Meyer and Semmes [5] who proved that certain bilinear operators are bounded from L^q × L^{q′} into H^1 for 1 < q < ∞ with 1/q + 1/q^′ = 1. Later, the result was generalized by Dobyinski [7] for Coifman-Meyer multiplier operators and by Coifman and Grafakos [4] for finite sums of products of Calderón-Zygmund operators. These works, for H^1-boundedness, are related to compensated compactness which arises in theory of partial differential equations to assure convergence of certain nonlinear quantities. For more details, we refer to [1, 5, 20, 23] and references therein. In the works of Grafakos, Nakamura, Nguyen and Sawano [13, 14], the H^{p1} × · · · × H^{pm} → H^p boundedness was established for multilinear multiplier operators T_σ with some cancellation condition, provided that σ satisfies the multilinear Mihlin’s condition (1.2) for multi-indices α_1, . . . , α_m satisfying |α_1| + · · · + |α_m| ≤ N for sufficiently large N. However, the optimal regularity conditions were not pursued at all as it requires sufficiently large N. From this point of view, Theorem D improves the results of Grafakos, Nakamura, Nguyen, and Sawano for trilinear operators, and Theorem 1 does for general multilinear operators although the input function spaces are limited.

The proof of Theorem 1 heavily relies on the atomic decomposition (1.5), but it is not guaranteed that we can interchange infinite sums of atoms and the action of the operator T_σ as in T_σ ( f_1, . . . , f_m ) = ∑ k_1,...,k_m∈N λ_{1,k1} · · · λ_{m,km} T_σ ( a_{1,k1} , . . . , a_{m,km} )

for functions f_μ ∈ H^{pμ} (R^n ) with atomic representation f_μ = ∑ k_μ∈N λμ,kμ aμ,kμ , 1 ≤ μ ≤ m. To settle this issue, we will additionally assume that the multiplier σ has compact support in (R^n )^m, which allows us to write, with the aid of Theorem C, | ϕ_l ∗ T_σ ( f_1, . . . , f_m ) (x) | ≤ ∑ k_1,...,k_m∈Z (^m∏ μ=1 |λ_{μ,kμ} | )| |ϕ_l ∗ T_σ(a_{1,k1} , . . . , a_{m,km} )(x)|.

See Section 3 below for the details. Then we apply the method of Grafakos and Kalton [10] and pointwise estimates of the form | ϕ_l ∗ T_σ ( a_{1,k1} , . . . , a_{m,km} ) (x) | ≲ L^2_s[σ]b_1(x) · · · b_m(x) uniformly in l ∈ Z

where ‖b_μ‖_Lpμ_{(R}n_) ≲ 1 for μ = 1, . . . , m. Such arguments are stated in Lemma 4.1 below, which is actually the key part of this paper. Since the above estimate separates the lefthand side to m distinct functions of x, we may now apply Hölder’s inequality with exponents 1/p = 1/p_1 + · · · + 1/p_m. For general multipliers σ ( without the compact support condition ), we apply a suitable approximation argument, which will be presented in (3.6).

Notation. Let N and Z denote the sets of the natural numbers and integers, respectively, and we define N_0 := N ∪ {0}. We use the symbol A ≲ B to denote A ≤ CB for some independent constant C, and A ∼ B if A ≲ B and B ≲ A hold simultaneously. For a given cube Q in R^n , let c_Q, ℓ(Q) denote its center and side length, and χ_Q be the characteristic function of Q. We denote by Q^∗, Q^{∗∗}, Q^{∗∗∗} the concentric dilates of a cube Q with ℓ(Q^∗) = 10 √ nℓ(Q), ℓ(Q^{∗∗}) = ( 10 √ n )_2

ℓ(Q), and ℓ(Q^{∗∗∗}) = ( 10 √ n )_3

ℓ(Q). We use the notation ⟨y⟩ := ( 1 + 4π^2|y|^2 )_{1/2} for y ∈ R^M , M ∈ N.

2. Preliminaries

For a locally integrable function f on R^n , let Mf(x) := sup_{Q:x∈Q} 1 |Q| ∫ Q |f(y)|dy be the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function of f where the supremum ranges over all cubes in R^n containing x. Then it turns out that the maximal operator M is bounded in L^p(R^n ) for all 1 < p ≤ ∞.

We now review some lemmas that will be repeatedly needed in the proof of the main result. The first lemma is very useful in estimating the L^p norm of the sum of functions having a compact support for 0 < p ≤ 1.

Lemma 2.1. [10, Lemma 2.1] Let 0 < p ≤ 1 and J be a finite or countable index set. Suppose that {Q_μ}_{μ∈J} is a sequence of cubes in R^n , and {F_μ}_{μ∈J} is a family of nonnegative integrable functions with supp(F_μ) ⊂ Q_μ. Then we have ‖ ‖ ∑ μ∈J χ_{Qμ} F_μ ‖ ‖ L^p(R^n ) ≲ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑ μ∈J ( 1 |Q_μ| ∫ Q_μ F_μ(y)dy ) χ_{Qμ} ‖ ‖ ‖_{Lp(Rn )} where the constant in the inequality depends only on p.

We now introduce a variant of Bernstein’s inequality, which is contained in [11, 19], modulo a few minor modifications.

Lemma 2.2. [11, 19] Let 1 ≤ p ≤ q ≤ ∞ and s ≥ 0. Let K be a function, defined on (R^n )^m, whose Fourier transform is supported in a ball of a constant radius. Then for μ = 1, . . . , m and any multi-indices α ∈ (N_0 )^n, there exists a constant C_{p,q,α} such that ‖⟨ (x_1, . . . , x_m) ⟩_s ∂^α_μ K(x_1, . . . , x_m) ‖ L^q (x_μ) ≤ Cp,q,α ‖⟨ (x_1, . . . , x_m) ⟩_s K(x_1, · · · , x_m) ‖ L^p(x_μ)

for all x_j ∈ R^n , j ≠ μ.

The last one will play a significant role in the proof of Theorem 1, in conjunction with the vanishing moment condition of T_σ in (1.14).

Lemma 2.3. [17, Lemma 4.1] Let N ∈ N and a ∈ R^n . Suppose that a function F , defined on R^n , satisfies ∫ R^n x^αF (x)dx = 0 for all multi-indices α with |α| ≤ N.

Then for any 0 ≤ ϵ ≤ 1, there exists a constant C_ϵ > 0 such that ‖ ϕ_l ∗ F ‖ L^∞(R^n ) ≤ Cϵ2 l(N+n+ϵ) ∫ R^n |y − a|^{N+ϵ}|F (y)|dy.

3. Proof of Theorem 1 : Reduction

We first show that the multiplier σ can be assumed to be compactly supported in Theorem 1, using an approximation argument. Suppose that (3.1) L^2_s[σ] < ∞ for s > n/p − n/2. Let φ be a Schwartz function on R^n such that supp( ^φ) ⊂ {ξ ∈ R^n : |ξ| ≤ 2} and ^φ(ξ) = 1 for |ξ| ≤ 1. For R > 0, let φ_R := R^nφ(R · ) and

^Φ_R(ξ_1, . . . , ξ_m) := ^φ_R(ξ_1) · · · ^φ_R(ξ_m) for (ξ_1, . . . , ξ_m) ∈ (R^n )^m.

Now we define σ_R(⃗ξ) := σ(⃗ξ) ^Φ_R(⃗ξ) so that

(3.2) T_{σR} (f_1, . . . , f_m) = T_σ ( φ_R ∗ f_1, . . . , φ_R ∗ f_m ) . It follows from Theorem C with (3.1) that

T_{σR} (f_1, . . . , f_m) → T_σ(f_1, . . . , f_m) in the sense of tempered distribution

as R → ∞, because φ_R is an approximation of identity (as R → ∞). This clearly deduces lim_{R→∞} ϕ_l ∗ T_{σR} ( f_1, . . . , f_m ) (x) = ϕ_l ∗ T_σ ( f_1, . . . , f_m ) (x) for x ∈ R^n ,

and thus we have

(3.3)

‖ ‖T_σ(f_1, . . . , f_m) ‖ ‖_{Hp(Rn )} = ‖ ‖ sup l∈Z | |ϕ_l ∗ T_σ(f_1, . . . , f_m) | | ‖ ‖ L^p(R^n ) ≤ ‖ ‖ lim inf R→∞ sup_{l∈Z} | ϕ_l ∗ T_{σR} (f_1, . . . , f_m) |‖ ‖_{Lp(Rn )} ≤ lim inf R→∞ ‖ ‖ sup l∈Z | ϕ_l ∗ T_{σR} (f_1, . . . , f_m) |‖ ‖_{Lp(Rn )} = lim inf R→∞ ‖ ‖T_{σR} (f_1, . . . , f_m) ‖ ‖_{Hp(Rn )} where Fatou’s lemma is applied. Moreover, using the compact support conditions of both ^Ψ

and ^Φ_R, it is easy to see that

L^2_s[σ_R] ≤ sup j:2R<2^j ≤4R √ m ‖ ‖σ(2^j⃗· )^Ψ(⃗· ) ^Φ_R(2^j⃗· ) ‖ ‖_{L2s ((Rn )m)} + sup j:2^j ≤2R ‖ ‖σ(2^j⃗· )^Ψ ‖ ‖_{L2s((Rn )m)}. The second term is clearly less than L^2_s[σ] and the Kato-Ponce inequality ( see [16] ) yields that for 2^j ∼ R ‖ σ(2^j⃗· )^Ψ(⃗· )^Φ(2^j R^{−1}⃗· ) ‖ L^2_s ((R^n )^m) ≲ ‖ σ(2^j⃗· )^Ψ ‖ L^2_s ((R^n )^m) + ‖ σ(2^j⃗· )^Ψ ‖ L^2((R^n )^m) ≲ L 2 s[σ], which finally proves

(3.4) L^2_s[σ_R] ≲ L^2_s[σ] uniformly in R > 0.

In view of (3.3) and (3.4), we reduce the proof of Theorem 1 to the estimate

(3.5) ‖ ‖T_{σR} (f_1, . . . , f_m) ‖ ‖_{Hp(Rn )} ≲ L^2_s[σ_R] m∏ μ=1 ‖f_μ‖_Hpμ_{(R}n_) uniformly in R > 0 as this can be improved to any multipliers σ in general:

(3.6)

‖ ‖T_σ(f_1, . . . , f_m) ‖ ‖_{Hp(Rn )} ≤ lim inf_{R→∞} ‖ ‖T_{σR} (f_1, . . . , f_m) ‖ ‖_{Hp(Rn )} ≲ lim inf R→∞ L^2_s[σ_R] m∏ μ=1 ‖f_μ‖_Hpμ_{(R}n_)

≲ L^2_s[σ] m∏ μ=1 ‖f_μ‖_Hpμ_{(R}n_). In order to establish (3.5), we apply the atomic decomposition for Hardy spaces. Each

f_μ ∈ H^{pμ} (R^n ) can be written as

f_μ = ∑ k_μ∈N λ_{μ,kμ} a_{μ,kμ} where {a_{μ,kμ} }_{kμ∈N} is a sequence of H^{pμ} -atoms so that supp(a_{μ,kμ} ) ⊂ Q_{μ,kμ} , ‖a_{μ,kμ} ‖_L∞_{(R}n_) ≤ |Q_{μ,kμ} |^{−1/pμ} for some cube Q_{μ,kμ} , ∫ Q_{μ,kμ} x γ a_{μ,kμ} (x)dx = 0 for all multi-indices |γ| ≤ L, and ( ∑ k_μ∈N |λμ,kμ | p_μ )1/p^μ ≲ ‖f μ‖_Hpμ_{(R}n_) where L is a sufficiently large number greater than

n/p − n. Then we claim that

(3.7) | ϕ_l ∗ T_{σR} ( f_1, . . . , f_m ) (x) | ≤ ∑ k_1,...,k_m∈N (^m∏ μ=1 |λ_{μ,kμ} | )| |ϕ_l ∗ T_{σR} (a_{1,k1} , . . . , a_{m,km} )(x)|. For this one, we define

f^N_μ := N∑ k_μ=1 λ_{μ,kμ} a_{μ,kμ} , N ∈ N so that

(3.8) ‖ f_μ − f^N_μ ‖ H^{pμ} (R^n ) ≲ (^∞∑ k_μ=N+1 | λ_{μ,kμ} |_{pμ} )1/pμ → 0 as N → ∞. Then the left-hand side of (3.7) is less than | |ϕ_l ∗ T_{σR} (f_1 − f^N_1 , f_2, . . . , f_m)(x) | | + | |ϕ_l ∗ T_{σR} (f^N_1 , f_2 − f^N_2 , f_3, . . . , f_m)(x) | | . . + | |ϕ_l ∗ T_{σR} (f^N_1 , . . . , f^N_{m−1}, f_m − f^N_m )(x) | | + | |ϕ_l ∗ T_{σR} (f^N_1 , . . . , f^N_m )(x) | |. The last term is clearly dominated by N∑ k_1=1 · · · N∑ k_m=1 (^m∏ μ=1 |λ_{μ,kμ} | )| |ϕ_l ∗ T_{σR} (a_{1,k1} , . . . , a_{m,km} )(x)|

≤ ∑ k_1,...,k_m∈N (^m∏ μ=1 |λ_{μ,kμ} | )| |ϕ_l ∗ T_{σR} (a_{1,k1} , . . . , a_{m,km} )(x) | | by the multi-linearity of the operator ϕ_l ∗T_{σR} . Therefore, it suffices to show that the remaining terms approach 0 as N → ∞. We will be concerned only with the first term as similar arguments can be applied to the others. We note that the Fourier transform of T_{σR} (f_1 − f^N_1 , f_2, . . . , f_m) is supported on the ball {ξ ∈ R^n : |ξ| ≤ 2 √ mR} due to the support of ^φ_R.

This shows that ϕ_l ∗ T_{σR} ( f_1 − f^N_1 , f_2, . . . , f_m ) = ϕ_l ∗ Υ_R ∗ T_{σR} ( f_1 − f^N_1 , f_2, . . . , f_m ) for some Schwartz function Υ_R on R^n whose Fourier transform is equal to 1 on the ball {ξ ∈ R^n : |ξ| ≤ 2 √ mR} and is supported on the larger ball {ξ ∈ R^n : |ξ| ≤ 4 √ mR}. Now, using Nikolskii’s inequality (sometimes called Bernstein’s inequality) in [25, Proposition 1.3.2], we have | |ϕ_l ∗ T_{σR} (f_1 − f^N_1 , f_2, . . . , f_m)(x) | | = | | ∫ R^n ϕ_l ∗ Υ_R(x − y)T_{σR} ( f_1 − f^N_1 , f_2, . . . , f_m ) (y)dy | |

≲ R^{n/p−n} ( ∫ R^n | |ϕ_l ∗ Υ_R(x − y) | |^p | |T_{σR} (f_1 − f^N_1 , f_2, . . . , f_m)(y) | |^pdy )_{1/p}

≲_{R,l,p} ‖ ‖T_{σR} (f_1 − f^N_1 , f_2, . . . , f_m) ‖ ‖_{Lp(Rn )} ≲ L^2_s[σ_R] ‖ ‖f_1 − f^N_1 ‖ ‖_{Hp1 (Rn )} m∏ μ=2 ‖f_μ‖_Hpμ_{(R}n_) → 0

as N → ∞, thanks to (3.8). Here, the last inequality follows from Theorem C. This completes the proof of (3.7).

We also remark that the vanishing moment condition (1.14), together with (3.2), guarantees

(3.9) ∫ R^n x^αT_{σR} ( a_{1,k1} , . . . , a_{m,km} ) (x)dx = 0 for multi-indices |α| ≤ n p − n as each φ_R ∗ a_{μ,kμ} belongs to S^L(R^n ).

In conclusion, matters reduce to the following proposition, in view of (1.4), (3.7), and (3.9).

Proposition 3.1. Let 0 < p_1, . . . , p_m ≤ 1 and 0 < p ≤ 1/m with 1/p = 1/p_1 + · · · + 1/p_m. Suppose that L is sufficiently large and s > n p − n 2 . We also assume that the multilinear multiplier operator T_σ satisfies the vanishing moment condition ∫ R^n x^αT_σ ( a_{1,k1} , . . . , a_{m,km} ) (x)dx = 0 for multi-indices |α| ≤ n p − n for functions f_μ ∈ S^L(R^n ) having the atomic representation f_μ = ∑ k_μ∈N λμ,kμ aμ,kμ , μ = 1, . . . , m, where each a_{μ,kμ} is an H^{pμ} (R^n ) atom with the property (1.6) upto the degree L, and {λ_{μ,kμ} }_{kμ∈N} is a sequence of coefficients satisfying ( ∑ k_m∈N |λμ,kμ | p_μ )1/pμ ≲ ‖f μ‖_Hpμ_{(R}n_).

Then we have ‖ ‖ sup l∈Z ∑ k_1,...,k_m∈N (^m∏ μ=1 |λ_{μ,kμ} | )| |ϕ_l ∗ T_σ(a_{1,k1} , . . . , a_{m,km} ) | | ‖ ‖ L^p(R^n )

≲ L^2_s[σ] m∏ μ=1 ‖f_μ‖_Hpμ_{(R}n_). The proof of the proposition will be given in the next section.

4. Proof of Theorem 1 : Proof of Proposition 3.1

Suppose that each H^{pμ} atom a_{μ,kμ} is associated with a cube Q_{μ,kμ} so that supp(a_{μ,kμ} ) ⊂ Q_{μ,kμ} , ‖a_{μ,kμ} ‖_L∞_{(R}n_) ≤ |Q_{μ,kμ} |^{−1/pμ} , and ∫ Q_{μ,kμ} x γ a_{μ,kμ} (x)dx = 0 for multi-indices |γ| ≤ L.

Then we write ∑ k_1,...,k_m∈N (^m∏ μ=1 |λ_{μ,kμ} | )| |ϕ_l ∗ T_σ(a_{1,k1} , . . . , a_{m,km} )(x) | | ≤ G^l_{in}(x) + G^l_{out}(x)

where

G^l_{in}(x) := ∑ k_1,...,k_m∈N (^m∏ μ=1 |λ_{μ,kμ} | )| |ϕ_l ∗ T_σ(a_{1,k1} , . . . , a_{m,km} )(x) | |χ_{Q∗∗1,k1 ∩···∩Q∗∗m,km} (x),

G^l_{out}(x) := ∑ k_1,...,k_m∈N (^m∏ μ=1 |λ_{μ,kμ} | )| |ϕ_l ∗ T_σ(a_{1,k1} , . . . , a_{m,km} )(x)|χ_{(Q∗∗1,k1 ∩···∩Q∗∗m,km )c} (x). Now it suffices to show that ‖ ‖ sup l∈Z G^l_{in/out} ‖ ‖ L^p(R^n )

≲ L^2_s[σ] m∏ μ=1 ‖f_μ‖_Hpμ_{(R}n_).

The term associated with G^l_{in} can be easily handled by the argument of Grafakos and Kalton [10]. Suppose that Q^{∗∗}_{1,k1} ∩ · · · ∩ Q^{∗∗}_{m,km} ≠ ∅ as we are done if the intersection is empty. We may also assume that the side length of the cube Q_{1,k1} is the smallest among those of the cubes Q_{1,k1} , . . . , Q_{m,km} . Then as done in [10], we choose a cube R_{⃗k}, ⃗k := (k_1, . . . , k_m), such that Q^{∗∗}_{1,k1} ∩ · · · ∩ Q^{∗∗}_{m,km} ⊂ R_{⃗k} ⊂ Q^{∗∗∗}_{1,k1} ∩ · · · ∩ Q^{∗∗∗}_{m,km} and ℓ(R_{⃗k}) ≳ ℓ(Q_{1,k1} ). By applying Lemma 2.1, we have ‖ ‖ sup l∈Z G^l_{in} ‖ ‖ L^p(R^n ) ≲ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑ k_1,··· ,k_m∈N ( 1 |R_{⃗k}| ∫ R_{⃗k} | |MT_σ(a_{1,k1} , · · · , a_{m,km} )(y) | |dy )

× (^m∏ μ=1 |λ_{μ,kμ} | ) χ_{R⃗k} ‖ ‖ L^p(R^n )

and the integral over R_{⃗k} is less than |R_{⃗k}|^{1/2} ‖ MT_σ ( a_{1,k1} , · · · , a_{m,km} )‖ L^2(R^n )

≲ |R_{⃗k}|^{1/2}L^2_s[σ]‖a_{1,k1} ‖_L2_{(R}n_) m∏ μ=2 ‖a_{μ,kμ} ‖_L∞_{(R}n_)

≤ |R_{⃗k}|^{1/2}L^2_s[σ]|Q_{1,k1} |^{1/2} m∏ μ=1 |Q_{μ,kμ} |^{−1/pμ} ≲ |R_{⃗k}|L^2_s[σ] m∏ μ=1 |Q_{μ,kμ} |^{−1/pμ} where we applied the maximal inequality for M and the L^2 × L^∞ × · · · × L^∞ boundedness of T_σ, which holds due to Theorem C, in the first inequality. This, together with Hölder’s inequality, finally concludes that ‖ ‖ sup_{l∈Z} G^l_{in} ‖ ‖_{Lp(Rn )} ≲ L^2_s[σ] ‖ ‖ m∏ μ=1 ( ∑ k_μ∈N |λ_{μ,kμ} ||Q_{μ,kμ} |^{−1/pμ} χ_Q∗∗∗_{μ,kμ} )‖ ‖ L^p(R^n )

≲ L^2_s[σ] m∏ μ=1 ‖ ‖ ∑ k_μ∈N |λ_{μ,kμ} ||Q_{μ,kμ} |^{−1/pμ} χ_Q∗∗∗_{μ,kμ} ‖ ‖_{Lpμ (Rn )}

≲ L^2_s[σ] m∏ μ=1 ( ∑ k_μ∈N | |λ_{μ,kμ} | |^{pμ} )_{1/pμ} ≲ L^2_s[σ] m∏ μ=1 ‖f_μ‖_Hpμ_{(R}n_) as desired.

To estimate the remaining term associated with G^l_{out}, we claim the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Let 0 < p_1, . . . , p_m ≤ 1 and 0 < p ≤ 1/m with 1/p_1 +· · ·+1/p_m = 1/p. Suppose that L is a sufficiently large number and let a_μ, 1 ≤ μ ≤ m, be H^{pμ} -atoms such that supp(a_μ) ⊂ Q_μ, ‖a_μ‖_L∞_{(R}n_) ≤ |Q_μ|^{−1/pμ} , ∫ Q_μ x^αa_μ(x)dx = 0 for all |α| ≤ L. For each μ = 1, . . . , m, let B_{μ,l} := { x ∈ R^n : |x − c_{Qμ} | ≤ 100n^22^{−l} } where c_{Qμ} is the center of the cube Q_μ. Let J_0 be any nonempty subset of J_m := {1, . . . , m} and let I_0 be any nonempty subset of J_0. Suppose that s > n/p − n/2 and σ satisfies the vanishing moment condition

(4.1) ∫ R^n x^αT_σ ( a_1, . . . , a_m ) (x)dx = 0 for multi-indices |α| ≤ n p − n. Then the following two statements are valid:

(1) There exist nonnegative functions Γ^{J0}_1 , . . . , Γ^{J0}_m such that

‖Γ^{J0}_μ ‖_Lpμ_{(R}n_) ≲ 1 for all 1 ≤ μ ≤ m, and (4.2) | ϕ_l ∗ T_σ ( a_1, . . . , a_m ) (x) | ≲ L^2_s[σ]Γ^{J0}_1 (x) · · · Γ^{J0}_m (x) uniformly in l ∈ Z

for all x ∈ [( ⋂ μ∈J_m\J_0 Q ∗∗ μ ) \ ( ⋃ μ∈J_0 Q ∗∗ μ )] ∩ ( ⋂ μ∈J_0 Bμ,l ) . (2) There exist nonnegative functions Λ^{J0}_1 , . . . , Λ^{J0}_m such that

‖Λ^{J0}_μ ‖_Lpμ_{(R}n_) ≲ 1 for all 1 ≤ μ ≤ m, and (4.3) | ϕ_l ∗ T_σ ( a_1, . . . , a_m ) (x) | ≲ L^2_s[σ]Λ^{J0}_1 (x) · · · Λ^{J0}_m (x) uniformly in l ∈ Z

for all x ∈ [( ⋂ μ∈J_m\J_0 Q ∗∗ μ ) \ ( ⋃ μ∈J_0 Q ∗∗ μ )] ∩ [( ⋂ μ∈J_0\I_0 Bμ,l ) \ ( ⋃ μ∈I_0 Bμ,l )] . Here, we adopt the convention that an intersection over an empty set is considered R^n .

The proof of the lemma will be provided in the next section. Taking the lemma for granted and using the fact that (^m⋂ μ=1 Q^{∗∗}_{μ,kμ} )_c = ⋃ J_0⊂J_m,J_0≠∅ [( ⋂ μ∈J_m\J_0 Q^{∗∗}_μ ) ∩ ( ⋂ μ∈J_0 ( Q^{∗∗}_μ )_c)]

= ⋃ J_0⊂J_m,J_0≠∅ [( ⋂ μ∈J_m\J_0 Q^{∗∗}_μ ) \ ( ⋃ μ∈J_0 Q^{∗∗}_μ )] , we have | |ϕ_l ∗ T_σ(a_{1,k1} , . . . , a_{m,km} )(x) | |χ_(⋂_{mμ=1 Q∗∗μ,kμ )c} (x) ≲ L^2_s[σ] m∏ μ=1 [ ∑ J_0⊂J_m,J_0≠∅ ( Γ^{J0}_μ (x) + Λ^{J0}_μ (x) )]

and this implies that ‖ ‖ sup l∈Z G^l_{out} ‖ ‖ ‖_{Lp(Rn )} ≲ L^2s[σ] ‖ ‖ ‖ m∏ μ=1 ( ∑ k_μ∈N |λ_{μ,kμ} | ∑ J_0⊂J_m,J_0≠∅ ( Γ^{J0}_μ + Λ^{J0}_μ )) ‖ ‖ ‖_{Lp(Rn )}

≤ L^2_s[σ] m∏ μ=1 ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑ k_μ∈N |λ_{μ,kμ} | ∑ J_0⊂J_m,J_0≠∅ ( Γ^{J0}_μ + Λ^{J0}_μ ) ‖ ‖ ‖_{Lpμ (Rn )} by using Hölder’s inequality. In addition, it follows that for each μ = 1, . . . , m, ‖ ‖ ∑ k_μ∈N |λ_{μ,kμ} | ∑ J_0⊂J_m,J_0≠∅ ( Γ^{J0}_μ + Λ^{J0}_μ ) ‖ ‖ L^{pμ} (R^n ) ≤ ( ∑ k_μ∈N |λ_{μ,kμ} |^{pμ} ∑ J_0⊂J_m,J_0≠∅ (‖ ‖Γ^J0_μ ‖ ‖^{pμ}_{Lpμ (Rn )} + ‖ ‖Λ^J0_μ ‖ ‖^{pμ}_{Lpμ (Rn )} ))1/pμ

≲ ( ∑ k_μ∈N |λ_{μ,kμ} |^{pμ} )_{1/pμ} ≲ ‖f_μ‖_Hpμ_{(R}n_) and this deduces ‖ ‖ sup_{l∈Z} G^l_{out} ‖ ‖ L^p(R^n )

≲ L^2_s[σ] m∏ μ=1 ‖f_μ‖_Hpμ_{(R}n_). This completes the proof of Proposition 3.1.

5. Proof of Lemma 4.1

Without loss of generality, we may assume that J_0 = {1, . . . , ν} for some 1 ≤ ν ≤ m. Let [r] denote the greatest integer less than or equal to r ∈ R. Since s > n/p − n/2, there exists 0 < δ < 1 such that n/p − n < [n/p − n] + δ < s − n/2, and then we choose 0 < ϵ < 1/(m + 1) satisfying (5.1) n/p − n + (m + 1)ϵ < [n/p − n] + δ < s − n/2, which implies that (5.2) [n/p − n + (m + 1)ϵ] ≤ [n/p − n] ≤ n/p − n because 0 < δ < 1. We may also assume that (5.3) ℓ(Q_1) = min_{1≤i≤ν}{ℓ(Q_i)}.

By using the Littlewood-Paley decomposition with {Ψ_j }_{j∈Z}, we can write

(5.4) T_σ(a_1, . . . , a_m) = ∑ j∈Z T_j(a_1, . . . , a_m) where K_j (⃗y) := ( σ(2^j⃗· )^Ψ )_∨ (⃗y) and T_j ( a_1, . . . , a_m ) (x) := 2^{jmn} ∫ (R^n )^m K_j ( 2^j (x − y_1), . . . , 2^j (x − y_m) ) f_1(y_1) · · · f_m(y_m) d⃗y.

5.1. The first assertion. Suppose that

(5.5) x ∈ (^ν⋂ μ=1 (Q^{∗∗}_μ )^c ∩ B_{μ,l} ) ∩^{( ⋂}_{μ∈Jm\J0} Q^{∗∗}_μ^). We will prove (4.2) by setting

Γ^{J0}_μ (x) := {_{ℓ(Qμ)}ϵ |x−c_{Qμ} |^{n/pμ+ϵ} χ(Q^{∗∗μ} )^c (x) μ ∈ J0 ℓ(Q_μ)^{−n/pμ} χ_Q∗∗_μ (x) μ ∈ J_m \ J_0 . Then it is clear that ‖ Γ^{J0}_μ ‖ L^{pμ} (R^n ) ≲ 1 for all μ ∈ Jm. In order to establish (4.2), let N_ν := [n/p_1 + · · · + n/p_ν + νϵ − n] and ϵ_ν := n/p_1 + · · · + n/p_ν + νϵ − n − N_ν so that

(5.6) N_ν + n + ϵ_ν = ν∑ μ=1 ( n/p_μ + ϵ ) . We note that (5.2) yields (5.7) N_ν ≤ N_m ≤ n/p − n, and for any 1 ≤ μ ≤ ν, 2^l ≲ 1 |x − c_{Qμ} | because of (5.5). By using the vanishing moment condition (4.1), together with (5.7) and Lemma 2.3, we write | ϕ_l ∗ T_σ ( a_1, . . . , a_m ) (x) | ≲ 2^{l(Nν +n+ϵν )} ∫ R^n |y − c_{Q1} |^{Nν +ϵν} | T_σ ( a_1, . . . , a_m ) (y) | dy ≲ (^ν∏ μ=1 1 |x − c_{Qμ} |^{n/pμ+ϵ} ) ∫ R^n |y − c_{Q1} |^{Nν +ϵν} | T_σ ( a_1, . . . , a_m ) (y) | dy ≤ I_1(x) + I_2(x) where

I_1(x) := (^ν∏ μ=1 χ_{(Q}∗∗_{μ )}c (x) |x − c_{Qμ} |^{n/pμ+ϵ} )( ∏ μ∈J_m\J_0 χ_Q∗∗_μ (x) ) ∫ Q^∗_1 |y − c_{Q1} |^{Nν +ϵν} | T_σ ( a_1, . . . , a_m ) (y) | dy and I_2(x) := (^ν∏ μ=1 χ_{(Q}∗∗_{μ )}c (x) |x − c_{Qμ} |^{n/pμ+ϵ} )( ∏ μ∈J_m\J_0 χ_Q∗∗_μ (x) ) ∫ (Q^∗_1 )^c |y−c_{Q1} |^{Nν +ϵν} | |T_σ(a_1, . . . , a_m)(y) | | dy.

Now it suffices to show that

(5.8) I_i(x) ≲ L^2_s[σ]Γ^{J0}_1 (x) . . . Γ^{J0}_m (x), i = 1, 2.

To estimate I_1, we see that ∫ Q^∗_1 |y − c_{Q1} |^{Nν +ϵν} | |T_σ(a_1, . . . , a_m)(y) | | dy ≲ ℓ(Q_1)^Nν^{+ϵ}ν ‖ ‖T_σ(a_1, . . . , a_m) ‖ ‖_{L1(Rn )}

≲ L^2_s[σ]ℓ(Q_1)^{Nν +ϵν} ‖a_1‖_H1_{(R}n_) m∏ μ=2 ‖a_μ‖_L∞_{(R}n_) ≤ L^2_s[σ]ℓ(Q_1)^{Nν +n+ϵν} m∏ μ=1 ℓ(Q_μ)^{−n/pμ}

≲ L^2_s[σ] (^ν∏ μ=1 ℓ(Q_μ)^ϵ )( ∏ μ∈J_m\J_0 ℓ(Q_μ)^{−n/pμ} )

where we applied the H^1 × L^∞ × · · · × L^∞ → L^1 boundedness of T_σ in Theorem C and the

conditions (5.6), (5.3). Here, we notice that our assumption s >^n_p −^n_2 ≥ mn −^n_2 implies

s >^{mn}_2 whenever m ≥ 1, and |Q_1|^{1/p1−1}a_1 is an H^1-atom for which ‖a_1‖_H1_{(R}n_) ≲ |Q_1|^{1−1/p1} .

This proves (5.8) for i = 1.

For the other term I_2, we decompose T_σ as in (5.4) and then investigate the behavior of

the operators T_j. We actually claim that for y ∈ (Q^∗_1)^c | |T_j (a_1, . . . , a_m)(y) | | ≲ 2^{jνn} (^ν∏ μ=1 ℓ(Q_μ)^{−n/pμ+n} )( ∏ μ∈J_m\J_0 ℓ(Q_μ)^{−n/pμ} ) (5.9)

× 1 ⟨2^j (y − c_{Q1} )⟩^{Nν +ϵν +n/2+ϵ} min { h^{Q1,0}_{j,s} (y), h^{Q1 ,L}_{j,s} (y) }

where

h^{Q1,0}_{j,s} (y) := ∫ Q_1 |Q_1|^{−1} ‖ ‖⟨2_j (y − z_1), z_2, . . . , z_m⟩s|K_j(2_j (y − z_1), z_2, . . . , z_m)| ‖ ‖ L^2(z_2,...,z_m) dz_1 (5.10)

and h^{Q1,L}_{j,s} (y) := ( 2^j ℓ(Q_1) )_L ∑ |α|=L ∫_1 0 ( ∫ Q_1 |Q_1|^{−1} (5.11)

× ‖ ‖⟨2_j y_{θcQ} 1 ,z_1 , z2, . . . , zm ⟩_s| K_j ( 2^j y^θ_{cQ1 ,z1} , z_2, . . . , z_m )|‖ ‖_{L2(z2,...,zm)}dz1 ) dθ by setting y^θ_{cQ1 ,z1} := y − c_{Q1} − θ(z_1 − c_{Q1} ). Here, it is easy to see by Minkowski’s inequality

that

(5.12) ‖ ‖h^{Q1,0}_{j,s} ‖ ‖_{L2(Rn )} ≲ 2^{−jn/2}L^2_s[σ], ‖ ‖h^{Q1,L}_{j,s} ‖ ‖_{L2(Rn )} ≲ 2^{−jn/2}(2^j ℓ(Q_1))^LL^2_s[σ].

Once the claim (5.9) is established, it follows that ∫ (Q^∗_1 )^c |y − c_{Q1} |^{Nν +ϵν} | |T_j (a_1, . . . , a_m)(y) | |dy

≲ 2^{−j(Nν +ϵν −νn)} (^ν∏ μ=1 ℓ(Q_μ)^{−n/pμ+n} )( ∏ μ∈J_m\J_0 ℓ(Q_μ)^{−n/pμ} )

× ∫ (Q^∗_1 )^c 1 ⟨2^j (y − c_{Q1} )⟩^{n/2+ϵ} min { h^{Q1,0}_{j,ν} (y), h^{Q1,L}_{j,ν} (y) } dy and the integral in the last displayed expression is, via the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, less

than ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 ⟨2^j (· − c_{Q1} )⟩^{n/2+ϵ} ‖ ‖ L^2((Q^∗_1 )^c) min {‖ ‖h^{Q1,0}_{j,ν} ‖ ‖_{L2(Rn )}, ‖ ‖h^{Q1,L}_{j,ν} ‖ ‖_{L2(Rn )} }

≲ L^2_s[σ]ℓ(Q_1)^{−ϵ}2^{−jn−jϵ} min { 1, ( 2^j ℓ(Q_1) )_L} by applying (5.12). Therefore, in view of (5.4), we have ∫ (Q^∗_1 )^c |y − c_{Q1} |^{Nν +ϵν} | |T_σ(a_1, . . . , a_m)(y) | |dy

≲ L^2_s[σ] (^ν∏ μ=1 ℓ(Q_μ)^{−n/pμ+n} )( ∏ μ∈J_m\J_0 ℓ(Q_μ)^{−n/pμ} )

× ℓ(Q_1)^{−ϵ} ∑ j∈Z 2^{−j} (_{ϵ+∑ν} μ=1(n/p_μ−n+ϵ) ) min { 1, ( 2^j ℓ(Q_1) )_L}

≲ L^2_s[σ] (^ν∏ μ=1 ℓ(Q_μ)^ϵ )( ∏ μ∈J_m\J_0 ℓ(Q_μ)^{−n/pμ} )

due to (5.6), (5.3), and the fact that L > n/p − n ≥ ϵ + ν∑ μ=1 (n/p_μ − n + ϵ) for all ν = 1, . . . , m. This finally proves (5.8) for i = 2.

Therefore, it remains to show the estimate (5.9). For notational convenience, let

M^ϵ_ν := N_ν + ϵ_ν + n/2 + ϵ.

Moreover, for any r > 0 and multi-indices α ∈ (N_0 )^n, we simply write

(5.13) K^r_j (z_1, . . . , z_m) := ⟨z_1, . . . , z_m⟩^rK_j(z_1, . . . , z_m), ( ∂^α_1 K_j )_r (z_1, . . . , z_m) := ⟨z_1, . . . , z_m⟩^r∂^α_1 K_j (z_1, . . . , z_m).

We now observe that for y ∈ (Q^∗_1)^c and z_1 ∈ Q_1, (5.14) |y − c_{Q1} | ≲ |y − z_1| and this implies that ⟨2^j (y − c_{Q1} )⟩^{M ϵν} | |T_j(a_1, . . . , a_m)(y) | | ≲ 2^{jmn} (^m∏ μ=1 ℓ(Q_μ)^{−n/pμ} ) ∫ Q_1×···×Q_m | |K^{M ϵ}ν_j (2^j (y − z_1), . . . , 2^j (y − z_m)) | |d⃗z

≤ 2^{jνn} (^m∏ μ=1 ℓ(Q_μ)^{−n/pμ} )

× ∫ Q_1×···×Q_ν ×(R^n )^{m−ν} | K^{M ϵν}_j ( 2^j (y − z_1), . . . , 2^j (y − z_ν ), z_{ν+1}, . . . , z_m )| d⃗z with the obvious interpretations when ν = m. If ν = 1, then the integral in the preceding

expression is bounded, using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, by

ℓ(Q_1)^n ∫ Q_1 |Q_1|^{−1} ‖ ‖K^M ϵ 1 + ∑ μ∈Jm\J0 (n/pμ+ϵ) j ( 2^j (y − z_1), z_2, . . . , z_m )‖ ‖_{L2(z2,...,zm)}dz1 ≲ ℓ(Q_1)^nh^{Q1,0}_{j,s} (y)

where the inequality follows from the fact that s > n/p−n/2+(m+1)ϵ = M^ϵ_1 + ∑ μ∈J_m\J_0 (n/pμ+ ϵ), which is due to (5.1). When ν ≥ 2, we estimate the integral by (^ν∏ μ=1 ℓ(Q_μ)^n ) ∫ Q_1 |Q_1|^{−1} ( ∫ (R^n )^{m−ν} ‖ ‖KM^ϵ_{νj} (2_j (y − z_1), z_2, . . . , z_m) ‖ ‖ L^∞(z_2,...,z_ν ) dz_{ν+1} · · · dz_m ) dz_1 and then, in view of Lemma 2.2, we may replace the L^∞ norm inside the integral by L^2 norm.

Now by applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the last expression is controlled by (^ν∏ μ=1 ℓ(Q_μ)^n ) ∫ Q_1 |Q_1|^{−1} ‖ ‖ ‖K^M ϵ ν + ∑ μ∈Jm\J0 (n/pμ+ϵ) j ( 2^j (y − z_1), z_2, . . . , z_m )‖ ‖_{L2(z2,...,zm)} dz1

≲ (^ν∏ μ=1 ℓ(Q_μ)^n ) h^{Q1,0}_{j,s} (y) as s > M^ϵ_ν + ∑ μ∈J_m\J_0 (n/pμ + ϵ). In both cases ( ν = 1 and ν ≥ 2 ), we have | T_j ( a_1, . . . , a_m ) (y) | ≲ 2^{jνn} (^ν∏ μ=1 ℓ(Q_μ)^{−n/pμ+n} )( ∏ μ∈J_m\J_0 ℓ(Q_μ)^{−n/pμ} ) (5.15)

× 1 ⟨2^j (y − c_{Q1} )⟩^{Nν +ϵν +n/2+ϵ} h^{Q1,0}_{j,ν} (y). Moreover, it follows from the vanishing moment condition of a_1 that | |T_j (a_1, . . . , a_m)(y) | | ≲ ( 2^j ℓ(Q) )_L 2^{jmn} (^m∏ μ=1 ℓ(Q_μ)^{−n/pμ} ) ∑ |α|=L ∫_1 0 [ ∫ Q_1×···×Q_m (5.16) × | ∂^α_1 K_j ( 2^j y^θ_{cQ1 ,z1} , 2^j (y − z_2), . . . , 2^j (y − z_m) )| d⃗z ] dθ where we recall that L is the number of vanishing moment of a_1, which is greater than n/p−n.

Similar to (5.14), we have |y − c_{Q1} | ≲ |y^θ_{cQ1 ,z1} | for y ∈ (Q^∗_1)^c, z_1 ∈ Q_1, and 0 < θ < 1. This deduces that ⟨2^j (y − c_{Q1} )⟩^{M ϵν} ∫ Q_1×···×Q_m | |∂^α_1 K_j (2^j y^θ_{cQ1 ,z1} , 2^j (y − z_2), . . . , 2^j (y − z_m)) | |d⃗z ≲ 2^{−j(m−ν)n} ∫ Q_1×···×Q_ν ×(R^n)^{m−ν} |( ∂^α_1 K_j )_M ϵ_ν ( 2^j y^θ_{cQ1 ,z1} , 2^j (y − z_2), . . . , 2^j (y − z_ν ), z_{ν+1}, . . . , z_m )| d⃗z with the obvious interpretation when ν = m. Now using the arguments that led to (5.15),

we can bound the preceding expression by 2^{−j(m−ν)n} (^ν∏ μ=1 ℓ(Q_μ)^n ) ∫ Q_1 |Q_1|^{−1} ‖ ‖K^M ϵ ν + ∑ μ∈Jm\J0 (n/pμ+ϵ) j ( 2^j y^θ_{cQ1 ,z1} , z_2, . . . , z_m )‖ ‖_{L2(z2,...,zm)}dz1

≲ 2^{−j(m−ν)n} (^ν∏ μ=1 ℓ(Q_μ)^n ) ∫ Q_1 |Q_1|^{−1} ‖ ‖K_{sj} (2_j y_{θcQ} 1 ,z_1 , z2, . . . , zm )‖ ‖_{L2(z2,...,zm)}dz1 as s > M^ϵ_ν + ∑ μ∈J_m\J_0 (n/pμ + ϵ). Combining all together, we finally obtain | T_j ( a_1, . . . , a_m ) (y) | ≲ 2^{jνn} (^ν∏ μ=1 ℓ(Q_μ)^{−n/pμ+n} )( ∏ μ∈J_m\J_0 ℓ(Q_μ)^{−n/pμ} )

× 1 ⟨2^j (y − c_{Q1} )⟩^{Nν +ϵν +n/2+ϵ} h^{Q1,L}_{j,s} (y). This, together with the estimate (5.15), completes the proof of (5.9).

5.2. The second assertion. Suppose that x ∈ ( ⋂ μ∈J_0\I_0 (Q^{∗∗}_μ )^c ∩ B_{μ,l} ) ∩^{( ⋂}_{μ∈I0}(Q^{∗∗}_μ )^c ∩ (Bμ,l)^{c)} ∩^{( ⋂}_{μ∈Jm\J0} Q^{∗∗}_μ^). Since I_0 ≠ ∅, we can choose ν_0 ∈ I_0 where we set ν_0 = 1 if I_0 contains 1. We first note that

for any μ ∈ J_0 \ I_0, |x − c_{Qμ} | ≤ |x − c_{Qν0} | since x ∈ B_{μ,l} ∩ B^c_{ν0,l}. Moreover, if μ ∈ I_0, x ∈ (Q^{∗∗}_μ )^c ∩ (B_{μ,l})^c, and |x − y| ≤ 2^{−l}, then we

have |x − c_{Qμ} | ≲ |y − c_{Qμ} |. Therefore, it follows that ⟨ 2^j (x − c_{Q1} ) ⟩_{n/p1−n/2+ϵ}(^ν∏ μ=2 ⟨ 2^j (x − c_{Qμ} ) ⟩_{n/pμ+ϵ})| ϕ_l ∗ T_j ( a_1, . . . , a_m ) (x) |

≲ 2^{ln} ∫ |x−y|≤2^{−l} ⟨ 2^j (y − c_{Qν0} ) ⟩_{−n/2+}^∑_{μ∈J0\I0 (n/pμ+ϵ)} (5.17) × ( ∏ μ∈I_0 ⟨ 2^j (y − c_{Qμ} ) ⟩_{n/pμ+ϵ})| T_j ( a_1, . . . , a_m ) (y) | χ_{∩μ∈I0 (Q}∗_{μ)}c (y)dy as the conditions x ∈ (Q^{∗∗}_μ )^c ∩ (B_{μ,l})^c and |x − y| ≤ 2^l imply y ∈ (Q^∗_μ)^c. In order to proceed

further we claim that the following lemma holds.

Lemma 5.1. For y ∈ ⋂ μ∈I_0 (Q ∗ μ)^c, ⟨ 2^j (y − c_{Qν0} ) ⟩_{−n/2+}^∑_{μ∈J0\I0 (n/pμ+ϵ)}( ∏ μ∈I_0 ⟨ 2^j (y − c_{Qμ} ) ⟩_{n/pμ+ϵ})| T_j ( a_1, . . . , a_m ) (y) |

≲ 2^{jνn} (^m∏ μ=1 ℓ(Q_μ)^{−n/pμ} )(^ν∏ μ=1 ℓ(Q_μ)^n ) min { h^{Q1,0}_{j,s} (y), h^{Q1,L}_{j,s} (y) } (5.18)

where h^{Q1,0}_{j,s} and h^{Q1,L}_{j,s} are defined as in (5.10) and (5.11).

The proof of (5.18) will be given in the last part of this section. For now we take (5.18) for granted. Then the left-hand side of (5.17) is bounded by a constant multiple of 2^{jνn} (^m∏ μ=1 ℓ(Q_μ)^{−n/pμ} )(^ν∏ μ=1 ℓ(Q_μ)^n ) min { Mh^{Q1,0}_{j,s} (x), Mh^{Q1 ,L}_{j,s} (x) } ,

which, together with (5.4), implies that | |ϕ_l ∗ T_σ(a_1, . . . , a_m)(x) | | ≲ ∑ j∈Z 2^{jνn} ( ∏ μ∈J_m\J_0 ℓ(Q_μ)^{−n/pμ} χ_Q∗∗_μ (x) )(^ν∏ μ=2 ℓ(Q_μ)^{−(n/pμ−n)} ⟨2^j (x − c_{Qμ} )⟩^{n/pμ+ϵ} χ_{(Q}∗∗_{μ )}c (x) )

× ℓ(Q_1)^{−(n/p1−n)} ⟨2^j (x − c_{Q1} )⟩^{n/p1−n/2+ϵ} χ_{(Q}∗∗_{1 )}c (x) min { Mh^{Q1,0}_{j,s} (x), Mh^{Q1,L}_{j,s} (x) }

≤ ( ∏ μ∈J_m\J_0 ℓ(Q_μ)^{−n/pμ} χ_Q∗∗_μ (x) )(^ν∏ μ=2 1 |x − c_{Qμ} |^{n/pμ+ϵ} χ_{(Q}∗∗_{μ )}c (x) ) ℓ(Q_1)^{− ∑νμ=1(n/pμ−n)}

× χ_{(Q}∗∗_{1 )}c (x) |x − c_{Q1} |^{n/p1−n/2+ϵ} ∑ j∈Z 2^{jνn}2^{jn/2}2^{−j(∑νμ=1(n/pμ+ϵ))} min { Mh^{Q1,0}_{j,s} (x), Mh^{Q1 ,L}_{j,s} (x) }

≤ ( ∏ μ∈J_m\J_0 ℓ(Q_μ)^{−n/pμ} χ_Q∗∗_μ (x) )(^ν∏ μ=2 ℓ(Q_μ)^ϵ |x − c_{Qμ} )|^{n/pμ+ϵ} χ_{(Q}∗∗_{μ )}c (x) ) ℓ(Q_1)^{− ∑νμ=1(n/pμ−n+ϵ)}

× ℓ(Q_1)^ϵ |x − c_{Q1} |^{n/p1−n/2+ϵ} χ_{(Q}∗∗_{1 )}c (x) ∑ j∈Z 2^{jn/2}2^{−j(∑νμ=1(n/pμ−n+ϵ))} min { Mh^{Q1,0}_{j,s} (x), Mh^{Q1 ,L}_{j,s} (x) } .

Here, we used the assumption that ℓ(Q_1) ≤ ℓ(Q_μ), μ = 2, . . . , ν, in the last two inequalities. Finally, the inequality (4.3) follows from taking

Λ^{J0}_1 (x) := ( L^2_s[σ] )_{−1} ℓ(Q_1)^− ∑_ν μ=1(n/p_μ−n+ϵ) ℓ(Q1) ϵ |x − c_{Q1} |^{n/p1−n/2+ϵ} χ_{(Q}∗∗_{1 )}c (x) × ∑ j∈Z 2^{jn/2}2^{−j(∑νμ=1(n/pμ−n+ϵ))} min { Mh^{Q1,0}_{j,s} (x), Mh^{Q1 ,L}_{j,s} (x) }

Λ^{J0}_μ (x) := {_{ℓ(Qμ)}ϵ |x−c_{Qμ} |^{n/pμ+ϵ} χ(Q^{∗∗μ} )^c (x), μ ∈ J0 \ {1} ℓ(Q_μ)^{−n/pμ} χ_Q∗∗_μ (x), μ ∈ J_m \ J_0 .

Moreover, using Hölder’s inequality with (1/p_1 − 1/2) + 1/2 = 1/p_1, ‖ Λ^{J0}_1 ‖ L^p1 (R^n ) ≤ ( L^2_s[σ] )_{−1} ℓ(Q_1)^{− ∑νμ=1(n/pμ−n+ϵ)} ‖ ‖ ‖ ℓ(Q_1)^ϵ | · −c_{Q1} |^{n/p1−n/2+ϵ} ‖ ‖ ‖_L^1_{1/p1−1/2 ((Q∗∗1 )c)} × ‖ ‖ ∑ j∈Z 2^{jn/2}2^{−j(∑νμ=1(n/pμ−n+ϵ))} min { Mh^{Q1,0}_{j,s} , Mh^{Q1,L}_{j,s} }‖ ‖_{L2(Rn)}.

The L^{11/p}1^{−1/2} norm is controlled by a constant and the L^2 norm is less than ∑ j∈Z 2^{jn/2}2^{−j(∑νμ=1(n/pμ−n+ϵ))} min {‖ ‖Mh^{Q1,0}_{j,s} ‖_{L2(Rn )}, ‖Mh^{Q1,L}_{j,s} ‖_{L2(Rn )} }

≲ L^2_s[σ] ∑ j∈Z 2^{−j(∑νμ=1(n/pμ−n+ϵ))} min { 1, ( 2^j ℓ(Q_1) )_L}

≲ L^2_s[σ]ℓ(Q_1)^{∑νμ=1(n/pμ−n+ϵ)} for L > n/p − n ≥ n/p − mn + mϵ, where we applied the L^2 boundedness of M and the estimates (5.12) in the first inequality. This completes the proof of ‖ ‖Λ^J0_1 ‖ ‖_{Lp1 (Rn )} ≲ 1. It is also clear that ‖ ‖Λ^J0_μ ‖ ‖_{Lp1 (Rn )} ≲ 1, μ = 2, . . . , m.

5.3. Proof of Lemma 5.1. Now let us prove the claim (5.18). Suppose that y ∈ ⋂ μ∈I_0 (Q ∗ μ)^c.

For simplicity, we use the notations

s_μ := { n/p_{ν0} − n/2 + ϵ + ∑ η∈J_0\I_0 (n/pη + ϵ), μ = ν0 n/p_μ + ϵ, μ ≠ ν_0, μ ∈ I_0 and S_{I0} := ∑ μ∈I_0 s_μ = ( ∑ μ∈J_0 n p_μ ) − n 2 + νϵ. Then the left-hand side of (5.18) can be written as

(5.19) ( ∏ μ∈I_0 ⟨ 2^j (y − c_{Qμ} ) ⟩_{sμ} )| T_j ( a_1, . . . , a_m ) (y) | |.

We first observe that for y ∈ (Q^∗_μ)^c and z_μ ∈ Q_μ, (5.20) |y − c_{Qμ} | ≲ |y − z_μ| and this implies that (5.19) is controlled by a constant times 2^{jmn} (^m∏ μ=1 ℓ(Q_μ)^{−n/pμ} ) ∫ Q_1×···×Q_m | K^{SI0}_j ( 2^j (y − z_1), . . . , 2^j (y − z_m) )| d⃗z.

where K^r_j is defined as in (5.13). Now we apply a change of variables to bound the above expression by 2^{jνn} (^m∏ μ=1 ℓ(Q_μ)^{−n/pμ} ) ∫ Q_1×···×Q_ν ×(R^n)^{m−ν} | |K^{SI}0_j (2^j (y − z_1), . . . , 2^j (y − z_ν ), z_{ν+1}, . . . , z_m) | |d⃗z

≤ 2^{jνn} (^m∏ μ=1 ℓ(Q_μ)^{−n/pμ} )(^ν∏ μ=1 ℓ(Q_μ)^n ) ∫ Q_1 |Q_1|^{−1} (5.21)

× ( ∫ (R^n )^{m−ν} ‖ ‖K^{SI}0_j (2^j (y − z_1), z_2, . . . , z_m) ‖ ‖_{L∞(z2,...,zν )}dz_{ν+1} · · · dz_m ) dz_1 with the obvious interpretations when ν = 1 or ν = m as in the proof of (5.15). In view of Lemma 2.2, we may replace the L^∞ norm inside the integral by L^2 norm and then apply the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to dominate the above expression by 2^{jνn} (^m∏ μ=1 ℓ(Q_μ)^{−n/pμ} )(^ν∏ μ=1 ℓ(Q_μ)^n ) ∫ Q_1 |Q_1|^{−1} × ‖ ‖K^SI0^{+∑}μ∈J_m\J_0^{(n/p}μ^{+ϵ)} j ( 2^j (y − z_1), z_2, . . . , z_m )‖ ‖_{L2(z2,...,zm)}dz1 ≤ 2^{jνn} (^m∏ μ=1 ℓ(Q_μ)^{−n/pμ} )(^ν∏ μ=1 ℓ(Q_ν )^n ) h^{Q1,0}_{j,s} (y) as (5.22) s > n/p − n/2 + mϵ = S_{I0} + ∑ μ∈J_m\J_0 (n/p_μ + ϵ). Moreover, using (5.16) and (5.20), the term (5.19) is no more than a constant multiple of ( 2^j ℓ(Q_1) )_L 2^{jmn} (^m∏ μ=1 ℓ(Q_μ)^{−n/pμ} ) ∑ |α|=L ∫_1 0 [ ∫ Q_1×···×Q_m (5.23) × | |(∂^α_1 K_j )^{SI}0 (2^j y^θ_{cQ1 ,z1} , 2^j (y − z_2), . . . , 2^j (y − z_m)) | |d⃗z ] dθ where ( ∂^α_1 K_j )_r is defined as in (5.13). In the above estimate, if I_0 contains 1, then we also applied the fact that for y ∈ (Q^∗_1)^c, z_1 ∈ Q_1, and 0 < θ < 1, |y − c_{Q1} | ≲ | |y^θ_{cQ1 ,z1} | |. Then, similar to (5.21), we can bound (5.23) by 2^{jνn} (^m∏ μ=1 ℓ(Q_μ)^{−n/pμ} )(^ν∏ μ=1 ℓ(Q_μ)^n )( 2^j ℓ(Q_1) )_L ∑ |α|=L ∫_1 0 [ ∫ Q_1 |Q_1|^{−1}

× ( ∫ (R^n )^{m−ν} ‖ ‖(∂^α_1 K_j)^{SI}0 (2^j y^θ_{cQ1 ,z1} , z_2, . . . , z_m) ‖ ‖_{L∞(z2,...,zν )}dz_{ν+1} · · · dz_m ) dz_1 ] dθ with the usual modification when ν = 1 or ν = m. Clearly, the L^∞ norm inside the integral can be replaced, thanks to Lemma 2.2, by ‖ ‖K^{SI}0_j (2^j y^θ_{cQ1 ,z1} , z_2, . . . , z_m) ‖ ‖_{L2(z2,...,zν )} and thus we finally arrive at the inequality, via the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

(5.19) ≲ 2^{jνn} (^m∏ μ=1 ℓ(Q_μ)^{−n/pμ} )(^ν∏ μ=1 ℓ(Q_μ)^n ) h^{Q1,L}_{j,s} (y). with the aid of (5.22). This ends the proof of Lemma 5.1.

Acknowledgement

We would like to thank the anonymous referees for the careful reading and their helpful comments.

References

[1] J. M. Ball and F. Murat, W^{1,p}-Quasiconvexity and variational problems for multiple integrals, J. Func.

Anal. 58 (1984) 225-253.

[2] D.L. Burkholder, R.F. Gundy, and M.L. Silverstein, A maximal function characterization of the class H^p, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 157 (1971) 137-153.

[3] A.P. Calderón, An atomic decomposition of distributions in parabolic H^p spaces, Adv. Math. 25 (1977) 216-225.

[4] R.R. Coifman and L. Grafakos, Hardy space estimates for multilinear operators, I, Rev. Mat. Iberoam. 8 (1992) 45-67.

[5] R.R. Coifman, P.L. Lions, Y. Meyer, and S. Semmes, Compensated compactness and Hardy spaces, J.

Math. Pures Appl. 72 (1993) 247-286.

[6] R.R. Coifman and Y. Meyer, Commutateurs d’ intégrales singulières et opérateurs multilinéaires, Ann.

Inst. Fourier (Grenoble) 28 (1978), 177–202.

[7] S. Dobyinski, Ondelettes, renormalisations du produit et applications a certains operateurs bilineaires, Thèse de doctorat, Mathematiques, Univ. de Parix 9, France, 1992.

[8] C. Fefferman and E.M. Stein, H^p spaces of several variables, Acta Math. 129 (1972) 137-193. [9] L. Grafakos, D. He, and P. Honzík, The Hörmander multiplier theorem II : The bilinear local L^2 case, Math. Z. 289 (2018) 875-887.

[10] L. Grafakos and N. Kalton, Multilinear Calderón-Zygmund operators on Hardy spaces, Collect. Math. 52 (2001), no. 2, 169-179.

[11] L. Grafakos, A. Miyachi, H.V. Nguyen, and N. Tomita, Multilinear Fourier multipliers with minimal Sobolev regularity, II, J. Math. Soc. Japan 69 (2017) 529-562.

[12] L. Grafakos, A. Miyachi, and N. Tomita, On multilinear Fourier multipliers of limited smoothness, Can.

J. Math. 65 (2013) 299-330.

[13] L. Grafakos, S. Nakamura, H.V. Nguyen, and Y. Sawano, Conditions for boundedness into Hardy spaces.

Math. Nachr. 292 (2019) 2383-2410.

[14] L. Grafakos, S. Nakamura,, H.V. Nguyen, and Y. Sawano, Multiplier condition for boundedness into Hardy spaces, Ann. Inst. Fourier (Grenoble), to appear.

[15] L. Grafakos and H.V. Nguyen, Multilinear Fourier multipliers with minimal Sobolev regularity, I, Colloq.

Math. 144 (2016) 1-30.

[16] L. Grafakos and S. Oh, The Kato-Ponce inequality, Comm. Partial Differential Equations 39 (2014) 1128-1157.

[17] J.B. Lee and B. Park, Trilinear Fourier multipliers on Hardy spaces, arXiv:2107.00225v1, submitted. [18] J. Lee, Y. Heo, S. Hong, J.B. Lee, B. Park, Y. Park, and C. Yang (2021). The Hörmander multiplier theorem for n-linear operators. Math. Ann. 381 (2021) 499-555.

[19] A. Miyachi and N. Tomita, Minimal smoothness conditions for bilinear Fourier multipliers, Rev. Mat.

Iberoam. 29 (2013) 495-530.

[20] S. Müller, Higher integrability of determinants and weak convergence in L^1, J. reine. angew. Math. 412 (1990), 20-34.

[21] B. Park, On the failure of multilinear multiplier theorem with endpoint smoothness conditions, Potential Anal. 56 (2022) 87-96.

[22] E.M. Stein, Harmonic Analysis, Real Variable Methods, Orthogonality, and Oscillatory Integrals, Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ, 1993.

[23] L. Tartar, Compensated compactness and applications to partial differential equations, in Nonlinear analysis and mechanics: Heriot-Watt symposium, Vol. IV, pp. 136-212, Pitman, London, 1979.

[24] N. Tomita, A Hörmander type multiplier theorem for multilinear operators, J. Func. Anal. 259 (2010) 2028-2044.

[25] H. Triebel, Theory of Function Spaces, Birkhauser, Basel-Boston-Stuttgart (1983). [26] A. Uchiyama, Characterization of H^p(R^n ) in terms of generalized Littlewood-Paley g-function, Studia Math. 81 (1985) 135-158.

J.B. Lee, Research Institute of Mathematics, Seoul National University,Seoul 08826, Republic of Korea

Email address: jinblee@snu.ac.kr

B. Park, Department of Mathematics, Sungkyunkwan University, Suwon 16419, Republic of Korea

Email address: bpark43@skku.edu