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Abstract

In this paper, we introduce and study two classes of multiparame-
ter Forelli-Rudin type operators from L? (Tg x T, dV,, x dV,,) to
Li(Tg x Tg,dVs, x dVs,), especially on their boundedness, where
LP (T x Tg,dV,, x dV,,) and LI (Tg x Tp,dVs, x dVs,) are both
weighted Lebesgue spaces over the Cartesian product of two tubu-
lar domains Ts x Tz, with mixed-norm and appropriate weights.
We completely characterize the boundedness of these two operators
when 1 < p'< ¢ < co. Moreover, we provide the necessary and suf-
ficient condition of the case that ¢ = (0c0,00). As an application,
we obtain the boundedness of three common classes of integral op-
erators, including the weighted multiparameter Bergman-type pro-
jection and the weighted multiparameter Berezin-type transform.
Key words: Forelli-Rudin type operators; Mixed-norm Lebesgue
space; tubular domain

1 Introduction

The study of the analytic properties of integral operators has always
been a very active problem. In recent years, many scholars have studied its
boundedness, compactness and other analytical properties, and obtained
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a series of important results, which can be referred to [5]. The Forelli-
Rudin operator was first introduced by Forelli and Rudin [7] in 1974 as
a special class of integral operators. They play an important role in the
theory of function spaces, especially in the study of Bergman spaces and
Hardy spaces. Initially, this research mainly focused on the operator theory
of Bergman space and Hardy space on the unit disk and the unit ball.
Subsequently, it is gradually extended to a wider range of function spaces,
such as weighted Bergman space and Sobolev space. Researchers have found
that the behavior of the Forelli-Rudin operator in these spaces can help to
understand more general function space theory.

Kurens and Zhu [14] introduced the Forelli-Rudin type integral operators
in 2006, which are defined as follows. For any given a,b,c € R,

Tob e f(2)=(1- 12\2)(1/ %ﬂw V' (u)

n

and

Sune £ = (1= 1aP)" | %ﬂu) AV (u).

The above operators are defined on the unit ball. Stein [6] first proved
that the operator Tp, ¢, n41 is bounded on L? (B,,), where 1 < p < o0.
Forelli-Rudin [7] proved that 70 ,itnt1+0+it 1S bounded on LP (B,,) if and
only if (o0 + 1)p > 1, where 1 < p < oco,0 > —1,t € R, i is an imagi-
nary unit. Zhu [29, Theorem 3.11] gave the necessary and sufficient condi-
tions for T}, s, . and S, 5 . to be bounded on LP (D, dA,), where 1 < p <
00, dAq(z) = (a+1) (1 - |z|2)a dV(z),a > —1. Later, this conclusion was
extended to the high-dimensional case by Kures and Zhu [14]. For more
results in this direction, please refer to [21, 22, 27, 28]. In addition, it also
includes the study of Forelli-Rudin operators on special domains (such as
unbounded domains), revealing the behavior of operators in different geo-
metric backgrounds. For example, Cheng et al. [2] gave the boundedness
of Ty, o, - from LP to L? when (p,q) € [1,00] X [1,00]. In [17], Liu et al.
generalized the results of Cheng et al.to the Siegel upper half space, and
discussed the LP-L? boundedness of the operator Ty, o, .. In [26], Zhou et al.
gave the necessary and sufficient conditions for the LQ—L% boundedness of
Forelli-Rudin type integral operators on Siegel upper half space, and gave
the connection between the unit ball and the boundedness of Forelli-Rudin
type integral operators on Siegel upper half space. For more results in the
Siegel upper half space, please refer to [16, 25].

The mixed norm Lebesgue space L? as a natural generalization of the
classical Lebesgue space LP was first introduced by Benedek [1] in 1961.
Its definition and properties combine multiple Lebesgue integrals in differ-
ent directions, which can better describe the behavior of multidimensional
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functions. Mixed norm Lebesgue spaces are increasingly showing their im-
portance in many analysis and application fields, especially in multivariate
function analysis and partial differential equation research. By combining
Lebesgue integrals in different directions, the mixed norm Lebesgue space
can better describe and deal with the behaviors of complex functions. Af-
ter that, many scholars have studied it. The research on this aspect can
refer to the relevant literature [24]. There is also progress in the study
of Forelli-Rudin type operators on Lebesgue spaces with mixed norm. Re-
cently, Huang et al. [10] studied the boundedness of multi-parameter Forelli-
Rudin type operators on weighted Lebesgue spaces Lg (B,, x B,,) with mixed
norm on the Cartesian product of two unit balls, and gave a series of con-
clusions. The object of this paper is the boundedness of multi-parameter
Forelli-Rudin type operators on the weighted Lebesgue space Lg (Tg x Tp)
with mixed norm on the Cartesian product of two tubular domains. It also
includes the boundedness of multi-parameter Forelli-Rudin type operators
on Lg (T x Tg) when ¢ := (00,00). The detailed conclusions are shown in
section 6 of this paper.

In addition, multiparameter theory is also an important branch of math-
ematics. It provides a basis for dealing with complex mathematical prob-
lems involving multiple variables or parameters, and plays an important
role in harmonic analysis, complex analysis, partial differential equations
and other fields. For example, the singular integral operator studied by
many scholars in harmonic analysis, the product singular integral stud-
ied by R.Fefferman, Journé and Stein et al. [8, 13]. Specifically, in 1982,
R.Fefferman and Stein [6] extended the convolution Calderén—Zygmund op-
erator to the two-parameter case and obtained the boundedness on the
product Lebesgue space. Gundy and Stein [9] first introduced the product
Hardy space H? (R™ x R™). Subsequently, Chang and R.Fefferman [3, 4]
established the Calderon—Zygmund decomposition theory of the product
space and derived a series of conclusions. For more applications of multi-
parameters in the above fields, see reference [11, 19, 20, 23].

The rest of this article is organized as follows. In the second section, we
will explain the basic concepts and symbolic terms. In the third section,
we give some basic lemmas, including Schur test, which is an important
tool to verify the boundedness of integral operators and will run through
the full text. In the fourth section, we will give the necessary conditions
for the boundedness of the operator T, ; ., and get a series of conclusions,
see lemma 4.1 to lemma 4.13. In the ﬁfth section, we give the sufficient
conditions for the boundedness of the operator Sﬂ i = see Lemma 5.1 to
Lemma 5.13. Since the boundedness of the operator ’Sq = will inevitably
lead to the boundedness of the operator 77 ; p o i the 51xth section, we link
the above lemmas and give our main theorems 6.1 to 6.13 in this paper. In
the last section, we apply the obtained theorem to three kinds of integral



operators, including the famous Bergman-type projection and Berezin-type
transformation, and obtain the boundedness of three kinds of integral op-
erators.

2 Preliminaries
Let C™ be the n-dimensional complex Euclidean space. For any two
points z = (21, -+, 2,) and w = (wy, -+ ,w,) in C", we write
Z-W = 21Wy + -+ 2p Wy,
= =4+ 2

and

|z :=Vz- -z = \/|21|2 e 2

The set Tp = {z =z +iy,x € R",y € B} is a tube domain in an n-
dimensional complex space C", where

B = {(ylayn) eC" }yIQ < yn} 7y/ = (y17y2>" ’ 7yn71) € Cnilayn eC

For any given p := (p1,p2) € (0,00) x (0,00) and @ = (aj,a9) €
(—1,00)x(—1, 00), we define the Lebesgue space L% (T x T) with weighted
mixed-norm on Tz x Tpg. It consists of all Lebesgue measurable functions
f on Tg x Ty such that the norm

1

fllpe = { / B ( / U G v, <z>)5? v, <w>}p2

is finite, where for any i € {1,2}, dV,, (z) = p(2)*dV (z), with p(z) =
yn — |y/|° and dV denoting the Lebesgue volume measure on C".

In particular, when p; = py = pand a; = @y = «, the space Lg (Ts x Tp)
goes back to the weighted Lebesgue space L (Tp X Tg).

Similarly, we define the space of all essentially bounded functions on
Tp x Tp, denoted as L>® (T X Tp).

Same as the well-known classical LP space, the weighted mixed-norm
Lebesgue space Lg (Ts x Tg) that we define is a Banach space under the
norm ||z when 7 = (p1, pa) € [1,00) x [1, 00)

Next, we introduce two important integral operators 15 5 = and Sd, P e
studied in this paper.

For any @ := (ai,as),b := (b1,bs),C := (c1,c2) € R? two classes of
integral operators are defined by

Ty of (o) =p () plwy [ [ P ) av (v ()
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) = 2 (N (1) p(w) pm)” . )
Sai.ef () =p () pluy [ [ L O ) dV )V (o),

where
1

p(z,u) = 1 ((z' — U)2 — 20 (2, — u_n)> :

In this paper, we stipulate that the mixed norm Lebesgue space L? is
denoted by L*> when only two indexes are infinite, and the rest are denoted
by LP.

For the convenience of writing, we write p_ := min{py,p2}, py =
max {p1,pa}, q— := min{q, g2} and q; := max {q, ¢}

Throughout the paper we use C' to denote positive constants whose value
may change from line to line but does not depend on the functions being

considered. The notation A < B means that there is a positive constant C
such that A < C'B, and the notation A ~ B means that A < B and B < A.

3 Basic lemmas

In this section, we will introduce several key lemmas, which will play an
important role in the proof of the main theorems.

The following lemmas 3.1 and 3.2 are derived from [18] and [15] respec-
tively, which play an important role in integral estimation.

Lemma 3.1 Letr,s >0,t > —1andr+s—t>n+1, then

plw)* ~ Ci(n,r,s,1)
LB p( I3 st(UJ) -

zZ, ’LU) p(z’u)r-i—s—t—n—l

for all z,u € Ty, where

2" (14Ol (r+s—t—n—1)

Ci(n,r,s,t) = T(r)C(s)

In particular, let s,t € R, ift > —1,s —t >n+ 1, then

Lw)t w) = M
/TB |p (z7w)|8dV( ) p(Z)S—t—n—l‘

Otherwise, the above equation is infinity.
Lemma 3.2 For any z,w € Tg, we have
2|p (2, w)] = max{p(2),p(w)}

5



The following lemma 3.3 is an important result in real analysis. Detailed
proof can refer to [12].

Lemma 3.3 Suppose (X,du) is a o-finite measure space, 1 < p < oo, and
1/p+1/qg=1. Let G be a complex-valued function defined on X x X and
T be the integral operator defined by

Tf(z) = /X G (x,y) f () dpt ()

If the operator T is bounded on LP(X,du), then its adjoint T* is the integral

oparator
_ /X G(y.x)f (y)du(y)

The following lemma 3.4 is a further conclusion on the basis of lemma
3.3.

on LU(X,du).

Lemma 3.4 Let p:= (p1,p2) € [1,00] X [1,00] and ¢ := (q1,¢2) € [1,00] X
[1,00]. If the integral operator T; 5 & ts bounded from L (T x Tg) to

Lg (Ts x Tg), then its adjoint operator T o . defined by setting

51+a1 B2+az
T* ; f ( ) _ p( )b1—a1 bz —az /T /T - Z) n) f (u’ 77) dV (u)dv (77)

is bounded from Lg (T x Tg) to Lg (T x Tg).

Proof: It is easy to get the definition of operator 1% 5 from Lemma 3.3.

Let g(z,w) € Lg (T x Tg), it follows from the Fubini theorem and the
Holder inequality of the mixed norm that

IT2 . g(zw)lpa= sup / / T,;,;59<z,w>‘f<z,w>dval<z>dva2<w>]
T Ifllz,a=11/Tp JTg T

B /51 +a1 n)ﬁz +as2
= Sup Cl
Ifllza=1|/Ts JTg JTp J T 7])

xg (u,n) dV () dV (n) (2, w)dVi, (2) AV ()]

= [ s T v, v, (n)'

< sup |5 5 & fllzg ll9ll7,5

1fllza=1
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Therefore, the operator T= . _is abounded operator from Lg (T x Tp)
to Lg» (TB X TB) O
In order to prove the conclusion of the fifth section of this article, we

introduce the following four lemmas about the Schur’s test. All lemmas are
derived from [10]. Therefore, we omit their proofs.

Lemma 3.5 Let ji := j1 X o and ¥ := vy X vy be positive measures on the
space X x X and, for i € {1,2}, K; be nonnegative functions on X x X.
Let T be an integral operator with kernel K := K; - Ky defined by setting
for any (z,y) € X x X,

Tf(a,y) = /X /X Ky (2, 8) Ky, £) (5, 1)l (5)dpa(t).

Suppose p’ = (p1,p2) € (1,00) x (1,00),7 = (q1,42) € (1,00) x (1,00)
satisfying 1 < p_ < py < ¢ < oo, where p; = max{py,pa},p- =
min {p1,p2}, and q_ := min{q,q}. Let v; and §; be real numbers such
that ~; + 0; = 1 for i € {1,2}. If there exist two positive functions hy and
hy defined on X x X with two positive constants Cy and Cs such that for
almost all (z,y) € X x X

, . , b/} .
/ ( [ ) (Bl 07 (s, 1) du1(8)> dualt) < s (hale, )

(3.1)
and for almost all (s,t) € X x X,
q2/q1
/ ( [ )™ Bl ) ()" du1<x>) da(y) < Co (hn(s, 1))
(3.2)

then T : Lﬁ: — Lg is bounded with || T, ¢ < C’ll/pécg/q?,

-
v

Lemma 3.6 Let ji, v, the kernel K, and the operator T’ be as in Lemma 3.5.
Suppose ¢ = (q1,q2) € [1,00) X [1,00). Let y; and d; be two real numbers
such that ~; + 0; = 1 for i € {1,2}. If there exist two positive functions hy
and hy defined on X x X with two positive constants Cy and Cy such that
for almost all (z,y) € X x X,

esssup (Ky(x,5))" (Ka(y,1))™ ha(s,t) < Crha(z,y) (3.3)

(st)eXxX

and, for almost all (s,t) € X x X,

q2/q1
/X ( /X (K (2, ) (K (y, )™ (ha(z, )" du1<x>) da(y) < C (s, 1))" |
(3.4)

—LL
v

then T : L;Ti — Lg is bounded with ||T||,z ,,« < 01021/‘12,
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Lemma 3.7 Let i, v, the kernel K, and the operator T be as in Lemma
3.5. Suppose = (p1,1) with p; € (1,00) and ¢ := (q1,q2) € (1,00) x (1,00)
satisfying 1 < p1 < q_ < oo, where q_ := min{q,q2}. Let v; and §; be two
real numbers such that v; + 0; = 1 for i € {1,2}. If there exist two positive
functions hy and hy defined on X x X with two positive constants C and
Cy such that for almost all (z,y) € X x X,

ess sup /X (K1(x,8)) "7 (Ka(y, £))™ (b (s, )P dpa(s) < Cy (ha(, y))

tex 35)
and, for almost all (s,t) € X x X,
q2/q
([ sy et 0 o) an)) " dosty) < Coliu(o )",
(3.6)

then T : LE, — LT is bounded with |T||,»_,« < Cy/"Cy/®
"

ﬂ—+Lg
Lemma 3.8 Let i, v, the kernel K, and the operator T be as in Lemma
3.5. Suppose = (1, ps) with py € (1,00) and ¢ := (q1,q2) € (1,00) x (1,00)
satisfying 1 < py < q_ < 00, where q_ := min{qy,q2}. Let v; and J; be two
real numbers such that v; + 0; = 1 for i € {1,2}. If there exist two positive
functions hy and ho defined on X x X with two positive constants C7 and
Cy such that for almost all (z,y) € X x X,

/X (ess sup (Ki(x, )" (Ky(y, )" hl(s,t)>p2 dus(t) < Cy (ha(x, y))p/2

seX (3.7)
and, for almost all (s,t) € X x X,
/0
/ ( [ o) (il ) e )" dv1<x>) dvs(y) < Co (s, 1))
(3.8)

then T : LF, — LT is bounded with |T|| >,z < C/*Cy/®.
I7s

-
v

Finally, we introduce a sufficient condition for the boundedness of an
operator S. ; - when its codomain is L> (T x Tjp).

Lemma 3.9 Let ji := jy X puo and ¥ := vy X vy be positive measures on the
space X x X and, for i € {1,2}, K; be nonnegative functions on X x X.
Let T be an integral operator with kernel K = Ky - Ky defined by setting
for any (z,y) € X x X,

Tf(z,y) = /X /X K\ (2, 5)Ka(y, £) £ (5, 1)l (5)dpa(t).
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Suppose p':= (p1,pa), 7 := (00, 00) satisfying 1 <p_ < p, < oo, if

15 () - Kz (y, o)l (3.9)

1s uniformly bounded, then T is bounded from Lg to L.

Proof: This result can be easily obtained from the following mixed norm
Holder inequality, which is as follows :

T (o, 9)] < 1K () Ko () 1

4 The Necessity for the Boundedness of T~ ;

In this section, we give the necessary conditions for the boundedness of
the operator T} ; -, and the conclusions are the following lemmas 4.1 to
lemma 4.13.

Lemma 4.1 Let 1 < p; < ¢t <00 and 1 < py < g < 00. If the operator
T. i - is bounded from L% (Tg x Tg) to L%; (Tg x Tg), then for any i €

{17 }7

DO

—qiai<ﬁi+1, Oéi+1<pi(bi+1),
CZ:n—Fl—l—(lZ—l—bZ—i—/\“
where
n+1+6 n+l+aq
4qi Di '

Ai

Proof: By duality, the boundedness of T}; ; from L2 (Tg x Tp) to Lg (Tp x Tg)

implies the boundedness of T: ;- from Lg (T x Tg) to Lg (Tg x Tg).

In order for T'f to be well-defined, then for any f € LZ. (T x Tp), the
following formula must hold :

p(2)™p ()"~ plw)*2p ()"~

c P (Tg x T
p(z,u)" p(w,n)? a (Tp x Ts),

for any z, w € Tpg,
that is

Ly P (U>P'1(b1—a1)+a1 . )
) </ e W

e

1
5 (ba—a2)+an Pl
o p(n )2 2
p(’LU) (/ ( ) capt av (n)>
Tp ’P (wa 77)’ ?



By Lemma 3.1, (4.1) is ture if and only if

pz (b al)+a2 _17
cp; >n+1+p; (b — ;) + a

for any i € {1,2}.
Summing up the two inequalities, we get ¢; > n/p; > 0 for any i € {1,2}.
For w > 0 and n > 0, we put

to

p(2)" p(w)
p(z,ud)™ p (w,ni)™’

z,w € 1Tp,

fuﬂ? (Z’ w) =
where s1, s9,t; and ty are real parameters satisfying conditions

s; >0,
ti > max{ qu—j_lv —a; — ﬁz - 1} 5 (42)
si—t; > max{"*éfﬁ’,ﬂﬁai —ci+n+1},

k3

and i = (0',1).
By lemma 3.1, condition 4.2 makes f,, (z,w) € ng (Tp x T), and there
exists a constant C such that

BB (sy—t1) "17,'*‘52_(
2

[ fun (2, w)ll7 5= Cu

s2—t2)

By Lemma 3.1and 3.4, we have
T* 2 Jun (2,0)

ﬂ1+a1 B2+az
o [ ]2 pé ") Fu (L) 4V (DAV ()
p(m

m)

_ b17a1 bz [e%} 61+a1 >ﬂ2+a2 p(l)tl p(m)t2 m
=0 o ST a0 e O (0

,31+a1+t1 Bo+az+ts
bi—aq bo—a P (l) P <m>
=p(z p(w / c .SdVl~/ - —dV (m
et e e O L st G

w,m)? p (m, ni)

)bl—a1 )bg—az

p(w
)02 +s2—(n+1+Pa+az+t2)

_c p(z

1 t)
p(Z u1)61+81 (n+14BL14a1+t1)

p (w, ni

10



It is easy to see that

H~\§\

175 5 & fun (z,0)

T*b » Jum (z,0)

lldva1 (z)) AV, (w)

xe

Q

va-e(f (1,
(

)(bl al)p1+041
/I‘“B p z, Ul c1+81 (51+t1+a1+n+1))p1 dV (Z)

)(b2 a2)P2+a2 i
X /1va P (w 771) (02-1-52 (B2+ta+az+n+1))ph dVv (w) .

Since T: 5 - fun (z,w) € L% (T x Tp), by Lemma 3.1 we have

(bi — o) P+ o > —1,
that is
a; + 1 <pz(b2+1)
Applying the above proof process to the operator 7. ; ., we can get
—qia; < i +1

for any i € {1,2}.
Next, we prove that for any ¢ € {1,2}, ¢; =n+b; + 1 + \;.
For any &, n € T, let

(€)n+1+br(n+1+a1)/m p (U)HHMT(MHM)/‘DQ

p (2,€)" T p (w, )2

fEﬂ? (27 w) =

Given a; +1 < py(by +1) and as + 1 < py (by + 1), it follows that there
exists a positive constant C' independent of ¢ and 7 such that

D2 1

Vet </T (/T fen (2 0)I" dVe, <z>) v, <w>> ’

1

P (5)(n+1+b1)p1f(n+1+a1) 0 (Z)al P1
(n4+1+b1)p1 av (Z)
Tp (2,8
1

(n+1+4b2)p2—(n+1+az2) oz P2
y (/ p(n) p(w) dv(w)>
T

| (w, )| PP

11
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Notice that ¢; > 0 and b; > (a; +1) /p; —1 > —1, by Lemma 3.1 we have

T, 5 ¢ fen(0) = p(2) / | s e L) dV @V ()

(Z)alp( n+1+b1 (n+1+a1 /p1 p(n>n+1+b2*(n+1+a2)/p2

P(l)bl / p(m)
av (1 dV (m
o 2 p LT D L ) p (g
p(2)® p(w)®2p <§)n+1+b1—(n+1+o¢1)/m P (n)n+1+b2—(n+1+a2)/p2

p (2,6 p(w,n)?

Since T} 7 » feq(z,w) € Lg. (Tp x Tg), there is a positive constant C
such that
1

a2 -
a a1 2
r\Ta,g,gfg,n<z7w>|\q~,g=< [ ([ s e fenteon" ave ) dvﬁ2<w>)
T \JTy
p

(5)n+1+b17(n+1+a1)/p1 P (n>n+1+b27(n+1+a2)/m

Il
©

b

X

Q

Jn it )) </ oo )>

By Lemma 3.1, for any ¢ € {1,2}, we obtain

X

n+1+b—n+1+a)/pi=(cigi—(n+1+ 8+ aq))/a

which simplifies to

O

Lemma 4.2 Let 1 =p; < ¢ < oo and 1 = py < ¢ < 0. If the operator
T. 7 - is bounded from L1 (T x Tg) to Lq (T x Tg), then for any i €

Qb
{1,2},

DO

—qia; < B +1, a; < by,
cz-:n—i-l—i-al-%—bi—f-)\i,

where
n+1+p;

q;

Proof: Similar to the proof of Lemma 4.1.
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We have

)blfozl )bzfaz

p(w

P (w7 77i)62+82—(n—i-14—Bz—&-az-|-t2) ’

. p(z
T #f“ " (z w) Cp (Z ui>01+51—(n+1+61+a1+t1) )
It is easy to see that
p(a)
)01+51 (B1+t1+a1+n+1)

HTf & fun (z,w)][c =Cess sup
& 2T p(z,ul

be—octg (4.3)

p(w)
co+s2— (52 +to+4a2 +n+1) .

- €ss sup
weTs p (W, i)

Since T7 & _ fun(2,w) € L* (T x Tp), the above equation is finite.
According to the conditions satisfied by s; and t;, it can be obtained that
the power of the denominator of the above formula (4.3) is greater than
zero, and p(z), p(w) can be infinite on T. Therefore, combined with the
lemma 3.2, we obtain b; > a; and by > as.

Applying the above proof process to the operator T 5 o we can get

—qia; < B +1

for any i € {1,2}.
Next, we prove that for any i € {1,2}, ¢; =n+b;+ 1+ \;.
For any &, n € T, let

p (&) p ()2
p (2,€)" 1 p (w, m)" T

Given a1 < by and as < by, we can easily see that there is a positive constant
C' independent of ¢ and 7 such that

1 fen (2 0)ll5 A;AlknWWM%AM%A)
_ /T PO p ()" ) /T p|(n)b2_“2p(w)“2 4V ()

f&n ('27 w) =

o (2, &) p (w, )"
<’
Notice that ¢; > 0 and b; > a; > —1, by Lemma 3.1 we have
b1 m>b2
Ty e o (o) = o)ty [ [ LB o) v @)y ()
T JT P (2, m)

_ ai b1—o1 (l)
= p(2)"p (&) /T G (ljf)nﬂmdva)

w)® ba—as p(m)b2 dV (m
<Pl ip o) [ BV ()
_ PR p(w)2p ()" p ()™

p (2,6 p(w,n) '

13




Since T7; 5 » fey (2,w) € Lg (T x Tg), we know that there is a positive
constant C' such that
1

1T, 5 & fen (2,055 = (/T (/T
o bi—aq M E
e (ﬁbmwfwmdeg

ba—a2 P (w)a2q2+,32 é
xp ) (ﬁbwummwwﬂ“wo

<C.

1

q2 —_—
qQ a1 72
T e oo o) Vi ) d%xw)

By Lemma 3.1, for any ¢ € {1,2}, we have
bi — o = (i — (0 + 1+ 4 + 5)) /i,

which simplifies to

where

)\i:

1L+ 5
u—(n—i—l—kai).

4qi
|

Lemma 4.3 Let 1 < p; < ¢ <00 and 1 = py < g < 00. If the operator
T. § - is bounded from L (Tg x Tg) to L% (Tg x Tg), then for any i €

ap+1<pi(by+1), as < by,
—qia; < Pi+1, co=n+1+a+b+ A\,

where

q1 P

)\1 _ nt1+p81 _ ntlday

Proof: Similar to the proof of Lemma 4.1. We get

b1 —ay ba—a

. p(2) p (w)
5 -  fun(z,w)=C . .
a b ¢ a ) (2, ui>c1+51—(n+1+61+a1+t1) ) (w, ,7i)cz+sg—(n+1+62+a2+tz)

14



It is easy to see that

N
v

175 5 2 fun (s = Cosssup ([ |12 5 o] v )
TB

weTp
1
(b1—ou)p|+a1 4
p(z) i 1
X (/TB p (Z ul)(C1+Sl (B1+t1+a1+n+1))p) dV (Z))
bQ—CYQ
= (Cless sup p(w)

-
weTs p(w n1)62+82 (B2+t2+az+n+1)

Since T(_; Bz fun (z,w) € Lg (T x Tg), by Lemma 3.1 we have

(b — o) py + g > —1,

that is
ar+1<p (by+1).

According to sg — tg > B3 + as — ¢ +n + 1, the power of the denominator

of p(w)?™* /p(w, i) =2~ B4 g greater than 0, and p(w) can be

infinite on Ts. Combined with Lemma 3.2, the above finite means by > 5.
Applying the above proof process to the operator 7. 4§ & We can get

—qia; < fi +1
for any ¢ € {1, 2}.
Next, we prove that for any i € {1,2}, ¢; =n+b; + 1+ \;.
For any &, n € T, let
(€)n+1+b1*(n+1+a1)/171 (

PN
)n+1+b2

)bzfag

fﬁﬂi (Zv w) =

p(2,6)" T p(w,n

Given a; + 1 < py(by + 1) and ay < by, we can easily see that there is a
positive constant C' independent of ¢ and 7 such that

e (200l = [ ( [ 1o G av, <z>) " @V (w)

_ [ e p (o) p ()"~ p (w)*
- (n+1+4b1)p1 dV (Z) n+1+ba dV (w)
Ty o (2,6 Ty |p (w,n)]

<C.

Notice that ¢; > 0, by > (¢ + 1) /p—1> —1 and by > @ > —1, by Lemma
3.1 we have

ba
T e o (o) = o)ty [ [ —LOE o) @)y ()

azp ()" <"+1+“1)/ " p(n
p(2,6)" p(w,n)?
15
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Since T, 3 » fen (2,0) € LZ; (T x Tp), we know that there is a positive
constant C' such that

I, 5 o fen (210l g5 = ( [ (/
Ts \JTg

1

a2

a2
@ a1
T&, b, fﬁﬂ? (Za w)‘ dvﬁl (2)) dvﬁ2 (w)>

_ p<€)n+1+b1—(n+1+a1)/p1 p(n)ln—ag
a1q1+51 % a2q2+052 é
X /'ﬂﬁ_ﬁWW@) /'ﬂ@—Tﬁm“W
75 1P (2,6)] s 1P (W, 7))

<C.
Hence, by Lemma 3.1 we have

n+tl+b—n+l+ta)/pm=(aqa—m+1+aqg+5))/a

and
by — vy = (Caga — (n+ 1+ asga + ) /o,
that is,
n+1+ ntlta
co=n+1+a +b + 61_ 1
¢ P1
and
ntith

C2 =ay+by — g+
42
0

Lemma 4.4 Let 1 =p; < ¢t <00 and 1 < py < g < 00. If the operator
T. i 5 is bounded from L% (Tg x Tg) to L% (Tg x Tg), then for any i €

a,

{1,2},
ap < by, ag+1<py(by+1),
{—q@‘az‘<ﬂi+1, ci=n+1+a;+0b+ A\,
where
{A1=%jﬂl—(n+l+a1),

Ay — nt+1+Bs  ntltas
2 —_ .
q2 P2

Proof: The proof of Lemma 4.4 is similar to the proof of Lemma 4.3, which
only needs to modify the corresponding norm appropriately, thus we omit
its proof. 0

Lemma 4.5 Let 1 < p; < q =00 and 1 < py < ga = 00. Suppose 15 5 =
is bounded from Lg (T x Tg) to L™ (T x Tg), then for any i € {1,2},

CL2'>0, az—i—1<p2(bl+1),
ci:n+1+ai+bi+)\i,

16



where

Proof:
Since T} ; - is bounded, it follows that for any fixed z,w € Tg, the
integral

Ty o (o) = o)ty [ LOS PR gy jav (o)

bi—oan ba—aq
a1 (N p(u)™ ™ p(n)
szlpr// g e (u,n) dVa, (u)dVa, (n
oty [y () Ve, (Ve )
is finte for each f € Lg (T x Tp).
By duality, we get that for any fixed z,w € Tp,

a1 b1—an az ba—az .
p(Z) p (u) — p(U)) pc2(77) c ngz/ (TB X TB) ]

p(z,u)™ p(w,n)

Therefore, by calculation, we have

1
ph(b1—a1)+oa A ph(ba—a2) o
p(z)alp(w)” / P (U) — AV (u) / P (77) — AV (77)
5 |p(z,uw)[" 15 |p (w, )™
< p(2) "

~ c1ta1—bi—(n+l4+a1)/p
p(z) '

< 0Q.

S

al

p(w)
p(w)

cot+az—ba—(n+l+az)/p)

By Lemma 3.1, we know that for any ¢ € {1, 2},

P (b — o) +a; > —1,
ap; >n+1+p; (b — o) + o,

that is
{Oéi +1< pl(bl + 1),

cl>n+1+bl—%

By the arbitrariness of z and w, we have

a; > 0,
cz-:n—i—l—i—ai—i-bi—%.

This completes the proof of the lemma.
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Lemma 4.6 Let 1 = p; < ¢t =00 and 1 = py < ga = 00. Suppose Ta, Bz
is bounded from Lg (T x Tg) to L™ (T x Tg), then for any i € {1,2},

a; >0, b; > ay,
cZ:n+1—|—az—|—bl+)\Z,

where
Ai=-n—1—aq.

Proof: Similar to the proof of Lemma 4.5, by duality, we obtain that for
any fixed z,w € Tp,

ay b1—a1 az ba—a2

s sUp p(z)" p(u)" ™ p(w)™ p(n) . (4.4)

(u,n)€TEXTpE |P (Zv u)‘q |10 (w, 77)|C2

For any ¢ € {1,2}, we first prove that ¢; > 0. Suppose ¢; < 0. Then we
take z = w = (0',4), u = (0, z,, +1) and n = (0, y,, + ) such that |z,| — oo
and |y,| — 0o as n — oco. Thus, for any fixed z,w € T, we have

a1 b1 —aq az ba—as2
s sUp p(2)" p(u) p(w)™ p(n)

R Jn ™ Jyn] ™ — 00
(um)€Tp xTg o (2, u)|™ |p (w,m)|™ ! ! ’

which contradicts to (4.4).

Next, we prove that b; > «; and ¢; > b; — a; + a;. Similar to the proof of
the previous Lemma 4.2, it is easy to get b; > «; and ¢; > b; — ;. From the
arbitrariness of z and w in T5, we get ¢; = b; — a; + @; for any i € {1,2}.

Lemma 4.7 Let 1 =py < ¢ =00 and 1 < py < go = 00. Suppose T, 7 -
is bounded from Lg (T x Tg) to L™ (T x Tg), then for any i € {1,2},

a120> CL2>O,
bi > aq, pa(ba+1) > an+1,
ci:n—|—1+ai+bi—|—)\,-,

where

)\1 =-n—1-— aq,
Ny = _ ntltas
2 p2

Proof: Similar to the method of lemma 4.5, by duality, we have for any
fixed z,w € T,

p(2)™p ()"~ pw)*2p ()"~

c I (Ty x T
p(z,u)" p(w,n)? a (Tp x Ts),

18



that is

bi—a1 ph(ba—az)+az vy
P (Z)al p (’LU)a2 ess Sup&c1 / P (77) 7 dVv (77) < OQ.
u€eTp \p(z,u)| Tp |P(w>77)|62p2

Similar to the method of Lemma 4.5 and Lemma 4.6, we can complete
the proof of the lemma. 0

Lemma 4.8 Let 1 < p; < ¢ =00 and 1 = py < go = 00. Suppose 15 5 ¢
is bounded from L’; (Tg x Tg) to L™ (T x Tg), then for any i € {1,2},

a; >0, ay >0,
pl(b1+1)>041+1, bgz&g,
ci:n—l—l—l—ai—l—bi—i—/\i,

where

)\ — _nt+ldoq
1 P1 )
)\2 =-n—1-— Q9.

Proof: Lemma 4.8 is the symmetric case of Lemma 4.7. Thus, we omit the
proof here. 0

Lemma 4.9 Letp; = ¢1 = 00 and py = o = 00. Suppose Ta, 5z ls bounded
from L*>® (T x Tg) to L™ (T x Tg), then for any i € {1,2},

a; >0, b; > —1,

Proof: Forany f € L*(TpxTp), the boundedness of T; 7 .: L> (Tp x Tp) —
L*> (T x Tg) implies that

b b

o1 o p(uw)™ p(n)
p ()" p(w) / / S s dV AV () <00, (45)

for any fixed z,w € Tg.
It follows from Lemma 3.1 that b; > —1 and ¢; > n + 1 + b; for any
i € {1,2}. (4.5) becomes as follows :
p(2)™ p(w)™
cl—(bl—i-n—i-l) p (w)CQ—(b2+n+l)

< 0.
p(z)

By the arbitrariness of z and w, this means a; > 0 and ¢; = n+1+a;+b;
for any ¢ € {1, 2}. O
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Lemma 4.10 Let 1 = p; < ¢4 = o0 and ps = @2 = 00. Suppose Tﬁ, poe i
bounded from Lg (Tg x Tg) to L™ (T x Tg), then for any i € {1,2},

a; >0, ay > 0,
by > aq, by > —1,
cZ:n—l—l—l—az—l—bz—O—)\l,

)\1:—71—1—011,
)\2:0.

Proof: Since p; = 1, ps = 0o, we can conclude that for any f € Lp (T x Tg),
there exists a positive constant C and a function g such that | f (z,w)| <
C'|g (2)|, where g satisfies

where

/T 19.(2)|dVa, (2) < oo,

Since T, ; -is bounded, it follows that for any fixed z,w € Tz, the integral

b «@ ba—a
1—o1 (,'7) 2 2
Ty )| <o) () [ [ L g ) v, )Y, )

b1 —a1
o v P
o (2) /T3|p< 9 14V, ()

X wCL2 (’]’])b2 “
6”0

(4.6)

is finte for each f € L2 (Tg x Tp).
The proof of the remaining part is similar to the proof of Lemma 4.6
and Lemma 4.9, and we will not repeat it. 0

Lemma 4.11 Let p; = ¢ = 00 and 1 = py < qgo = 00. Suppose T; 5 218
bounded from Lg (Tg x Tg) to L™ (T x Tg), then for any i € {1,2},

a; >0, ay >0,
bl > _]-7 b22a27

)\1:0,
AQZ_TL—]__OZQ.

20
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Proof: Lemma 4.10 is the symmetric case of Lemma 4.9. Thus, we omit
the proof here. 0

Lemma 4.12 Let p; = ¢ = 00 and 1 < py < qu = 00. Suppose T; 5 218
bounded from LE, (T x Tg) to L™ (Ty x Tp), then for any i € {1,2},

a; >0, ay >0,
b1>—1, p2(62+1>>062+1,
ci:n—i-l—i-ai—i—bi—i-)\i,

)\1 — 0,
)\2 — _n+1+a2_

p2

where

Proof: The proof of this lemma is similar to Lemma 4.10. From the known
exponential condition, we know that there is a positive constant C' and
function g such that |f (z,w)| < Cg(w), where g satisfies the following

equation:
1

(f g ) v, )" <o

The boundedness of T}, ; - Lg (Tg x Tg) — L (T x Tpg) implies that

o ew Y (402 p ()" p(n)” y
To e f G| <o oty [ Lo il av (aV o
by >62fa2

_ p(u) " o [P
= o) [ E v @ ([ = Lo (n) Ve, ()

T |IO (U}, TI)|

Similar to the method of Lemma 4.9 and Lemma 4.5, and we will not
repeat it. 0

Lemma 4.13 Let 1 < p1 < ¢1 = 00 and p, = g2 = o0. Suppose T, ¢ - is
bounded from Lg (Tg x Tg) to L (T x Tg), then for any i € {1,2},

a; >0, ay >0,
pl(b1+1)>041+1, b2>—1,
cZ:n+1+al—|—bZ—|—)\Z,

A\ = _ntltas
p2
Ao = 0.

Proof: Lemma 4.13 is the symmetric case of Lemma 4.12. Thus, we omit
the proof here. O

where
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5 The Sufficiency for the Boundedness of S

In this section, we give the necessary conditions for the boundedness of
the operator S, ; -, and the conclusions are the following lemmas 5.1 to
lemma 5.13.

Lemma 5.1 Let 1 <p_ <p, <q_ < o0o. If the parameters satisfy for any
i€ {1,2},

—qia; < i +1, o +1 < p; (b +1),
CZ:n+1—|—aZ—|—bZ—|—)\l,

where

n+14+6 n+l+a
4 Di '
Then the operator S 5 » 18 bounded from LP(Tp x Tg) to Lg (T x Tp).

Ai

Proof: For any i € {1,2}, let 7, = ¢; —a; — b; + a; = "+]1f°” + "+;_+ﬁi > 0.

Since —q;a; < B; + 1, we have

_nAT (bit+1) < a;T;
4 ’

which is equivalent to

q; q; p;
In addition, from a; + 1 < p; (b; + 1), it follows that
b, — a; + i —1_ > 0.
Hence, we obtain

P P i
By (5.1) and (5.2), there exist r; and s; such that

(B + 1 i 1 ¢ i 1 :
_nBiAD)  ai(ndt +5)<rm+ai(7’i_5i><a(n+’+a)

qi qi D;

and

_nileit D) (ime)tltad) g s <

Y

—

(bi — ) (n+ 1+ ;)

/

p; j2 qi

22

)



which is equivalent to

; + 1
_B LA a;0; < 1 < a7y (5.3)
qi
and 1
_alp4 — (b — i) vi < si < (b — i) 0y, (5.4)
where
o (n+1+a;) /p;+ s — 1
T 7—1
and
5 — (n+1+8)/q+ri—s

T
Obviously, for any i € {1,2}, v; + 6; = 1.
Let hy (u,n) = p(u)™ p (), ha (z,w) = p(2)" p(w)"™, write S; 5 . as

S", 5, c f(z7w) = /T - Kl <Z7u) K2 (wﬂ?)f (u’n) dvoq (u) dVa2 (77)’

where

p ()" o)

p ()" 2 p(w)
p (2, u)[" '

o (w, n)|”

K (z,u) = , and Kj (w,n) =

Now we prove this conclusion by lemma 3.5. We consider

/T (K (z,u)™ (Ko (w, )™ (hy (1)) dVa, (w)

p(2)NP1 ()22 7272 (n)(bz—w)wp’ﬁsw’l

= ; 9.9
o w ) o

/ p (u)(bral)np’ﬁsm’ﬁal ;
X
s |p(z )|

V (u).

From the first inequality in (5.4), we have

(by — ;) vipi + sip + o > —1. (5.6)
Notice that
1 i
(ci —ai —bi+ o)y =77 = n—l—p# + 8 — T,

by the second inequality in (5.3), we have
civipy —m — 1 — (b — i) vip; — sipf — o = ayip; —mip; > 0. (5.7)
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Thus, according to Lemma 3.1, for any given z € T, we have

P (u) (b1 —a1)m1p)+s1p)+oa
/TB o (2, )|

which, together with (5.5), (5.6), (5.7), and Lemma 3.1, we get

AV () S ple) o,

(] Gy s ™ oo v, ) v,

)
7
1

) (b2—a2)vaph+-s2ph+aa

< p(2)"7 p(w) e / al V(1)

T o (w,n
< p(2)"7 p ()2 = hy (z,w)™.

Thus, condition (3.1) holds ture for the operator S;

b, &

) ’62721"2

Next, we verify condition (3.2). Notice that

/T (K1 (2,u)) ™™ (K (w, )™ (hg (z,w))" dVj, (2)

o <u>(51*011)51(h p (n)(b2*0¢2)52¢n P (w)r2q1+a262q1 / p (Z)T1q1+a151¢n+51 . (z)
o (w, )] 5 |p (2, )0

From the first inequality in (5.3), we have

riq; + a;0;q; + i > —1. (5.8)
Notice that

Tﬁ+

(cz—az—bz—i-ozz)&:n&: T — Si,

by the second inequality in (5.4), we have

cidigp —n—1—riq; —a;0,q; — Bi = (bi — ;) 0;q; — si¢; > 0. (5.9)

Thus, according to Lemma 3.1, for any given u € Ty, we have

riqgit+aid1q1+p
/ p (Z) 1q1+a101q1+p1 oV <Z> < p(u)S1Q1*(b1*a1)51q1
s |p(zu)*0 -

which, together with (5.8), (5.9), and Lemma 3.1, we get

Y

q2/q

/T [ / (2 ) (K, )] (o, )] dVs, (2) | V()

p(w)TQQQ +a202q2+p2

< 5142 (b2—a2)d242
< p(u)™®p(n) /
7y |p(w,n)|c20242

S p(w)™®p(n)*=2® = [hy(u,n)]” .

24
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Thus, condition (3.2) holds ture for the operator S, ; .
Therefore, the operator S, ; . satisfies all the conditions of Lemma 3.5,

then operator S, ; . is bounded from Lg (T x Tg) to Lg (Tg xTg). g

Lemma 5.2 Let 1 =p, < q_ < qy <oo. If the parameters satisfy for any
i€ {1,2},

—qia; < B+ 1, a; < by,

ci=n+14a;+ b+ N,

where 148
WL LT N
qi

Then the operator S&, 5, ¢ is bounded from Lg. (T x Tg) to LqB: (T x Tp).
Proof:

When p; = py = 1, forany i € {1, 2}, write y; = %, 0;
According to the proof of Lemma 5.1, we have

_ (n+148i)/qitri—si

Ti

11
and

Next, we use lemma 3.6 to prove this lemma.
First, we consider

pL2) 7 plw) 272 p (u) T p (e

(Kl (27 u))yl (K2 (wv 77))72 hy (u7 77) = |p (Z u)|01'¥1 |p (w n)|c2’72

By lemma 3.2, we have for any z € Tz and u € T,
21p (2,u)| = max {p (2) , p ()}
For any i € {1,2}, we get
civi = (b — a; +a;) vy + s; — 1y (5.12)

dueton, =¢; —a; — b+ ao; and v, = (s, — ;) /T
From the first inequality in (5.11), we have

i (bi — ;) + 83 > 0. (5.13)
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Then, according to Lemma 3.2 and (5.12), for any given z € Ts and u € T,
we have

p(2)" ™ p () (|pp <u>)|>“’1‘“’w ( ﬁ ) < oo

o (z,u)|"™ (2, u (z,u

and, similarly, for any given w € Tz and any n € T,

a2 2—a2)y2+s2 bo—ag)v2+s2 a2
p(w)p (ot g\ p(w) N
c27Y2 - Np(w) .

lp (w,n)] p (w,n)] p (w,n)]

Thus, for any given (z,w) € Tp X T,

€SS Sup (Kl (Za u))% (KZ (wa U))Wz h (u7 77) < Ch? (27 w) :

(u,m)€TpxTp

Thus, condition (3.3) holds true for the operator S, ; ..

Note that the condition (3.4) in Lemma 3.6 is the same as the condition
(3.2) in Lemma 3.5, thus according to the proof of the second part of Lemma
5.1, we know that the condition (3.4) in Lemma 3.6 still holds.

Therefore, the operator S; j  satisfies all the conditions of Lemma 3.6,

then operator S.. ; . is bounded from LL(Tp x Ts) to Lg (Tg xTg). g

Lemma 5.3 Let 1 = py < p1 < q_ < qi < oo. If the parameters satisfy
that, for any i € {1,2},

a1+ 1<p(bi+1), ag < by,
—qia; < Bi+1, c;=n+1+a;+b + A

where

q1

p1
)\gzw—(n—l—l—i—ag)

Ay = n+1461  ntldan
1 — )
q2

Then the operator S; ;. » 1s bounded from L’; (T x Tg) to Lg. (T x Tp).

Proof:
For any i € {1,2}, let 7, = ¢; — a; — b; + a,
then F14 +140
T = r ; @ + 1 L >0
Y41 q1
and 148
P N ML I}
q2
Since —qia; < p1 + 1, we have
1
_7—1 (ﬁl + ) < a7y,
q1
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which is equivalent to

_Tl(ﬁl"‘l) _al(n—l—l—i—ﬁl) < al(n—l—l—l—al)‘

5.14
a1 q1 2 ( )
In addition, from ay + 1 < p; (by + 1), it follows that
1
b1 —aq + il —/i_ > 0.
P

Combined with the known fact that by > «s, further implies that

n(l4a) (i—a)(n+1l+ao) - (b1 —a1)(n+1 +Bl)‘ (5.15)

Pl P @
Thus, by (5.14) and (5.15), there exists 7, and s; such that

T +1 ar(n+1-+ a(n+1+«
RACES B) i s (1 ) < T L0
q1 q1 Y41

and

1 by — 1 by — 1
Tl(p—/i-Oél)_( 1 041)(;-1- + ) < misib(by — ) (51— 1) < (b1 al)(q”+ +51).
1 1 1

Since —goas < [y + 1, we have

_7'2 (52 + 1)
q2

< A2T2,

which is equivalent to

n(Bt+1) ax(n+1+p) -

0. 5.16

a2 q2 ( )
In addition, from as < by, it follows that
by — 1

b:ma))(nt1t+5) (5.17)

42
Thus, by (5.16) and (5.17), there exists r and s, such that

_7—2</62+1) . a2(n+1+52)
42 42

<7’27'2+CL2<7"2—82)<0

and ) .
0<7’282+(b2-0(2)(82—7‘2)<(2_a2)((]n+ +62)
2
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That is
Bt

o aid; <1 < a7, (5.18)
1+«
Y S — (b —a)m < s1 < (b — )6 (5.19)
1
and
— (bg — 062) Yo < Sg < (bg — CVQ) (52, (520)
where
. (n+1+041)/pll+81—7”1
T = 7_1 )
5= (At 1+ 8) /a4 — s
1 - ,
So2 — T2
V2 =
T2
and
5, — (n+1+ﬁ2)/q2+7~2_32
2 = .

T2
Clearly, 1 + 01 =1, 75 + 05 = 1.

NOW7 let hl (U, 77) =p (u)81 P (77)827 h2 (Z, w) =p (Z)Tl p (w)ma write S(Z b

as
S*, 5, c f(z,w) = /T T Kl (Z>u) KZ (wﬂ?)f (Uﬂ?) dvoq (u) dVaz (77)’

where

p ()"~ ple)

p ()" 2 p(w)
lp (2, u)|” '

Bz u) = )

and Ky (w,n) =

Next we prove this result by Lemma 3.7.
We consider

/T (5 (20 )™ (B ()™ (B (7)) Vi, ()

pL2) P plw) e p () T

C

) I (w, )" 521)
y / p (u)(bl—al)v1p’1+81lp’1+oc1 v (),
o oGl
From the first inequality in (5.19), we have
(b1 — 1) mph + 819} + 1 > —1. (5.22)
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Notice that
n+14+ o
(1= —bi+a)y=nm = p—’ + 81— 11,
1

by the second inequality in (5.18), we have
anpy —n—1— (b —a) 1p] — s1p] — oy = ayyp) — ripy; > 0. (5.23)

In addition, from Lemma 3.2 and the fact coye + 12 — agye = (by — a2) 2 +
s9 > 0, we infer that, for any w € Tg and n € T,

bo—a ! +soph
p (77)( 2—a2)y2p] +s2p)

p(w,n

< p(w)(rz—awz)p’l ' (5.24)

)627210’1 ~

Thus, according to Lemma 3.1, for any given z € Ty, we have

p (u)(b1*a1)'ylp’1+81p’1+a1 , ,
dV (u) < p(z)" (5.25)
s |p(zu) ~ ’

combining with (5.24) and (5.25), we further obtain that

oss Sup / (K (2,u))"P (K (w, 1)) (B (u, 1))t dVa, (u)

n€lp
< 0 (2)"p (w)* = (hy (z,w))"

Thus, condition (3.5) holds ture for the operator S, ; ..
Next, we verify condition (3.6) of Lemma 3.7. Notice that

/T (K1 (z,u))™ ™ (Ko (w,))™™ (he (2, 0))™ dV, (2)

bi1—a1)d ba—a2)o r a0 r a0
_ p(u)( 1—a1)d1q1 p(n)( 2—a2)d2q1 p(w) 2q1t+a282q1 / p(Z) 1q1+a161q1+061
Tp

[ (w,m)| "

oG

From the first inequality in (5.18), we obviously have
rigq; + a;0iq; + B > —1. (5.26)
Notice that

—6_|_

(Ci — Q; — bz -+ Oéi) 5@ = Tiéz‘ =
q;

i — Siy
by the second inequality in (5.19) and (5.20), we have
i0iqi —n — 1 — a;idigi — riqi — B; = (bi — ;) diqi — siqi > 0. (5.27)
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Thus, according to Lemma 3.1, for any given u € Ty, we have

(Z)T1Q1+a151<11+51
P dVv (u) < (u)81!I1—(b1—a1)51Q1 (5 28)
s lp () ~! | |

combining with (5.26), (5.27) and Lemma 3.1, this imply that

J,

2/qn
/T (K1 (2, u)™ ™ (Ka(w, 7)) (ha(z,w))™ dVﬁl(z)) dVg, (w)

roq2+a202q2+52
p (n)(bzfaz)(szqz p (u)swz/ P (w)

5 |p(w,n
S p(u)™ % p(n)™=®.

Thus, condition (3. 6) holds ture for the operator S 5
Then the operator S ; .satisfies all the conditions of Lemma 3.7, there-

fore, operator S; ; . is bounded from L% (T x Tg) to L% (Ts xTg). O

VR

A

) |6252Q2 av (w)

Lemma 5.4 Let 1 = p; < ps < q_ < qi < oo. If the parameters satisfy
that, for any i € {1,2},

ar <bi, (a2 +1) <pa(ba+1),
—qia; <P+ 1, o =n+1+a+b+ A\,

where

q1
Ay = nt+14B82  ntldas
9 = .
q2 D2

{)\ — ntlth —(n—|—1+a1),

Then the operator S, . 1s bounded from LP(Tp x Tg) to Lqﬁi (Tp x Tg).

Proof:
Lemma 5.4 is the symmetric case of Lemma 5.3. We only need to modify
the definitions of 7, 61, 72 and d,, thus we omit the proof here. 0

Lemma 5.5 Let 1 < p; < q =00 and 1 < py < qo = 0. If the parameters
satisfy that, for any i € {1,2},

a; >0, a; +1 <pi(b; +1),
{ci:n+1+ai+bi+)\i,
where
n+1+ o
bi .
Then the operator S; ;. » ts bounded from Lg (Ts x Tg) to L* (Ts x Tp).

)\i:—
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Proof: According to the definition of operator S, ; ., we know that the
kernel of the integral is

p(2)" p(w)** = p(w)® ()™
o (2| |p (w,m|®

Ki(z,u) - Ky(w,n) =

By Lemma 3.9, it suffices to prove

ess sup [[K (2,°) - K (w, )], < oo.
(Z,’LU)ETBXTB o

By calculation, we have

esssup || K (z,-) - Ka(w,-)

(z,w)ETB xTpg

1
P} (b1—o1)+on A
= esssup p(z)" / p() ——dV (u)
(2,0)€T5 xTx 15 |p(z,u)|"

ph(ba—a)+az i
X plw)* / PO v )”
Ts |p (wﬂ?)| 2

Combining the known conditions and Lemma 3.1, we can easily conclude
that

HL’Z’
s

||K1 (27 ) - G (w’ )

H Lg’
is uniformly bounded with respect to z and w. .
Therefore, the operator S. ; -is bounded from L% (Ts x Tp) to L™ (T x Tg).

O

Lemma 5.6 Let1 =p; < g =00 and 1 = py < qu = 0. If the parameters
satisfy that, for any i € {1,2},

a; 2 0, by > ay,
Cz:n+1+az—|—bl—|—)\“

where
ANi=-n—1—q;.

Then the operator S, ; . 1s bounded from Lg (Tp x Tg) to L>® (T x Tp).
Proof: By Lemma 3.9, it suffices to prove

€SS sup HKl (Zv') - Ky (w,)H < 0.

o0
(z,w) eTpxTp
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By calculation, we have

ess sup || K (z,-) - Ka (w, )]0

(Z,w)ETB xTg

w p(w) ()™ p(m) e

= esssup esssup p(z) T (wl®

C1
(z,w)ETB xTp (U,n)GTB XTp |p (Z7 U) |

Combined with the known conditions, by lemma 3.2, we can easily conclude
that
1K1 (2,) - Ko (w, )

oo

is uniformly bounded with respect to z and w. .
Therefore, the operator S; ; . is bounded from L} (Tp x Tg) to L™ (Tp x Tg).

O

Lemma 5.7 Let 1 =p; < g =00 and 1 < py < qo = 0. If the parameters
satisfy that, for any i € {1,2},

a1207 (12>0,
bi > aq, pa(ba+1) > an+1,
cZ:n—i—l—l—al—l—bz—i—/\l,

>\1 =-n—1-— Qq,
/\2 _ _ ntltas

- P2

where

Then the operator S g 18 bounded from LP(Tp x Tg) to L™ (Tp x Tp).

Proof: This lemma is a direct corollary of Lemma 5.5, Lemma 5.6 and
Lemma 3.9, which we omit to prove. 0

Lemma 5.8 Let 1 <p; < q =00 and 1 = py < qo = o0. If the parameters
satisfy that, for any i € {1,2},

a; >0, az >0,
pl(b1+1)>a1+1, bgzOéQ,
C,L:n‘f—l—l-al—l-bl—i-)\“

where

/\ — _ ntl4o
1 p1 )
)\2 =-n—1-— Q9.

Then the operator S; - is bounded from Lg (Ts x Tg) to L* (T x Tp).
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Proof: Lemma 5.8 is the symmetric case of Lemma 5.7. Thus, we omit the
proof here. 0O

Lemma 5.9 Let p1 = q1 = 00 and py = qo = 00. If the parameters satisfy
that, for any i € {1,2},

i >0, b; > —1,
¢ (5.29)
Then the operator S; ;. - is bounded from L (Tp x Tg) to L (Tp x Tp).
Proof: Obviously, when the parameter satisfies condition (5.29),

Seied oo [ 2w [ POy ) <oo

Thus, by Lemma 3.1, Sa, 5, #1s bounded from L (Tp x Tg) to L™ (T x Tg).
O

Lemma 5.10 Let 1 = p; < ¢ = 00 and ps = q = 0o. If the parameters
satisfy that, for any i € {1,2},

a; > 0, ay >0,
by > a1, by > —1,
cZ:n+1—|—al+bl+)\Z,

)\1:—71—1—@1,
>\2:0.

Then the operator S i  1s bounded from Lg (T x Tg) to L™ (T x Tp).

where

Proof: The proof of this lemma is similar to Lemma 4.10. Thus, we omit
the proof. 0

Lemma 5.11 Let p; = ¢ = 00 and 1 = py < qa = co. If the parameters
satisfy that, for anyi € {1,2},

a; >0, az = 0,
bl > _17 622a2a
CZ:n+1+az—|—bz+)\l,

>\1:07
Agz—n—l—@g.

Then S; 5  is bounded from Lg (Tg x T) to L™ (T x Tp).

where
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Proof: Lemma 5.10 is the symmetric case of Lemma 5.9. Thus, we omit
the proof here. 0

Lemma 5.12 Let p; = ¢ = o0 and 1 < py < q = oo. If the parameters
satisfy that, for any i € {1,2},

a; >0, as > 0,
b1>—17 pg(b2+1>>0z2+1,
CZ:TL‘I‘l—F(ZZ—l-bZ—i-)\Z,

)\1 = 07
Ay = _ntldas

p2

where

Then the operator S; § 5 is bounded from L> (Tp x Tg) to Lg (T x Tp).

Proof: The proof of this lemma is similar to Lemma 4.12. Thus, we omit
the proof. O

Lemma 5.13 Let 1 < p; < ¢ = 00 and ps = q = oo. If the parameters
satisfy that, for anyi € {1,2},

a; >0, ay > 0,
pl(b1+1)>oz1—|—1, b2>—1,
cZ:n—I—l—l—aZ—i—bZ—i—/\Z,

where

)\1 — _ntltas
p2
)\2 - O

Then SE, 5, o is bounded from LZ: (T x Tg) to L™ (T x Tp).

Proof: Lemma 5.13 is the symmetric case of Lemma 5.12. Thus, we omit
the proof here. 0

6 The Proof of Main Theorems

In this section, we will list all the main theorems of this paper and prove
them.
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Theorem 6.1 Let p:= (p1,p2) and ¢ = (q1,q2) satisfy 1 < p_ < py <
q- < qy < 0. Then the following conclusions are equivalent.

(1) The operator S; - is bounded from Lg (T x Tg) to L;’; (T x Tg).
(2) The operator T}, 3 - is bounded from LP(Tp x Tg) to Lg (T x Tp).
(3) The parameters satisfy that, for any i € {1,2},

—qia; < Bi+1, a5 +1 < p;i (b +1),
clzn—i-l—l—al—l—bl—l—)\l,

where
)\_n—i—l—i—ﬁi n+1+ o
Z 4 Di '
Proof: (1) = (2) is trivial; (2) = (3) comes from Lemma 4.1; (3) = (1) is
derived from Lemma 5.1. 0

Theorem 6.2 Let p:= (1,1) and ¢:= (q1,¢2) € [1,00) X [1,00). Then the
following conclusions are equivalent.

(1) The operator S; .  is bounded from Lg (Tg x Tg) to LZ: (Tg x Tg).
(2) The operator T}, 7 - is bounded from Lg (Ts x Tg) to L;: (T x Tg).
(3) The parameters satisfy that, for any i € {1,2},

—qia; < Bi+1, a; <,
CZ:TL“‘l—f—(Iz—{—bl—f—)\l,

where
_n+ 145

qi

Ai

—-—n—1-—q;.

Proof: (1) = (2) is trivial; (2) = (3) comes from Lemma 4.2; (3) = (1) is
derived from Lemma 5.2. O

Theorem 6.3 Let p:= (p1,1) and §:= (q1,q2) satisfy 1 <p; <q_ < qy <
0o. Then the following conclusions are equivalent.

(1) The operator S; - is bounded from Lg (T x Tg) to Lg (T x Tp).
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(2) The operator T;; 3 - is bounded from LP(Tp x Tg) to LZ; (T x Tp).

(3) The parameters satisfy that, for any i € {1,2},

ar+1<p (bi+1), ag < by,
—qiai<ﬁi+1, ci:n—i-l—i-ai—i—bl-—i-)\i,

where

q1 p1

)\1 — n+1461  ntldan
Ay = —n+;;r[32 — (n—i—l—i—ag)

Proof: (1) = (2) is trivial; (2) = (3) comes from Lemma 4.3; (3) = (1) is
derived from Lemma 5.3. 0

Theorem 6.4 Let p:= (1,p2) and §:= (q1,q2) satisfy 1 < py < q_ < qq <
0o. Then the following conclusions are equivalent.

(1) The operator S; § - is bounded from Lg (T x Tg) to Lg (T x Tp).
(2) The operator T, 3 . is bounded from LP(Tp x Tg) to Lg (T x Tp).
(3) The parameters satisfy that, for any i € {1,2},

a1 <bl, (CY2+1) <p2(bg—|—1>,
—qiai<5i+1, ci:n—i-l—i-ai—i—bi—i-)\i,

where

q1
)\2 — n+l1+4+p2 n+1+a2‘
q2 p2

{/\1 = —n+1+ﬁl — (’I’L + 1 —|—Oél),

Proof: (1) = (2) is trivial; (2) = (3) comes from Lemma 4.4; (3) = (1) is
derived from Lemma 5.4. 0O

Theorem 6.5 Let p':= (p1,p2) and ¢ := (00, 00) satisfy 1 < p_ < py < 0.
Then the following conclusions are equivalent.

(1) The operator S; 5 - is bounded from Lg (Ts x Tg) to L>® (T x Tg).
(2) The operator T, §  is bounded from LP(Tp x Tg) to L™ (Tp x Tg).
(3) The parameters satisfy that, for any i € {1,2},

CL2'>0, az—i—1<p2(bl+1),
ci:n+1+ai+bi+)\i,
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where
n+1+ o

Di

)\i:

Proof: (1) = (2) is trivial; (2) = (3) comes from Lemma 4.5; (3) = (1) is
derived from Lemma 5.5. 0

Theorem 6.6 Let p':= (1,1) and ¢ := (00, 00). Then the following conclu-
sions are equivalent.

(1) The operator S; 5 . is bounded from Lg (Ts x Tg) to L>® (T x Tg).
(2) The operator T, § - is bounded from Lg (Tg x Tg) to L*>® (T x Tp).
(3) The parameters satisfy that, for any i € {1,2},

a; >0, by > ay,
CZ:TL+1—|—CLZ+bl+)\Z,

where
/\i =-n—1-— Q5.

Proof: (1) = (2) is trivial; (2) = (3) comes from Lemma 4.6; (3) = (1) is
derived from Lemma 5.6. 0

Theorem 6.7 Let p:= (1,ps) and ¢ := (00, 00) satisfy 1 < py < co. Then
the following conclusions are equivalent.

(1) The operator S; 5 - is bounded from Lg (T x Tg) to L>® (Tp x Tg).
(2) The operator T, ; - is bounded from LP(Tp x Tg) to L™ (Tp x Tg).
(3) The parameters satisfy that, for any i € {1,2},

a120> CL2>0,
b > ay, pa(ba+1) >y +1,
ci:n—|—1+ai+bi—|—)\,-,

AM=-n—1—aq,
)\2 — _ntlton

p2

where

Proof: (1) = (2) is trivial; (2) = (3) comes from Lemma 4.7; (3) = (1) is
derived from Lemma 5.7. 0
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Theorem 6.8 Let p:= (p1,1) and ¢ := (00, 00) satisfy 1 < p; < co. Then
the following conclusions are equivalent.

(1) The operator S i  is bounded from Lg (Ts x Tg) to L>® (T x Tg).
(2) The operator T, § - is bounded from LP(Tp x Tg) to L™ (Tp x Tg).
(3) The parameters satisfy that, for any i € {1,2},

a; >0, az >0,
pr(b1+1)>a1+1, by > ay,
C1:7’L+1+al+bl—|—/\l,

where

p1
AQZ_TL_]__OZQ.

_ n+1+a
{Al _ e,

Proof: (1) = (2) is trivial; (2) = (3) comes from Lemma 4.8; (3) = (1) is
derived from Lemma 5.8. 0

Theorem 6.9 Let j:= (00,00) and ¢ := (0co0,00). Then the following con-
clusions are equivalent.

1

(1) The operator Sy 5  is bounded from L> (T x Tp) to L* (Tp x Tp).

S

, C

is bounded from L™ (Tp x Tg) to L (Ts x Tp).

S

(2) The operator T,

(3) The parameters satisfy that, for any i € {1,2},

a; >0, b; > —1,

Proof: (1) = (2) is trivial; (2) = (3) comes from Lemma 4.9; (3) = (1) is
derived from Lemma 5.9. 0

Theorem 6.10 Let p':= (1,00) and ¢ := (00,00). Then the following con-
clusions are equivalent.

(1) The operator S; 5 . is bounded from Lg (Ts x Tg) to L>® (T x Tg).

(2) The operator T, § - is bounded from LP(Tp x Tg) to L™ (Tp x Tg).
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(3) The parameters satisfy that, for any i € {1,2},

a/lZOa a2>07
by > aq, by > —1,
cZ:n—i—l—l—az—i—me)\Z,

)\1:—71—1—041,
Ay = 0.

Proof: (1) = (2) is trivial; (2) = (3) comes from Lemma 4.10; (3) = (1)
is derived from Lemma 5.10. 0O

where

Theorem 6.11 Let p:= (00, 1) and ¢ := (00, 00). Then the following con-
clusions are equivalent.

(1) The operator S; . ; is bounded from LP(Tp x Tg) to L™ (Tp x Tg).

=

(2) The operator T ;  is bounded from Lg (Tg x Tg) to L (T X Tg).

(3) The parameters satisfy that, for any i € {1,2},

ap >0, az =0,
bl > _1a bQZQQa
CZ:n+1—|—al—|—bl+)\Z,

)\1:0,
)\2:—71—1—042.

Proof: (1) = (2) is trivial; (2) = (3) comes from Lemma 4.11; (3) = (1)
is derived from Lemma 5.11. 0

where

Theorem 6.12 Let p := (00,ps) and ¢ := (00,00) satisfy 1 < py < 00.
Then the following conclusions are equivalent.

(1) The operator S; - is bounded from LP(Tp x Tg) to L™ (Tp x Tg).
(2) The operator T, ; - is bounded from Lg (Tg x Tg) to L (T X Tg).

(3) The parameters satisfy that, for any i € {1,2},

ap >0, ay >0,
b1>—1, pz(b2+1)>0z2+1,
cZ:n+1+al—|—bZ—|—)\Z,
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where

)\1 = 07
Ay = _ntldas

p2

Proof: (1) = (2) is trivial; (2) = (3) comes from Lemma 4.12; (3) = (1)
is derived from Lemma 5.12. 0

Theorem 6.13 Let p := (p1,00) and ¢ := (o0, 00) satisfy 1 < p; < oo.
Then the following conclusions are equivalent.

(1) The operator S; 5 - is bounded from Lg (Tg x Tg) to L*>® (T x Tg).
(2) The operator T, ; - is bounded from LP(Tp x Tg) to L™ (Tp x Tg).
(3) The parameters satisfy that, for any i € {1,2},

a; >0, ay >0,
pl(b1+1)>a1+1, b2>—1,
cZ:n—i-l—l—az—l—bl—l—)\z,

where

A\ = _ntlta
pr
A2 = 0.

Proof: (1) = (2) is trivial; (2) = (3) comes from Lemma 4.13; (3) = (1)
is derived from Lemma 5.13. 0

7 Applications

In this section, we will give three applications of the main theorems
in this paper, that is, to study the boundedness of three kinds of special
integral operators.

We study the LZ (T x TB)-Lg (Ts x T;) boundedness of the following

operators

v 2 w) = f(Uﬂ?) ”
T )= [ Vs )V, o)

where ¢1, o > 0 @nd Y1, Y2 > —1.

Notice that 77 = Tj = & we have the following results.

Corollaries 7.1 and 7.2 state when operator ch is bounded.
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Corollary 7.1 If p' := (p1,p2) and ¢ := (q1,q2) satisfy 1 < p_ < py <
q- < gy < oo, then the operator T] is bounded from LZ (T x Tg) to

Lg (T x Tg) if and only if the parameters satisfy that, for any i € {1,2},

Bi > —1
{ci:n—i-l-‘r%-i-/\i,
where
_n+148 n+l4y
a di pi '
Corollary 7.2 If p := (1,1) and ¢ := (00,00), then the operator ch is
bounded from Lg. (T x Tg) to L (T x Tp) if and only if c; = co = 0.

Ai

Corollary 7.3 states when operator Tg is unbounded.

Corollary 7.3 If p':= (p1,p2) and §:= (q1,q2) satisfy one of the following
conditions :

(1) pr=p2=1and ¢1,¢2 > 1;
(2) 1=p- <py <q <qq <oo;
(3) 1 S - S P+ S oo, ﬁ# (17 1) and (6117(12) = (O0,00),'

then the operator ch is unbounded on LI; (T x Tg).

Next, we study the boundedness of Bergman-type projections.
Let 7 := (71,72) € (—1,00)%, the weighted multiparameter Bergman-
type projection is as follows :

Prfe,w) := /T /T p(z u)"ﬂ:fw(lu’ i i Vo (w)dVa, ().

p(w,mn)
Notice that Py = T- T%ﬂ = Tﬁ, 5. AT hence we have the following
results.

The following corollaries 7.4 to 7.7 give the case when the operator Py
is bounded from L% (T x Tp) to L% (Tg x Tg). Corollary 7.9 gives when

the operator Py is unbounded on L2 (T x T).

Corollary 7.4 If p':= (p1,p2) and ¢ := (q1,¢2) satisfy 1 < p- < p; <
q- < g4 < oo, then the operator Py is bounded from L. (T x Tg) to
L% (Tg x Tg) if and only if the parameters satisfy that, for any i € {1,2},

pi(’yi+1)>ozi+1,
pin+1+8)=q¢gn+1+q).
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Corollary 7.5 If p:= (1,1) and ¢ := (q1,q2) satisfy 1 < q_ < g, < o0,
then the operator Py is bounded from L% (T x Tg) to ng (T x Tg) if and
only if the parameters satisfy that, for any i € {1,2},

Vi > Qg
n+l14+6=qgn+1+aq).

Corollary 7.6 If p:= (p1,1) and ¢ := (q1,q) satisfy 1 <p; < q- < g4
00, then the operator Py is bounded from L% (T x Tg) to ng( )
and only if the parameters satisfy that,

p(n+1)>a+1, 2> as,
pn+l+b8)=qgn+1+a),
ntl+B=qgn+1+a).

Corollary 7.7 If p:= (1,p2) and q = (q1,qa) satisfy 1 <p; < q- < g4
00, then the operator Py is bounded from L% (T x Tg) to ng( )
and only if the parameters satisfy that,

1>, pa (e +1) > o+ 1,
n+l+f=qgn+1l+a),
ppo(n+14+0)=q¢gn+1+a).

Corollary 7.8 If p' := (1,1) and ¢ := (00,00), then the operator Py is
bounded from L (Tp x Tp) to L= (T x Tg) if and only if the parameters
satisfy that, for anyi € {1,2},

%’ZOéz‘;
a;=—(n+1).

Corollary 7.9 If p:= (p1,p2) and ¢ := (qi1, q2) satisfy the following condi-
tions :

1 Sp— Sp—l— < 00, ﬁ?é (171) and (QI7Q2) = (00700)7
then the operator Py is unbounded on Lg (T x Tp).

At the end of this section, we study the boundedness of the weighted
multiparameter Berezin-type transform B which is given by

7’L+1+'71 p (w)n+1+72
wa // fu,n dV1UdV277’
' Tp JTp |P Z, U n+1+71 |p (w’n)|2(n+1+72) ( ) v ( ) 7y ( )

42



where 7 1= (1,7) € (~1,00) x (~1,00).

Notice that By = Sm,7,2(n+—1+7§’ therefore we have the following re-

sults.

The following corollaries 7.10 to 7.20 give the case when the operator
Bs is bounded from L% (T x Tp) to L%. (Tp x Tg).

Corollary 7.10 If p':= (p1,p2) and § = (q1,q2) satisfy 1 < p_ < p; <
q- < g+ < oo, then the operator By is bounded from L. (T x Tg) to
L% (T x Tg) if and only if the parameters satisfy that, for any i € {1,2},

—gn+14v)<Bi+1l, y+1<p(vi+1)),
piln+14+8)=¢n+1+aq).

Corollary 7.11 Ifp':= (1,1) and ¢ := (q1,q2) € [1,00) X [1,00), then the
operator B is bounded from L% (Tp X Tg) to L% (T's x T) if and only if
the parameters satisfy that, for any i € {1,2},

—q(n+1+v) <Bi+1, o <,
n+l+pfi=qgmn+1+aw).

Corollary 7.12 Ifp':= (p1,1) and ¢ = (q1, g2) satisfy 1 <p; <q < q; <
00, then the operator B is bounded from L% (T x Tg) to L% (Tg x Tp) if
and only if the parameters satisfy that,

p(n+1)>a+1, 2> as,
pmn+1+6)=qgn+1+a),
n+1l4+G=q¢gn+1+a).

Corollary 7.13 If p':= (1,p2) and ¢ = (q1, g2) satisfy 1 <py <q < q; <
00, then the operator B is bounded from L% (Tg x Tg) to L% (Tg x Tp) if
and only if the parameters satisfy that,

> ar, pa(ye+1) >as+1,

n+l+Bi=qgn+1+a),

pe(n+1+06) =qn+1+a).
Corollary 7.14 Ifp:= (p1,p2) and §:= (00,00) satisfy 1 <p_ < p; < oo,
then the operator By is bounded from L% (Tg x Tg) to L™ (T x Tg) if and
only if the parameters satisfy that, for any i € {1,2},

v > o = —n — 1.
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Corollary 7.15 If p:= (1,1) and ¢ := (00, 00), then the operator By is
bounded from L% (Tg x Tg) to L= (T x Tg) if and only if the parameters
satisfy that, for any i € {1,2},

Vi = a;=-—n—1

Corollary 7.16 If p:= (1,p2) and §:= (00, 00) satisfy 1 < py < oo, then
the operator By is bounded from L% (T x Tg) to L> (T x Tg) if and only
if the parameters satisfy that,

’YIZal:_n_la
Yo > g = —n — 1.

Corollary 7.17 If p':= (p1,1) and ¢ := (00, 00) satisfy 1 < p; < oo, then
the operator By is bounded from L% (Tg x Tg) to L™ (Ts x Tg) if and only
if the parameters satisfy that,

M >a=-n-—1,
Yo = g = —n — L.

Corollary 7.18 If p':= (00,00) and ¢ := (00, 00), then the operator Bs is
always bounded from L>® (Tg x Tg) to L™ (T X Tg).

Corollary 7.19 Ifp:= (p1,p2) and ¢ := (00, 00) satisfy 1 = p_ < p, = oo,
then the operator By is bounded from L% (Ts x Tg) to L™ (T x Tg) if and
only if the parameters satisfy that, for any i € {1,2}, v > o = —n — 1.

Corollary 7.20 Ifp:= (p1,p2) and ¢ := (00, 00) satisfy 1 < p_ < p, = o0,
then the operator By is bounded from L% (Tg x Tg) to L™ (T x Tg) if and
only if the parameters satisfy that, for any i € {1,2}, v > a; = —n — 1.
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