arXiv:2405.02093v1 [math.AP] 3 May 2024

SHARP MAXIMAL FUNCTION ESTIMATES FOR MULTILINEAR PSEUDO-DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS OF TYPE (0, 0)

BAE JUN PARK AND NAOHITO TOMITA

Abstract. In this paper, we study sharp maximal function estimates for multilinear pseudo-differential operators. Our target is operators of type (0, 0) for which a differentiation does not make any decay of the associated symbol. Analogous results for operators of type (ρ, ρ), 0 < ρ < 1, appeared in an earlier work of the authors [16], but a different approach is given for ρ = 0.

1. Introduction

Let l be a positive integer greater or equal to 1 in this paper. For 0 < r < ∞ and locally rth integrable functions f_1, . . . , f_l on R^n , we define the l-sublinear Hardy-Littlewood maximal function by

M_r(f_1, . . . , f_l)(x) := sup_{Q:x∈Q} ( 1 |Q|^l ∫ Q×···×Q l∏ j=1 | f_j(u_j ) |_r d⃗u ) 1_r

where d⃗u := du_1 · · · du_l and the supremum is taken over all cubes containing x. For a locally rth integrable function f on R^n , we also define the (inhomogeneous and sublinear) sharp maximal function by

M^♯_rf(x) := sup Q:x∈Q,ℓ(Q)≥1 ( 1 |Q| ∫ Q | f(y) |_r dy ) 1_r

+ sup Q:x∈Q,ℓ(Q)<1 inf_{cQ∈C} ( 1 |Q| ∫ Q | f(y) − c_Q |_r dy ) 1_r

where the supremum ranges over all cubes in R^n containing x whose side-length is ≥ 1 in the first one, and is < 1 in the second one. Then

(1.1) ‖f‖_{bmo(R}n_) := ‖ M^♯_1f ‖ L^∞(R^n ) ∼ ‖ M^♯_rf ‖ L^∞(R^n )

for 1 < r < ∞, where bmo denotes the localized version of the usual space of functions with bounded mean oscillation.

Given m ∈ R and 0 ≤ ρ < 1, the l-linear Hörmander symbol class M_l S^m_{ρ,ρ}(R^n ) consists of infinitely many differentiable functions σ(x, ξ_1, . . . , ξ_l) on (R^n )^{l+1} satisfying the property

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 47G30, 42B25, 35S05, 42B37. Key words and phrases. Pseudo-differential operator, Multilinear operator, Sharp maximal function, Weighted norm inequality.

B. Park is supported in part by NRF grant 2022R1F1A1063637 and by POSCO Science Fellowship of POSCO TJ Park Foundation. B. Park is grateful for support by the Open KIAS Center at Korea Institute for Advanced Study. N. Tomita was supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Number 20K03700. 1

that for any multi-indices α, β_1, . . . , β_l ∈ {0, 1, 2, . . . }^n there exists a constant C_{α,β1,...,βl} > 0 such that | |∂^α_x ∂^{β1}_{ξ1} · · · ∂^βl_{βl} σ(x, ξ_1, . . . , β_l) | | ≤ C_{α,β1,...,βl} (1 + |ξ_1| + · · · + |β_l|)^{m−ρ(|β1|+···+|βl|−|α|)}. Let S(R^n ) denote the Schwartz class on R^n . For a symbol σ ∈ M_l S^m_{ρ,ρ}(R^n ), the corresponding l-linear pseudo-differential operator T_σ is defined as T_σ ( f_1, . . . , f_l ) (x) := ∫ (R^n )^l σ(x, ξ_1, . . . , ξ_l) l∏ j=1 ^f_j(ξ_j ) e^{2πi⟨x,ξ}1^{+···+ξ}l^⟩ d⃗ξ

for f_1, . . . , f_l ∈ S(R^n ), where ^f(ξ) := ∫ R^n f(x)e −2πi⟨x,ξ⟩ dx is the Fourier transform of f,

and d⃗ξ := dξ_1 · · · dξ_l. Denote by OpM_l S^m_{ρ,ρ}(R^n ) the family of such operators with symbols in M_l S^m_{ρ,ρ}(R^n ).

Then we have the following sharp maximal function estimates which originated in Chanillo and Torchinsky [4] for linear operators. See also Naibo [13] for bilinear ones.

Theorem A. [16] Let 1 < r ≤ 2, 0 < ρ < 1, and l ≥ 1. Suppose that m ≤ −^{nl}_r (1 − ρ) and σ ∈ M_l S^m_{ρ,ρ}(R^n ). (1) If l = 1, then

M^♯_1 ( T_σf ) (x) ≲ M_rf(x), x ∈ R^n for f ∈ S(R^n ).

(2) If l ≥ 2, then M^♯r_l ( T_σ(f_1, . . . , f_l) ) (x) ≲ M_r ( f_1, . . . , f_l ) (x), x ∈ R^n for all f_1, . . . , f_l ∈ S(R^n ).

Here and in the sequel, the symbol A ≲ B indicates that A ≤ CB for some constant C > 0 independent of the variable quantities A and B, and A ∼ B if A ≲ B and B ≲ A hold simultaneously.

The key idea to prove Theorem A is the kernel estimates in [16, Lemmas 2.1 and 3.1]. In order to illustrate this, take a simple case when σ(x, ξ) = σ(ξ) in M_1 S^m_{ρ,ρ}(R^n ). By applying (inhomogeneous) Littlewood-Paley decomposition, which will be actually discussed in the next section, we can write T_σf = ∑ k∈N_0 Tσk f and the kernel Kk(x, y) of the operator Tσk

satisfies the size estimate (1.2) |K_k(x, y)| ≲_M 2^{−k(ρN−m−n)} 1 |x − y|^N , |x − y| ≳ 1 by using integration by parts N times. If ρ > 0, by taking N sufficiently large, we have enough exponential decay 2^{−k(ρN−m−n)} (even though ρ is very small). Essentially similar properties are inherent in [16, Lemmas 2.1 and 3.1]. This is not that serious when k is small enough, but since we will finally take the infinite sum over k ∈ {0, 1, 2, . . . }, appropriate decay in k should be necessary to make it summable. However, when ρ = 0 the decay property is no longer available and this prevents Theorem A from being extended to ρ = 0.

In this paper, we will establish analogous pointwise estimates for ρ = 0, overcoming the obstacle mentioned above regarding (1.2). Our main result is

Theorem 1.1. Let 1 < r ≤ 2 and l ≥ 1. Suppose that m ≤ −^{nl}_r and σ ∈ M_l S^m_{0,0}(R^n ). Then we have M^♯r_l ( T_σ(f_1, . . . , f_l) ) (x) ≲ M_r ( f_1, . . . , f_l ) (x), x ∈ R^n for all f_1, . . . , f_l ∈ S(R^n ).

As an extension of Theorem A to ρ = 0, Theorem 1.1 will be proved in a seemingly similar structure. However, we would like to emphasize that if ρ = 0, sufficient exponential decay for k cannot be derived through multiple integration by parts, as seen in (1.2), so a different approach that can compensate for the critical issue is needed. For this one, we will adopt a nontrivial decomposition of a function f (e.g. (3.7) and (4.3) below).

Now we recall multi-variable extension of A_p weight classes, introduced by Lerner, Ombrosi, Pérez, Torres, and Trujillo-González [8].

Definition 1. Let 1 < p_1, . . . , p_l < ∞ and 1/p = 1/p_1 + · · · + 1/p_l. Then we define A_{⃗p}, ⃗p = (p_1, . . . , p_l), to be the class of l-tuples of weights ⃗w := (w_1, . . . , w_l) satisfying

sup_Q [( 1 |Q| ∫ Q v_{⃗w}(x) dx )_{1/p}^l∏ j=1 ( 1 |Q| ∫ Q ( w_j(x) )_{1−p}′_j dx )_{1/pj} ] < ∞ where p^′_j denotes the Hölder conjugate of p_j and

v_{⃗w}(x) := l∏ j=1 ( w_j(x) )_{p/pj} . If l = 1, the class A_{⃗p} coincides with the classical Muckenhoupt A_p class. It is known in [8] that for 1 < p_1, . . . , p_l < ∞ with 1/p = 1/p_1 + · · · + 1/p_l,

(1.3) ⃗w = (w_1, . . . , w_l) ∈ A_{⃗p} if and only if ‖ ‖M(f_1, . . . , f_l) ‖ ‖_{Lp(v ⃗w )} ≲ l∏ j=1 ‖f_j‖_Lpj_{(wj )} for all locally integrable functions f_1, . . . , f_l, where M := M_1. As discussed in [16, Theorem 1.6], Theorem A, together with (1.3), deduces a weighted norm inequality for T_σ ∈ OpM_l S^{− nlr (1−ρ)} ρ,ρ (R^n ), involving ⃗w = (w_1, . . . , w_l) ∈ A p1_{r ,...,} pl_r , and it can be naturally extended to ρ = 0 replacing Theorem A by Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 1.2. Let l ≥ 1, 1 < r ≤ 2, and r < p_1, . . . , p_l < ∞ with 1/p = 1/p_1 + · · · + 1/p_l.

Suppose that σ ∈ M_l S^{− nlr}_{0,0} (R^n ). If an l-tuple of weights ⃗w = (w_1, . . . , w_l) belongs to the class A p1_{r ,...,} pl_r , then the weighted norm inequality ‖ T_σ(f_1, . . . , f_l) ‖ L^p(v_{⃗w} ) ≲ l∏ j=1 ‖f_j ‖_Lpj_{(wj )} holds for f_1, . . . , f_l ∈ S(R^n ).

The proof is exactly same as that of [16, Theorem 1.6], simply employing Theorem 1.1 instead of Theorem A. So it is omitted here.

We also have the following end-point estimate as a corollary of Theorem 1.1.

Corollary 1.3. Suppose that σ ∈ M_l S^{− nl2}_{0,0} (R^n ). Then we have

(1.4) ‖ ‖T_σ(f_1, . . . , f_l) ‖ ‖_{BMO(Rn )} ≲ l∏ j=1 ‖f_j ‖_L∞_{(R}n_)

for all f_1, . . . , f_l ∈ S(R^n ).

The inequality (1.4) follows from the BMO characterization

‖f‖_{BMO(R}n_) ∼_p sup_Q inf_{cQ} ( 1 |Q| ∫ Q |f(x) − c_Q|^p dx )_{1/p} , 0 < p < ∞ and Theorem 1.1. See [16, Corollary 1.5] for more details.

Notation. Let N and Z be the sets of all natural numbers and integers, respectively, and N_0 := N ∪ {0}. For each set U in R^n we denote by χ_U its characteristic function and by U^c its complement. For each cube Q in R^n , let ℓ(Q) denote the side-length of Q.

2. Preliminaries 2.1. Decomposition of Pseudo-differential operators. Let Φ be a Schwartz function on R^{nl} such that its Fourier transform ^Φ is equal to 1 on the unit ball centered at the origin and is supported in the ball of radius 2. Let Ψ ∈ S(R^{nl} ) satisfy ^Ψ(⃗ξ ) := ^Φ(⃗ξ ) − ^Φ(2⃗ξ ) for ⃗ξ ∈ Rnl . For each k ∈ Z, we define Ψ_k(⃗x) := 2knlΨ(2k⃗x) for ⃗x ∈ Rnl . Then {Φ} ∪ {Ψ_k}_{k∈N} forms inhomogeneous Littlewood-Paley partition of unity. Note that

supp( ^Ψ_k) ⊂ {⃗ ξ ∈ R^{nl} : 2^{k−1} ≤ |⃗ξ | ≤ 2^{k+1} } , k ∈ Z and (2.1) ^Φ(⃗ξ ) + ∑ k∈N ^Ψ_k(⃗ξ ) = 1.

Using (2.1), we decompose σ ∈ M_l S^m_{0,0}(R^n ) as σ(x, ⃗ξ ) = σ(x, ⃗ξ )^Φ(⃗ξ ) + ∑ k∈N σ(x, ⃗ξ ) ^Ψ_k(⃗ξ ) =: σ_0(x, ⃗ξ ) + ∑ k∈N σ_k(x, ⃗ξ ), ⃗ξ ∈ R^{nl} and then express T_σ(f_1, . . . , f_l) = ∑ k∈N_0 T_{σk} (f_1, . . . , f_l) where T_{σk} are the l-linear pseudo-differential operators associated with σ_k ∈ M_l S^m_{0,0}(R^n ). Here, we notice that for all multi-indices α, β_1, . . . , β_l ∈ (N_0 )^n | |∂^α_x ∂^{β1}_{ξ1} · · · ∂^βl_{ξl} σ_k(x, ξ_1, . . . , ξ_l) | | ≲_{α,β1,...,βl} (1 + |ξ_1| + · · · + |ξ_l|)^m where the implicit constant in the inequality is independent of k. In such a case, we will say σ_k belongs to M_l S^m_{0,0}(R^n ) uniformly in k.

2.2. Generalized trace theorem for Sobolev spaces. For s > 0 and N ∈ N, let (I_N − Δ_N )^{s/2} denote the Bessel potential acting on tempered distributions on R^N , defined by (I_N − Δ_N )^{s2} F := ( (1 + 4π^2| · |^2)^{s2} ^F )_∨ . The Sobolev space L^2_s(R^N ) consists of all F ∈ L^2(R^N ) satisfying

‖F ‖_L2_{s (R}N_) := ‖ ‖(I_N − Δ_N )^s_2 F ‖ ‖_{L2(RN )} = ( ∫ R^N ( 1 + 4π^2|ξ|^2 )_s| ^ F (ξ) | |^2 dξ ) 1_2 < ∞. Lemma 2.1. [16, Lemma 5.1] Let l ≥ 2 and s > 0. Then ‖ ~G‖_L2_{s (R}n_) ≲_{s,r,n} ‖G‖_L2_{s+ (l−1)n} 2 ((R^n )^l)

for Schwartz functions G on (R^n )^l, where ~G(x) = G(x_1, . . . , x_l)|_{x1=···=xl=x} and x, x_1, . . . , x_l ∈ R^n .

2.3. General l-linear estimates for T_σ ∈ M_l S^m_{0,0}(R^n ). Let h^p denote the local Hardy space, introduced by Goldberg [6]. The boundedness of (linear) pseudo-differential operators of type (0, 0) on h^p was given by Calderón and Vaillancourt [3] for p = 2, Coifman and Meyer [5] for 1 < p < ∞, and Miyachi [10] and Päivärinta and Somersalo [14] for 0 < p ≤ 1. The multilinear setting was studied by Bényi and Torres [1], Michalowski, Rule, and Staubach [9], Bényi, Bernicot, Maldonado, Naibo, and Torres [2], Miyachi and Tomita [11], and finally Kato, Miyachi, and Tomita [7] proved the following.

Theorem B. Let l ≥ 1 and 0 < p_1, . . . , p_l ≤ ∞ with 1/p_1 + · · · + 1/p_l = 1/p. Suppose that m ∈ R and σ ∈ M_l S^m_{0,0}(R^n ). Then m ≤ m_0(⃗p) := −n [_l∑ j=1 max ( 1 p_j , 1 2 ) − min (1 p , 1 2 )] , ⃗p := (p_1, . . . , p_l) if and only if ‖ ‖T_σ(f_1, . . . , f_l) ‖ ‖_{Y p(Rn)} ≲ l∏ j=1 ‖f_j‖_Y pj_{(R}n_)

for f_1, . . . , f_l ∈ S(R^n ), where

Y^p := { h^p 0 < p < ∞ bmo p = ∞ . Note that the inequality ‖f‖_Lp ≲ ‖f‖_hp holds for locally integrable functions f, where

0 < p ≤ 1. Thus Theorem B deduces that if 1 < r ≤ 2 and σ ∈ M_l S^{−n( lr − 12 )}_{0,0} (R^n ), then

(2.2) ‖ T_σ ( f_1, . . . , f_l )‖ L^{r/l}(R^n ) ≲ l∏ j=1 ‖f_j ‖_Lr_{(R}n_).

3. Key Estimates

We fix k ∈ N_0 . Let P_k be the concentric dilate of Q with ℓ(P_k) ≥ 10 √ nlℓ(Q) and χ_{Pk} denote its characteristic function. We write

f_j = f_jχ_{Pk} + f_jχ_P c_k =: f^{(0)}_{j,k} + f^{(1)}_{j,k} for j = 1, . . . , l

so that each T_{σk} (f_1, . . . , f_l) can be decomposed as

T_{σk} (f_1, . . . , f_l) = ∑ μ_1,...,μ_l∈{0,1} T_{σk} ( f^{(μ1)}_{1,k} , f^{(μ2)}_{2,k} , . . . , f^{(μl)}_{l,k} ) . Then a key estimate for the proof of Theorem 1.1 is

Proposition 3.1. Let 1 < r ≤ 2, l ≥ 1, k ∈ N_0 , and ℓ(Q) < 1. Suppose that σ ∈

M_l S^{− nlr}_{0,0} (R^n ) and x ∈ Q. Then we have

(3.1) inf_{cQ∈C} ( 1 |Q| ∫ Q | |T_{σk} (f^{(0)}_{1,k} , . . . , f^{(0)}_{l,k} )(y) − c_Q | |^rl dy ) l_r ≲ ℓ(P_k)^{nlr} M_r ( f_1, . . . , f_l ) (x) uniformly in k.

In order to prove Proposition 3.1, we first need the following lemma, which is actually an extension of [16, Lemma 5.4] to ρ = 0.

Lemma 3.2. Let 1 < r ≤ 2 and l ≥ 1. Suppose that σ ∈ M_l S^{− nlr}_{0,0} (R^n ). Then we have ‖ ‖T_σ(f_1, . . . , f_l) ‖ ‖_{bmo(Rn )} ≲ l∏ j=1 ‖f_j ‖_Lr_{(R}n_)

for f_1, . . . , f_l ∈ S(R^n ).

Proof. The linear case l = 1 has been already proved by Miyachi and Yabuta [12, Lemma 5.6] by using duality argument with (h^1)^∗ = bmo, but we provide another proof, using Sobolev embeddings into bmo. We notice that the operator

(I_n − Δ_n)^{n4} T_σ(I_n − Δ_n)^{12 n( 1r − 12 )}

is a pseudo-differential operator associated with a symbol in M_1 S^0_{,0}(R^n ). Then its L^2(R^n ) boundedness, in view of Theorem B, deduces that ‖ T_σf ‖ L^2_{n2} (R^n) = ‖ ‖ ‖ ( (I_n − Δ_n)^{n4} T_σ(I_n − Δ_n)^{12 n( 1r − 12 )} ) (I_n − Δ_n)^{− 12 n( 1r − 12 )}f ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2(Rn )} ≲ ‖ ‖(In − Δn)^{− 12 n( 1r − 12 )}f ‖ ‖_{L2(Rn )} = ‖ f ‖ L^2_{−n( 1r − 12 )}(R^n ) ≲ ‖f‖L^r (R^n )

for any Schwartz functions f on R^n , where the last inequality follows from the Sobolev embedding theorem, but we note that r > 1. Therefore, by the embedding L^2n_2 (R^n ) → bmo(R^n ) (e.g. [15, Theorem 2.3]), we obtain ‖ T_σf ‖ bmo(R^n ) ≲ ‖ T_σf ‖ L^2_{n2} (R^n ) ≲ ‖f‖L^r (R^n ),

as desired.

Now we assume l ≥ 2. In this case, we mimic the proof of [16, Lemma 5.4]. We first define the linear symbol Σ in R^{nl} × R^{nl} as

(3.2) Σ(X, Ξ) := σ(x_1, ξ_1, . . . , ξ_l), X := (x_1, . . . , x_l) ∈ (R^n )^l, Ξ := (ξ_1, . . . , ξ_l) ∈ (R^n )^l.

Then it is obvious that the symbol Σ belongs to the linear Hörmander class M_1 S^{− nlr}_{0,0} (R^{nl} ).

Moreover, the operator

(I_{nl} − Δ_{nl})^{nl4} T_Σ(I_{nl} − Δ_{nl})^{12 nl( 1r − 12 )}

is a linear pseudo-differential operator in OpM_1 S^0_{,0}(R^{nl} ). Now, by applying its L^2(R^{nl} )

boundedness in Theorem B, we have ‖ ‖T_Σ(G) ‖ ‖_{L2nl} 2 (R^{nl} ) = ‖ ‖ ( (I_{nl} − Δ_{nl})^{nl4} T_Σ(I_{nl} − Δ_{nl})^{12 nl( 1r − 12 )} ) (I_{nl} − Δ_{nl})^{− 12 nl( 1r − 12 )}G ‖ ‖_{L2(Rnl )} ≲ ‖ ‖(I_{nl} − Δ_{nl})_−^1_{2 nl(}^1_{r −}^1_{2 )}G ‖ ‖ L^2(R^{nl} ) = ‖ ‖G ‖ ‖_{L2} −nl( 1r − 12 ) (R^{nl} ) ≲ ‖G‖L^r (R^{nl} ) for any Schwartz functions G on R^{nl} , where the Sobolev embedding theorem is applied in

the last inequality. Finally, since T_σ ( f_1, . . . , f_l ) (x) = T_Σ(f_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ f_l)(x_1, . . . , x_l)|_{x1=···=xl=x}, x ∈ R^n , the embedding L^2n_2 (R^n ) → bmo(R^n ) and Lemma 2.1 with s =^n_2 deduce ‖ T_σ(f_1, . . . , f_l) ‖ bmo(R^n ) ≲ ‖ T_σ(f_1, . . . , f_l) ‖ L^2_{n2} (R^n ) ≲ ‖ ‖T_Σ(f_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ f_l) ‖ ‖_{L2nl} 2 (R^{nl} )

≲ ‖f_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ f_l‖_Lr_{(R}nl_) = l∏ j=1 ‖f_j‖_Lr_{(R}n_).

This completes the proof. □

Now we prove Propositions 3.1.

Proof of Proposition 3.1. In view of (1.1), together with Hölder’s inequality if l ≥ 2, the

left-hand side of (3.1) is no more than ‖ ‖T_{σk} (f (0)_{1,k} , . . . , f (0)_{l,k} ) ‖ ‖ bmo(R^n ) and this is, via Lemma 3.2, bounded by a constant times l∏ j=1 ‖f_j ‖_Lr_{(Pk)} = ( ∫ P_k×···×P_k | |f_1(u_1) · · · f_l(u_l) | |^r du_1 · · · du_l ) 1_r

≲ ℓ(P_k)^{nlr} M_r ( f_1, . . . , f_l ) (x) (3.3)

as x ∈ Q ⊂ P_k. Then (3.1) follows. □

If one of μ_j is equal to 1, we benefit from the following proposition.

Proposition 3.3. [16, Propositions 2.3 and 5.3] Let 1 ≤ r ≤ 2, l ≥ 1, k ∈ N_0 , and x, y ∈ Q.

Suppose that σ ∈ M_l S^{− nlr}_{0,0} (R^n ). If each μ_j is 0 or 1, excluding μ_1 = · · · = μ_l = 0, then we

have

(3.4) | |T_{σk} (f^{(μ1)}_{1,k} , . . . , f^{(μl)}_{l,k} )(y) | | ≲_N ℓ(P_k)^{−(N− nl}_r^)M_r(f_1, . . . , f_l)(x) and | T_{σk} ( f^{(μ1)}_{1,k} , . . . , f^{(μl)}_{l,k} ) (y) − T_{σk} ( f^{(μ1)}_{1,k} , . . . , f^{(μl)}_{l,k} ) (x) |

≲_N 2^kℓ(Q)ℓ(P_k)^{−(N− nlr )}M_r ( f_1, . . . , f_l ) (x) (3.5)

for any N >^{nl}_r .

Another key estimate is

Proposition 3.4. Let 1 < r ≤ 2, l ≥ 1, x ∈ Q, and ℓ(Q) < 1. Suppose that σ ∈

M_l S^{− nlr}_{0,0} (R^n ). Then we have

(3.6) ( 1 |Q| ∫ Q | | ∑ k:2^kℓ(Q)≥1 T_{σk} ( f_1, . . . , f_l ) (y) | | r l dy ) l_r ≲ M_r ( f_1, . . . , f_l ) (x).

Proof. We note that 2^kℓ(Q) ≥ 1 implies k ≥ 1. Therefore, we don’t need to consider the

case k = 0. We choose 0 < ϵ <^r_{2l} (≤ 1) and let Q^∗_{k,ϵ} be the concentric dilate of Q with

ℓ(Q^∗_{k,ϵ}) = 10 √ nl ( 2^kℓ(Q) )_ϵ (≥ 10 √ nl > 10 √ nlℓ(Q)). Then we write

(3.7) f_j = f_jχ_Q∗_{k,ϵ} + f_jχ_{(Q}∗_{k,ϵ)}c =: f^{(0)}_{j,k} + f^{(1)}_{j,k} for j = 1, . . . , l

so that the left-hand side of (3.6) is less than the sum of

J_1 := ( ∑ k:2^kℓ(Q)≥1 ( 1 |Q| ∫ Q | |T_{σk} (f(0)_{1,k} , . . . , f(0)_{l,k} )(y) | |^rl dy )_{min (1,} l_{r )})_{max (1,} l_{r )}

and J_2 := ∑ μ_1,...,μ_l∈{0,1} (μ_1,...,μ_l)≠(0,...,0)

( ∑ k:2^kℓ(Q)≥1 ( 1 |Q| ∫ Q | |T_{σk} (f(μ_1 )_{k,1} , . . . , f(μ_l)_{k,l} )(y) | |^rl dy )_{min (1,} l_{r )})_{max (1,} l_{r )}

where the subadditivities of ‖ · ‖_ℓr and ‖ · ‖^{rl}_ℓ r_l if l ≥ 2 are applied.

We consider J_2 first. By applying (3.4) with N >^{nl}_r , if (μ_1, . . . , μ_l) ∈ {0, 1}^l \{(0, . . . , 0)}, ( 1 |Q| ∫ Q | |Tσ_k ( f^{(μ1)}_{k,1} , . . . , f^{(μl)}_{k,l} ) (y) | | r l dy ) l_r

≲ ℓ(Q^∗_{k,ϵ})^{−(N− nlr )}M_r ( f_1, . . . , f_l ) (x) ∼ ( 2^kℓ(Q) )_{−ϵ(N−} nl_{r )} M_r ( f_1, . . . , f_l ) (x) so that

J_2 ≲ M_r ( f_1, . . . , f_l ) (x) ( ∑ k:2^kℓ(Q)≥1 ( 2^kℓ(Q)

)_{−ϵ(} rN_{l −n) min (1,} l_{r )})^{max (1, l}r^)

≲ M_r ( f_1, . . . , f_l ) (x). Now it remains to estimate J_1 and we will separately treat the cases l = 1 and l ≥ 2.

Let us first consider the case l = 1. We define γ_k := Ψ_{k−1} + Ψ_k + Ψ_{k+1} ∈ S(R^n ) so that

Ψ_k ∗ γ_k = Ψ_k for k ≥ 1.

This yields

T_{σk} f^{(0)}_k = T_{σk} ( γ_k ∗ f^{(0)}_k ) .

By applying Hölder’s inequality and observing 2^{kn}r σ_k ∈ M_1 S^0_{,0}(R^n ) uniformly in k, the L^2

boundedness for 2^{kn}r T_{σk} in Theorem B deduces ( 1 |Q| ∫ Q | |T_{σk} f^{(0)}_k (y) | |^r dy ) 1_r ≤ ℓ(Q)^{− n2} ‖ ‖T_{σk} (γ_k ∗ f(0)_k ) ‖ ‖ L^2(R^n) ≲ ℓ(Q)^{− n2} 2^{− knr} ‖ ‖γ_k ∗ f^{(0)}_k ‖ ‖_{L2(Rn )} and this is bounded by

ℓ(Q)^{− n2} 2^{− knr} ‖γ_k‖_Lq_{(R}n_) ‖ f^{(0)}_k ‖ L^r (R^n) ∼ ( 2^kℓ(Q) )_− n_2 ‖ f ‖ L^r(Q^∗_{k,ϵ}) ≲ ( 2^kℓ(Q)

)_{−n(} 1_{2 −} ϵ_{r )} M_rf(x)

where we applied Young’s convolution inequality with 1 +^1_2 =^1_q +^1_r . This finally proves

J_1 ≲ M_rf(x) ∑ k:2^kℓ(Q)≥1 ( 2^kℓ(Q)

)_{−n(} 1_{2 −} ϵ_{r )} ≲ M_rf(x), as desired.

Now assume l ≥ 2. In this case, we will employ the trace theorem in Lemma 2.1 and

the L^2(R^{nl} ) boundedness of a linear pseudo-differential operator belonging to M_1 S^0_{,0}(R^{nl} ).

Since 2 <^r_{ϵl} , we may choose t such that 2 < t < r ϵl . Then by using Hölder’s inequality with^r_l < t and the Sobolev embedding theorem, ( 1 |Q| ∫ Q | | |Tσ_k ( f^{(0)}_{1,k} , . . . , f^{(0)}_{l,k} ) (y) | | | r l dy ) l_r ≤ 1 |Q|^1t ‖ ‖ ‖Tσ_k ( f^{(0)}_{1,k} , . . . , f^{(0)}_{l,k} )‖ ‖_{Lt(Rn )} ≲ ℓ(Q)^{− nt} ‖ ‖T_{σk} (f(0)_{1,k} , . . . , f(0)_{l,k} ) ‖ ‖ L^2_{n2 − nt} (R^n ) . Let Γ_k := Ψ_{k−1} + Ψ_k + Ψ_{k+1} ∈ S(R^{nl} ) so that Ψ_k ∗ Γ_k = Ψ_k for k ≥ 1. Setting Σ as in (3.2)

and Σ_k := Σ · ^Ψ_k, we write T_{σk} ( f^{(0)}_{1,k} , . . . , f^{(0)}_{l,k} ) (y) = T_{Σk} F_k(y, . . . , y), y ∈ R^n where T_{Σk} ∈ OpM_1 S^{− nlr}_{0,0} (R^{nl} ) and F_k := Γ_k ∗ ( f^{(0)}_{1,k} ⊗ · · · ⊗ f^{(0)}_{l,k} ) is a function defined on R^{nl} .

Therefore, applying Lemma 2.1 with^n_2 −^n_t > 0, ‖ ‖Tσ_k ( f^{(0)}_{1,k} , . . . , f^{(0)}_{l,k} )‖ ‖_{L2n} 2 − n t (R^n ) ≲ ‖ ‖TΣ_k Fk ‖ ‖_{L2nl} 2 − n t (R^{nl} ) = ‖ ‖((I_{nl} − Δ_{nl})^1_{2 (}^{nl}_{2 −}^n_{t )}T_{Σk} )F_k ‖ ‖ L^2(R^{nl} ) . Observing

2^{kn( lr + 1t − l2 )}(I_{nl} − Δ_{nl})^{12 ( nl2 − nt )}T_{Σk} ∈ OpM_1 S^0_{,0}(R^{nl} ) uniformly in k,

its L^2(R^{nl} ) boundedness yields that the L^2 norm in the last expression is bounded by a

constant times 2^{−kn( lr + 1t − l2 )} ‖ ‖F_k ‖ ‖_{L2(Rnl )} ≲ 2^{−kn( l}_r^{+ 1}_t^{− l}_2^) ‖ ‖Γ_k‖_{Lq (Rnl )} ‖ ‖f^{(0)}_{1,k} ⊗ · · · ⊗ f^{(0)}_{l,k} ‖ ‖_{Lr (Rnl )}

∼ 2^{−kn( lr + 1t − l2 )}2^{knl(1− 1q )} l∏ j=1 ‖ ‖f_j ‖ ‖_{Lr (Q∗k,ϵ)} = 2^{− kn}_t l∏ j=1 ‖ ‖f_j ‖ ‖_{Lr (Q∗k,ϵ)}

where the inequality follows from Young’s inequality with 1 +^1_2 =^1_q +^1_r . Using (3.3), the

last displayed expression is controlled by a constant multiple of 2^{− knt} ( 2^kℓ(Q) ) ϵnl_r M_r ( f_1, . . . , f_l ) (x). Finally, we have proved that ( 1 |Q| ∫ Q | |T_{σk} (f(0)_{1,k} , . . . , f(0)_{l,k} )(y) | |^rl dy ) l_r ≲ ( 2^kℓ(Q)

)_{−n(} 1_{t −} ϵl_{r )}

M_r ( f_1, . . . , f_l ) (x) and this clearly implies that

J_1 ≲ M_r ( f_1, . . . , f_l ) (x) ( ∑ k:2^kℓ(Q)≥1 ( 2^kℓ(Q) )_{−n(} r_{tl −ϵ)} ) l_r ≲ M_r ( f_1, . . . , f_l ) (x). This completes the proof. □

4. Proof of Theorem 1.1

Fixing a cube Q in R^n and a point x ∈ Q, our focus shifts to demonstrating

(4.1) ( 1 |Q| ∫ Q | |T_σ(f_1, . . . , f_l)(y) | |^rl dy ) l_r ≲ M_r ( f_1, . . . , f_l ) (x) if ℓ(Q) ≥ 1 and (4.2) inf_{cQ∈C} ( 1 |Q| ∫ Q | |T_σ(f_1, . . . , f_l)(y) − c_Q | |^rl dy ) l_r ≲ M_r ( f_1, . . . , f_l ) (x) if ℓ(Q) < 1

uniformly in Q and x.

4.1. Proof of (4.1). Assume ℓ(Q) ≥ 1. Let 0 < ϵ <^r_{2l} . For each k ∈ N_0 , let Q^∗_{k,ϵ} denote

the concentric dilate of Q with ℓ(Q^∗_{k,ϵ}) = 10 √ nl2^{ϵk}ℓ(Q). Then we write

(4.3) f_j = f_jχ_Q∗_{k,ϵ} + f_jχ_{(Q}∗_{k,ϵ)}c =: f^{(0)}_{j,k} + f^{(1)}_{j,k} for j = 1, . . . , l

so that T_σ(f_1, . . . , f_l) can be decomposed as

T_σ(f_1, . . . , f_l) = ∑ k∈N_0 ∑ μ_1 ,...,μ_l∈{0,1} T_{σk} ( f^{(μ1 )}_{1,k} , . . . , f^{(μl)}_{l,k} ) . Therefore, the left-hand side of (4.1) is controlled by a constant times ∑ μ_1,...,μ_l∈{0,1} ( ∑ k∈N_0 ( 1 |Q| ∫ Q | T_{σk} ( f^{(μ1)}_{1,k} , . . . , f^{(μl )}_{l,k} ) (y) | r_l dy )_{min (1,} l_{r )})_{max(1,} l_{r )} . Now we claim that for each k ∈ N_0 ,

(4.4) ( 1 |Q| ∫ Q | T_{σk} ( f^{(0)}_{1,k} , . . . , f^{(0)}_{l,k} ) (y) | r_l dy ) l_r ≲ 2^{−kn( 12 − ϵlr )}M_r ( f_1, . . . , f_l ) (x) and for N >^{nl}_r

(4.5) ( 1 |Q| ∫ Q | |T_{σk} (f^{(μ1)}_{1,k} , . . . , f^{(μl)}_{l,k} )(y) | |^rl dy ) l_r ≲ 2^{−ϵk(N− nlr )}M_r ( f_1, . . . , f_l ) (x) if at least one of μ_j is equal to 1. Then (4.1) follows obviously.

By observing

2^{kn2} σ_k ∈ M_l S^{−n( lr − 12 )}

0,0 (R^n ) uniformly in k

and applying (2.2), the left-hand side of (4.4) is bounded by 1 |Q|^lr ‖ ‖Tσ_k ( f^{(0)}_{1,k} , . . . , f^{(0)}_{l,k} )‖ ‖_L r_{l (Rn)} ≲ 2^{− kn2} ℓ(Q)^{− nlr} l∏ j=1 ‖f_j‖_Lr_{(Q}∗_{k,ϵ)}. Using the argument in (3.3) with P_k = Q^∗_{k,ϵ}, we have l∏ j=1 ‖f_j‖_Lr_{(Q}∗_{k,ϵ)} ≲ ℓ(Q^∗_{k,ϵ})^{nlr} M_r ( f_1, . . . , f_l ) (x) ∼ ( 2^{ϵk}ℓ(Q) ) nl_r M_r ( f_1, . . . , f_l ) (x) and this yields (4.4).

Now assume that one of μ_j is 1. By employing (3.4), for N >^{nl}_r and y ∈ Q, we have | |Tσ_k ( f^{(μ1 )}_{1,k} , . . . , f^{(μl)}_{l,k} ) (y) | | ≲ ( ℓ(Q^∗_{k,ϵ}) )_{−(N−} nl_{r )} M_r ( f_1, . . . , f_l ) (x) ∼ ( 2^{ϵk}ℓ(Q) )_{−(N−} nl_{r )} M_r ( f_1, . . . , f_l ) (x) ≤ 2^{−ϵk(N− nlr )}M_r ( f_1, . . . , f_l ) (x) where the last inequality holds due to ℓ(Q) ≥ 1. This completes the proof of (4.5).

4.2. Proof of (4.2). Assume ℓ(Q) < 1. Let P_Q be the concentric dilate of Q with ℓ(P_Q) = 10 √ nl(> 10 √ nlℓ(Q)). We write

f_j = f_jχ_{PQ} + f_jχ_{(PQ)}c =: f^{(0)}_j + f^{(1)}_j for j = 1, . . . , l.

Then ( 1 |Q| ∫ Q | |T_σ(f_1, . . . , f_l)(y) − c_Q | |^rl dy ) l_r

≲ ( 1 |Q| ∫ Q | |Tσ (

f^{(0)}_1 , . . . , f^{(0)}_l

) (y) − d_Q | | r l dy ) l_r

+ ∑ μ_1,...,μ_l∈{0,1} (μ_1 ,...,μ_l)≠(0,...,0)

( 1 |Q| ∫ Q | |Tσ (

f^{(μ1)}_1 , . . . , f^{(μl)}_l

) (y) − ∑ k:2^kℓ(Q)<1 T_{σk} (

f^{(μ1)}_1 , . . . , f^{(μl)}_l

) (x) | | r l dy ) l_r

where

d_Q := c_Q − ∑ μ_1,...,μ_l∈{0,1} (μ_1,...,μ_l)≠(0,...,0) ∑ k:2^kℓ(Q)<1 T_{σk} (

f^{(μ1 )}_1 , . . . , f^{(μl)}_l

) (x).

Therefore, in order to establish (4.2), we need to estimate

I_1 := inf_{dQ∈C} ( 1 |Q| ∫ Q | |Tσ (

f^{(0)}_1 , . . . , f^{(0)}_l

) (y) − d_Q | | r l dy ) l_r

and for (μ_1, . . . , μ_l) ∈ {0, 1}^l \ {(0, . . . , 0)} I^{(μ1,...,μl)} 2 := ( 1 |Q| ∫ Q | |T_σ(f(μ_1)_1 , . . . , f(μ_l)_l )(y) − ∑ k:2^kℓ(Q)<1 T_{σk} (

f^{(μ1)}_1 , . . . , f^{(μl)}_l

) (x) | |^rl dy ) l_r . Using Proposition 3.1, we have

I_1 ≲ M_r ( f_1, . . . , f_l ) (x). For the other terms, we assume (μ_1, . . . , μ_l) ∈ {0, 1}^l \ {(0, . . . , 0)} and write | | |Tσ (

f^{(μ1 )}_1 , . . . , f^{(μl)}_l

) (y) − ∑ k:2^kℓ(Q)<1 T_{σk} (

f^{(μ1 )}_1 , . . . , f^{(μl)}_l

) (x) | | | ≤ ∑ k:2^kℓ(Q)<1 | |Tσ_k (

f^{(μ1 )}_1 , . . . , f^{(μl)}_l

) (y) − T_{σk} (

f^{(μ1 )}_1 , . . . , f^{(μl)}_l

) (x) | | + ∑ k:2^kℓ(Q)≥1 | |Tσ_k (

f^{(μ1)}_1 , . . . , f^{(μl)}_l

) (y) | | =: I^{(μ1 ,...,μl)} 1 (y) + I^{(μ1 ,...,μl)} 2 (y). By applying (3.5), if y ∈ Q, then we have | |Tσ_k (

f^{(μ1)}_1 , . . . , f^{(μl )}_l

) (y) − T_{σk} (

f^{(μ1)}_1 , . . . , f^{(μl )}_l

) (x) | | ≲ 2^kℓ(Q)Mr ( f_1, . . . , f_l ) (x) and thus I^{(μ1 ,...,μl)} 1 (y) ≲ M_r ( f_1, . . . , f_l ) (x) ∑ k:2^kℓ(Q)<1 2^kℓ(Q) ≲ M_r ( f_1, . . . , f_l ) (x). This yields that ( 1 |Q| ∫ Q ( I^{(μ1 ,...,μl)} 1 (y) ) r_l dy ) l_r ≲ M_r ( f_1, . . . , f_l ) (x). Furthermore, Proposition 3.4, together with the property | |f^{(μj )}_j (y) | | ≤ | |f_j(y) | | j = 1, . . . , l, yields ( 1 |Q| ∫ Q ( I^{(μ1 ,...,μl)} 2 (y) ) r_l dy ) l_r ≲ M_r ( f_1, . . . , f_l ) (x), which proves I^{(μ1,...,μl)} 2 ≲ M_r ( f_1, . . . , f_l ) (x) for (μ_1, . . . , μ_l) ∈ {0, 1}^l \ {(0, . . . , 0)}. This completes the proof.

References

[1] Á. Bényi and R. Torres, Almost orthogonality and a class of bounded bilinear pseudodifferential operators, Math. Res. Lett. 11 (2004), 1-11.

[2] Á. Bényi, F. Bernicot, D. Maldonado, V. Naibo, and R. Torres, On the Hörmander classes of bilinear pseudodifferential operators II, Indiana Univ. Math. J. 62 (2013), 1733-1764.

[3] A. P. Calderón and R. Vaillancourt, A class of bounded pseudo-differential operators, Proc. Nat. Acad.

Sci. U.S.A. 69 (1972) 1185-1187.

[4] S. Chanillo and A. Torchinsky, Sharp function and weighted L^p estimates for a class of pseudodifferential operators, Ark. Mat. 24 (1985), 1-25.

[5] R. R. Coifman and Y. Meyer, Au delà des opérateurs pseudo-différentiels, Astérisque 57 (1978), 1-185. [6] D. Goldberg, A local version of real Hardy spaces, Duke Math. J. 46 (1979) 27-42. [7] T. Kato, A. Miyachi, and N. Tomita, Boundedness of multilinear pseudo-differential operators with symbols in the Hörmander class S0,0, J. Funct. Anal. 282 (2022) Paper No. 109329, 28 pp.

[8] A. Lerner, S. Ombrosi, C. Pérez, R. Torres, and R. Trujillo-González, New maximal functions and multiple weights for the multilinear Calderón-Zygmund theory, Adv. Math. 220 (2009), 1222-1264.

[9] N. Michalowski, D. Rule, and W. Staubach, Multilinear pseudodifferential operators beyond Calderón- Zygmund theory, J. Math. Anal. Appl., 414, (2014), 149-165.

[10] A. Miyachi, Estimates for pseudo-differential operators of class S0,0, Math. Nachr. 133 (1987), 135-154. [11] A. Miyachi and N. Tomita, Calderón-Vaillancourt–type theorem for bilinear operators, Indiana Univ.

Math. J. 62 (2013), 1165-1201.

[12] A. Miyachi and K. Yabuta, Sharp function estimates for pseudo-differential operators of class S^m_{ρ,δ}, Bull. Fac. Sci. Ibaraki Univ. Ser. A 19 (1987), 15-30.

[13] V. Naibo, On the L^∞ ×L^∞ → BMO mapping property for certain bilinear pseudodifferential operators, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 143 (2015), 5323 - 5336.

[14] L. Päivärinta and E. Somersalo, A generalization of the Calderón-Vaillancourt theorem to L^p and h^p, Math. Nachr. 138 (1988) 145-156.

[15] B. Park, Some maximal inequalities on Triebel-Lizorkin spaces for p = ∞, Math. Nachr. 292 (2019) 1137-1150.

[16] B. Park and N. Tomita, Sharp maximal function estimates for linear and multilinear pseudo-differential operators, submitted.

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

Email address: bpark43@skku.edu

N. Tomita, Department of Mathematics, Graduate School of Science, Osaka University, Toyonaka, Osaka 560-0043, Japan

Email address: tomita@math.sci.osaka-u.ac.jp