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THE BOUNDEDNESS OF THE (SUB)BILINEAR MAXIMAL FUNCTION ALONG
“NON-FLAT” SMOOTH CURVES

ALEJANDRA GAITAN AND VICTOR LIE

ABSTRACT. Let N'F be the class of smooth non-flat curves near the origin and near infinity introduced in
[16] and let v € N F. We show - via a unifying approach relative to the corresponding bilinear Hilbert
transform Hr - that the (sub)bilinear maximal function along curves I" = (¢, —(t)) defined as

Mr(7,0)(@) = swp = [ 1 = gl +A(0)at
e>0 4€ J—¢

is bounded from LP(R) x L?(R) — L"(R) for all p, g and r Holder indices, i. e. % +% = %, with 1 < p, g < o0
and 1 < r < oo. This is the maximal boundedness range for Mr, that is, our result is sharp.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we study the boundedness properties of the bilinear’ maximal function along a properly
chosen class of curves. That is, given I' = (¢, —7(¢)) where v is a suitable smooth, non-flat curve near zero
and near infinity, we ask about the boundedness properties of the bilinear maximal function along I' defined
by

Mr : S(R) x S(R) — L*(R)
1 g
(1.1) Mr(f,g)(@) :==sup o [ |f(z —t)g(z+~(t))|dt.
>0 £ —e
Seen as a forerunner to [19], this paper presents a short proof of the maximal boundedness range for Mr.
This proof along with the corresponding approach to the singular integral version Hr in [16] and [17] emerge
as constituent parts of a whole. Together with the work in [18] and its follow-up [19], this should be regarded
as part of a larger enterprise to provide a unified perspective on several central themes in harmonic analysis
that deal with the boundedeness properties of various classes of singular integral and maximal operators.

1.1. Historical background and motivation. The problem regarding the boundedness properties of the
maximal bilinear operator M and of its singular integral analogue defined by

(12 He(F.)@) = pv. [ fla =t g6 ++(0)F

has a long history being initially motivated in areas such as ergodic theory - in relation with almost everywhere
convergence of bilinear averages ([1]) or the LP-norm convergence of (non-)conventional bilinear averages (see
e.g. [7], [10]) as well as PDE area - in relation to commutators involving differential operators ([2], [4]).

A brief account? of the development of this subject within harmonic analysis is given by

e in the zero-curvature (or flat) case, i.e. when 7(t) = at for some a € R\ {-1}, the problem of
providing bounds for the bilinear Hilbert transform Hp was raised by A. Calderén in his study of the
Cauchy transform along Lipschitz curves, [3]. This was approached by M. Lacey and C. Thiele in [12]
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and [13] where they proved that Hr obeys LP x L9 — L" bounds® for % + % =1lwithl<p g<oo

and % < r < 00. The analogous result for the operator Mr was proved by Lacey in [11].

e in the nonzero-curvature (or non-flat) case, e.g. when " is nonzero near origin and infinity, the
problem of providing bounds for Hr was first addressed by X. Li ([14]), in the special case T'(t) =
(t,t%), 2 < d € N, by proving that Hr obeys L? x L? — L' bounds. His proof relies on the concept
of o-uniformity introduced in [5] and is inspired by Gowers’s work in [9].

In [16] and [17] the second author of the present paper proved the maximal range up to end-
points for Hr where here v belongs to a suitable class of curves N'F that includes in particular any
generalized (Laurent) real polynomial with no linear term.? Besides the general character of the
class of curves N'F, a novelty of [16] is that it correctly identifies a scale-type decay relative to the
size of the phase of the multiplier. The proof of this result resides on wave-packet analysis (Gabor
frames), time-frequency discretization techniques, and orthogonality methods.

Later, elaborating on the ideas and techniques in both [14] and [16], the authors in [15] prove for
both Hr and Mr the expected Holder range in the case () a standard polynomial with no linear
term with bounds that are uniform in the polynomial’s coefficients.

For more on the historical evolution of our problem and further connections with other mathematical
subjects one is invited to consult [18].

1.2. The main result. In what follows, we refer to [16, Section 2] for the definition of the class N'F of
smooth “non-flat” curves near zero and infinity.
With this we can state the main theorem of our paper:

Theorem 1.1. Let I' = (t,—(t)) be a curve such that® v € NF. Consider the bilinear mazimal function
defined by (1.1).

Then Mr extends boundedly from LP(R) x L1(R) into L"(R) where the indices p,q,r obey
1 1 1
(1.3) -+ - =-
p q T
and®
(1.4) l<p<xo,1<qg<0and 1 <r < cc.

This result is sharp.

Observation 1.2. Let Py be the class of all real polynomials of degree d with no linear and constant terms.
In [15, Section 3], the authors show that for any d € N, d > 2, there exists a polynomial Py € Py such that
for T = (t, P(t)) one has that Mr is unbounded whenever p,q,r obey (1.3) with 1 < p,q < 0o and r < %.

However, for any d € N, d > 2 we have that Py C NF. Thus, in order for (1.3) and (1.4) to hold for
any v € NF we must have r > 1, hence the claimed optimality of the range in our theorem above.

1.3. Main ideas; relevance. As already mentioned earlier, our approach of the maximal operator M
is developed along a natural correspondence with the singular integral approach associated to the bilinear
Hilbert transform Hp. For the remaining part of this section, in order to make our reasoning transparent,
we will keep our presentation at an informal level.

The philosophy behind our approach relies on the following observation:

The bilinear Hilbert transform Hr can be written as

(15) He(1.9) = Y H(.0) = 3 [ 1o =0+ 0) .

JEL JEZ

31t is still an open problem if this range is optimal.

4].e., any expression of the form ~(t) := Z?:l a;jt®i with {aj}?:l C R, {ozj}?zl C R\ {1} and d € N. Here, we use
the following convention: if a, t € R we let t* stand for either [¢|* or sgn (¢)[¢t|*. In a follow up paper, [8], the first author
extends the present result (and its singular integral analogue in [16] and [17]) to the case in which one allows the curve « to be
a generalized polynomial but with the linear term included.

51t is easy to notice that our main result extends to the class of curves N’ FC that is defined to be the set of all curves v + C
with v € N F and C € R, i.e., our result is closed under translation by constants of v with v € N F.

60bserve that one gets trivially the desired bound for the triple of indices (p,q,r) = (00, 00, 00) corresponding to the point
C' in Figure 1. That is why we will exclude this case from all our future reasonings.
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where here p;(t) = 27 p(27t) for a suitable p € C§°(R) with suppp C {t € R|] < |t| < 1} and obeying the
mean zero condition

(1.6) /p(t)dt ~0.

In contrast with this, assuming from now on wlog that f, g > 0, the bilinear maximal function Mt can
be expressed as

(1.7) Mr(f.9) = sup My f.0) —sup/f:v—t e +(0)p, (1) d.

JEZ
where as before L, (t) = 27 p(27t) for a suitable p € C§°(R) positive with suppp C {t € R|3 < [t| < 1} and
obeying

(1.8) /Rp(t)dt =1.

Remark 1 Thus, in a nutshell, one has
e Hr is a conditional I*-sum of pieces {H;};cz with the associated kernels {p;} having mean zero;
o My is an I°°-sum of pieces {M;};cz with the associated kernels {Bj} integrating to one.

Once at this point, one can isolate the corresponding components M; (and H;) and regard them as bilinear
Fourier multiplier operators. In doing so, it becomes transparent that the phase oscillation in the integral
definition of the multiplier will play a key role in the proof. Thus, following the strategy designed for Hp in
[16], we analyze the stationary points of the phase and decompose accordingly”

(1.9) Mj = MF+ M+ M2
where

o M jL is the j—low frequency component (essentially no phase oscillation);

o M jH £ is the j—high frequency component away from the stationary points region;

o M jH A is the j—high frequency component along the stationary points region.

Remark 2 As it turns out, only the first components MjL and its Hilbert analogue H]L are sensitive to the
existent distinction between (1.8) and (1.6). Consequently, for the last two components one will be able to
identify MjHA and M]»HA with their analogue H]HA and HJHA, respectively.

From here on, the strategy follows the dichotomy present in [16], [17] and [18]:

e the control over the low frequency component Mlé 1= sup; |M jL | is obtained via Taylor series expan-
sions exploiting the lack of oscillation on the multiplier side; indeed, Theorem 3.1 states that®

(1.10) IME(f,9)(@)] Sy Mf(z)Mg(x).

e the bounds for the high frequency component away from the stationary points region M?A =
sup; | M. J»HA| rely on a further discretization combined with (non)-stationary principle in disguise -
essentially a careful integration by parts procedure - and a novel shifted square/maximal function
argument. As a byproduct of the latter, each of the elementary building blocks in the decomposition
of MI{J 2 will be pointwise bounded by a product of shifted maximal functions (multiplied by a
suitable decaying factor) thus mirroring (1.10) (see relation (3.33)). The superposition of these
pointwise estimates will provide us with the global control over ./\/llf[ % This is the content of
Theorem 3.2.

e the high frequency component along the stationary points region defined as M# A= sup; | M jH Alis

of course the main term of our operator. After the linearization of the supremum, one decomposes
the main term as

meN
where each M H .m(f,9)(z) has the phase of the multiplier oscillating at height ~ 2.

"Same type of decomposition holds for H;.
8Here M stands for the standard Hardy-Littlewood maximal function.
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Applying now Remark 2, for j(z) = j, one can identify anf (f,g) with the analogue Hf,f(f, g)
and thus use the key estimate obtained in [16, Theorem 3] to get that there exists € € (0,1) such
that, for any j € Z and m € N, one has

(1.12) IV )l S 27 (L fll2 llgl-

At this point hinted by Remark 1 and the approach in [16], one makes the simple observation

(1.13) 1M 2 (£, 9) (@) 22 (a0 <ZHMHA e S 27" ll2 llgll2,

where in the last line we used Cauchy-Schwarz and the almost orthogonality of the inputs along the
sequence {Mfﬁ(f, 9)}jez. This takes care of the bound L? x L? — L.

The complete boundedness range, stated in Theorem 3.5 relies in part on the techniques developed
in [17] along with (shifted or generalized) square function arguments.

The above description is part of a more general, philosophical approach - see [18] - of treating simultane-
ously and in a unitary fashion both the singular - here Hr - and its maximal variant - here M.

Finally, this paper is meant as a preface to the significantly more complex study in [19], in which,
completing the unification of the three themes introduced in [18], we will develop a unified approach for
the boundedness of Hr and Mr in the case in which T = (¢, —y(«,t)) - thus allowing an z—dependence of ~y
- where here 7 is a suitable non-degenerate curve that is smooth and doubling in ¢ but only measurable in x.

2. NOTATION

Without lost of generality, from now on throughout the paper, we will assume that f and g are non-
negative functions. For transparency, we will mostly follow the notations and conventions as in [16].
For example, given any ¢ € S(R), j,l € Z and k € N, we set

(2.1) ¢j(x) = ¢(%)a
(22) bia) 1= a'o(z).
k
(2.3 6@ = () ota)
(2.4) 15(z) = fi)l(%)

If f € S(R) we denote the Fourier transform of f with f, where?

¢ ._i —iz€
f(é‘)-—\/ﬂ/Rf(w)e dr, EcR

and the inverse Fourier transform of f with f, where

3 1 1T
f(6) 3:E/f(x)e fdz, E€R.

We denote by M the standard Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator defined on L] (R) as

1
Mf(z) = sup —/|f(33)|d33
I .Itax | ‘I‘ 1

For t € R and ¢ € C§° with ¢(0) = 0 we define the t-shifted square functions with respect to ¢ by

(2.5) S¢ 1 (Z (7 @e@(e- 2)[)

9n our later reasonings we will often ignore the constant —t.

Var
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and the t-shifted mazimal function by*°

o t
(2.6) MO f(z) = sup |(f  (Fp27)) (@~ o)
jez 2
If 1 <|t| <1, e C5 with (0) =0, n € Z and v € NF we define the (n,~;)-shifted square functions
with respect to ¢ by

1
(2.7) §50 8 @) = (|7 # {5 8} @+ 12 90)] )
jez o o
and the (n,y)-shifted mazimal function by
(28) M (o) o= sup | (7 # { g 6 )} ) @+ 4290
ez VT(LQ ) T2 7252 )

Throughout the paper p* = min{p, p'} where p’ denotes de Holder conjugate of p.

Also we set ay := max{a,0}.

For A, B > 0, we say that A < B if there is C' > 0 such that A < CB. We say that A~ B if A < B and
B < A. Finally, if d is a real parameter, we write A <4 B if there exists C' = C(d) > 0 such that A < CB
with the obvious correspondence for A ~4 B.

3. PRELIMINARIES: THE BILINEAR MAXIMAL FUNCTION AS A MULTIPLIER OPERATOR; REDUCTION TO
THE MAIN COMPONENT

In this section, we first reshape the maximal operator in a convenient form adapted to Fourier analytic
methods followed by a careful analysis of the associated multiplier. As a result, we will be able to decompose
our initial operator in three components: the first two of them - considered as “error terms” - will be treated
in the present section, while the remaining one - i.e the main component - will be left for the next sections.

Focusing now on the main subject, we record the following simple observation: since we deal with a
positive integral operator, it is enough to study our maximal function with the supremum ranging over
dyadic numbers, i.e., letting & ~ 2/F! with j € Z, we have that
(3.1) Me(fo)@ sz [ S0 an)de

7e 27 <[¢] <29+t

Based on the properties of the curves v € N'F we have that!!

(3.2) 3 (possibly large) jo € N depending only on « such that
for any nonzero |t| < 277 or [t| > 27° one has

(3.3) [v(#)] >0, [7'(£)| > 0, and [y"(¢)] > 0.

With this, based on (3.1), we notice that

(3.4) Me(fg)@) S swp i [ S gl ) d
[31>30 2 ) )
2 <[t <2i+1
(3.5) + ) 2% / fla—1t)glz+~(t))dt.
l71<do 21 <|t|<2i+1

10as expected, in the maximal function case, the mean zero condition of ¢ becomes irrelevant and one can replace the
original conditions imposed on ¢ by merely ¢ € S(R) any (normalized) function with ¢ > 0 and ||¢||z1(g) = 1. Given this, in
what follows we no longer specify the dependence of our maximal function on .

HThe condition discussed below will be needed when discussing the boundedness of our operator Mr(f,g) in the regime
L x L4 for 1 < g < oo - see Subsection 5.2.
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Now for the latter term, using triangle and Minkowski’s inequality, we trivially have

oo [ fa-tgeraw)

51<do j j+1
27 <[t <27+ L7 (dz)

dt
<> [ e 0g6 O g
‘ﬂﬁjogjg‘t‘gzﬂ—l
Spor Jo ||pr ||9Hq7

with p, g, r satisfying (1.3) and (1.4).
Thus, with a slight notational abuse, we will assume from now on that

(3.6) Melf9)@) = sw o [ fe- gl ao)d
\J‘]\>J'o 27 < || <2941

Let now p be a nonnegative, even, Cg°(R) function with supp p C {t € R|% < |¢| < 1} and

(3.7) / p(t)dt = 1.

Set L, (t) =27 (2315) (with j € Z).
With this, standard reasonings show that M ~ M, where here

(33 Mr(£.g)(a) = sup Mej(F)(@)i= sup [ fo = tgta+2(0)p, (0t
|J\>Jo |71>d0

Turning our attention on the Fourier side, we have that

(3.9) Mr(f,9)(z) = sup F(©a(mym; (&, m)e e dgdn,
|JJ\§€O / /

where the multiplier is given by

(3.10) my(&m)i= [ ey (e = [ G pr)ar
R R

Since the integrand in my; is highly oscillatory, the analysis of our multiplier relies fundamentally on
understanding the stationary points of the phase function

5 ¢
(3.11) Pen(t) = =5t +my(5) -
Thus, as in [16] and [18], it is natural to decompose the multiplier based on the size of the terms 25—7 and
22

227/)" Let now ¢ be a positive even Schwartz function supported in {t : § < [¢| < 2} with
D u(t)=1 forall t#0.
nez
Then, for every j € Z \ [—jo, jo], we write
(3.12) mp= Y Mjmn
m,n€Z

where

3 V(27
(3.13) My (€)= m; () 6(5r7) (ot ) -
From the stationary phase principle we have that the main contribution for the integrand in m; comes
from the values near the stationary point(s). With this, we follow the approach in [16], and split the analysis
of our multiplier into three components, corresponding to the behavior of the phase in (3.11), as follows:
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I) Low frequency case - the phase function is essentially constant:

(314) m]L = Z mjim,mn-
(m,n)€(Z-)?

1) High frequency far from diagonal - high oscillation without stationary points:

(3.15) mi# = > M-
(m,n)€Z2\((Z-)2UA)

IIT) High frequency close to diagonal - high oscillation with present stationary points:

HA
(3.16) miA = 3" mymn

(m,n)EA

Here A = {(m,n) € Z2 : m,n > 0,|m —n| < C(v)} with C(y) > 1 a large constant depending only on 7.
With this, we have

(3.17) mj = m + mHﬁ +mHA

We end our preliminaries by transforming the maximal nature of our operator via a linearization procedure

(3.18) Mr(f, 9)(x) ~ /R /R F©)dm)m (& n)es e dedn

where j(z) : R — Z\ [—jo, jo] is a measurable function who assigns for each point z € R a value j €
Z\ [—jo, jo] for which Mr ;(f,g)(x) is at least half of the value of Mr(f,g)(x).

3.1. Low frequency term. As discussed in [18], the dichotomy between the singular integral behavior and
its maximal version manifests precisely in the low frequency case: indeed, this is the only situation that
requires the mean zero condition of the kernel % in the bilinear Hilbert transform case which translates, after
the standard discretization procedure, into a condition of the from (1.6) as opposed to (1.8) in the maximal
case. Based on this, the bilinear Hilbert transform required similar techniques with those used to prove
the Coifman-Meyer theorem in order to obtain the necessary bounds for the corresponding low frequency
component (see [16, Theorem 1]).

In the bilinear maximal function case, our function p only satisfies I p( p(t)dt = 1 but the good news is
that - recall Remark 1 in Section 1.3. - we only need to control an {*°(Z)- sum/norm (in j) as opposed to a
conditional [!(Z)-sum in the bilinear Hilbert transform case.

With this being said, we have

Theorem 3.1. Set

Then, the following holds

(3.20) IME(f,9)(@)] Sy Mf(z)Mg(x).

Furthermore, for any p,q and r satisfying (1.3) and (1.4) we have

(3:21) IMEL DN Sy 1o ll9lla-

Proof. Fix m,n € Z_. From the definition of ¢ we have that ’mgﬁ W} < 1, and by property (3) as

part of the definition of N'F in [16], we have

¢
Sup ‘W(Qj(w))’ <G

tesupp p

where C is a positive constant that is allowed to change from line to line.
Recalling now (3.10) - (3.13), we develop the phase in (3.11) in a Taylor series

- (/ Z zm Z (iUW(lg;-fz)))lp(t)dt>¢(2mfj(x))(ﬁ('y’;i::;)))n)

keN leN
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(3.22) = (*1)’61"““6167[( ¢ )k¢( ¢ )(7’(2*]'(1))77)l¢<7’(2’j(z))n),
k,0>0

JANAl 2i(x) om+j(w) 27 () on+j(z)

where

P YO (ORI
i = Oy b '_/Rt (271‘(1)7/(2—3'@))) ptydt.

Since
(3.23) Cral S CEH
uniformly in z, the sum (3.22) converges absolutely.
Set now
x
(3.24) W(z) =) dlgm),

m<0

and notice that 1) € S(R) since y =13~ dm.
Inserting (3.22) in (3.14) and recalling (2.2), we have

(=1)FikH ENE /€ NI\ (277
(_1)kik+l - ¢ y'(2~ i(= ))77
(3.26) = kZ>O ch,l Yy, (2](r )ﬂJl ( 57 )

b2

Thus, putting together (3.26) and (3.19) and recalling (2.3), we have

= 3 E (] o o) s (2

k1>

(3.27) ~ Yy (k'l)' Ckl(f {ﬁ‘w(W)})(x)

k,1>0

x (9 * {Q—j(w)yll(z—j(x))&(l) (2—j(w)7/.(2—j(w)))}) ().

We can construct the function ¢ such that for every k € N, the function ¥(*) has an integrable radially
decreasing majorant ®; with ||®||; < C* for some constant C' > 0. Thus, using a classical result in [22],

~

one has
(7 {9 () D < s (7 (20 () 1) )
< [Pkl M f(x)
(3.28) < CEM f(z).
Analogously,
(3.20) (o {55507 (5mmgm) ) @) £ O Mgte).

Putting together (3.27), (3.28) and (3.29) we have

MEG,9) @) S D2 i Ot O () M(a)

k,1>0
k41 ~k+1
S Mf(w) Z klllc ¢
k,l>0
(3.30) Sy M f(x)Mg(z),

where here we used (3.23).
Therefore, (3.20) holds.
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Taking now p, ¢, r satisfying (1.3) and (1.4), Holders inequality and the standard L? strong type estimate
for the classical Hardy-Littlewood maximal function imply

IMEE, e Sy IMFMglle Spg IMFllolMallq Spa 1Fllpllglla,

which concludes our proof. (Il

3.2. High frequency term far from diagonal. In this section we discuss the second (off-diagonal) term

. .. . HX
in our decomposition of m;(,), that is, UOTeR

Our main focus, will be to prove the following

Theorem 3.2. Set

(3:31) MIR(fg) @) = [ [ HOatmm]{3 6. meseedean,
and for (m,n) € 72\ (Z_)2U A) let

(3.32) MEAG9)@) = [ [ HQanmseymn(€ ) e dscn

Then, for any p,q,r satisfying (1.3) and (1.4), the following holds
o If (m,n) € Z>\ ((Z_)* U A) then, recalling (2.6) and (2.8), one has the pointwise estimate
1

(3.33) IMEL(f,9)(x)] < S GaT / MO F) Mgy bt Vo€ R,
{a<ltI<1}
which further implies
1
(3.34) MBS Dl Svopa Smaxgrny (M +10) (g + 10) 1 fllpllgllq -

e Deduce thus that the global component obeys
(3.:35) IME2(F,9) e S Il

We first state two lemmas which will be used in the proof of the above statement.

The first lemma contains two items: point i) represents Lemma 4.8 proved in [17] and can be found in
the math literature under various modified forms - see e.g. [20] and [22]. The second point ii) can be proved
with similar techniques to those used for i) and relies in a key fashion on the properties of the class of curves
NZF. The second lemma mirrors the first one and addresses the maximal function analogue. The case of
M@") was also referred to and proved within Proposition 42 in [18].

Lemma 3.3. Let 1 < [t| <1, ¢ € C§° with (0) =0, n € Z and v € N'F.
i) Recall the definition of S given by (2.5) in the Notation section.
Then, for any 1 < p < 0o, one has — uniformly in t — that

||S2”tf||1) ~e,p (1+ n+) ||pr

i) Similarly, if S¥_ stands for the shifted square functions defined in (2.7) then, for any 1 < p < oo, one
has — uniformly in t — that

(3.36) 198, Fll S (14 12)7 [ £l

Lemma 3.4. With the same assumptions as above, and appealing to (2.6) and (2.8) in the Notation section
we have that

n n 1
(3.37) IMLED £l M2 fllp S (L 10)7 1 f 1l

holds uniformly in t and for all 1 < p < oo.

With these we are now ready to present
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Proof of Theorem 3.2. Fix a pair (m,n) € Z?\ ((Z-)> UA). As in the proof of [16, Claim 1], integrating by
parts, we write

Mj(z),mmn = Aj(a:),m,n(ga 77) + Bj(a:),m,n(ga 7])’
where

—i—tst inv(hy) ip'(t) § Y (277
(3:38)  Aj)ymn(&n) = /e 7t LM (55 dt)p( Yo (Lo,
( R — gt + 757 () ) (2 i )) ( gr+i(a) )

and
(3.39)

. ) . —ieg A (= 1(9—i(x)
Bjz)mn(&n) = (/e zrfm)temv(fj(m)) 225 ) (2.7<.«>) 2B(t)dt)¢<2mfj(z)>¢<7 énﬂ_(z))n).
S N~ _t
R (_ 2@ T @Y (2j<z)))
Casel: m—n>C, >>1

By (3) in the definition of N'F, we have that

1 7/(21j((m)))77
n+j(x 1
el (Q(1) + Q) (D)
— %@ To@ Y (W) om+i(®) [eN om+iz)
Set
j(z),m,n = ZA](w m,n,ls
leN
with

1 1 — i —t ). ’
Aj(.’};),m,n,l(f?n) = 7%% (/RG 2](:)"‘ nw(y(z))zgl(t)(@ (t) + Q](x) (t))ldt)

X G_i_1 (2mfj(m) > 1 (’Y'éi:j]((z)))”)

where here (5;, l € Z, is smooth, compactly supported away from the origin, and obeying

Idillos < B (11| + B)F Cli+s

for g € N and some fixed C' > 0.
We recall now the fact that, from the properties of v € N'F one has that |Q;|lc~ < a; with a; — 0 as
J — oo and thus, since |j(x)| > jo, one can choose jo € N large enough so that [|Q;)|cv < ||Qflc~a.e.x € R.
Defining the operator A* as

Aﬁlnl(f7 //f g ](1),77177,[(6 ,'7) i{x andgd'r]
we have

1 2m¢

om 2l Sl(m—n) /(f * (Zflfl,m+j(z)>(I - W)
(g* {qﬁ (M . )}V)(I +fy(2*j(m)t)) p/(t) (Ql(t) + Q;(x)(t))ldt

< 271(222_'%0) / sup ’(f *611) (@ - %)’

JEL
{te]R-l<|t\<1}

< sup (9 { o775 1y ) D) + 1290 [
2n 2n

Once at this point one can proceed in two ways:
e the simplest route is to apply the estimate

(3.41) MG D@ S g (o) [ M08 M g(a)dr.

{i<ltl<1}



BOUNDEDNESS OF THE (SUB)BILINEAR MAXIMAL FUNCTION 11

e alternatively, one can appeal to a shifted square function argument, and write

1/ ¢\ 5 ;
(3.42) M@ S (o) | St s st s de

{5<lt|<1}

Let AZ =Y en A;‘,‘w’l. Using now Fubini, Hélder, Lemma 3.4 and (3.41) (or alternatively, Lemma 3.3
and (3.42)), one deduces

1
(3.43) HA’réL’rL(f? ol Sy zim(er +10)(ny +10) ||pr Hqu :

Similarly, one gets the analogues of (3.43) for the multiplier B, ., ,, where in this latter case one uses that
a7 (277t) = 2779/ (279)(Q" (1) + Q (1)) -

Case 22 n—m>Cy >>1

As we did in Case 1, we write

!
1 1 1 5 1 ( i ) 1
~ on ~/(2-i@) I(n— r(2—i(e) / I+1°
St o () 2" % =2 (n=m) \ '@2-7)y éi:j(m))” (Q'(t) + @), (1))

Write

where

3 1 1 —iit iy (o) p'(t)
: = — J(x M55 @ =
A](ac),m,n,l(gv 77) on 9ol(n—m) (4 e 2@ 7¢ 24 ( 1 (Q’(t) m Q;(x)(t))l"'l dt
- 3 ; 7277y
oz (2m+j(;c) N el

Letting Ain,l be the operator with symbol Aj(.)m,n’l one proceeds as before in order to get

i 1 C, \! m n
Ml 0@I S e (o) | [ M 0@ Mg |

{i<lt|<1}

and respectively

i 1
(3.44) 1A (£ Dl Svopia o (M +10) (ns +10) [ £llp llglle-

Again, a similar reasoning applies to the multiplier Bj(.),m,n~
Putting together all of the above, one concludes

1
IMEE(f 9l S > g (mes +10) (. +10) [ £l llglq

(m,n)€Z*\((Z-)?uA)
m—n>C,

1
+ >, o (Mt +10) (ny +10) [|£llp llgllq
(mm)€2?\((Z_)708)

n—m>C,,

5%1)#1 ||pr ||g||q-
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3.3. High frequency term close to diagonal. In this section we consider the last and most relevant
component of mj(,, that is, the term mHIA
Our goal for the remaining part of the paper will be to prove the following

Theorem 3.5. Set

(3.45) M2 (f, g) / / F©ammiS (& n)es e dedn.
Then for any p, q, r satisfying (1.3) and (1.4) we have
(3.46) IMEAf,9)lr Svpa 1o ll9llq-

In this subsection we will describe the strategy of reducing our Theorem 3.5 to two intermediate results.
We start by noticing that in (3.16) it is enough to only consider the case m = n. Also, wlog we assume
that our t-integration encoded in the expression of mﬁf) is performed over R.
Observation 3.6. Recalling Remark 2 in Section 1.3, since the mean zero condition in (1.6) plays no role
in the regions where the phase of the multiplier is highly oscillatory, we are justified from now on to identify
our operators T ,,, and Bj ,,, introduced below with the corresponding ones defined in [16]. Consequently, one
can transfer with no modifications the theorems regarding Tj , and Bj n, in [16] to our current setting.

Using now the notation from [17, Section 3] and after some elaborate technicalities, one can prove that
the study of the operator with multiplier m# (m) can be reduced to the study of the bilinear operator T'(f, g)
defined by

(3.47) T(f,9)(@) =Y Tiwym(f:9)().

meN
Here, for each j € Z and m € N, we define

(3.48) T, 9) / / FOG0)0;m (€, )T dedn
and
r(o9—j 9 —Jj
) L 7% i ,n(tc) 7(2 )n 2m+j 5 7(2 )77
(3.49) Vjm(§;m) =272 " << P U ERIT: ¢(2m+j)¢’( om+i )
2m+j

where we have

e the phase of the multiplier - recall (3.11) - is defined as

§ t

(3.50) Pen(t) = =5t +m(5)-

e For ¢, n fixed, @, has a unique critical point t. = t.(j,&,7n) € [27*(0) 28], where k(v) € N depends

only on ~.
o ([, 10] x [27F0) 28] — R satisfies ||| y—3 < 1 for some N > 7.12
Also, from the properties of the class A'F, wlog we can assume that
. / _ : / _

(3.51) tltléré)’y (t)=0 and tlirgo’y (t) = 0.

Now it turns out that in formulas (3.48) and (3.49) one can replace the function ¢ by 1. In order to clarify
this point and make transparent the parallelism with the reasonings in [16], we first need to recall some of
the notations that we used in [16]. Thus, letting ¥, (£) = —p¢ ,(tc), we have

e For j > 0 one sets

1 . m+j JJ/ -7
(352) Bin(F0 a0 a) = 1 T (1270, (S ) ) ()
that is
Byu(f.9)(@) = 27 [ [ eameresimee 5w e, S oeromdedn

12The regularity index N here can be lowered but we will not detail this fact here.
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e For 5 <0 one sets

. 1 . m+j T
(3.53) Bin(f(a0)@) = 0N AT (10 )0( 55 ) (5 )
that is
Bym(f9)(x) = 2 B[y (279 4 / / F©)ame T ”v«?fﬂ“’cm%)qs(sw(mdsdn.

In what follows we will assume j > 0, as the other case j < 0 can be treated in a similar way.
From the definition of v € N'F we define for z € R

then ¢ ¢
(&) UR(n n)-
From the properties of v € N'F we know that limjj| o ||Rjllcv = 0. Thus, by properly choosing jo € N
n (3.2) (based on the properties of v € N F), one can assume wlog that one has the pointwise estimate
|R;| < C%|R\ for some large C, >> 1. Consequently, R; behaves as an error term relative to R, and thus,
for notational simplicity, we will discard R; in what follows.

Thus, we have

(354)  Byun(fi)(x) =2 % /(270 / / F(€)a(n)eitr' @I =i R ¢ §>¢<£>¢<n>d£dn.

With these we are now ready to state the following

20 )+ 0k (

y(2=7)

Observation 3.7. As in [16, Section 5], one can show that the function ¢ above can be replaced by the
constant function 1. This brings a series of simplifications especially when dealing later with the situation
p # 2. Instead of following the argument in [16, Section 5], we present here a much simpler approach: the
secret lies in changing the perspective and focusing on the function

£

Q(fﬂ?) = C(na 7) .
n

Indeed, by doing this, one can perform a double Fourier series development on o and notice that the linear

complezr exponentials will preserve the curvature of the phase given by 2mnR(%); in contrast with this, in

the original argument focusing on ((n, %), after the double Fourier series argument one had to work extra in

order to deal with expressions of the form {%712}”262.

Returning now to the above definition of o we notice that ¢ : [*45 SUSTIE 28] x [,10] — R satisfies

llollen-3 <y 1. This last property follows from the fact that both & and n are away from 0.
We can now assume without loss of generality that o is compactly supported on [2m, 47| x 27, 47]. Regarding
now ¢ as a 2w-periodic function on R?, we represent it as a multiple Fourier series:

9(5777)2 Z Cmmzeinﬁeﬂmn.

ny,ne€Z
From the hypothesis that || o||cv-3 Sy 1 with N > 7, we have
1
3.55 Cnyma| S ~
( ) | 1, 2| 2l (1—|—|n1|+|n2|)4
Thus, for j > 0, it follows that
(3.56) Bim(f,9)@) = D i By (f,9)(x)
ni1,n2€Z
with

m
2

(3.57)  BIL™(f.g)(z) =27 F [y (279))7 /R/Rf (€)g(n)eiY @7 DErma =2 nR(E) gigna ginna b €) () dEdny.
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At this point we make the following simple observation: ||B?7’Sn||szLzHL1 = ||BZL;RZHL2><L2*>L1 for any
ni, no € Z since the factors €™ and e"2 can be absorbed into the functions f and g in (3.57) without
changing their corresponding L?-norms.

Consequently, since (3.55) implies the absolute convergence of the sum

> leniml 1B 2 2 xr2 i = 1B mlliexizmnr Y [enrnal s

ny,mn ni,n2

one realizes that the boundedness of each of T, can be thought as equivalent with the corresponding bounded-

ness of B?,}?y Therefore, for notational simplicity, we redenote Bj p, as B;)”Sm and set T} ., as the correspondent
operator associated with the newly defined Bj p,.

Given the observation above, we will only focus our attention on
_m —i\1d ; ~ i~ (2779 T —i2™ £
%) B(how =2 W@ [ [ fQame eI Do
R JR

or equivalently, on the corresponding operator T} ,,, obtained from B; ,, via (3.52) (and (3.53) respectively).
Finally, we record the following key relation:

(3.59) | BjmllL2xr2—r1 = |Tjmll2xr2—r1 -

Philosophy of our proof

Inspired by [17], our intention is to show that even in the variable case, the operator
Tj(z),m (or equivalently Bjy) m)

obeys similar decay bounds with T} ., which can be extracted from the corresponding bounds for the j(z) = j
constant case. In other words, one can identify a unified approach that deals simultaneously with both the
bilinear Hilbert transform and the maximal operator along non-flat curves.

Main strategy

Recall now the definition of our main operator T'(f,g) in (3.47). Our proof will be decomposed into two
main parts each split in several stages - see Figure 1:

e First part - boundedness properties of 7' on int(AABC) U (AB) - via m—decay bounds for T}, m:
— in the first stage we provide m—decay bounds for T)() ,,, on the edge (AB);
— in the second stage we provide m—decay bounds for T}, ., on the edge (CD);
Then our result holds in int(AABC) by applying interpolation.

e Second part - boundedness properties of T on d(AABC):
— for this situation, in the first stage we provide bounds on the edge (AC];
— in the second stage we provide bounds on the edge (BC);

— in the third stage we prove the unboundedness of our operator at the remaining vertices {A}
and {B}.

4. BOUNDEDNESS PROPERTIES OF T' ON int(AABC) U (AB)

In this section, we focus on the boundedness of our operator T}, m(f,g) on the edges (AB) and (CD).
This together with interpolation imply the boundedness of the our main component operator T for all triples
(;1], %, L) within the interior of AABC together with the edge (AB), i.e., for all p, g, r satisfying >+ % =1
with 1 <p, g <oo,and 1 <7 < o0.
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FiGURE 1. Maximal boundedness range for the Bilinear Maximal Function M.
Our Main Theorem states that our operator My : LP(R) x LI(R) — L"(R) is bounded for
all triples (£, 1 L) in the region int(AABC) \ ({A} U {B}). This result is sharp.

57577

4.1. Bounds on the edge (AB): %—i— % =1 with 1 <p < .

Appealing to Observation 3.6 and (3.59), we will transfer in our context the key result in [16]:
Theorem 4.1. [16, Theorem 3| There exists € € (0,1) such that, for any j € Z and m € N, one has
(4.1) 1T5m(f Dl Sy 271 ll2 Mlgll2-

We claim that one can get an extension of the above result to the variable case, that is
Theorem 4.2. There exists € € (0,1) such that, for any m € N, one has
(4.2) I T5)m (f: 9) (@) L () Sy 27 [ f 112 [l 2

For the case when input functions are not in L?, we get inspired by the route presented in [17], and prove
(at first) the following tame bounds

Theorem 4.3. For any m € N and '3 p, p’ satisfying % + 2% =1 with 1 < p < oo, one has

(4.3) 1T (), (f> 9) (@) | 22 (dy Svip M| f [l 1191l

Notice now that for the case » = 1, our Theorem 3.5 follows from Theorems 4.2 and 4.3 above via
interpolation and geometric summation in the m—parameter.

13Throughout this subsection ¢ = p’.
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4.1.1. The proofs of Theorems 4.2 and 4.3.

Before starting our journey, for m € N, we introduce the following operator:
(4.4) Ton(f,9)(@) ==Y | Tjm(f,9)()]
JEZ
We observe that one trivially has
(4.5) |Tj(a),m (f, 9) ()] < T (f, 9) () -
We thus deduce that both Theorems 4.2 and 4.3 will be now direct consequences of the following

Theorem 4.4. With the notations in (3.47), (3.48) and (4.4), the following hold:
(1) There exists € € (0,1) such that

(4.6) [T (s )L Sy 27 ([ f1l2 llgll2-
(2) Forp, p' satisfying % + ﬁ =1 with1 < p < oo, one has
(4.7) 1T (fs 9l Svip m ANl gl

4.1.2. The proof of (4.6). Using the following standard notation ¢,,4;(§) = ¢<2m§+j> and ¢ (1) =

(;5(7/(27];)") we rewrite (4.1) in Theorem 4.1 as

2m+

(4.8) T (f: )l Sy 27 1 f * Gratjllz g * Doyl
Using this together with (4.4) we deduce that
T ()l <D NTjm (i) ler Sy 27 D # Sz g Gmsill2
JEZ JEZ
which, via an application of Cauchy-Schwarz, further gives

2

SN OmsllE )| Dl vl | S 27 2 e

JEZ JEL

Nl=

where in the last inequality we used that the supports of the functions {¢m4;}ijezy and respectively
{¢y.m.j}{jez) are almost disjoint, with the latter being a direct consequence of the properties of the curve y
(see the property “smoothness, no critical points, variation near 0 and co” in the definition of N'F in [16]).

4.1.3. The proof of (4.7). For this point, of fundamental importance is the approach in [17].
Fix p, p as in our hypothesis and take f € L? and g € L. In the spirit of [17, Section 3], for h € L
(we will assume from now on wlog that |||« = 1 and h is positive), we define'* for each j € Z and m € N

(4.9) wFg.) = [ T f.0)(@)] hia) da
For m € N, we define
(410) A’m(fvg7h‘) = A'rtz(f’g7h)+A;z(fﬂg7h)a
where
(4'11) A+ f7ga ZA]m f797 and A f797 Z Ajm faga
JeN JEZ\N

Since our A’s involve absolute values inside the integral expressions, in order to be able to use the techniques
in [17], we will first apply a linearization procedure. Thus, for a suitable sequence of L>—functions {e; }
with the property |e;m(z)] =1 a.e € R, we will re-write

(4.12) Mg h) =Y / s (£, 9)(2) €5m () h(z) d,

JjEN

¢ is important to notice here that as opposed to the similar object defined in [17], in our context, in definition (4.9) below,
the operator Tj m (f, g) is taken with absolute values thus making Aj ., (f, g, h) a sublinear “form”.
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with the obvious correspondence for A (f, g, h).
Deduce now that (4.7) is in fact equivalent with

(4.13) A (9.0 Svp 1 I Fllp gl 1]l

In what follows we will only focus on the + component since the — component can be treated in a similar
fashion.

We will split our discussion in two sub-cases
Case 1. 1<p<2

With the notations'® in [17], following the first part of the argument provided for the proof of Proposition
4.2 in Section 4 of [17], we have

Ay (f 9. )] <

: 2\ b
2 2'm+1
/ S S * mas) W) DM D g% bim) (5mh) * ipe)l | (0) dy
R\ jen JEN po=2m
3 s 2\ 2
5 Z ‘f * sz)m+j|2 Z M Z |(g * d)japo) ((€j,m h’) * d)japo)|
JEN jeN po=2™
p p’
gm+1 2 2

S ([ Do Do 19% Gime) (egm h) * Dpo)] ;
JEN \ po=2m
p/
where for the last relation we used standard Littlewood-Paley theory (for providing bounds on the square
function for f) and Fefferman-Stein’s inequality ([6]) (for the term involving the functions g and h).
Using now that

(114) (1) % 100)(0) = [ (eima = T2 )b 7o ay,
R
we deduce that
gm+1
(4.15) D 1(em B) * Gj.p0) P Sy IR -
po=2™

Thus, applying Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we get
2

gm+t gmtl
(4.16) Z (9% Djpo) ((€j,m 1) * Dipo)| | oy 12112 Z (g * ¢j,po)|2 5
po=2m po=2m
from which we deduce that
gm+1 2
(4.17) AL g D) Sy Il Bllse [ D2 D0 1% dimol?
JEN po=2™

/

P
Finally, since p’ > 2, we are allowed to apply Rubio de Francia’s inequality ([21]):

1

2m+1 2

7 2
(4.18) Z Z 19 % ®j,po | S 9l -
JEN po=2™
p/
—J m —ipgR L
15We will only recall here that Djpo (M) = ¢(w —po) and Py, po.5 () =272 € PR30 d)(w%) where j € N
and po € [2™, 2mT1) NN with m € N.
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Putting now together (4.16), (4.17), (4.18) we conclude that (4.13) holds.
Case 2. 2<p< o0

In this second case, we follow part of the argument inside the proof of Proposition 4.3 in Section 4 of [17].
Indeed, by applying Cauchy-Schwarz and then Hoélder’s inequality, we have

(4.19)
AL (fr9,h)] <

gm+1 ) . 2 gm+1 § . 2

Z/ A % Gms * Pmpe ) @] x| D 195 Bipo) (@) ((€jm h) % Gjpo) (@) | dae
jeNYR \ py=2m po=2"
oo ! S V }
<D0 D0 1(F # by * o) D0 g% bimo) (€5mh) * Do)
JEN po=2m JEN pg=2m )
P p

Now the content of Proposition 4.4 in [17] is the statement that for p > 2 one has

1

27n+1 2

. . 21
(4.20) Z Z | * Gt * Vol Sy m? | fllp
jeN po=2m
p
while from the Lemma 4.9 in [17] we deduce that
2m
(4.21) Y 1% Dipa) (@) (e h) * Gjop) (@) P Sy 1Al M (g % Gy i) ()
po=2m
where here we recall that ¢, ;(n) == gb(% 7).
Inserting (4.20) and (4.21) in (4.19), we conclude that
(4.22)
3
2 .
A7 (£ 9. B < m Ll oo ([ [ D2 M (9 % 65m)?
JEN
p/
3
2 y 2
S Tl oo || D2 (9% Grimg)? S M7 " IF L M9l 1Blloo
JEN

p/
where we made use again of the Fefferman-Stein’s inequality ([6]) (for the second inequality) and standard
Littlewood-Paley theory (for the third inequality).

4.2. Bounds on the segment (CD): p=g¢ = 2r with 1 <r < co.

The main result of this subsection is

Theorem 4.5. Let 1 < r < oco. For m € N, the following holds

(4.23) 1T 01, (F @) () S (1m0 5) 2755 [ £lar -
In order to prove our Theorem 4.5 we will need the following

Proposition 4.6. Let p,q,r be as in (1.3) and (1.4). Then for any j,m € Z, we have

_2 _m(__L
(4.24) I Tjm (fs Dllr S (L+m' = 2) 27 05 | £l gl
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Proof. Using the notation from (4.9) and [17], we choose h € L" such that

AJ,m(fvg7h):/IRE,7rL(f,g)(x)h(I)dI

Therefore
gm+1
A < [ 105G} o) |M( > <g*<2sj,po><-><h*ésj,m)cn)(x)dx,
po=2"
and
gmtl ) 3/ gmtl ) ) 3
|Ajm(f,9.h) /( D (g% Pipo) )(h*¢j,pa)($)|2> ( > |(f*¢m+j*¢m,po,j)($)|2> dx.
po=2"" po=2

Hence, by following the second part of the proof of [17, Proposition 4.2 | and [17, Proposition 4.3 |, we
deduce that the results in [17] hold for A; ,,. In particular, the analogue of [17, Theorem 3.3] follows:

Proposition 4.7. Let 1 < p < co. Then the following estimates hold

(4.25) Edge (AC):  [Ajm(f,9,h)| Syp (L4 m'=2)27 0739 £l glso ],
and
(4.26) Edge (AB): |Njm(f,9,h)| Syp (1+m!"7)27 1 gy 172/l so-
Thus, Proposition 4.6 follows from the Proposition 4.7 after applying real interpolation. (]

We are now ready for the following:

Proof of Theorem 4.5.

As we did for the proof of (4.6), we write (4.24) as

_m_

(4.27) ITjm (f; D)l Sy (14 m? )2 207 || f QBMH'HQTHQ * &v,m,j”%v
— g = * __ _2r
where here we used that p = ¢ = 2r and that (2r)" = 375
Since
| j(z),m |<(Z|ijfa )77
JEZ

it follows from Holder inequality and Proposition 4.6 that

1T, )@ rary < (X 1T (7: 9D

JEZ

(4.28) <+ m 2B (U b5l + fsll)”

JEZ

Notice that for r € [1,00) and for any f, ¢ € S(R), we have

OSALTEN (/Z fro)) dx>

<(L(gwrorer) o) = (({(gorer) } o)

(Zlf*¢j(:v)l2>

|| JEZ

1
P

S [ llars

2r

here for the last relation we used standard Littlewood-Paley theory.
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By Cauchy Schwartz, the hypothesis on v € A'F and the result above, we obtain

7 r 7 T % 1 r % 7 T %
(D27 5 il g % Dmsllne) ™ < (32U 5 bmnaslEe) ™ (D g #1135

JEL jEz JEL
(4.29) < [ fll2rllgllr-
Inserting (4.29) in (4.28) we get
_1 __m_
(4.30) 1Ty (£ D@ L1 gy S (Lm0 7)27207 | fl2 [l gl2r,

as desired.

O

Observation 4.8. In order to prove our main Theorem 3.5 in the interior of NABC' it is in fact not neces-
sary to pursue the boundedness of our operator along the edge (CD). Indeed, one could apply interpolation
between the bounds corresponding to the edges (AB) and (AC) instead, with the latter discussed in the next
section. However, we wanted to offer a less expected but more interesting alternative approach to the trivial
bounds one gets along the segment (AC). This is especially useful in situations in which one deals with

sitmilar type operators but for which one does not have a good control on the edges (BC) and (AC).

5. BOUNDEDNESS PROPERTIES OF T' ON O(AABC)

In this section we will prove positive boundedness results along the edges (AC|], (BC] and negative results

for the vertices {A} and {B} (see Figure 1).16

5.1. Bounds on the edge (AC]: 1 <p <oo, r=pand g = cc.
From the definition (1.1) of My it is trivial to notice that for all x € R,

M (£.9)(@)] < ol sp 5 [ 1fa =0

(5.1) < lglloc M f(z).

Hence, applying the classical results on the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator we get

Theorem 5.1. For any 1 < p < 0o, one has
(5.2) IMr(f, D)llee Sp (11l 19/

5.2. Bounds on the edge (BC]: 1 < g < o0, r =¢q and p = oco.

Our goal in this section is to prove the following:

Theorem 5.2. For any 1 < ¢ < 0o, one has

(5:3) IMr(f,9)llza Sv.a [ flloo llglla-
From (3.6), recalling that v € N F and our choice of jy in (3.2) - (3.3), we notice that for all z € R,
(5-4) [Mr(f,9)()] < || flloc My g().
where here
1

(5.5) M, g(x) == sup —— |g(z +~(t))|dt .

JEL 2j+

1i1>30 27 < || <2941

Thus, Theorem 5.2 follows from the result below
Theorem 5.3. For any 1 < ¢ < o0, one has
(5.6) 1My (9)llze Sv.q l19llq-

16We remind the reader that the boundedness along the edge (AB) was proved in Subsection 4.1.
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Proof. From the properties of v and the choice of jj in (3.2) - (3.3), it is straightforward to check that for
any k € Z with |k| > jo and t € [2%,2%+1] one has

(5.7) V(25)] 2y 25 ()] =y (251

From (3.3), we deduce that v is strictly monotone and invertible over each of the intervals (—oo, —270),
(—2790,0), (0,2779) and (2%°,00). Wlog we consider from now on that our entire discussion takes place
relative to Jy := (270, 00) and that both 4" and +” are strictly positive on Jy. Thus, for k € Z with k > jo,
one has

k+1
1 /2 1 du
— glx +~())|dt = / gz +u)|———
2K+ Jor o€ @) 261 [ (ar, 2k+1])‘ ( ”\’Y'(V Hu))|
2k+1)
< g(z +u)|du.
< s [y
Appealing now to (5.7), we deduce
59 g [ lateeae < gk [T g argto
. — glx +~ < gz —u)|du < g(z).
265 Jor 2R (20)] -y - pyare) k
Analogously,
1
g [ o+ (0)de S, Moo)
Therefore
1
(5.9) SUp ooy g(z +~())|dt Sy Myg(z).
\j]\>j0 2j§|ﬂ§2j+1

Using now the standard theory on Hardy Littlewood maximal operator we conclude our Theorem 5.3. [

5.3. Behavior on {A} U{B}: triplesp=r=1,g=occand p=o0,¢g=r=1.

In this section we show that our operator'” is unbounded at the points {A} and {B} (see Figure 1).
Case 1. Vertex A:

We start by focusing on the vertex A, i.e., p =7 =1 and ¢ = oco. In this case, we show that there are
functions f € L*(R), g € L*(R), and a map v € N'F such that Mr(f,g) is not bounded on L!.

Let f = x[=1,1] and g = X(—oo,1) be characteristic functions, and let v(t) = t2 € NF. Note that f € L'(R),
g € L>®(R) Wlth 1]l =2, and [|g|loo = 1. Then

£ |z]|+1
Mr(f.9)(e) =sup oo [ 1w =g =Pt > s [ pa =gt — i
~e —(l#1+1)
Suppose = > 2, then
1 z4-1 1 41 1
Mr(f,9)(x) > Wt D /1 flz —t)g(x —t*)dt = ) /1 glz —t¥)dt > —— —

Therefore, Mr(f, g) is not absolutely integrable.

7T hroughout this section we return to the original definition of our operator Mp(f,g) in (1.1).
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Observation 5.4. Notice that if f € L' and g € L> we have by (5.1)

{xERZMI’(fvg)(‘T)>a}g{IER:M'}E(I)>M}’

for any a > 0. Thus, from the classical theory, we get that for any o > 0 the following holds:

{z e R: Mr(f,9)(x) > a}[ S éllf\llllglloo :

Case 2. Vertex B:

In this situation we deal with the vertex B, given by p = oo, ¢ = r = 1. We will show that there are
functions f € L°°(R) and g € L*(R) such that Mr(f,g) is not bounded on L' for, say, v(t) = t2.
Let f be the constant function 1, and let g = x[—1,1) € LY(R). Then

1 € 1 2¢e
Mi(£,9)@) =sup oo [ ot~ e =sup~ [ gl )
e>0 4€ J_¢ e>0 € Je

Notice that for any € > 0, we have

1 2e 1 452 _ 1 462
7/ lg(z — £2)]dt = 7/ lo=wl,, - 7/ lg(z — w)|du.
e Je € Je2 2y/u 4e? |-

Then, for x > 2 we have

. W e . 4(z+1)/4
—————/ g — 12)|dt > —— /’mu—wmz
Vi +1)/4 )t/ z+1

Therefore, M (f,g) ¢ L*(R).

z+1
(z+1)/4
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