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Abstract We prove that the bilinear Hilbert transforms and maximal functions along
certain general plane curves are bounded from L%(R) x L2(R) to L' (R).
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1 Introduction

Since the initial breakthroughs for singular integrals along curves and surfaces by
Nagel, Riviere, Stein, Wainger, et al., in the 1970s (see for example [14,15] and [17]
for some of their works on Hilbert transforms along curves), extensive research in this
area of harmonic analysis has been done and a great many fascinating and important
results have been established, which culminate in a general theory of singular Radon
transforms (see for instance Christ et al. [2]).
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968 J. Guo, L. Xiao

Another attractive area, parallel to the above one, is the bilinear extension of the
classical Hilbert transform. The boundedness of such bilinear transforms was con-
jectured by Calder6n and motivated by the study of the Cauchy integral on Lipschitz
curves. In the 1990s, this conjecture was verified by Lacey and Thiele in a break-
through pair of papers [8,9]. In their works, a systematic and delicate method was
developed, inspired by the famous works of Carleson [1] and Fefferman [3], which
is nowadays referred as the method of time-frequency analysis. Over the past two
decades, this method has emerged as a powerful analytic tool to handle problems that
are related to multilinear analysis.

We are interested in the study of bilinear/multilinear singular integrals along curves
and surfaces—a problem that is closely related to the two areas above. (We refer the
readers to Li [11] for connections of this problem with ergodic theory and multilinear
oscillatory integrals.) To begin with, we consider a model case—the truncated bilinear
Hilbert transforms along plane curves. One formulation of the problem is as follows.

Let I'(t) = (1, y(1)) : (—1,1) — R? be a curve in R, With I" we associate the
truncated bilinear Hilbert transform operator Hr given by the principal value integral

1
Hr(f,g)(X)Z/lf(x—t)g(x—)/(t))t_ldt (x € R), (1.1)

where f and g are Schwartz functions on R. When the function y has certain curvature
(or “non-flat”, i.e., not “resembling” a line) conditions, the boundedness properties of
this operator (e.g., whether it is bounded from L' (R) x LP2(R) to L" (R) for certain
P1, P2, and r) are of great interest to us.

Li [11] studied such an operator (the integral defining Hr(f, g)(x) in [11] is over
R) with the curve being defined by a monomial (i.e., y(t) = t“,d e N,d > 2) and
proved that it is bounded from L?(R) x L2(R) to L!(R). In his proof, he combined
results and tools from both time-frequency analysis and oscillatory integral theory and
used ingeniously a uniformity concept (the so-called o -uniformity; see [11, Section
6]). Lie [13] improved Li’s results both qualitatively, by extending monomials to
more general curves (certain “slow-varying” curves with extra curvature assumptions),
and quantitatively, by improving the estimates. Instead of using Li’s method of o-
uniformity, Lie used a Gabor frame decomposition to discretize certain operators in
a smart way and then worked with the discretized operators which have variables
separated on the frequency side and preserve certain main characteristics (see the
appendix of [13] for a detailed comparison between their methods).

Another interesting aspect of this problem was considered by Li and the second
author [12], in which they studied the case when the curve is defined by a polynomial
with different emphasis of getting bounds uniform in coefficients of the polynomial
and the full range of indices (p1, p2, r). They provided, among other results, complete
answers (except to the endpoint case) for Hr when the polynomial is “non-flat” near
the origin (i.e., without a linear term). When the polynomial has a linear term, however,
the full range of indices for the corresponding uniform estimates is extremely difficult
to find and remains open.

In this paper we consider a family of general “non-flat” curves and provide an easy-
to-check criterion for a curve whose associated bilinear Hilbert transform is bounded
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Bilinear Hilbert Transforms 969

from L?(R) x L*(R) to L'(R) (for the precise statement of our results, see Sect.
2). Our goal is to extend Li [11]’s method and results to general plane curves, (in
some sense) recover Lie [13]’s results without using the wave packets to discretize the
operators, and also prove the boundedness of corresponding maximal functions.

Our criterion, motivated by results in Lie [13] and Nagel et al. [16], mainly asks
one to check whether certain bounds of various expressions involving derivatives of a
quotient are satisfied. In [16] a simple necessary and sufficient condition is provided
(among other results) for the L?-boundedness of the Hilbert transform along the curve
I' with y odd, that is, one needs to check whether an auxiliary function h(t) =
ty’(t) — y (t) has bounded doubling time. Both Lie’s and our results indicate that an
appropriate replacement for £ in the bilinear setting might be in the form of a quotient
(see the Q¢ () defined in Sect. 2). We still do not know whether our criterion is a
necessary condition for certain “non-flat” curves.

In our main estimates in Sect. 4, we apply the 7' 7* method both in frequency space
(with an extra size restriction |y’ (27/)| > 27") and in time space (with an extra restric-
tion on the function space), then we combine both results to get the fast decay needed
in proving the boundedness of the desired operator. Since we are considering general
curves, certain uniformity of estimates is important, hence we formulate carefully the
assumptions on curves and pay special attention to the dependence on parameters of
all bounds, especially when we apply a quantitative version of the method of stationary
phase.

We also establish analogous results for the bilinear maximal function along I'
(defined below) by using the arguments of [12, Section 7] and our main estimates in
Sect. 4.

Mr(f,g)(x) = sup 6_1/0 |f(x—Dgx —y@)ldr (x € R). (1.2)

O<e<l

We note that such an operator along a “non-flat” polynomial was already carefully
studied in [12]. Much deeper and more elegant results for a linear curve can be found
in Lacey [7].

Notations The Fourier transform of f is f(§) = F[f1(§) = Jp f(x)e 2% dx
and its inverse Fourier transform is F~'[g](x) = ng(é )e2TEX dE | Let 1,., be the
indicator function of interval a - [n, n+ 1) fora, n € R and 1; the indicator function of
interval I. The indices (p1, p2, r) are always assumed to satisfy 1/p; + 1/py = 1/r,
p1>1,p > 1,andr > 1/2. We use C to denote an absolute constant which may
be depending on the curve and different from line to line.

2 Statement of Theorems

For any a € R, we say that a curve I'(t) = (t, y(t) + a) : (=1, 1) — R?! belongs
to a family of curves, F(—1, 1), if the function y satisfies the following conditions

! In the problems considered in this paper, we can always remove the constant @ from the definition of I'
by a translation argument, hence there is no need to specify the dependence of I" on a and we will always
leta =0.
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(2.1)—~(2.4). There exists a constant 0 < A; < 1/2 such that on (—A71, A1) \ {0} the
function y is of class CY (N > 5) and y’ # 0. Let Q. (1) = y(et)/ey’(€). For
0<lel <cp<Ay/4and 1/4 < |t| <4, we have

Dlocn|=ci 0=j=N, CR)
D200 z e, 22)
2 and
[(D?0)?(t) = D' Qe()D? Qc(1)| = 2, if|y/(e)| < Kile|!,  (2.3)
or
2(D?0)* (1) = D' Qe ()D? Qe (1) = ¢3, if |y (€)| = Kale| ™. 2.3)

LetAj = |2’jy’(2’j)|71.Ify”(e)y’(e) < 0for0 < € < ¢, then there exist K3 € Z
and K4 € N such that
Aj+[(3 > ZAj, lf] > Ky4. 2.4)

Theorem 2.1 IfT" € F(—1, 1), then Hr (f, g) can be extended to a bounded operator
from L>(R) x L*(R) to L' (R).

The analogous version for bilinear maximal functions is as follows.

Theorem 2.2 If T € F(—1, 1), then Mr(f, g) is a bounded operator from L*(R) x
L2(R) o L' (R).

Remark 2.3 By combining the results in this paper with the time-frequency analysis
arguments in [12], the boundedness of Hr and M from LP'(R) x LP2(R) to L"(R)
may be obtained for r < 1. We do not carry the details out in this paper. The lower
bound of such 7, as indicated in [12, Theorem 4], is closely related to the decay rate
of the size of the sublevel set

{|t| <1l:ly/t)—1] < h} 2.5)
as h — 0. In particular, if the size of (2.5) is bounded by ¢, /" for some v > 0 and

¢y > 0, then Hr and Mt are expected to be bounded from L' (R) x LP2(R) to L" (R)
given r > max{1/(1 + v), 1/2}; see [12, Theorem 4] when y is a polynomial.

2 The condition (2.2) implies that there exist constants K1, Ko > 0 such that
()| < Kilelt for 0 < |¢] < cg

or
ly"(€)] = Kale| =1 for 0 < |¢] < cp.

See also Lie [13, p. 4] Observation (6) and (7).
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Remark 2.4 (1) We use A1, co, c1, ¢2, c3, C1, K1, K2, K3, and K4 throughout this

paper.
(2) The condition (2.1) with j = 1 implies that

D' Q)] = 1/C1, for0 < |e| < co/4, 1/4 < |t] < 4.

(3) If y"(e)y’(e) > 0 for 0 < € < o, then (2.4) always holds with K3 = 1.

(4) We now compare our assumptions (2.1)—(2.4) with Lie’s assumptions (1)—(5) in
[13, P. 3]. The (2.4) implies Lie’s (1). The (2.1) and (2.2) correspond to Lie’s (2)
and (4) (the Q" part) while the (2.3) essentially corresponds to Lie’s (5).

(5) Note that the curves considered here are not necessarily differentiable at the origin
(they can even have a pole). One explanation for this phenomenon is that the
bilinear Hilbert transform possesses certain symmetry between its two functions
f and g (as well as its two variables & and 7 on the frequency side) that we can
take advantage of to somehow transfer the case with a pole to the case without a
pole (see the two expressions of B}’im (f, g) at the beginning of Sect. 4).

Remark 2.5 Here are some curves I'(#) = (¢, y(¢)) that belong to F(—1, 1):

(1) Those smooth curves that have contact with 7-axis at the origin of finite order > 2
(namely, y (0) = y'(0) = --- = y@=D(0) = 0, but ¥ (0) 0 for some natural
number d > 2), for example, y (t) = t4 or e’d —1lifd > 2;

(2) The function y has a pole at the origin of finite order > 1 (namely, y (t) =t~ "h(¢)
for some natural number n > 1 and some smooth function z with 4(0) # 0);

(3) y (1) = a linear combination of finitely many terms of the form |¢|%|log |¢||? for
o,BeRanda #0, 1;

(4) y(t) = sgn(t)|t|* or |t|%|log | log|t|||f fora, B € Rand o # 0, 1.

3 Preliminaries

In this section, we first study a special oscillatory integral which occurs in later sections.
The results are standard, but we include a proof for completeness and the convenience
of the readers.

Letp € Cgo (R) be areal-valued function with supp p C [1/2,2],&,n € R, n # 0,
A > 1 a constant, and

o0
I(A e & n) =11—a a1E/0) /0 p(t)e*PtEm g > 1,

where

¢€(t’€7 71) = Qe(t) + (5/77)[

Lemma 3.1 Assume that Q. € CN([1/4,4]) (N = 5) is a real-valued function such
that |DjQ€| < Cifor0 < j < N and |D2QE| > c1 for constants Cy and cy. If
x € C°(R) has its support contained in an interval of length c1 /12, then either one
of the following two statements holds.
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972 J. Guo, L. Xiao

(1) We have
x(—&/mI e & n) =00 ") 3.1)

(2) For each pair (&, n) with —&/n € supp x, there exists a unique t = t(&,n) €
[1/3,13/6] such that t (§,n) = (Q/e)_l(—é/n) is (N — 1)-times differentiable
and satisfies

Dlpc (16, m), 6, 1) =0 3.2)

and

x(—&/mI(he.&.n)=Cx(—&/m)lanE/n)p(tE n)
PPty g )| PG EDLTIR (33
+0(.7)

with C being an absolute constant.

Furthermore, the implicit constants in (3.1) and (3.3) are independent of X, €, &,
and 1.

Proof Due to (2.2), we observe that Q. is monotone on [1/4, 4] and that, for any
te[l1/3,13/6]andr € (0,1/12], Q/e is a bijection from B(t, r)3 to an interval which
contains B(QL (1), c1r).

Assume that there exist a € [1/2, 2] and (&g, no) with —&p/no € supp x such that
|D,1 de(a, &0, no)| < c1/12, otherwise we get (3.1) by integration by parts.

Since D}(f)e(t, &,n) = QL(t) + &/n, we have that —&9/no € B(QL(a), c1/12).
It follows from the observation above that there exists a unique ag € [1/4, 4] such
that agp € B(a, 1/12) and Q/ (ag) = —&o/no. Thus supp x C B(Q.(ao), c¢1/12). The
observation above then implies that, for each pair (¢, n) with —&/n € supp x, there
exists a unique 7 (&, ) € B(ao, 1/12) such that Q. ((§, n)) = —&/n, which is (3.2).
In particular, #(§,n) = ( Q’e)_l(—é /1), whose differentiability is a consequence of
the inverse function theorem.

Note that B(z (&, n), 1/12) C [1/4, 9/4] and we also have

D! pe(t, 6, )| = |D} e (t, &, 1) — D} pe(t (€, m), £, )| = c1|t — (&, n)|.

Applying to I (X, €, &, n) the method of stationary phase on B(#(&, ), 1/12) and
integration by parts outside B(¢ (€, n), 1/24) yields (3.3). O

Remark 3.2 A similar argument in high dimensions can be found in the proof of [4,
Proposition 2.4]. For the method of stationary phase, the reader can check [6, Section
7.7].

We quote below Li’s [11, Theorem 6.2] with a small modification in the statement
for the sake of our later application, however its proof remains the same. Leto € (0, 1],
I C R be a fixed bounded interval, and U (I) a nontrivial subset of L2(I) such that the

3 B(t, r) denotes the interval (t —r, t +r).
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Bilinear Hilbert Transforms 973

L?-norm of every element of U (I) is uniformly bounded by a constant. We say that a
function f € L2(I) is o-uniform in U (I) if

‘/f(x)mdx <ol fll2q forallu e UD.
|

Lemma 3.3 Let £ be a bounded sublinear functional from L*>(I) to C, Sy the set of
all functions that are o -uniform in U (I),

Ag = sip {|ZDNNS 2y« f € Sov f # O},

and
M= sup |Lw).
uet )
Then
1.2 < max {A,, 20~ M}.

We also need the following theorem to handle the minor part in Sect. 6. This
theorem is a variant of the results in [10, Theorem 2.1] concerning estimates for
certain paraproducts. The only change is that the standard dyadic sequence {2%/} jeZ
with o € N\{0} (in [10]) is replaced by a dyadic-like sequence {A ;} here, while the
proof remains the same; see [10, Sections 3 and 4].

Theorem 3.4 Let L € Z and let {A} - be a sequence of positive numbers which is
dyadic-like, i.e., thereisa K € Z such that forall j > L and j+ K > L the following
holds

Ajrg > 2A;. (3.4)
Let ®1 and ®, be Schwartz functions on R whose Fourier transforms are standard

lzzmp functions supported on [—2, —1/2] U [1/2,2] and [—1, 1] respectively, and
®,(0) = 1. For (n1, n2) € Z2 andl = 1 or 2, set

drin & ——( 1 2ing 1=
Miny g E 7] Z CI>1( ) YT @y (A—/)e Aj,
j>L .
Then forl = 1 and 2, for any p1, po > 1 with 1/r = 1/p1+ 1/ pa, there is a constant

C independent of (n1, na) such that for all fi € LP'(R), f» € LP2(R), the following
holds

I Ty frs 2], < €143 (104 03) 1Al 12l

where

gy (1, ) () = / My (8.1) F1(E) Fo (™ EFDT de dy.
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974 J. Guo, L. Xiao

4 The Main Estimates

Let » € C3°(R) suchthat = lon {r e R : 3/8 < |t| < 17/8} and supp@ C {t €
R:1/4 <|t| <£9/4}. For j,m € Ndenote ¢; =27/ and

o0
—2mi2" e . (1§,
Kjm(E ) = / p(t)e T PG G5 g
0

where p and ¢, are as defined at the beginning of Sect. 3.
For f, g € L*(R) denote, when ly'(€;)] < Kilej|,

BY, (f. ) =) / Fep©zmame™ VO K, e ) dg an

and, when |y’ (€;)| = Kale;| 7!,

5,090 = e [[ Feoaegmpone €+ o):
Kjm(&,n)d&dn.

Proposition 4.1 Assume that T'(t) = (¢, y(t)) € F(—1, 1.4 For any B < 1, there
exist an L € N and a constant Cg such that whenever j > L, m € N, n € Z, and
f.g € LZ(R), we have

(1) ifly' (el < Kilej|!, then

|BY . (f. Ty p-1ally < CoCimll Fll2lgla,

where
2716yl ()| > 27,
ij: —pm/4 / —m (41)
2 if [y'(e;)| <27,
() ifly'(ej)| = Kale;j| =, then
| BS,,(f. ) Tanyic ]l < CBC Il Fl2NE
where
ot Eepr <2, s
J.m —Bm/A E (e m (4.2)
2 if |y'(e;)] = 2™.

The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of Proposition 4.1.

We first observe that there is actually a symmetry between the case |y’ (e D=
Kile;j|° and the case |y (€;)| > Ka|e;|~!, hence we only prove the former case while
the other one can be handled similarly. We can also simplify the domain of integration
of Bﬁm(f, g)(x) by using a decomposition ¢ = ¢1(0,00) + @1(—c0,0, Which allows

4 We actually do not need the condition (2.4) for this proposition.
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Bilinear Hilbert Transforms 975

us to restrict the domain to one of the cubes (£[1/4, 9/4]) x (£[1/4, 9/4]). We still
use ¢ below but with its support contained in either [1/4, 9/4] or [-9/4, —1/4] (and
this won’t cause any problem).

The proof is split into three parts. In the first part, we apply the T7* method to
estimate || Bﬁm (f, &)1, during which procedure we need a standard result from the
oscillatory integral theory and a necessary condition |y’(¢;)| > 27"". The bound we
get (see (4.4) below) is efficient when |y’ (¢;)| is large but inefficient when [y’ (¢;)]
is close to 27". In the second part, with the help of Lemma 3.3 (the method of o -
uniformity introduced in Li [11]), we can put certain restrictions on the function f
(or g) and reduce the estimate of || Bﬁm( f, &l to a restricted version, to which the
TT* method can be applied without extra assumptions on the size of |y’(¢;)|. The
bound we get in this part (see (4.23) and (4.24) below) is efficient when |y’ (e i)l s
small (even when |y’ (¢;)| is close to 27) but inefficient when |y’(¢;)| is large (see
also Lie [13, p. 18]). In the last part, we take advantage of both results and prove the
desired estimate.

4.1 Part 1: j > L, m € N such that [y'(¢;)| > 27"
5 We first prove that, for i € LZ(R),

‘/B;’ﬂmoﬂ 2h@) dx| < C2"1y" €)) I flalgl - @71y 1) k.

(4.3)
which trivially leads to the estimate

|BY,,(f. ©Lamycp-tally = €@ )OI I2Nga. @.4)

We can find a finite open cover of the interval [—10, 10] by using open intervals of
length c1/12, associated with which we can construct a partition of unity. By inserting
this partition of unity we reduce the estimate of f B;f)m (f, @) (x)h(x)dx to

/ BY,,(f, ) ()h(x)dx

=y / / FOEZEMF (Y ()€ +n)x (— /0K j.m(E, 1) d€ dn,

where x is smooth and supported in an interval of length c/12.
We can then apply Lemma 3.1 to x(—=§/n) K, (&, n). If (3.1) holds, then an
application of Holder’s inequality yields

5 In this part we mainly follow the argument contained in Section 6 of the preprint arXiv:0805.0107 and
make necessary modifications in order to adapt it to the current case.
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‘ / BY,(f. )0h@) dx| < C27"2| flaligla - 27" 1Y epl) Pllkl2. (4.5

This estimate immediately leads to (4.3).
Below we assume that the second statement in Lemma 3.1 holds. Applying (3.3)
yields

1/2

/Eﬁm(f’ g)(x)h(x)dx = C(z—mh,/(ej)l)
alt, n)e—zmzmn@j (1&.m.&.) dedy, “6)

where we have omitted the error term in (3.3) (since it leads to the same bound as in
(4.5)), and a(&, n) is defined as

1/2

a(g.n) = x(—&/m)p(tE m)nl~"*|Die, €. n). £.m)|”

Applying to the double integral in (4.6) a change of variables y'(¢;)§ +n — &,
n/y'(€;) — n and then Holder’s inequality yields

‘ / BY (£, @A) dx| < CITjm(f. Oll2 - 27" ) Pkl @)

where

Tim(f, 8)(E) = / fo(y'(e)~"e —n)ga (v (€)n)a(y' (€)' e —n, v'(€;)n)

—27i2" (' (e)n) b, (r (y’(e,-r's—n,y/(e,-m),y/(e,-)—‘s—n,y’(em)

e dn.

We then have, after a change of variables,
2 e —
17w (f O = / Tim(f, )Ty (F D) d

- / dr / / Fr()Ge (0 A (x, y)e 22 ) dedy,  (4.8)

where
Fr(x) = f(x — 1) f9(x),
G:(y) =890y + ¥ (€)T)80 (),
Ar(x,y) =alx —1,y+y'(ej)Dalx, y),
and
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Bilinear Hilbert Transforms 977

P(x,y)=Pi(x — 7,y +¥'(j)T) — Pi(x,y)
with
Pi(x.y) = yde,; (1(x, y). x, y).
In order to estimate the inner double integral in (4.8), we first show that there exists
an L € N such thatif j > L then

2
T

0yox

(x,y)‘ = |zl. 4.9)

Recall that 7 (x, y) satisfies (3.2) (with &, n, and € replaced by x, y, and €; respec-
tively). By implicit differentiation, we get

1
Y0 ((x, )

0., (t(x, )

ot
and —(x,y)=—————.
dy y Q¢ (t(x, y))

Bt( )
—(x, —
0x Y

By (2.1), (2.2), and (2.3), we then have

2 "V _ 0. Q"
;jcaty (x,y) = %(QGJ)( Zj)Q;_/ 2 (t(x,y) =1
e 2 0, (2(07)* — 0., 07)
By using (3.2) we also get
9% Py

at
Byox (x,y) = 5(x,y).

Noticing that |y’ (¢;)| is small if L is large, by the mean value theorem we get (4.9).
Let o = 2"y (€)) )~1/3. We have the following splitting of (4.8):

1T (/. I3 = ( / + / dr)
|T]<Tto 70<|7|<10

// Fr(x)Gr (1) A (x, y)e 72" Py gy dy.

Applying the trivial estimate and Hormander’s [5, Theorem 1.1] to the two parts above
(and also Holder’s inequality) yields

| Tim (£, 9|5 < Croll £131g13 + C/ @"1el) "2 IF 211G ll2 dr

T=<|7|<10
< C(w+ Q™Y (eplw) ) f1311g13
—-1/3
<"y ) PIr13le13.
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To conclude, the desired estimate (4.3) follows from (4.5), (4.7), and the estimate
above of || T m (f, &)ll2-

42 Part2: j > L,meN

© We can find a finite open cover of the interval [—36C1, 36C1 ] by using open intervals
of length c1 /24, associated with which we can construct a partition of unity {xs : 1 <
s < ©} such that ZS Xxs = 1in [—-36C1, 36C1] and each x; is smooth and supported
in an interval that belongs to the finite open cover above.

Lemma 3.1 will be applied to x;(—&/n) K (&, n) (below). Here we denote S to
be the collection of all 1 < s < ® for which the second statement in Lemma 3.1
holds. Let I be either [1/4,9/4] or [-9/4, —1/4], and

U) = {us,,€) € L2 : s € S,r € R, 1/16C; < |n] < 9Cy},

where

s () = x5 (— /) 0y G Sy )

According to Lemma 3.3, we finish this part in three steps.

Step 1: Let fh, the restriction of fto I, be an arbitrary function in L>(I) that is
o-uniform in U (I).
(p . .
We first note that B m (f, g)(x) in the time space can be expressed as

BY,(f.9)(x) = |y/(ej>|”2/0 Fro(y/(€)x —2")g % o(x — 2" Qc, (1) p(0) dr,
(4.10)
which leads to, for 4 € L2(R),

/B}’ﬂm<f, Q@A) dx = |y'(ep]"? Z//O fro(y'(€)x =2"1)gjum

leZ
()C - 2m ng (t)),o(t) (llyl(ej)‘—l,lh)(x) dr dx,

where g1 = 1,

s -8 x@with Iy = [ — C12", a1 + Ci12"and o =

ly/ (e j)I_ll . In the frequency space we then have

/Bﬁm(f, 2)h(x)dx = [y (€))]"* - Z///f&(&)ez”"y/(”)sxﬁ\m(n)ez”i""

leZ
Kj,m(g’ ) (l\y’(e_,')l_l,lh) (x)dx d& dn.

6 In this part we mainly generalize the argument contained in Sections 8, 10, and 11 of the preprint
arXiv:0805.0107. In particular we apply Lemma 3.3 with a carefully-chosen function set U (I).
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Let 91 € C3°(R) such that @1 (n) = 1if [n| € [1/8C1,9C1/2] and supp @1 C {x €
R:1/16C; < |x| <9C1}. By using 1 = ¢1(n) + (1 — @1()) and the power series
of 217 (€521 we get

/B;"im(f’ g)(x)h(x)dx =141,

where

& Qri) [ o
I = |y/(6j)|1/222 2mi) //f(p(é)fpezmy (ej)aj &

|
leZ p=0 p:

G MG DK & DF [ (7€) = ;) (1yriep .40 O] 0 d d

and

© (5P . o
Il = |y/(6j)|1/2zz (2ri) //f(p(g)gpe%ny (ej)aj &

|
1eZ p=0 p:

G (1= G )K€ MF [ (€)= 41.0)” (L1140 O]
() d& dn.

We first estimate Sum II. When 1 — @1(n) # 0, Remark 2.4 (2) implies that the
gradient of the phase function of K; ;,(&, 1) has a uniform lower bound, which leads
to the bound K ,,(§, n) = O(27™). Then by Holder’s inequality we get

_ 1/2 -~
1111 < 27" [y eIl D 18jmall2 Ly eyt shlla.
leZ

Applying the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality yields

22| 1 fligla - 27"y epl) Plklla. il (epl <27,

11| < NV / 1/2 1,
Cly'epl sl lglha - @71y €pl) Tkl if v/l > 27"
(4.11)

The estimate of Sum I, by using the partition of unity we have constructed at the
beginning of this subsection, can be reduced to

> 2 )P IS iv (e . — o~
L=y en 23> G / / FOE)EP T DUE g ()i ()

p!
leZ p=0
xs(— &/ KjmE mF! [()/(ej)(- - aj,l))p(1|y/(ej)|‘1,lh)(')i|(n) dé dn
forany 1 < s < ©. We apply Lemma 3.1 to x;(—=§/7)K; ;»(§,n). If (3.1) holds,

then I is bounded by (4.11) too. Hence we may assume that the second statement in
Lemma 3.1 holds. Applying (3.3) yields
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o0 2 S\ D
L=c@ ) Py Y B

|
1eZ, p=0 p-

- [magmmF e = an)” Wy ) Jo di.

where we have omitted the error term in (3.3) (since it leads to the same bound as in
(4.11)), and M(n) is defined as

M) := / (& 1) F(E) 15 (— ) Bty CEm =y €00 8) g
I

with
—1/2

bE. ) =@E@MEL p(tE )l ?|Dige; (15, m). &, )

Using the Fourier series of b(£, n) and the assumption that f|1 is o -uniform in U (I),
we have

[men| < coro | 1uf],

Hence by using Holder’s and the Cauchy—Schwarz inequalities we get

< Co||11f||2||g||122-(2—'"|y’<e,-)|)“2||h||z, . if ]y'(e))] <27,
Sl = .
c@y' ) o i flL gl - @71 ) Plinla, i 1y e))] > 27"

To conclude Step 1, if o > 2-m/2 then the bound above of I, and (4.11) lead to,
for h € L°(R),

‘/Bﬁm(f, 8) () gmyrcy1,, (O (x) dx

S [ Co| 1 f,lgl2lAlloo, iy Eepr=27" )

c@ly'epl) o i fl,lglalhllos, if ¥/ ()] > 27,

Step 2: We now assume that ﬂl e U().
By using (4.10), a change of variables x — Zmy’(ej)_l(x + 7'(€j) Q¢; (1)), and
Holder’s inequality, we have, for 4 € L°°(R),

‘/B}’im<f, Q)W) dx =2’"|y/(e,-)|‘”2‘//0 £ xp(2" 4y (€) Qe () —1)

g x@(2"y (€))7 x)hjm (x+y(€,)Qe; (1)) p (1) di dx

< Cligll2lITi (M) Iz, (4.13)
where 1 (x) = h(2"y/(€;)"'x) and
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Ti(h)(x) = 2"/? /O Fro(2" x4y (€)Qc, (1) —=)hjm (x+¥'(€)) Qc, (1)) p(2) dt.

Let ﬂl = Uy, ,y(&) for arbitrarily fixed s € §,r € R, and 1/16C; < |n| < 9C;.
By applying the Fourier inversion formula to f * ¢ and changing variables, we get

00 2
|71 () ||§ = 2’”/‘/0 Ki(x, Dhjm(x —=27"r +y'(€,)Qc;, (1)) p (1) dt | dx,

(4.14)
where

K] (x’ t) — /a(g)xs( _ %‘/n)ezmzmn[@j (t(Sqﬂ)»§,77)+)’(xgt)($/ﬂ)] dé- (415)

with
y=yx, 1) =x+y(€)0c ) —1.

Let xu be a smooth cut-off function supported in [—M, M], which equals 1 in
[—M /2, M /2]. We decompose the right-hand side of (4.14) into two parts by using
the decomposition 1 = (1 — xar(x)) + xar(x) to restrict the integration domain of x
to{x e R:|x| > M/2}and {x € R : x| < M} respectively for a sufficiently large
constant M. The former part is bounded by

c27"h%, (4.16)

since integration by parts yields K (x,t) = O27"|x I=1).

We next consider the latter part with |x| < M. After inserting a partition of unity,
we may replace Kj(x,t) by x(—y(x, t))K(x, t) with a smooth cut-off function ¥
supported in an interval of sufficiently small length. Then by repeating the argument in
the proof of Lemma 3.1, we have that either x (—y(x, ¢)) K1 (x, t) = O(27™) (leading
to the bound (4.16)) or the phase function in (4.15) has a critical point & (x, ¢) satisfying

t(";:(-x3 t)v 77) = _)’(L t)'

This equation, together with at¢e_,. (t(&,n),&,n) = 0 (namely, Eq. (3.2) satisfied by
t(§, n)), yields
E(e, 1) = —nQL, (= y(x,1).

By using the method of stationary phase in a neighborhood of & (x, ¢) and integration
by parts away from it, we get the following asymptotic formula.

X(=y, D)Ki(x, 1) = CX( =y, 0)xs (= §x, 0)/n)@(E(x, 1))
—1)2
‘8§t(§'(x,t), n)(
220 (<3 n) 5omp2 0273,
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By using the leading term above and a change of variables u = ng (1), we now need
to estimate

/XM(X)

where

212" 10, (—y (v.0:! <u>))

/hj,m (x —27"r + y/(ej)u)k(x, u)e du| dx,

4.17)

ke = (= v(x, 05 00) ) xs (= £ (x. 05 @) /m)7 (& (v, 05 @) )
Jocr(ece, 05t )| o (0c) ) (22 (05 w)

We use the TT* method for (4.17). By changing variables u; = v + 7, up = v,
followed by x — x — y’(ej)v, (4.17) becomes

/ dr / H, (x) dx / Ko ()22 P gy (4.18)
where all three integrals are over some finite intervals,

He(x) = hjm(x —=27"r + ¥ (€)T)hjmx —27"r),
Kex() = xum(x = y'(€)v)k(x — y'(e)v, v+ 1)k(x — ¥/ (€j)v, ),

and
P () = Pay(x + ¥/ (€j)T, v+ 1) — Pa(x, V)
with
Pax.v) = Qg (=[x = 0 @)])-
Before applying integration by parts to the innermost integral in (4.18) we first
estimate its phase function P; x (v). Actually we have thatif |/ (e )1/ x| is sufficiently

small then
| Dy Prx ()| < |x||7] (4.19)

and
|D} P ()] S IxlITl. (4.20)

The (4.19) follows from the mean value theorem and the following estimates

8P, 0., (—Ix— 07 @)
(x,v) =— - — =1
9xdv 0., (0 ()
and
62 P, 0. (—lx—oz'w)) (e) o0
9 Z(X’U)z'x. / 1 2 : B () < |x],
v (QGJ' (er (U))) ( /GJ)
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where c is between —[x — Q;,] (v)] and Q;jl (v). The (4.20) can be proved similarly.
Therefore, if |y’ (€;)|/|x| is sufficiently small, for any 8 < 1 we have

‘/Kf,x(v)ez’”z'""ﬂﬂ“) dv| < Cmin {1, @"|xlIz)"'} < Cc(2"xllz)) .

We now estimate (4.18) by splitting it into two parts (depending on the size of
ly'(ej)1/1x]) and using the trivial estimate and the bound above respectively. Then
it is bounded by

C(1y ) +27Pm)|Ih| % (4.21)

To conclude Step 2, by (4.13), (4.14), (4.16), and (4.21), we get, for h € L>®(R),

‘/Bfm(fs g)(x)IZ”’y’(ej)*l,n(x)h(x) dx

iczﬁmﬂngnzuhnm, if [y/(ej)] <27,

gmn1/2 . _ (4.22)
C(max{|y’(e))], 27P™}) 2lgll2Also, if [y/(ej)| > 27"

Step 3: To conclude this subsection (namely, Part 2), by using Lemma 3.3 and the
estimates (4.12) and (4.22), we get that for any 8 < 1
|BY,(fs )lamyrepy-tally < C27P" AU fll2Nglla, ity (ep)] <27P7,  (4.23)

and

1/2 . _
|BS . (f. ) Lomyriciy1ally = €22y €] I lligla i 1y (ep)) = 27Pm.
(4.24)

4.3 Part 3: Conclusion
If [y ()] = 27Am balancing (4.4) with (4.24) yields (see also Lie [13, p. 20])

. —1/6
1B, (- ) lamyiepr.ally = Cmin {271 )™ 2741y eI 2 1 £ g 2
< 27" fllaliglla-

If [y/'(ej)] < 27Pm the (4.23) is already good enough. This finishes the proof of
Proposition 4.1.

5 Estimate of || B;.Iim(f, 2l

Let ® € C5°(R) be supported in {§ € R : 1/2 < [§] < 2} and B;I?m(f, g) be as
defined at the beginning of Sect. 4 (with ¢ there replaced by ®).
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Proposition 5.1 Assume that T'(¢t) = (¢, y(t)) € F(—1, 1.7 For any B < 1, there
existan L € Nand a constant C;/ﬁ such thatwhenever j > L,m € N, and f, g € L*>(R)
we have

1B,.(f. 2l < CpAL 1 fll2lgll2. 5.1)

where A, equals Cj p if |y’ ()] < K1l€j|°" and C}’m ifly'(e))| = Kale;| =" (with
CjmandC },m defined as in Proposition 4.1).

Remark 5.2 This proposition is a consequence of Proposition 4.1. It is essentially
the Lemma 5.1 contained in the arXiv preprint (arXiv:0805.0107) (which was later
published as Li [11]).

Proof of Proposition 5.1 We only prove the case when |y’(¢;)| < K1|e;|! while the
other case can be handled similarly. Let ¢ be a Schwartz function on R such that
[¢ = 1 and suppgp C [—1/100, 1/100]. Denote ¢x (x) = K ~'¢(K ~'x). We have

o0
BY, (£ =y n]?> > / (Lo iy * o - f % @) (v (€))x —2"1)
HGZkl,kzez 0
. (12my’(ej)*1,n+k2 * (ﬁzmy/(éj)—l - gk q))
(x — 2m er (t))p(t) dr - 12’"]//(61-)71,71'

We then make the decomposition Bj‘.l?m( f, g)(x) := I 4+ II by splitting the inner
summation for kp, kp into two parts such that the first part, denoted by I, sums over
{k1, ko € Z : max{|ky], |kz|} > A} and the second one, denoted by II, over {k{, k» €
Z: max{|ki|. [kal} < A} with A = C; ¢ P2 > 1,

Using the fast decay of 1ym ;, 4k, * ¢ppm and 12;11y/<€j)—1 ity ¥ Bamyre )1 yields that

n=chy'epl”” >

kl,kzéz
max{[ki|,[k2[}=A

/°° [/ @/ (ep)x —2"1)g ¥ D(x —2"Q¢, )P (0]
o (Ll k)Y (14 1) Qe (1) + ko)™

SC(AliNI +A17N2)|y/(6j)|1/2.

/O |fx®(y (e))x —2"1)g % ®(x — 2" Qc; (1)) p(1)] dt

for any Nj, N> € N. By Holder’s and Young’s inequalities, we get

I < C(AM 4 AT flaliglla < CHCE I Flaligll, (5.2)

where the second inequality holds whenever N1, N> > (1 + 8)/(1 — B).

7 We do not need the condition (2.4) for this proposition.
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On the other hand, since
supp (Fom ik, * ¢om - f x 1) C {§ e R:3/8 < €] < 17/8}
and
supp (‘F[12my’(6j)*l,n+k2 * ¢2my/(ej)—1 S gk d>]) - {é eR:3/8< | < 17/8},

we then have

II = Z Z B;’im (12’”,n+k1 k ¢2m . f % Q)’

nez kl,kzeZ
max{|ki],lk2|} <A

12my’(€j)’1,n+k2 % d)zmyf(ej)—l - gk CD)(x)lsz/(ej)q,n(x).

Using Proposition 4.1 and the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we have

Iy < CoCrmA2l fll2ligla = CoCL 11 Fllallg - (53)

The desired inequality (5.1) follows from (5.2) and (5.3). m]

6 Proof of Theorem 2.1

We prove Theorem 2.1 in this section. Let p € C°(R) be an odd function supported
in{reR:1/2 <|t] <2}and p;(t) =2/ p(2/1) such that

1/t=>"pj@), ift#0.
JEZ

Then X
Hr(f, 9)(x) = Z/ 1f(x —0g(x —y®)p,@)dr.

jz0"

Let L e N.If0 < j < L, we can trivially estimate the L!'-norm of each summand
above by Holder’s inequality and get a bound in the form of C|| f||2]/g[l2. Hence we
may assume j > L below. By the Fourier inversion formula we need to estimate

Hr(f, 9)(x) = D / / FERm;(E, me*™ ET1T dg dn,

Jj>L

where . .
m;j(, ) = /Rpme‘z’”'(2”“"”“)) dr. 6.1)
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Let ® € Cg°(R) be an even nonnegative function supported in {£ € R : 1/2 <

|&] < 2} such that
Z@(%):l, if& #0.

meZ

Let m, m’ € Z. Set

~( & \=( 1
mj,m,mf(é,ﬂ)=<D(2j+m)¢(2m,Aj)mj(5,ﬂ)

with A ; defined as in Sect. 2. Then m; (&, ) can be decomposed as the sum of

miprEm= D Wy E ),

max{m,m’}>0
|m'—m|<C

mi—Em=D D My,

m<0 m'<0

mi—tEM =D D> M,

m'>0m<m’'—C

and

miroEm=20 D M),

m>0m’'<m—C

where C is a large constant (to be determined later; see (6.5) below). Then

Arfow= 3 3 [[Fegmm. e ne e a

(x,%x)eA j>L

=t D Hewn (2 ) (0),
(x,%%)e A

where the index set A is given by
A = {(+, +)7 (_’ _)7 (_’ +)7 (+7 _)} (62)

We split ﬁr (f, g)(x) into two parts:

Major part: (x, *x) = (+, +);

Minor part: (x, x*) = (—, —), (—, +), and (4, —).

The essential difficulty in the proof of Theorem 2.1 lies in the estimates of the major
part. All our preparations in Sects. 3—5 are done for it. The minor part can be reduced
to classical paraproducts by using the Taylor and Fourier series expansions, and then
handled by Theorem 3.4.

The following proposition completes the proof of Theorem 2.1.

Proposition 6.1 Using the notations above, if L is sufficiently large we have
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(1) For the major part, if (x, xx) = (4, +) then

| Hooer (. )], < ClLFI2lIg 2
(ii) For the minor part, if (%, ¥x) % (4, +) then
| e (£, 2], < CULE N 181 s

forall py > 1 and pr > 1 such that 1/r = 1/p1 + 1/p2.

The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of this proposition.

6.1 Estimates of the Major Part

We consider the case max{m, m’} > 0 and |m — m’| < C in this subsection. Actually
it suffices to prove the special case m’ = m € N to which we can easily reduce the
case m’ = m + b (for each integer b with 1 < |b| < C) simply by replacing y by a
constant multiple of y, namely, 2~?y . We also notice that there is a symmetry between
the two cases: r > 0 and ¢ < 0 and they can be handled similarly.

With these simplifications it suffices to prove

2.2 Tin(f-®) H < Cllfll2lgll2, 63)
Jj>LmeN 1
where
L0000 = [ [ Fogm® (fo ) & (213’;2’)17)
m; (€, )T ERDX ge dp
with

wiGn = [ pwe @ e ) g

To prove (6.3) we first apply a change of variables and get

Tjm(f, 9)x) =220+ |y @)™
.//m(s)a(s)g/j;(n)a(n)ezm(2/’*’”/)/’(2*/))(y’(2*f')£+n)x

Kjm(&,n)dédn,
where

fim(x) = 2777 f (2777 "),
gmx) = 2797y (279 g (27 (7))

and
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o A )
Kjm(&m) = mf (2747, 274y 1y (277)) = /0 p(ne 2 (410,05 0) gy
with . ' '
0,.i(t) = y(z—ft)/(z—-/y’(z—f)).
Let 1j be the indicator function of {x € R : 1/2 < |x| < 2}. Then

1Ty (£ 9], = 2747y )| 2

| B, (F i) 7~ G o])
Y )| Tl [g7mtol

= C2 R FO1 T LlE01 Ty (7))

E

< C2—m/322j+m

2°

where we have applied Propositions 4.1 and 5.1 if L is sufficiently large. Thus,

S D Timf o) H1

j>L meN
<C 3 2 S | Fon ) leon (2 @),
meN j>L
= Clfl2ligll2.

In the last inequality, we have used the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and the bound

> (27 27)n) < ¢

Jj>L

which follows from the condition (2.4) (and also Remark 2.4 (3)). This finishes the
estimates of the major part.

6.2 Estimates of the Minor Part

For the minor part, we begin with (%, %x) = (—, —). Notice
-1 m’ -1 m—1
mi——Em= D | D mwwEn |+ D D) mimwE
m'=—o0 \m=—o00 m=—00 \m'=—oc0

—1 1
S omjiwE > MG o).

m'=—o0 m=—00

The treatments of m; _ (&, ) and m ;,, (&, 1) are similar. We show how to handle
m; _ (&, 1). Set
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. (&
\11(5):2@(27).

m=<0

Then, by applying the Taylor expansion to m; (&, 1), we have

o0
Cipd Am’
mj,_,m/(éj, n) = Z Wzm (p+q)Nj,p,q(§» ),
p.q=0
where
s q

Cjpg = /p(t)(—Zm’t)”(— 2m’y(2 Jt)Aj)) dr (6.4)

and

~( & E \V'=( 1 n )’
Mivaten =¥ (55) (5) *(#5,) (#5,)

Since p is an odd function, ¢ 9,0 = Oforall j € Z and thus we do not need to consider
-A/j,O,O(E , ). This yields a decay factor as follows

Zm/(p+q) S 2m/ lf (pa Q) # (Oa 0)’

which allows us to sum over m’ < 0 later.
The condition (2.1) gives

cjpgl = lplli(4m)P 2m Cy)e,

which leads to

for some constant C independent of ;.
Set

- £\
Npg@E.m =D Njpg&.n=> " (wm/) (zﬁm/)

Jj>L Jj>L

- q
oy il .
ZmAj QmAj

It suffices to show that NV, 4, as a bilinear multiplier, maps L' x L2 to L" with a
bound independent of m’. Indeed, the dependence of m’ can be removed easily via the
following claim:

Claim 6.2 Assume M(&, n), as a symbol for a bilinear multiplier, maps LP' x LP?
to L" with a bound A. Here py > 1, po > 1, and 1/py + 1/p2 = 1/r.

Let R > 0 be any constant. Then Mg(&,n) = M(RE, Rn) is also a bounded
bilinear multiplier which maps LP' x LP? to L" with the same bound A.
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Claim 6.2 can be proved by a standard rescaling argument and we omit the details
here.

Applying the same arguments to m; ,, (&, 1), we obtain the corresponding multi-
plier

v =( & § YVg( n Y\’
Npg&m=2 @ (2j+m1) (2j+m1) v (2m1Aj) (2m1Aj) '
j>L

Again, Claim 6.2 allows us to dispose the factor 2" ~! on the right-hand side.
To sum up, the case («, %) = (—, —) is reduced to establishing the boundedness
of the bilinear multipliers whose symbols are given by

> () @) 2 (@) E)

j>L

25 ()(6) *() ()

j>L

and

which is ensured by Theorem 3.4 (with (n1, ny) = (0, 0) there).
Now we turn to the case (%, xx) = (—, +). Notice

my g En) = D W (€ ),

m'>0
where
m' —C
W €)= D W (€, 7).

m=—0Q

Applying the Fourier series of m; (&, n) yields
W (€, ) =V _f_ (L )m;c 0
J,—.m ) = 2j+m/7C 2m/Aj J\S» n

; é U]
R %- R n 2nt(n1m+n2W)
J

? nl,l‘leZ

Since
3 (nv@7Tn)| > 2186277 (6.5)
given C sufficiently large, integration by parts gives the following fast decay
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|an, ny] < Cn (1 + n? + n%)_NZ_’"/N forany N e N.

Consequently, we only need to handle the following multiplier, for a fixed m" and a
fixed pair (ny, ny),

_ £ dring —E n 2ming ——
Noyny Gom) = z v (W eI A )¢ AL (6.6)
j

j>L

Similarly, in the case (%, %) = (+, —) we need to handle

- ~( & dming 5~ n 2ming e
J\/nl,l’lz(g’ 77) = Zq)(2]+m e 7'””12]+m\p m e 2 CAJ, (67)
J

j>L

By Claim 6.2, the factor 2" in (6.6) and the factor 2 in (6.7) are disposable. Thus
the problem is reduced to establishing the boundedness of the paraproducts whose
symbols are given by

>0 (5

i £ o 2mwing L
()
j>L J

~ & 2mi o
>3 E ) 2rimyrg () s (6.9)
2J 2_CAj ’

Jj>L

and

with bounds growing no faster than a polynomial of (1 + n% + n%), which are ensured
by Theorem 3.4. Indeed, Theorem 3.4 is applicable to the multiplier (6.9), since the
sequence {Z_CA j}j>1 satisfies the condition (3.4). For the multiplier (6.8), one can
perform a rescaling (£, n) — (27¢&,27C») and then apply Theorem 3.4 again since
the sequence {2€ A j}j>1 also satisfies the condition (3.4). This finishes the estimates
of the minor part.

7 The Bilinear Maximal Functions

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 2.2. The arguments we use here are
essentially those from [12, Section 7]. Recall that

Mr(f, g)(x) = sup e~ /f(x—t)g(x—)/(t))dt (7.1)

O<e<l

where we have assumed that f and g are both nonnegative. We want to show

IMr(f. )|, < Clifll2lglla (1.2)
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The proof of (7.2) is almost identical to the proof of Theorem 2.1 in Sect. 6. One
noticeable difference is that the minor part of (7.1) can be controlled pointwisely by
the Hardy—Littlewood maximal function.

Let p € C§°([1/4, 1]) be nonnegative with p(1/2) = 1. Set p;(t) = 2/p(2/1). It
suffices to establish the boundedness of the following maximal function

M*(f. g)(x) = sup /f(x —0glx —y@)pj(r)dr=:sup M;(f, g)(x),

Jj>L j>L

where L € N. Like what we did in Sect. 6, we have

M;(f. 9)(x) = / / FEFmm; (€, )X EHDT g dy

= > / / FEZINM s (B, )™ ETDX dg dpy
(,%%) €A

=: Z Mj,*,**(f7 g)(x),
(s, %%) €A

where m; (&, 1) and A are as defined in (6.1) and (6.2) respectively. It suffices to prove

sup [M .« (f, 1| = Cllfl2llgll2 (1.3)
J

1
for each pair (x, x*) € A.

Lemma 7.1 (Minor part) Let M (f) denote the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function
of f. If L is sufficiently large and (x, xx) # (4, +), then there is a constant C > 0
such that

sup |M j s 5 (f, ) ()| = CM(f)(x)M(g)(x).
J>

As a consequence of this lemma and the boundedness of the Hardy-Littlewood
maximal function, we have

sup [Mj 5 (f. || = CIM()ll2lIM ()2 < Cllfll2llgll2-

Jj>L

1
This proves (7.3) when (xk, *%) # (+, +).

Proposition 7.2 (Major part) If L is sufficiently large we have

sup [Mj 1+ (f. @Il = Clfll2ligll2.

Jj>L

1
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This proposition is essentially the result obtained in Sect. 6.1. Indeed, we have the

following pointwise estimate

Z \Mj 4+ (f. 8))|.

SUP (M 4+ (f.)x)| <
Jj>L

Then (6.3) implies

< | 2. M4 1 (f, g)IH = Clifll2llgll2-

1 j>L

SUPIM]++(f 9]

]>

It remains to verify Lemma 7.1. We first consider the case (%, %) = (—, —). Most
of the calculation in Sect. 6.2 remains valid. In particular, we have

. ._ Cipag E\' ~ (1 n\?
meceni= 350 (5) () *(3) ()

p.qeN
Notice
(£ § P 2mikx ’
swp | [@(35) (57) T@erme de = ciminen
]>
and
wg/w(£)(£)zmmhmw7sQM@mm
j> j J

where C] and C} depend at most exponentially on p and g. Thus

= CM(Hx)M(g)(x),

/ FEZm; (&, me*™ EFDT dg dn

sup
Jj>L
which proves Lemma 7.1 when (%, %%) = (—, —).
The cases (—, +) and (+, —) are similar, hence we only show how to handle the

former one. Using the same notations as in Sect. 6.2, we have

w4 Em = D W)

m'>0

(7.4)

and

i § n
G ¢ 2”’(”12/-T—c+ 2%)

fﬁj’f,m’(Sv 7}) = j+m'—C
ny,n€Z
(7.5)
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where N )
|an, my) < Cn(1+nf+n3) " 27" forany N eN. (7.6)
Then
sup | [@ (25— ) & T FlermiE ag| < C(1 4 ) M(H) (1)
j>E 2j+m'—=C - 1 ’
and
= n mim o 2
sup /cb — e igme”™ ™ dn| < C(14n3)M(g)(x). (7.8)
JsL 2MA

To get (7.7) and (7.8), we have applied the following fact

sup | £ (x - ;) | = Ca(1+m) M),

t>0

where
Q(x) =1Q((tx).
Then (7.4), (7.5), (7.6), (7.7) and (7.8) yield

sup (M) (f, ©)(x)] < CM(f)(x)M(g)(x),
J>

as desired.
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