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A CHARACTERIZATION OF COMPACTNESS VIA BILINEAR 71
THEOREM

MINGMING CAO, HONGHAI LIU, ZENGYAN SI, AND KOZO YABUTA

ABSTRACT. We establish a bilinear T'1 theorem to characterize the weighted compactness of
bilinear Calderén—Zygmund operators. Let T be a bilinear operator associated with a standard
bilinear Calderén-Zygmund kernel. We demonstrate that 7' can be extended to a compact
bilinear operator from LP(w}') x LP2(wh?) to LP(wP) for all exponents % = % + é with
1 < p1,p2 < oo and for all weights (w1,w2) € A, p,) if and only if the following conditions
hold: (i) T is associated with a compact bilinear Calderén-Zygmund kernel, (ii) T satisfies
the weak compactness property, and (iii) 7(1,1), 7% (1, 1), T*%(1,1) € CMO(R™).

1. INTRODUCTION

Definition 1.1. Let .# consist of all triples (Fi, Fy, F3) of bounded functions Fi, Fy, F3 :
[0,00) — [0, 00) satisfying

lim Fy(t) = tli}lllo Fy(t) = tli}lllo F5(t) = 0.

t—0

Let %, be the collection of all bounded functions F': Q — [0, 00) satisfying

lim F = lim F = lim F =0,
o (@) qam (Q) e (@)

where Q is the family of all cubes in R".

Definition 1.2. Let A be the diagonal of R x R” x R™. A function K : (R* \ A) — C is

called a compact bilinear Calderén—Zygmund kernel if there exists 0 € (0, 1] such that
F(z,y,2)

(lz =yl + |z — 2>

(1.3) |K (z,y,2)| <
|z — 2'|°
(Jz —y| + [z — 2])?n+o

(14) |K($7yaz) - K(aj',y,z)| < F(I‘,y, Z)

whenever |z — 2/| < max{|z — y|, |z — z|}/2,

ly —y'l°
(lz =yl + [& — z[)>+0

(1.5) |K(z,y,2) — K(z,vy,2)| < F(z,y,2)

whenever |y —¢/| < max{|z — y|, |z — 2|}/2,

ly —y'l°

1.6 K(z,y,2) — K(z,y,2")| < F(z,y,2
(1.6) |K(z,y,2) (7,y,2)] < F(z,y )(]a;—y]—i-\x—Z\)z”'M
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whenever |z — 2/| < max{|z — y|, |x — z|}/2, where
F(z,y,2z) = Fi(le —y[ + [ — 2 Fa(lz —yl + |2 — 2 F3 (|2 + y[ + [z + 2])

with the triple (Fy, Fy, F3) € 7.

We say that K is a standard bilinear Calderén—Zygmund kernel if the function F' above is
replaced by a uniform constant C' > 1. The smallest constant C' is denoted by || K||cz(s)-

Definition 1.7. We say that a bilinear operator 7' : S(R") x S(R") — S'(R") is associated
with a compact (or standard) bilinear Calderdn—Zygmund kernel if there exists a compact (or
standard) bilinear Calderén—Zygmund kernel K such that

(T(f1,f2),9) = o K(z,y,2) fi1(y) f2(2)g(x) dx dy dz,

for any f1, f2,9 € S(R™) with supp(f1) Nsupp(fz2) Nsupp(g) = 9,

A measurable function w on R” is called a weight if 0 < w(z) < oo for a.e. x € R™.

Definition 1.8. Given p'= (p1,...,pm) with 1 <py,...,py < oo and W = (wy,...,w,) with

0 <wi,...,wy < oo ae onR" wesay that @ € Ay if
1 5
P _ ;
[W] 4, := sup <][wpd:17> H<][wipldx>p < 00,
Qe Q i=1 Q

where % =", p%_ andw = [[/%, w;. If p; =1, (fQ wi_pi dx) /i is understood as (essinfq w;) "L

1
and if p = oo, (fQ wP dx) » is understood as esssupg w.

Given a bilinear operator T', we define its adjoints via

(T(f1, f2),9) = (T* (g, f2), 1) = (T*(f1, 9). f2).

Given normed spaces 2" and ¢, and a quasi-normed space £, a bilinear operator T : & X% —
Z is called compact if for all bounded sets A x B C 2" x %, the set T(A, B) is relatively
compact in Z. Equivalently, T is compact if for all bounded sequences {(xg,yx)} C 2" X ¥,
the sequence {T'(zx,yx)} has a convergent subsequence in Z.

To state our main results conveniently, we make the following hypotheses, for which the
precise definition will be given in Section 2.

(H1) T is associated with a compact bilinear Calderén-Zygmund kernel,
(H2) T satisfies the weak compactness property,
(H3) T(1,1),T*'(1,1),T*%(1,1) € CMO(R").

Our main result is a compact bilinear T'1 theorem as follows.

Theorem 1.9. Let T : S(R™) x S(R") — S'(R™) be a bilinear operator associated with a
standard bilinear Calderon—Zygmund kernel. Then the following are equivalent:

(a) T satisfies (H1), (H2), and (H3).
(b) T can be extended to a compact operator from LP*(wh') x LP2(wh?) to LP(wP) for all

1 pil + L with 1 < p1,ps < oo and for all (w1, wq) € A where w = wiws.

p P2 P1,02)”
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This paper is organized as follows. Section 2 contains some preliminaries, definitions, and
known results to justify our main theorem. Section 3 presents some technical lemmas. The
necessity of the hypotheses (H1), (H2), and (H3) is shown in Section 4. Then in Section 5, we
prove our hypotheses implies the weighted compactness of bilinear singular integrals, by means
of compact extrapolation, weighted compactness of bilinear dyadic shifts and paraproducts,
and compact bilinear representation, while the later is established in Section 6.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notation and conventions.

Write I = [—1, )" and AL := [~3, )" for any A > 0.
Let Q denote the family of all cubes I :=[];",[a;,a; +h) CR™, a; € R and h > 0.
Let D denote the family of all dyadic cubes in R™.

For every N € N, we set Qn := {I € Q : 27V < ¢(I) < 2V ,1d(1,2VT) < N} and
Dy :=DnNAy.

For any cube I C R", we denote its center by ¢; and its sidelength by ¢(I). For any
A > 0, we denote by AI the cube with the center ¢(I) and sidelength \((T).

e Given £ C R" we write diam(E) = sup, ,cp |* — y| to denote its diameter.
e Given two cubes I,J C R", we denote by I V J the cube with minimal sidelength

containing I U J. If there is more than one cube satisfying this condition, we will
simply select one.

We define the relative distance between cubes I and J by rd(1,J) := %.

For a Borel set A C R" with 0 < |A] < oo, we write f, fdz := ﬁ J4 fda.

Given a function ¢ on R, xz € R", and A > 0, we define 7,¢(y) := ¢(y — x) and
ox(y) == A""p(y/A) for all y € R™.

Let S(R™) denote the class of Schwarz functions on R", and let §’(R™) denote the space
of tempered distributions.

Let €5(R™) be the collection of continuous functions vanishing at infinity.

Let €.(R™) be the collection of continuous functions with compact supports.

Let €2°(R™) be the collection of smooth functions with compact supports.

We use the letters ¢, C to denote harmless positive constants, not necessarily the same
at each occurrence, which depend only on dimension and the constants appearing in
the hypotheses of the theorems (which we refer to as the “allowable parameters”). We
shall also sometimes write A < B and A ~ B to mean, respectively, that A < CB and
0 < ¢ < A/B < C, where the constants ¢ and C' are as above, unless explicitly noted
to the contrary. Moreover, if ¢ and C' depend on some given parameter 7, which is
somehow relevant, we write A <, B and A ~ nB.

2.2. Multilinear Muckenhoupt weights. The multilinear maximal operator is defined by

(2.1)

( = SupH][ |f2 Yi |dyzy

where the supremum is taken over all cubes () containing .

The following characterization of the class Ay was given in [8, Theorem 3.6].
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Lemma 2.2. Let j = (p1,...,pm) with 1 < p1,...,pm < 00 and let & = (wy,...,wy) be a
vector of weights. Then

ol )
we Ay if and only if  wP € Ay, andwpl GAmp/_, i=1,...,m,

where%:z:nlp andw = [ w;. If pi =1, w, plGAmp/ zsunderstoodasw/ € A;; and

if p =00, wP € Ay, is understood as w —1/m ¢ A,

Theorem 2.3 ([8]). Let T be a bilinear operator associated with a standard Calderdn—Zygmund
kernel. Assume that T is bounded from LI*(R™) x L%2(R™) to L1(R™) for some % = q% + qiz
with 1 < q1,q2 < 00. Then the following hold:

(i) T is bounded from LP*(w!') x LP2(wh?) to LP(wP) for all p1,p2 € (1,00) and for all

(w1, ws) € A(py ps), Where % = i + i and w = wiws.

(ii) T is bounded from LP*(wi") x Lp2( ) to LP>°(wP) for all p1,ps € (1,00) and at least

one of the p; = 1, and for all (wl,wg) € A(py py), where % = pll + p% and w = wyws.

2.3. Dyadic grids. Let Dy be the standard dyadic grid on R™:
Dy = {27%([0,1)" +m) : k € Z, m € Z"}.

Let Q := ({0,1}")% and let P, be the natural probability measure on Q: each component w;
has an equal probability 27" of taking any of the 2" values in {0,1}", and all components
are independent of each other. Given w = (wj);ez € Q, the random dyadic grid D,, on R™ is
defined by

Dw::{Q—i—w::Q—k Z 2_jwj:Q€D0}.
7:273<4(Q)
By a dyadic grid D we mean that D = D,, for some w € €.
A cube Q € D =D, is called bad if there exists a cube Q" € D such that

0(Q)>2¢(Q) and d(Q,0Q) < L(Q)UQ)T

Here v = m, where § > 0 appears in the kernel estimates. Otherwise a cube is called good.

Note that Tyo0q := P, (Q + w is good) is independent of the choice of Q@ € Dy. The appearing
parameter r is a large enough fixed constant so that mgo0q > 0.

2.4. Haar system. Let h; be an L? normalized Haar function related to I € D, where D is
a dyadic grid on R™. With this we mean that hy, I = I; X --- X I, is one of the 2" functions
Rl m=(m,...,n,) € {0,1}", defined by

hi:=h{ ® --@h,
where h? = |L|” 211 and hl = |I|"( I~ 11+) for every i = 1,...,n. Here I, and I
are the left and right halves of the interval I; respectlvely Ifn 75 0, the Haar function is

cancellative : fR" hydx = 0. All the cancellative Haar functions form an orthonormal basis of
L%(R™). If f € L*(R"), we may thus write

f=3 > (Hhphg
IeDne{o,1}\{0}

However, we suppress the finite 7 summation and just write f = > ;.5 (f, h1)hs



A CHARACTERIZATION OF COMPACTNESS VIA BILINEAR 71 THEOREM 5

Given N € N, we define the projection operators by
Pnfi= Y (fho)hq and Pxf:= > (fhq)hq,
QEDN QG'chV
with convergence interpreted pointwise almost everywhere.
Given i € Nand Q € D, let D;(Q) :={I € D: I C Q,¢{(I) =27%4(Q)}. Define

Aof = Y. ((Ne—(Ne)lg and Alf:= > Arf.
)

Q’€ch(Q) IeD;(Q
Then for every s € (1,00) and f € L*(R"™), there holds
(24) f=2_ Aqf,
QeD

where the convergence takes place unconditionally (that is, independently of the order) in
L*(R™). Moreover,

1
3
(2.5 [(Z1sesP)| =il 1<5<
QeD Le
Given k € Z, we define the operators
(2.6) Eo f := Z (flolg and Dorf = Ewp-1f — Eof.
QEeD:(Q)=2F
Then we see that
(2.7) Exf= Y, Aofi Duf= Y = Agf,
QeD: £(Q)>2k QeD: ¢(Q)=2F
and
3
23 (S are)’| =s1ee, <5<
LS

kEZ

Given ¢ € N and a dyadic grid D, define the dyadic square function as

shr= (3 Iabsr)

QeD
For k = 0, denote Sp := S%. Recall that for any r € (0,00) and v € A,
(2.9) 1flzr@) S NISBflrw), Yk EN,

which was shown in [11].

2.5. Hardy, BMO, and CMO spaces.

Definition 2.10. Given ¢ € (1,00], a function a is called a g-atom if there exists a cube
@@ C R™ such that the following localization, normalization, and cancellation properties hold:

1_
supp(a) € Q. laluoze) <1Q1", and [ a(o)ds 0.

Notice that any r-atom is also a g-atom whenever 1 < ¢ < r < co. It is also simple to verify
that every g-atom belongs to H!(R"™).
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Definition 2.11. The Hardy space H'(R") is defined as the collection of all Lebesgue mea-
surable functions f defined on R™ such that

(2.12) f= Z)\jaj a.e. in R",
j=1

with the a;’s being oo-atoms, and where the sequence {\;}jen C C satisfies 372 \; < oo.
The norm in H'(R") is defined as

(2.13) £l mny = infz Al
=

where the infimum runs over all the atomic decompositions of f as in (2.12). In particular, the
series in (2.12) converges in H!(R™).

Definition 2.14. A locally integrable function f on R™ is said to be in BMO(R") if
I lsstoger) = sup F 17(2) = folde < oc,
Qe JQ

where fg := fQ fdy. Let CMO(R™) denote the closure of €2°(R"™) in BMO(R™). Additionally,
the space CMO(R™) is endowed with the norm of BMO(R™).

The duality between H'(R") and BMO(R") was given by Fefferman and Stein [3]. Precisely,
they showed that
(2.15) BMO(R") is the dual space of H'(R™).

2.6. Weak compactness property.

Definition 2.16. Let T : S(R") x S(R™) — S'(R™) be a bilinear operator. We say that T'
satisfies the weak compactness property if there exists F' € %, such that

(T'(1g.1¢),1q)| < F(Q)|Q|.

for all cubes Q C R™. We say that T satisfies the weak boundedness property if the function F
above is replaced by a uniform constant C' > 1.

Lemma 2.17. Let T be a bilinear operator associated with a compact bilinear Calderén—
Zygmund kernel K with parameter 6 > 0. Let ® € €°(R"™) be a cut-off function such that
1po,1) < ® < 1pg). Let I CR™ be a cube and let f € €°(R™) have compact support in I
and mean zero. Then the following hold:

(1) For any a € R™, the limit
. = a = a .
(2.18) Z(f) = kh_)ngo <T<®<W),®<M>>,f> exists.
(2) For alla € R™ and k € N such that 28 > \/n + |a — z;|/¢(I), we have

0= (2 (o ey » () 1)

o0

S270 U+ la— /U0 0 27PN f s e
k=0

where F(t) := Fy(t)Fa(t) F3(1 4 1%).
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(3) The limit above is independent of the parameter a € R™ and the function ®.
(4) If T is bounded from LP*(R™) x LP2(R™) to LP(R™) for some % = pll + p% < 1 with
p1,p2 € (1,00), then £ is a bounded linear functional on H'(R™). In particular, by the

duality between H'(R™) and BMO(R™), we define T(1,1) as
(2.19) Z(f) =(r@,1), f).

Proof. Fix a € R® and k € N with 2% > /n + 2|a — z7|/¢(I), and write U}, := @(ﬁ("”) It is
easy to see that supp(¥;) C {z : |z — a| < 28T(I)} and supp(Vpyy — ) C {z: 2F0(1) <
|z — a| < 2820(1)}. Let x € supp(f) C I and y € supp(¥j41 — ¥x). Then we have

o —al < la 1l + o — 1] < 6)(VA/2+ o — arl /(D) < 2740 <y —al 2,

and hence, |z —y| > |y —a|— |z —a| > |z —a|] > 0. This means supp(f)Nsupp(Vyr+1 — V%) = O.
Moreover, if we denote

a
Fa s Y, ::L — — S - D 1 )
(z,9,2) = L(ly — a| + [z — a[)S(|z — a]) < +1+|y_a|+|z_a|>

then

F, < LMY IS IND( 1+ — &
(@.9.2) < L IDSEND (1 + iy

< L<2k|f|>s<2’f|f|>D(1 n ) — FM1)),

a
T
where we used the monotonicity properties of L, S and D.

We are going to show that {(T'(Vy, ¥y), f)}r>1 is a Cauchy sequence. Note that

|<T(\Pk+17 \Pk-i-l)) f> - <T(qlk7 qIk)) f>|
(2.20) ST (Prrr = Wiy W), ]+ KT (W1, Vg — Vi), -
By the disjoint support, the mean zero of f, and |z — a| < max{|y — al,|z — a|}/2, we obtain

(2.21) (T (Vhyr — Wi, V), f)

/RS" (K($7 Y, Z) - K(av Y, z))(\llk-‘rl - ‘Ijk)(y)\ljk(Z)f(l‘) d:ltdydz

|3§‘ B a|6Fa($7y7 Z)
5 /RS” (|y — a| + |Z — a|)2n+5 lsupp(\llk+1—\llk)(y)qjk(z”f(x” dxdydz

a—xg|)° z—a
< (2’“6(1))"\1\1’(2]6\[\)/&%2” (6((12)1@2;))2%;’) <2W(I)

S 278+ Ja — | (D) FEUID( £l 2 ey

)If (@) dedz

Similarly, one has
(T (ke Whn = @), ) S 277 (1 + a — 2] /(D) FEEID fl1
which together (2.20) and (2.21) implies
(222) (T (Chrr, Opsr), f) = (T(0x, 0k), )] S 277 (L + o — q]/6D)) PRI N 11 ).

By the boundedness of F := (Fh, Fy, F3), (2.22) gives that {(T'(¥g, ¥g), f)}x>1 is a Cauchy
sequence. Therefore, the limit in (2.18) exists, which we denote by .Z,(f). This shows item

(1).



8 MINGMING CAO, HONGHAI LIU, ZENGYAN SI, AND KOZO YABUTA

Additionally,

Za(f) = (T(Wk, W), f) = Za(f) = (T (Vrtj1, Yirja), f)
k+j
+ Z ((T(\I/k’+17\11k’+1)7f> - <T(\Ilk’7 \Ilk’)vf>)
k'=k

Letting j — oo and invoking (2.22), we obtain

|Za(f) = (T(Vg, ¥g), )] < Z (T (g1, Uprsr), f) = (T (W, W), )
K=k
S (A la—a/0(1)° > 2 KSR 1))]| £ 1

k'=k

=270+ Ja—ay|/6(D)* > 2T OFRHIDIS 1o
k=0
This shows item (2).

Finally, to show item (4), we modify the definition of W) above into ¥y := @(2]:(55;)) Then

we use item (2), the boundedness of 7', and (2.22) to arrive at

LN < 2(f) = (T(Vg, Vi), f) + (T (Lo, Vo), f)]
k-1
+ > (T (Whrg1, Opoga), ) = (T (T, Opr), )
k=0

S 27 ey + 1 Woll s ey 1o L2 1
k—1

+ > 27 KR @M I)) | £l 0
k'=0
<1

Thus, we assert that .# is a bounded linear functional on H!(R™). The proof is complete. [

2.7. Characterization of compactness.

Theorem 2.23. Let T be a bilinear operator, which is bounded from LP*(R™) x LP2(R™) to
LP(R™), where % = pil —1—1!%2 with 1 < p,p1,p2 < o0o. Then T is compact from LPL(R™) x LP2(R™)
to LP(R™) if and only if A}im | Px o T Le1 xpp2—re = 0.

—00

Proof. Note that Py is a finite-dimensional operator for each N € N. Then, {Py o T} yen i8
a collection of compact operators from LP1(R™) x LP2(R™) to LP(R™), which together with the
fact that ]\}im |PnvoT — T||rp1ixrp2—rr = 0 gives that T is compact from LP!(R™) x LP2(R")
—00
to LP(R™).
To show the converse, let 7' be compact from LP1(R™) x LP2(R™) to LP(R™). Then
K := {T(fl7f2) : Hfl”Lpi < 171 = 172}

is a relatively compact subset in LP(R™). It suffices to show that

(2.24) lim  sup || Py (T(f1, f2))|lzr = 0.

N—=00 |11 py <1
I 21l o <1
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Assume that (2.24) does not hold. Then there exist ¢y > 0 and a sequence {f¥} with
”fzk”LPi(Rn) <1,i=1,2, so that

(2.25) 1P (T £5) | o my = 0.
By the relative compactness of K, one can find a subsequence (which we relabel) {f¥} so that
(2.26) ¥ — f; in LP{(R") for some f; € LP(R™), i=1,2.

Observe that for all f; € LPi(R"™), i = 1,2,
lim ||PI€J_(T(f17f2))HLP = 07
k—o00

and hence,

sup 1P (T (f1, f2))|ler < o0,

which along with Banach-Steinhaus theorem gives

(2.27) sup HPkJ‘ o THLm x P2 —Ip < OO.
k

Note that

1Pe (T (Y £2)2

< NPT, f2)) e + 1P (T (frs f5 = f)) e + (PR (TCFE = fu, £5) e

< | PH(T(fr, F2))llee + 1P © Tllonscore s pol| full o 1 £3 = fall e

+ 1P o Tl xrea ol fF = fulloen | 3| ee-
In view of (2.26) and (2.27), this leads
Tim [P )] = 0.

which contradicts with (2.25). Therefore, (2.24) holds. O

Theorem 2.28 ([1]). Let 0 < p < oo, and let w be a weight on R™ such that w,w=> € Li (R")
for some X\ > 0. A subset K C LP(w) is relatively compact if the following are satisfied:

(1) sup HfHLP(w) < 00,
fex
@) Algnoojsclel}éufl{lvl>A}HLp(w) =0,

(3)

li — =0.
i, Sup I1f = 70Nl Lo (w)
Moreover, the conditions (1) and (2) are necessary, but (3) is not.

Theorem 2.29 ([1]). Let 1 < p < co and w € A,. Then a subset K C LP(w) is relatively
compact if and only if the following are satisfied:

(1) sup [[fllze(w) < oo,
fek
@) jim, fex 1F e\ (0,4 [ L2 (w) = 0,

(3) lim Sup 1 = FBe.mlle(w) = 0-

Theorem 2.30 ([1]). Let 0 < p < 0o and w € Ay, with 1 < pg < co. Then a subset K C LP(w)
1s relatively compact if and only if the following are satisfied:



10 MINGMING CAO, HONGHAI LIU, ZENGYAN SI, AND KOZO YABUTA
(1) sup || fll e (w) < 00,
fek
(2) Jim ?161’13 £ 1rm\ B0, 4) I (w) = O,

@ sy [ (f NUCECE y>|%dy)p°w<x>dx —0.

r—0 fek

The following interpolation theorem for bilinear compact operators is a particular case of
[1, Corollary 3.7].

Theorem 2.31. Let 0 < pg,qo < o0 and 1 < p1,p2,q1,q2 < 0o. Assume that T is a bilinear
operator such that

T is compact from LP*(R™) x LP?(R") to LP°(R"),
T is bounded from LI*(R"™) x L (R") to LT (R").
Then T is compact from L™ (R™) x L™ (R™) to L™ (R™), where
1 1-6 0

0<f6<1l and — +—, j=0,1,2.
Tj Dj 4q;

The following result was shown in [4, Lemma 6.1]. It says that the limit of a sequence of
compact bilinear operators is also compact.

Lemma 2.32. Let 27 and Z5 be Banach spaces and % be a quasi-Banach space. For each
Jj €N, let Tj be a compact bilinear operator from Z1 x Zy to % . If a bilinear operator
T: 21 x %5 — % satisfies

hm ”1—37 - T”%l ><<9//.2—>?/Z/ = 07
J—00
then T is compact from Z1 x X5 to ¥'.

The following result will provide us great convenience in practice.

Lemma 2.33. Let % = pil + p% with 1 < p,p1,p2 < co. Let {aj}j>0 be a sequence of positive
numbers satisfying ijo aj < 0o. Assume that a bilinear operator T' satisfies the following:

() T'=>_,500; 1), where each T} is a bilinear operator.
(i) supj>o 175l zer (rn)x Lr2 ®) - Lr(R7) < Co < 0.
(ili) For every j >0, Tj is compact from LP*(R™) x LP*(R™) to LP(R™).
Then, T is compact from LP1(R™) x LP2(R™) to LP(R™).

Proof. For each N > 1, let TV := Z;V:o a; Tj. Then TV is compact from LP'(R™) x LP2(R™)
to LP(R™). Note that

< Z a;|| Tl e xr2—1r < Co Z Qj,

LP1 X LP2— [P §>N §>N

Z o;T;

j>N

1T = TN || o1 xro e =

which tends to zero as N — oco. This together with Lemma 2.32 implies the compactness of
T. O
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3. TECHNICAL LEMMAS

We next give two useful lemmas.
Lemma 3.1. Given (Fy, Fy, F3) € .7, let
F(z,y,2) = Fi(le =yl + [z — 2[) Fa(lz — y| + |2 — 2) F3(|lz + y| + [z + 2]).
(i) There exists a triple (Fy, Fy, F3) € % such that F| is monotone increasing, Fy and Fj
are monotone decreasing, and
(32) F(z,y,2) < Fl(z,y,2) == F{(Jx — y| + |z — 2|) F5(|lz — y[ + [z — 2])
|z 4+ y| + |z + 2|
I+ |z—y|l+|z—2)

(i) Assume that Fy is monotone increasing. Then there exist &' € (0,0) and (F{, F}, F}) €
F such that F| is monotone increasing, Fy and I3 are monotone decreasing, and

!
|6 /|6

><F§<1+

|z —x
(lz =yl + |z — 2[)2+0"

|33_$/ /
Te =gl +]a —apzrs = £ (@9:2)

whenever |z — 2’| < max{|z — y|, |z — 2}/2, where

(3.3) F(z,y,2)

+yl + |z + 2|
3.4 Fl(z,y,2) = F{(|lx — 2|)Fy(Jr —y| + |z — 2 F/<1—|— |2 .
B Flows) = Fle - @DFo -yl + o - (1 o
Proof. Note that |z +y| + |z + z| > % Then by definition,
(3.5) im F(z,y,z) = lim F(z,y,2)
|z—y|+|z—2|—0 |z—y|+|z—2|—00
= ‘hl‘n ‘ F(z,y,z) =0.
z4+y|+|z+=z
I ey Tz 7
Define
Fi(t):=  swp  Flz.y.2)s,
|z —y|+lz—z|<t
Fj(t):=  sup  F(z,y,2)5,
|z —y|+lz—z|>1
Fy(t) = sup F(z,y,2)5.
okl

It is obvious that FY is bounded and monotone increasing, both Fj and Fj are bounded and
monotone decreasing. Moreover, (3.5) implies that (Fy, Fy, F}) € .7,

(3.6) F(z,y,2)5 < Fl(je—yl+ |z —2[), i=1,2,
and

L &+ y| + | + 2| )
3.7 F(z,y,2)3 < F§( 1+ .
0 < (1 U

Thus, (3.2) is a consequence of (3.6) and (3.7).
To prove part (ii), pick ¢’ € (0,0) and denote
’x o x/‘5—5’

(lz =yl + |z —2)=

(3.8) F(x,y,z;2') := F(x,y,2)
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for all |z — 2| < max{|z — y|, |x — 2|} /2. We claim that

(3.9) lim F(z,y,2;2') = lim F(x,y,2z2)
|z—x'|—=0 |z—y|+|z—2|]—00
= lim F(x,y,2z2") = 0.

o lztyltlo—z]
I T g7

— 00
Indeed, the last two limits in (3.9) follow from (3.5). To show the first one, assume that there
exists a sequence {(xk, Yk, 2k; ¥},) tken such that |z — 27| < max{|zy — yil, |vr — 2x|}/2 with

limg o0 |k — 2},| = 0, but

(3.10) iI;fF(mk,yk,zk;m;) > 0.

.. Tp—T)
If lim infj, o P 2 —a |

[EPrn P o B 0, then the finiteness of F’ gives lim infj_,o F'(xk, yg, 2k; }) = 0,

|z —) |

which contradicts (3.10). If liminfy_, =T Ea e 0, then there exist a constant Cy > 0

and a subsequence (which we relabel) {(zg, vk, 2k, T} ) }ken such that |z — yg| + |zp — 25| <
Colzr — x}|. By the monotonicity of F; and that limy_, |z — 2}| = 0, we conclude

0 < F(xk, yk, 2; ;) < F(xk, Yk, 2x)
S Fi(lzk — yl + ox — zi]) < Fi(Colag — x]) — 0,

as k — oo. Thus, limy_,oo F(xk, Yk, 2k; x)) = 0, which contradicts (3.10). Consequently, the
first limit in (3.9) holds.

Define
F(t):= sup F(z,y,22)3,
|le—a!|<t
Fj(t):=  sup  F(z,y,z2)3,
|z—y|+|z—2]>t
Fj(t):=  sup  F(z,y,z2)3.

It is easy to check that FY is bounded and monotone increasing, both F} and Fj are bounded
and monotone decreasing. Besides, (3.9) gives that (F{, F}, F}) € Z,

(3.11) F(z,y,22)3 < F{(lz—2'),  Fla,y,22)3 < F(lz -yl + |2 — 2|),
and
I e e
Therefore, (3.11) and (3.12) imply
F(z,y,2) |z — m’\5 _ F(x,y, zya!) e — x’]él Fl(z,y,2) |z — x/\‘gl
(lz —yl+]z =22+ (Jo =yl + o — 2)™ T = (o —y[+ [z — 2[)2 "
which coincides with (3.3). The proof is complete. O

Lemma 3.13. The following statements hold:

(1) If the estimates in Definition 1.2 are satisfied for different triples (F}, Fy, F}) € F and
(F2 F2,F2) € F respectively, then they also hold for a new triple (Fy, Fy, F3) € F.

(2) If the weak compactness property in Definition 2.16 is satisfied for different functions
Py € %y and Fy € %y respectively, then it also holds for a new function Fy € Fy.
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(3) For each triple (Fy, Fa, F3) € F in Definitions 1.2, we may assume that Fy is monotone
increasing while Fy and F3 are monotone decreasing.

(4) Since any dilation of functions in .F, F1, and Fy still belongs to the original space,
we will often omit all universal constants appearing in the argument involving these
functions.

(5) In light of Lemma 3.1, we will mostly use alternative estimates for kernels in Definitions
1.2.
Proof. Let us first show item (1). Given (F\l, F}, F}) € F and (F2, F}, F#) € % in Definition
1.2, if we define
F; = maX{Fjl,FJ?}, j=1,2,3,

then the size and Hoélder conditions hold for (Fi, Fy, F3) € .#. Item (2) can be shown in the
same way. To show item (3), it suffices to define

Fy(t) := OqutFl(s), F5(t) := Slilf Fy(s), and Fy(t):= Sl;}t)Fg(S).
S8 S22 5>

Items (4) and (5) are direct. O

Lemma 3.14 ([2]). Letr > 1 and 1 < s < 1 + 1. Assume that a bounded and decreasing
function Fy : [0,00) — [0,00) satisfies limy_, oo Fo(t) = 0. Then there exists a bounded and
decreasing function Fy : [0,00) — [0,00) satisfying limy_o0 F(t) = 0 such that for all cubes
I1,J € R™ with (1) = £(J), INJ =0, and d(I,J) =0,

(3.15) S = (]{f}Fz(|$ —y[)" ddeI)i < By(u(D)),

and

1
(3.16) Sy = (f][ LI » dy)s <
rJylr =yl

Lemma 3.17. Assume that K satisfies the smoothness conditions (1.4)—(1.6) and that
lim K(z,y,z) =0.

P P
Then K satisfies the size condition (1.3) with another triple (Fy,Fy, F3) € F.
Proof. We first claim that

(e —a'| + ]y — | + |2 = '])°
(lz =yl + | — 2])*r+0

(318) |K(3§‘,y, Z) - K($l7y,7'z,)| < F(l‘,y, Z)

whenever |z — /| + |y —¢/| + |z — 2| < (Jx — y| + |z — z|)/8. Indeed, for such z, y and z, the
condition (1.4) and Lemma 3.13 give

o — o'’

(I =yl + |z — 2[)>+0

(319) |K($7y7z) - K(m',y,z)| < F1($,y,Z)

where

Fi(z,y,2) == Fia(le —yl + [z — 2 Fra(le —yl + o — 2[) Frs(lz + y| + |z + z),
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and (Fh 1, F12,F13) € % with F} ; being monotone increasing, F o and F} 3 being monotone
decreasing. It is easy to verify that

! _ /I _
3 _ |yt~

3.20
(3.20) 1S oy +e—s

<3
— 4
and

=y | < (lr =yl + |2 — 20)/8 < (]2 — yl + |2 — 2]) /6,
which together with (1.5) and Lemma 3.13 implies

/10
/ ro / ‘y_y‘
(3.21) |K(2',y,2) — K(2',y, 2)| < Fi(z ,y,z)(’x/ T =)
ly—y'|°

< 22HOE (o )y, 2)

(Jz —y| + & — z[)2nto”
Define

1
Fpi(t) = sup (2R (2, y,2))®,
lz—y|+|z—2|<t
8lz—z'|<|z—y|+|z—2]

1
Fos(t) = sup (22" Ry (2, y, 2))®,
lz—y|+|z—2[>t
8lz—z'|<|z—y|+|x—2]

F2,3(t) = sup (22”+6F1 (x/7 Y, Z)) )
lz+y|+|z+z| >t
8lz—a!|<|z—y|+|z—2]

=

and then set
Fy(z,y,2) = Faa(lz =yl + |z — 2) Fao(lr — y[ + |z — 2) Fos(lo + y[ + |2 + 2]).

Thus, F3 ;1 is bounded and monotone increasing, both F5 9 and F3 3 are bounded and monotone
decreasing, and
(322) 22n+6F1($,,y,Z) < Fg(ﬂf,y, Z)‘
Together with (3.20), the property lim; o F 1 (t) = limy_,oo F3 2(t) = 0 implies lim;_,o F5 1 (%)
limy_so0 F2(t) = 0. Moreover, if |z +y| + |z + 2| < |z — y| + |z — 2|, then lim; o F 2(t) =
gives limy_,o0 Fo3(t) = 0. If [z + y| + |z + 2| > |z — y| + |x — 2|, then

|2" +y| + |2' + 2| > |z —y| + |z — 2| — 2]z — 2|

> fo—yl 4 fo — 21— (o — gl + o — 20)/4 > 3w ] + e 2D)/4,
which along with lim;_,o F 3(t) = 0 yields limy_,o F5 3(t) = 0. This shows (Fy 1, Foo, Fo3) €
Z. Collecting (3.20)—(3.22), we conclude

0

ly—y°
(lz =yl + |z — z[)?n+o"
Much as above, there exists (F3 1, F32,F33) € Z such that

(323) |K(3§‘,,y, Z) - K(xlvylv Z)| < Fg(ﬂf,y, Z)

e =2

(lz =yl + |z — 2[)>+0

(324) |K($l7y,7 Z) - K(xlvylv Z/)| < Fg(ﬂf,y, Z)

where

Fy(x,y,2) == F3a(lz —yl + |z — 2 Fap(lo — y| + [ — 2[) Fss(Jo + y| + |z + z]).
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Hence, (3.18) is a consequence of (3.19), (3.23), and (3.24).

Let z,y,z € R" with  # y or z # z. Let a = 7/6. We may assume that z > y and = > z.
Let xg = x, yo = y, and 29 = z. For each k > 1, define

op = Tp—1 + (|Th—1 — yp—1| + |Tr—1 — 26-1]) /24,
Yk = Uk—1 — (|Tr—1 — Yr1| + |21 — 21-1]) /24,
2 = 2p—1 — (|Te—1 — Yr—1| + |zp—1 — 20-1]) /24
Then for any k > 0, zp > yi, T > 2k, and
2k =yl + |2k — 2] = a(|op—1 — ye—1] + lrr—1 — 2x-1)),
|2+ ye| + o + 2] = |21 + ye—1| + [op1 + 261,

which gives

(3.25) |2 — gl + oe — 2] = a"(Jz — y| + |z — 2)),
(3.26) |z + yk| + |26 + 26| = |2+ y| + |z + 2|.
Moreover,

|Tp—1 — k| + [yk—1 — Ykl + |26—1 — 2] < (|21 — Yp—1| + |Th—1 — 26—1])/8,
which along with (3.18) implies

F(2p—1,Yk-1,2k-1)
|Th—1 — Yh—1] + [2r—1 — 21—1])?

| K (21, Yk—1, 26—1)| < K (Tp, Yr 21) | + (

Iterating the inequality above, we have

o
. F (g, yk, 2k)
K(x,y,2)| < lim |K(zg, yg, z1)| + E .
K (2,9, 2) k—m’ (e Yk 24| kzo(\xk—yk!—ﬂxk—zd)z

Choosing
Fy(t) = Fs(t) and F/(t):=> a *F(a"), i=12,
k=0

we see that (F|, F5, F}) € .#, and (3.25)—(3.26) imply

F'(z,y,z2)
|z —y| + |z — 2[)?’

|K(z,y,2)| < (
where
Fl(z,y,2) == F{(|lz — y| + |z — 2[)F3(Jx — y| + |z — 2 F3(|lz + y| + |z + 2|).
The proof is complete. O

4. NECESSITY OF THE HYPOTHESES

This section is devoted to showing that (b) = (a) in Theorem 1.9, that is, the LP com-
pactness implies the hypotheses (H1), (H2), and (H3), which will be proved in Theorems 4.1,
4.20, and 4.32, respectively.
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4.1. Compact Calder6n—Zygmund kernels.

Theorem 4.1. Let T be a bilinear operator associated with a standard bilinear Calderén—
Zygmund kernel K. Let % = pil + p% with 1 < p,p1,p2 < 0o. If T is compact from LPL(R™) x
LP2(R™) to LP(R™), then K is a compact bilinear Calderén—Zygmund kernel.

Proof. By Definition 1.2 and symmetry, it suffices to prove that there exists ¢’ € (0,d) such
that

sup E(z,y,z;2") — 0,
! ERM:z/ £x
|o—a!| <max{|z—yl,lz—2]} /2
whenever |z —a'| = 0, or |z —y|+|z—2| = oo, or |[x+y|+|z+2| — o0 and |z —y|+|x—2| ~ 1,
where
\K(az,y,z) — K(‘T/7y7z)‘
(|2 =yl + |z — z[)~En+o)’

E(x,y,z;2") = |z — m'\_‘sl

since the smoothness condition (1.4) gives

AT
‘x T ‘ < 1’

E(z,y,z;0") S S
(Jo —y| + |& — 2])°0

whenever |z — 2/| < max{|z — y|, |x — z|}/2. The above immediately implies that

klin;o E(xk, Yy 215 7)) = 0 for any sequence {(zk, Yk, 2k) ke

(4.2) .
with |2y, — 23| < max{|zy — ykl, [zr — 2¢|}/2
such that
o
(4.3) lim [k = o = 0.

k—ro0 \xk — yk\ + \xk — Zk‘ N

This means that it remains to demonstrate (4.2) when {(zx, Yk, 2k ) }ren does not satisfy (4.3)
but satisfies one of the following;:
(i) lok — 2k =0, (ii) |2x — yul + |2p — 21| = oo,

(4.4)
(iil) |xx + yr| + |zK + 21| — 00 and |z — yi| + |2k — 21| = 1.

In this scenario, there exists ¢y € (0,1/2) and a subsequence (which we relabel) {(xg, Yk, 2k) }ren
such that
|k — 2| 1

4.5 co < < -, VkeN.
(4:5) O o —yil + Jox — 2] — 2

Let (k, Yk, zx) and ), satisfy (4.5). Let 0 < ¢ < 279C be fixed and arbitrarily small. We
choose a sequence {Ag}ren such that

(4.6) (C7 ) oy — a2 < M\ < (CTHe) Y0y — -

Using (4.5), (4.14) and (4.6), we deduce that

(4.7) E(@h Y 23 @) < CF (|l — yil + | — 262" K (@, Y 21) — K (s s 2|
< 2C8 e+ CF (Jwx — yil + [or — 2])*" A, yr, 25 27,)

Se+ o — 2P A2, Yk, 255 T ),
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where A(2k, Yk, 215 23,) 1= [(T(7y, Py, T2, Pay )y Ty Py — 7ot @)[- If we denote

n n
7 7

(48) fo=|zp — 2|17y, Py, gk = |z — 2} P27, D,
and hy := |z — x;|5(7'wk<1>>\k —Tm;fb)\k),

then (4.6) yields
il = O ok — 24 )™ [ @)l Se 71,
lgellze> = (At — 2k )72 1] zre S e 7,
el o S O e — 27 @11y S 777,

This says that {fi} is a bounded sequence in LP*(R™) and {gx} is a bounded sequence in
LP2(R™). Then by the compactness of T, there exists a convergent subsequence (which we
relabel) {T'(fx, gr)}. This gives that for any n > 0 chosen later, there is N,, > 0 such that for
all k,j > Ny,

(49) HT(fk7gk) - T(fjvg])HLp <.
Thus, by (4.7)—(4.9), we have for all k, j > N,),
E(@rs Yo 263 0%) S €+ [T (frs gr)s )|

S e+ [T (frsgk) — T(f55.95) ba) | + KT (f5,95), Tk )|
S e+ T (frr gx) — T(fj5 9i) o @ey il o + KT (f55 95)5 Pe) |
Setne o + (T (f, 09 hae)| S &+ HT(F5,9), ha)l,

provided n < %, To complete the proof, it suffices to show that for given k > N,, there

exists j = j(k) > N, sufficiently large such that
(410) |<T(fj7gj)vhk>| Se

To proceed, we rewrite (T'(f;,g;), hi) as

_1 n
(T(fj,95) hi) = |zj — $9|n(2 Dy — | (T(7y; @y T2y o)y Ta Py, — Ty, Poy)-
Recall that T is compact from LP*(R™) x LP2(R™) to LP(R™). This and Theorem 2.3 give that
(4.11) T is bounded from L% (R") x L%#(R") to LY(R"),
for all % = q% + q% with g1, ¢2 € (1,00). Accordingly, we use (4.11) to deduce that
_1 n

(4.12) (T (f395) hud) S Ly = "0 |, — |7 1y, @ Lo

X HTZ]‘(I))\J' HLq? Hka(I))\k - ijcqb\k HLq’

n n
-4 -4 n
rn(2—1) P2y 4y dh\g
S lzj — ] Plag —al[P A A AL

1

st (I —wu)"(%‘a’ = >"<p e
~ zj — = |k — ] ’

/
il

1_ 1,1 i
where - = -+ - <1 with q1,¢2 € (1, 00).
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If the sequence {(xk, yx, 2)} satisfies the case (i) in (4.4) and (4.5), then for fixed k > N,),
we choose j > k large enough and ¢ € (1,p) in (4.12) so that

L

_on [ |Tj — 2 (=)
KT (fj95) b))l Se” o | ——— <E.
|z — 2|

If the sequence {(zk, Y, 2)} satisfies the case (ii) in (4.4) and (4.5), then |z — x| — co. For
fixed k > N,;, we choose j > k large enough and ¢ € (p,o0) in (4.12) so that

on ((|xg — 2| n(p—q)
(T g mol S % (B2) 7 <
7 |z — x|
If the sequence {(xg, yk, 2 )} satisfies the case (iii) in (4.4) and (4.5), then
20yl + lzl) = (l2x + yol + |2 + 2l) = (Jen — yol + 2 — 20),

which implies limy_ oo (Jyx| + |21|) = 00, and furthermore, lim;_, |25 — y;| + |1 — 2| = oo for
any fixed k. Therefore, fixed k > N,,, we use (4.15) and (4.5), and choose j > k sufficiently
large to conclude that

_1 n_s
B I A 1
T f).g 7hk S 4 ~ <e.
{752 95), e (Jop = yjl + |zr — 25)2H0 ™ (Jog — yj| + |z — 25])2+°
This shows (4.10) and completes the proof. O

Lemma 4.13. Let T be a bilinear operator associated with a standard bilinear Calderén—
Zygmund kernel K with the parameter 5. Let 0 < & < 279\ K||cz;, 2’ € R™ and (z,y,2) €
R3™"\ A such that |z —2'| < > max{|z—y|,|z—z|}. Then for any0 < \; < (6||K||6%6)1/5|x—:17’|,
i=1,2,3,

elr —a!|°

(414) |<T(qu))\277—zq>>\3)’7—wq))\1> - K(ZE,y,Z)| S (‘.Z' _ y’ + ’x _ Z’)2n+57
| — |

(4.15) [T (my @y, T=Prg), T2 Pr, — T )| S eyl e —a)

where ® is a positive smooth function such that ® is supported and L*°-adapted to I and
Jon ®dz =1.
Rn

Proof. Fix 0 < \; < (EHKHE%(S)U‘;]@* — /|, 4 =1,2,3. For any v; € supp(®),), i = 1,2,3, we
see that

dmax |v;| < 2max \; < |x — 2/| < max{|zr — y|, |z — 2|} /4,
(2 1

which implies

(4.16) |z — 2| < max{|z +v1 —y —val, |x +v1 — 2 — v3|}/2,
(4.17) |v1] < max{|x —y — va|, |x — 2z — v3|}/2,

(4.18) lve| < max{|x —y|, |z — 2z —vs3|}/2,

(4.19) lvg| < max{|z —y|, |z — z|}/2.

Then by (1.4)—(1.6) and (4.17)—(4.19),
|K(z +v1,y + v, 2+ v3) — K(z,y, 2)|
<|K(x 4+ v1,y +v2, 2z +v3) — K(z,y + va, 2 + v3)]
+ |K(z,y +vo, 2+ v3) — K(2,y, 2 + v3)]
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+ |K($7y7z +U3) _K($7y7z)|
o]’
~(|lz—y —v2| + |z — 2z — vg|)2n+0

|U2|(S |U3|(S
(lz =yl + ]z — 2 —v3)? 0~ (lz —y| + [z — 2[)>"+°

< max; A} elr —a'|°
Nz =yl = 2P (Jo -yl 4 e - 2P

Hence, we arrive at

LHS of (4.14) =

3
/3 [K(x +v1,y +v2,2+v3) — K(z,y, 2)] H@Ai(vi)dvi
R i=1

3
el — ') el — ')
< D\, (v5)dv; < .
Y W i [L o wdv: < o B es
To prove (4.15), we use (1.4) and (4.16) to obtain

1K (v1,v9,03)| := |K(x +v1,y + vo,2 + v3) — K(z' +v1,y + v, 2 + v3)|
/|6 /|6

< |z —x N |z —x
(et —y—ve| |z v —z—v3))20 T (| —y| + |z — 2])2H0

As a consequence,

o — ']’

(lz =yl + |z — 2])>r+o

3
K (v1,v2,v3) [ [ @, (vi)dv;
i=1

LHS of (4.15 <

) = \
RSn

The proof is complete. O

4.2. Weak compactness property.

Theorem 4.20. Let T be a bilinear operator associated with a standard bilinear Calderén—
Zygmund kernel K. Let % = pil + p% with 1 < p,p1,p2 < 0o. If T is bounded from LPL(R™) x
LP2(R™) to LP(R™), then
(4.21) (T(17,10),10)] S (1P o Tlliwr rwe 1o + | Tl Loy xcire 2o F(1; N)] |1,
for all I € D and N € N, where
F(IN) = B (2N 0(D) By~ (1) Fy(N~" rd(1,2VT)),
Fi(t):=(1+t75, and F(t) = F3(t) == 1 (0).
In particular, if T is compact from LP'(R™) x LP2(R™) to LP(R™), then it satisfies the weak
compactness property.
Proof. Fix I € D and N € N. We split
(4.22) (T(17,17),17) = (Pn(T(17,17)),11) + (Py(T(17,17)), 11).
By Holder’s inequality,
(PN (T(1r,10)), 10)] < [Py © Tllzon sczve— o[l o |11 o2 | 11| Lo
(4.23) = ||Px o T|| Lo x Lo rr 1],
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and by the boundedness of T,
[(Pn(T(11,10)),10)| < [P || zo—ze | T ]| or xzp2— Lo ||
(4.24) ST\ ey pre o F (I3 N) |1
for any I € Dy.
To proceed, fix I ¢ Dy. It suffices to consider the following three cases:
(1) €I) <27V, () oI) >2Y, (i) 27N <o) <2V and rd(Z,2V1) > N.

Since Py o Py = Py = Py, we have

(4.25) (Pn(T(11,11)),1r) = (PR (T(11,11)),11) = (Pn(T(11,11)), Px11).
By the cancellation of Haar functions, there holds
(4.26) Pyly= > (15,hp)hy.

JEDN:ICT

Observe that the condition I C J implies that £(J) > 2V in case (ii), and that
N < rd(I,2VT) = 27N diam (I U 2VT) < 27N diam(J U 2VT) = rd(J, 2VT).

in case (iii). This means that there does not exist J € Dy such that I C J in cases (ii) and
(iii), which along with (4.25) and (4.26) implies

(4.27) (PN(T(17,17)),17) =0, for any I in cases (ii) and (iii).
Let us next treat the case (i). Given I € D with £(I) < 27V, we see that
(4.28) Pyly= Y Z AQ11: > Ayl =Enl;— E_ylg.
—N<k<N QeD:(Q)= ~N<k<N

Note that there exists a unique I* € D with £(I*) = 2V so that I C I*. Thus,
EnN1l; = > ()rly = 1)y,

I'eD(1")=2-N
which gives
(4.29) VN1l oy = (L)1

In the same way, we obtain

w1 N
17| g @y = 775 = 2711,

N
(4:30) VB N1l gy = 2 5 1.
Now collecting (4.25) and (4.28)—(4.30), we conclude
(4.31) (PN (T, 10)), 1) < 1PV llo— Lol T (X1, 1p) || 2o 1PN 1]

< Pyl ol Tl a7 117527 |1

< 1Bl oo | T o xrrs 20 2V EI)) 7 |

~ | Pnllze—ro IT|| Loy x r2 Lo F (15 N) |1].
Therefore, the desired estimate (4.21) follows from (4.22)—(4.24), (4.27), and (4.31).

Furthermore, if T" is compact from LP'(R™) x LP2(R™) to LP(R™), then Theorem 2.23 gives
that

lim ||PJ{; oT||rr1xpr2—rr =0,
N—oo
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< 1 yields the weak compactness property. [

~

which together with (4.21) and sup || Py ||zr—rr
NeN

4.3. CMO conditions.

Theorem 4.32. Let T be a bilinear operator associated with a standard bilinear Calderén—
Zygmund kernel K. Let % = pll + p% with 1 < p,p1,p2 < co. If T is compact from LPL(R™) x

LP2(R™) to LP(R™), then T(1,1),T*}(1,1),T*%(1,1) € CMO(R™).

Proof. By symmetry, it suffices to show T'(1,1) € CMO(R"™), which follows from
(4.33) T(1,1) € BMO(R™) and J\}i_I)nOO<PJ$(T(1, 1), f) =0,
uniformly for all f € €>°(R") in the unit ball of H!(R") with mean zero and support in a

dyadic cube I C R™. By Theorem 4.1, we see that K is a compact bilinear Calderén—Zygmund
kernel. This together with Lemma 2.17 item (4) implies that 7'(1,1) € BMO(R").

Note that
Puf= " (13 ha)) (19172 )

JeDy
is a finite linear combination of 1-atoms |J |_%h 7. Then, Py f € H'(R™), hence
Pxf=f—PyfeH(R").
Since Py is self-adjoint, we invoke T'(1,1) € BMO(R"™) and Py f € HY(R"™) to get
(434) (PHT(1, 1)), f) = (T(1,1), PE f) = Z(PE ),

where the functional . is defined in Lemma 2.17.

Let ¢ > 0 be an arbitrary number. Choose k € N so that 2759 < . Since T is compact from
LP1(R™) x LP2(R™) to LP(R™), by Theorem 2.23, there exists Ny > 0 such that for all N > N,

kn

(4.35) 1P © Tl o @eyx Loz ey Lo (@) < 27 7 €.

Considering that supp(f) C I and supp(hy) C J, we rewrite

(4.36) LPyf)=2Lh)+ Y Afh)Z (),
JEDSICT

where ¢ := ZJeDf\,:JCIU’ hjYhy with

_1
1ol ey < 1 oy S 11175
To proceed, we choose a cut-off function ® € S(R") satisfying 1p(0,1) < ® < 1p(2), and set

O;(x) = q)(;k_g(xlj)) By Holder’s inequality and (4.35),

I = |(Py (T (@1, 1)), )|
S NPy o Tllpoxrre o[ @1l o ey [ 11| o2 ey 21| ot ey
(4.37) <2 e (2R (25 e(D)) P 1) =,
and Lemma 2.17 applied to f = ¢ and a = x5 gives

(4.38) Iy =1L (o) — (P (T(®1,®1), 0)|
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o0
<27 3 2 FB P 1)) ey S
k=0
since supp(p) C I and F' is bounded. Analogously, writing ¥ ;(x) := <I>(2m,c Z(xJI))’ we have
Sy = [(Pr(T(¥1,9,1)), b))l

SIPx o Tllor xorr— oW || o1 (o

<275 e (2R (2R e | ]

~—

H\I’J”LM(R") ”hJHLp’(Rn)

=elJ|?,

'GI’—‘

and for any J 2 I,
Iy =L (hy) = (P (T(W5, W), )| S 25 /D)) [Pl Lt )
which respectively yields
3 .
(4.39) Y. WA se Y M ey Se) 27 S
JEDSICT JEDSICT §>1

and

_ o0\?°
S s 2 S () Ul sl ol

JEDSICT JEDS IS
(4.40) <27k Z 279 fll ey S &
j=1
Now collecting the estimates (4.36)—(4.40), we conclude
L(Pvf) < I+ I+ Y. ()N A+ Fa) Se,
JEDS IS
which together with (4.34) implies (4.33) as desired. O

5. LPt x [P2 — [P COMPACTNESS

In this section we will prove (a) = (b), that is, the hypotheses (H1), (H 2), and (H3)
imply the compactness of T' from LP'(R"™) x LP? (R”) to LP(R™) for all l = p_1 + p% with
1 < p1,pa < 0.

Given 7, j, k € N and a dyadic grid D, we define the compact bilinear dyadic shift as

SFE(f, f2) =AY (1 o)

QeD
with
AP ) = Y arukQUfn ) (fa ha) hig,
1eD;(Q)
JeD;(Q)
KeDy(Q)
where
(51) (ED%J) € {(hl,hJ)v(hbhg)’(h(}vhﬂ])}a
and the coefficients ar, s i g satisfy
1 1 1
Iz2|J|2|K|2
52) arukal < F(1,0 K, @ UKD

QP
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with
(5.3) lim Fy:= lim sup sup F(I,J,K,Q)=0.
N—o00 N—oo p Q¢D(N)
I1eD;(Q)
JeD;(Q)
KeDy(Q)

Given a sequence of complex numbers « := {a 1}1ep such that
(5.4) Jollowon = sup (o 3 larf? <1
b1al &

we define the bilinear dyadic paraproduct as

o (f1, f2) ==Y ar {(f1)r{f2)1 hr.

1€D

We will see that to guarantee the compactness of 11, it requires the following condition

(5.5) lim sup sup lar|? =0
N=oo p gep Q) Kg:
1CcQ

Definition 5.6. Given a bilinear singular integral operator T', we say that T" admits a compact
bilinear representation if there exists a constant Cy € (0, 00) so that for all compactly supported
and bounded functions fi, fs, and f3,

oo k
(T(f1, f2), f3) = CoBu > D 27MS (f1, f2), f3) + CoBus (Mg (f1, f2): f3)

k=0 i=0
+ CoBu (T3] () (f15 f2), f3) + CoBu(IT2 ) (f1, f2), f3),

where S is a finite sum of cancellative shifts S“w’k SZ +LE - and adjoints of such operators.
In addltlon I1, is the bilinear paraproduct with a := {a 1} 7ep satisfying both (5.4) and (5.5).

Theorem 5.7. Let T be a bilinear singular integral operator. Then the hypotheses (H1),
(H2), and (H3) imply that T' admits a compact bilinear representation.

Now let us conclude (a) = (b) from Theorem 5.7, which will be shown in Section 6. By
duality, Theorem 2.28, Lemma 2.33, and Theorems 5.10 and 5.32, we deduce that

(5.8) T is compact from LP*(R™) x LP?(R"™) to LP(R"™)

for all % = pil—l—p% with 1 < p,p1,p2 < co. On the other hand, (H2) and (H3) respectively imply
the weak boundedness property and T'(1,1), 7% (1,1), 7*%(1,1) € BMO(R"), which yields [10,
Theorem 1.1]. The later along with Lemmas 5.25 and 5.42 gives

(5.9) T is blunded from L% (v{") x L% (vd®) to LP(v?)

for all 1 = qll + qiz with 1 < ¢,q1,¢2 < 0o and for all (vy,v9) € A(g1,q0)» Where v = v1vy. Thus,

the conclusion (b) follows from (5.8), (5.9), and [1, Theorem 1.1] .
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5.1. Weighted compactness of dyadic shifts.

Theorem 5.10. For all i,j,k € N, E, SZ’]I‘C is compact fmm Lpl( pl) X LP2(wh?) to LP(wP)

for all p1,pe € (1,00) and for all (w1, w2) € Ay, po)s where 1 5= p1 + p—2 and W = wiws.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that E[ = hj. Denote Sp := S%j’k. Fix
% = p% + piz with 1 < p,p1,p2 < oo. By [l, Theorem 1.1], it suffices to prove that E,Sp,
is compact from LP'(R™) x LP2(R™) to LP(R™). In light of Theorem 2.28, we are deduced to
showing the following estimates

(5.11) sup  ||EwSop, (f1, f2)llzr S 1,
I f1ll e <1
2l Lp2 <1

(5.12) lim sup  ||E,Sp,(f1, f2) ]—{H>A}||LP =0,

A=00 || 1 || py <1
I f2ll Lp2 <1

(5.13) lim  sup |7, EwSp, (f1, f2) — EuSp, (f1, f2)|lzr = 0.

[[=0 || f1 || ey <1
I 21l Lp2 <1

Note that (5.11) immediately follows from Lemma 5.25.
To justify (5.12), given N € N, we define

SNfi= > Ayt
Q¢D(N)
Observe that
(5.14) Ak/(Aé’?j’k(fhh)) = i’j’k(f1,f2)1{Q/:Q} = Agj’k(%fﬁ,h),
(5.15) AH(SB(f1. f2)) = AZ’] (f1, f2)1{Qgp(v)y
(5.16) |AZ’Jk(f17f2)| < Fn([fiho(lf2)@1lg, forall @ ¢ D(N).

Then it follows from (5.14)—(5.16) that

(5.17) 50 = | ( 3 IS8 )
QeD Ly
= < > |Aé’2j’k(f1,f2)|2>5
Q#D(N) Ly
= < > 1Ag™( égf1,f2)12>2
Q#D(N) Ly
< b (S apsziabie) |
QeD Ly
< Fy <§:|A f1|2> Msz
Qep
< Fy <Z ’NQJHP) [ Mp fal| e
LP1

QeD
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S Fwllfillzer || fa o2
where the implicit constants are independent of D, N, fi, and fs.
Let A > 210 and N := [} log, A] > 2. Note that for any w € Q and K € D, (N),
(5.18) K c{|lz] < (N +2)2V} ¢ {|z| <22V} c {|z| < A}.
Thus, by Minkowski’s inequality, (5.17), and (5.18),
[EwSp,, (f1, f2)1{ > ayllze < EullSp, (f1, f2)1( >yl e
= Eo|ISp, (fi, f2)Lg>ayllee S Exllfillee | foll os
where the implicit constant is independent of A, w, f1, and fy. This gives (5.12).

In order to demonstrate (5.13), observe that

(5.19) |1 TvEwSp,, (f1, f2) — EwSp, (f1, f2)llzr < Eul|7Sp, (f1, f2) — Sp,, (f1, f2)|lLP-

Let 0 < |v| < 277719 and @ > 2 be an integer chosen later. Then there exists an integer
N = N(v) > 5 such that 27¢(V+1) < 2741 |y| < 274N We split

(520) ||TUSDw(f17 f2) - SDw(fl) f2)||Lp < El(U;w, f17 f2) + 52(2};“}7 f17 f2)7
where
Eiwiw, fr, fo) = D> Y ansklfi i) (fa ha) (Tohk — hi)||
Q¢Du(N) 1€D,(Q) L
JED;(Q)
KeDy(Q)
Eaiw, fr. fo) = D D erskqlfihr)(fa ha)(mohix — hi)|
QEDL(N) IED;(Q) L
JeD;(Q)
KeDi(Q)

By changing variables and (5.17), we obtain
(5.21) E1(vsw, f1, f2) < |7oSB,(f1, f2)llLe + 1SS, (f1, f2)ll o
=2||ISY_ (f1. f2)|lze < Enllfille | fol o2,

where the implicit constant is independent of v, w, fi, and fs. Since |v| — 0 implies N — oo,
(5.3) and (5.21) imply

(5.22) lim sup sup Ei(v;w, fi, fa) = 0.
[v[=0weQ || f1 | p1 <1
[l f2ll Lp2 <1

Observe that for any N > 2,

(5.23) #D,(N) < #{K €D, : 27V <UK) <2V, K c 22V*'1}
S Z 2(2N+1)n2—kn S 2(2N+1)n2nN+l — 237LN+H+1.
—N<k<N
Thus,

Sww fi,f2) < Y. (fhelfle Y. IKIElnhi — bl

Q€eDy(N) KeD(Q)

_1 1 Lip_
< S Qe el > Jolpe(R) P

QED,(N) KeDi(Q)
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—k s lolF
< 3 2R RQ) E ol F | il | fall oo
QED,(N)
N
23nN+n+12 (n— +3 )2 (2 - 12_aN)p||f1||Lp1||f2||Lp2
< Qhrtnt Lo Brp =) £ 1| ol e,

Taking a > 3np + 1, we see that

(5.24) lim sup sup Ea(v;w, f1, f2) =0
[l=0we | f1 Lp1 <1
I f2]lLpe <1
Therefore, (5.13) is a consequence of (5.19), (5.20), (5.22), and (5.24). O

Lemma 5.25. Let ¢,5,k € N. Then there holds
Sup S5 (i £l S Ifallo g | 2l

for all p1,p2 € (1,00) and for all (w1, wa) € Ay, p,), where 1—1) = pil + piz and w = wiws.

Proof. By symmetry, it suffices to treat the case hi = hy. Noting that
< ZQf’ h1> = <f7 h1>1{IEDi(Q)}7

we have

(S (fr, fo), F)| < A (fr fos f3)lln,s

where
Ap (i fa f3) = D_ (180 Sa()e(186
QeD

By duality and extrapolation [9, Corollary 1.5], we are deduced to showing

(5.26) SHPHAZ (f1: f2, f3)ll Lo qury HHszLm iy
=1
for all p1,p2,p3 € (1,00) and for all (w1, w2, w3) € Ay, pyps), Where % = pil + p% + p%) and
w = w1waws.
Let % = pil + p% + L with 1 < p,p1,p2,p3 < oo, and let (wy,ws,ws) € Ay paps)- Write

P3
w = wiwews. By extrapolation [9, Corollary 1.5] again, it is enough to prove (5.26) for such

exponents (py, p2,p3) and weights (wy, wo,w3). Let py = p/, wy = w™!, and fywy € LP* with
| fawa4||rs < 1. Observe that

(5.27) (A5, 10) = (Abf, el ) = (f, Aol p),
where |<p’é’f| <1gq. Setting
;= > (AL Aol el fale Abeb s,
QeD

we use the fact Ag,Agf = Agf 1¢g—q) to arrive at

D=

s;gcm,ks(zw 1AL Ao \f2\>Q<rf4r>Q\21@) ,

QeD
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which together with (2.9) gives
i,k k k
(AR (f1, fos fa), fl < D (18G fiDo( fahh@(fa, AGeh.1.) (I fal)e

QeD

= (faws, ®; w3 ") < || faws]|Les || @i pws
1
|

-1
HLPé

S I fswsllpes 1 (SpPig)ws o,

(3 liagabetsbelsibel 1Q>%w51

QeD

S Nl faws| Les I

L"3

Fix a sequence of functions { f3 toep satistying H( | f3 ) H rps < 1. By duality, it suffices

to prove
(5.28) S = ‘/ S UAbADo(fD el fllolefSwst de| < T I fowill Lo
QeD i=1,2,4
By (5.27) and (2.9), there holds
(5.29) I <Y Aheh ) Dol fahe( 5 1ws Do
QeD
=: (frwy, ®iwy ) < || frws oo [ Pawy ]
S Ifrwilloe [(Sp®a)wi |,
where
;=Y (feho(lf5lws ol falle Aol f
QeD
and
3 3
5505 ( 3 10fhotsflus ol fibal10) < (30 M 0™ £2?)
QeD QeD
Note that
1 1 1 1 1
p—,l = ]?_2 + ]?_3 + ]?_47 Wy~ = WaW3Wy, and (wg,wg,w4) € A(p2,p3,p4)'
Thus,
3

(5.30) 1(Sp®@i)wi ||, < H(Z M(fa,fg?wgl,f4)2> wi y

L1

QeD

S IT I fawilles x

i=2,4

S H ”f’le”Lp7~7

LPs =24

(Z rfffP)Q
k;

< > \f$w51!2>2w3

QeD

where we have used the vector-valued inequality

oo |( 5 warestor)| <

Lr(vm) i=1

)

L7 (v:l )



28 MINGMING CAO, HONGHAI LIU, ZENGYAN SI, AND KOZO YABUTA

for all ¥ = (r1,...,rm) € (1,00)™ and for all ¥ = (vy,...,v,) € Az which follows from
[5, Theorem 7.3.1] and [8, Theorem 3.7]. Therefore, (5.28) is a consequence of (5.29) and
(5.30). 0

5.2. Weighted compactness of paraproducts.

Theorem 5.32. For any a(w) := {as}iep, satisfying (5.5), bilinear paraproducts E Iy,
E Y | and Ewﬂf(w) are compact from LP*(wi') x LP2(wh?) to LP(wP) for all p1,pa € (1,00)

a(w)’

1_ 1 1 _
and for all (w1,wz2) € A, p,), where =t and w = wiws.

Proof. Let a(w) := {as}1ep, satistying (5.5). We only present the proof for E,Il, . because
other cases can shown by the same scheme and duality. In view of Lemma 5.42 and [1, Theorem
1.1], it is enough to show that E,IL,(, is compact from L*(R™) x L*(R™) to L*(R™). With
Theorem 2.28 in hand, this is reduced to proving that

(5.33) sup ||EoTlywy(f1, f2)lle S 1,
lfill o<1
Il f2llpa<1

(5.34) Alim sup ”Ewﬂa(w)(fl,fg) 1{|~|>A}HL2 = O,
T fallpa<t
[ f2llLa<t
(535) I})TEO ||fS||up<1 ||TU EwHa(w) (fb f2) - EwHa(w) (fla f2) ||L2 =0.
14>
IFals<1
Lemma 5.42 gives (5.33) at once.

Denote ay := {CM[l{Ig'D(N)}}IGD. Then

(5.36) i sup lew[IBMoO, = 0.
As did in (5.18), Minkowski’s inequality and Lemma 5.42 yield

1B ) (f1, f2) L apllze < EolMaw) (f1s f2) 1> a3l 02
= Ey [T @) (f15 f2)1g > a2 < Bullay @) (f15 f2)ll 22
S Eyllan (W)llBmop, [ fillall f2llze < Sup lan llBmog 11l Ll f2ll 4

which together with (5.36) implies (5.34).
To proceed, note that

(537)  [[EoIlaw) (f1: f2) = Bollaw) (f1, f2)ll 22 < Bollmolaw) (f15 f2) = o) (f15 f2)ll 2

Let 0 < |v] < % and a > 2 be an integer chosen later. Then there exists an integer N =
N(v) > 2 so that 27N+ < |y| < 279N, We split

(5.38) [Tolla@) (f15 f2) = M) (f1, f)llz2 < Ti(viw, f1, fo) + Ta(vsw, f1, fa),

where

Tl(v;w7f17f2) =

> ar{f)i{fa)i(rohs — hp)

1¢Dw(N)

> arlf)i{fa)i(rohs — h)

IeDy(N)

)

L2

Yo(v;w, f1, fo) ==

L2
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For the first term, we use Lemma 5.42 to deduce

Z ar(fi)i(fe)rhi
1¢D(N)
— 2[ane (. )22  sup oy lenson 3l 1ol

Tl(v;w7f17f2) é 2

L2

where the implicit constant is independent of w. This along with (5.36) gives

(5.39) lim sup sup Yi(v;w, f1, f2) = 0.
[l=0weQ || f1 | 4 <1
Il f2ll o<1

To estimate Y9, observe that
(5.40) > el < llalByon, 1Q1 < sup [lalldvo, QI YQ € Dy,
I€D,: ICQ P
Then, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, (5.23), (5.40), and Lemma 5.48,
To(vsw, f1, f2) < D leull(fa)ll(f2)alllmohs — halr2

IeD,(N)

< N Jalllfilf) il 2o

IeD,(N)

o

[NIES

< Jol5 (1)} [#Du (V) [ ) |a1|2|<f1>1|2|<f2>1|2r

I€D.,
N N 1 2 %
< 270323 23BN T [ > ‘041’2‘<fi>1‘4}
i=1 -1€D,
N —_
< 2208779 o lpyio || £l e |l fol e

where the implicit constant are independent of v, w, fi, and fo. Choosing a > 3n + 1, this
immediately implies

(5.41) lim sup sup Yo(v;w, fi1, f2) =0.
[l=0weQ || 1] 4 <1
If2]l 4 <1
Consequently, (5.35) follows from (5.37)—(5.41). The proof is complete. O

Lemma 5.42. For any o := {as}rep € BMOp and T, € {Il,, II}}, 112}, there holds
”Ta”Lm (wh1)x LP2 (wh?2)— LP (wP) < llallymos

for all p1,p2 € (1,00) and for all (w1, w2) € A, p,), where % = p% + piz, w = wiws, and the
implicit constant is independent of b and D.

Proof. By duality, it suffices to consider II,. It follows from [6, Lemma 2.6] that
(5.43) [(Ha(f1, f2), f3)| S llallByos [Sp®] 21,

where

® =Y (i) r(fo)i(fa, ha) hr.

1€eD
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Observe that

(5.44) Sp® = <Z\ fu)1(f2) <f3,h1>’2‘[‘>2 =:Sp(f1, f2, f3)-

1€D

By duality, (5.43)—(5.44), and extrapolation theorem [9, Corollary 1.5], we are reduced to
proving

3
(5.45) ISp(f1, f2, f3) wllze S TT I fiwill Lo

i=1
for all p1,p2,p3 € (1,00) and for all (wy, w2, w3) € A
w = Ww1warws.

1 _ 1 1 1
p1pa,ps)s Where ? = o1 "oz s and

In view of the multivariable extrapolation theorem in [9, Corollary 1.5], it is enough to show
(5.45) in the case p > 1. Note that given a sequence of functions {a;(z )} IeD, we have

(o) o], e [, Sormrwac] [ ()] <1}

n IED
Fix a sequence of functions { f3 }1ep satisfying H ( Z | f3 ) » < 1. It suffices to demonstrate

2o

=| [ Sttt il i

1€D

3
< TT il
i=1
By Holder’s inequality,

(5.46) = | (s, S (0t rt w) T )]
IeD
— |(faws, W )| < [ fows oo Pz | .
and

500 = (S ltmsuin) < (S Mo sfur)

IeD IeD
Observe that
1 1 1 1 _1 —1 -1
p_g = p—l p_2 + 17, wy” =wiwew , and  (wi,we,w ) € Ay py )
Then (5.31) implies
1
3
(5.47) I(50®)05 " < | (M0 o ) |
P
IeD L7
S ol fwalin | (3 !f3w12> |
IeD Lr

< [l frwr | zen || f2wal| s
Hence, it follows from (5.46)—(5.47) and (2.9) that

3
I < fswslles [Dws | o Sl fswsllos | (Sp®)ws M| e S [T I firwill o
i=1
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This completes the proof. O

Let us recall the dyadic Carleson embedding theorem from [7, Theorem 4.5].

Lemma 5.48. let D be a dyadic grid. Assume that the nonnegative numbers {ag}gep satisfy

Q'eD:Q'CQ

Then for all p € (1,00) and f € LP(R™),

< > aQ\(f>Q!p>p < Avp/||f o

QeD

6. A COMPACT BILINEAR REPRESENTATION THEOREM

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem 5.7. We will combine the ideas from [2] and
[10].

6.1. Initial reductions. By definition and (2.4), we rewrite

(T(f1, f2), f3) =B Y (T(Anf1,ALf2), A, f3)

I1,I2,I3€D,,
=E, Z Z Z T(Ar f1, AL, f2), AL, f3)
13D, 11€Dw I2€Dw

1
£(I3)<e(I1) 5(13)<Z(12)

+E, Y Y Y (T(Anfi,Anfa), Ar fs)

I,eD, 11€Dw I3€Dy,
£(I)<e(I1) €(I2)<e(I3)

+E, Y Y > (T(ALf1, AL f2), Ary f3)

I,eD, I2€Dw I3€Dy,
(1) <e(Io) e(11)<e(13)
= A+ S+ S

Throughout this paper, we only focus on .7#; since other two terms can be shown with minor
modifications. It follows from (2.7) that

=E, Z <T(E2)(]3)/2f17EZU([3)/2f2)aA13f3>
I3€Dy,

=Bo > (T(Ej{1,) 001, Eilry)j2f2)s Ay swf3).
Is€Dg
Note that 1y,04(/3 + w) depends on w; for 277 > ¢(I3), while both EZ(I 2f1 and E 2f2
depend on wj for 277 < ((I3)/2 < €(I3), and Ayt f3 depends on w; for 277 < E(Ig) Then
using independence, we arrive at

1
yl — Z ]Ew [lgood(l3 + (U)] Ew [<T(Ef(13)/2f1, EZJ(I;g)/sz)’ A13+wf3>:|

Yy
good I3€Dy

1
= Z Ew [1g00d(13 + w)<T(EZJ(I3)/2f1y EZJ(IB)/Qf2)y AIg+wf3>]

T
good 13Dy
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1
=—Es Y (T(Eiiy i Biiry) o f2) Ay f3)
gOOd I36Dw ,good
1
= E, Y. > > (T(ALfL AL ), AL fs)
Fgood ISGD 4 11 €Dy, Io€Dy,
wiaeod <ol erm<e(ty)
1
= Ewyl(w).
Tgood

In what follows, fix w, and let D = D, and .1 = .} (w). By (2.7), we have

= > > > A(T(AnLf1, AL f2), Ary f3)

I3€D L eD I,€D
B ko0d Sy ery)<etr)

+ Z Z Z T(Arn f1,Ar f2), AL, f3)

I3€Dg00a 126D 11 €D
£(I3)<L(I2) 2(12)<f(11)

= S S @Anfi Bunypfe) A f)

13D, I €D
3=Te00d ) <etry)

+ Y S (T(Eufr, Anfe). Anfs)

I3€D, IoeD
SETEeod 1Y <u(ny)

= S1+ S,

By symmetry, we will be mainly concerned with the first term .77 ;:

Si= Y > (T(Anf1, (f2) 1), AL f3).

I3€Dgood 117[2€D
((I3)<E(I2)=2¢(11)

Furthermore, we split
(6.1) 1 =S+ S+ S,
where

yll,l = Z <T(h]1,h%),h]3><f1,h]1><f2,h(}2><f3,h]3>,
I1,I2€D, I3€Dgo0d
£(I3)<t(11)=2{(I2)
max{d(Is,I1),d(I3,12)}>26(I3)7V£(I2)1~7

S = ) (T(hry 1), b Y (s oy ) Fas B, fs ),
11712€D7[3€Dg00d
£(I3)<t(11)=2((I2)
maX{d(I;ng),d(Ig,Iz)}SQf(Ig)Wf(Iz)177
I3sNI1=0 or IoNI1=® or Is=I

S = > (T(h1y,h2,), hag) (f1, by ) (f2, B, ) (f3, ).

I,I>€D, IBEDgood
L(I1)=24(I2), IsCI2CI1

These three parts are called separated, adjacent, and nested respectively. Recall that we use
the £°° metric.
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6.2. Separated part. We begin with the term ,711,1. In the current scenario, by [10, Lemma
4.1], there exists a minimal cube @ := I; V I3 V I3 € D such that

(6.2) LHULUIz;CQ and max{d(l3, 1), d(I3, 1)} > (I3)70(Q)' .
Observe that for all x € I3, y € I1, and z € I,
(6.3) max{|z — y|, | — z|} > max{d(Is, 1), d(I3,12)}

> 20(I3) (1)1 > 270(13) > 21|z — ¢y,
and
6 R Ea e B (" R E)

Ltfe—yl+lz =z 7 14 [ —y|+ |z - 2]

4d(Q,I) aQ.n
Z 17 20Q) = maxfQ) 1y~ @D

Hence, by the monotoncity of Fy, Fb, and F3, (6.3) and (6.4) yield

(6.5) F(z,y,2) == Fi(lz — cr|) Fa(lz — y| + |2 — 2|) F (1 T f‘ﬁjf;i’m
< By (U(I3))Fo(0(I3)) Fs(rd(Q, 1)) =: F(Iy, I, I3, Q).

In light of (6.2), (6.3), and (6.5), we use the cancellation of hz, and the Holder condition of K
to deduce

F(z,y,2)(I3)°
(6.6)  [T(hp,hY,), h1,)| < /Rgn 0 _(;\ Jyr ‘?«2_(27;2”4-5|h11(y)||h?2(2)||h13(:17)|d:Edydz
F(I,13,13,Q) E(I3)6
~ max{d(I3, 1), d(I3, I5) }?"+?
F(I1,15,13,Q) (I3)°
= Ty @
0(I3)

=C [@]%F(Il,lg,lg,cz)

Let Cy € (0,00) be a universal constant chosen later. Set
<T(hf17 h?g)’ h13>

Colt(I3)/1(Q))2

if 1,Iob € D and I3 € Dgood satisfy E(I3) < E(Il) = QE(IQ), max{d(lg,ll), d([g,]g)} >
20(I3)76(I2) =7, and I; V Iy V I3 = Q, and otherwise set ay, 1, 1,,0 = 0. Note that (6.6)
and the condition (F, Fy, F3) € . imply (5.2) and (5.3) hold whenever Cy > Cy. This enables
us to rewrite

r5”11,1 = Z Z Z <T(h117h%)?h13><f17h11><f27h?2><f37h13>
0<i<k Q€D I1,12€D,I3€Dg00d
max{d([3,[1)7d(Ig712)}>2€(I3)”€(Ig)1’“/
26(I3)=¢(11)=2~4(Q)
0(I13)=2"%4(Q), 1 VI2VI3=Q

=Co Y 27PN N an buy(fi ha ) (f2, h9) (f3, i)
0<i<k QED 1eD;(Q)
LeD;i1+1(Q)
I3€D,(Q)

|14 |3| I |2 | I3 2

1 1 1
|11]2[12]2 |32

|13 |2 | I |2 | I 2
QP

QI I5,13,Q =
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ook
:COZZ —ké/2 Szz—i—lk f3>

k=0 1=0

6.3. Adjacent part. In this case, by [10, Lemma 4.3], there exists a minimal cube @ :=
Iy VvV I, V I3 € D such that

(6.7) LUulLbul3C@ and E(Q) < QTE(Ig).
We would like to prove

(6.9 (T (b, 1), )| < 02[%;] F(. 1. 15.Q)

where F(I1,I2,I5,Q) := F(Iy) if I3 = I and I3 € ch([3), otherwise
F(I1, I, I3, Q) := Fi(¢(I3)) Fa(£(13)) F3(rd(Q, T)).

|12 | L) |15 2
QF

Henceforth, denote

o
=> 2"t
k=0

where the parameter 05 € (0,1) is harmless and small enough.

First, consider the case I3 N I; = @. In this case, d(I3, I1) < 20(I3)74(12)'™7 < 2¢(I1), and
hence, I3 C 717 \ I;. Then the size condition gives

_1l,o, 11 (z,y,2)dxdydz
6.9 T(hr, b0 ), hp)| < |2 || "2 |3 2///
(6.9) (T (h1y, hy,), hr) | < |72 (12| ™2 |15 Y A

where

r+yl +|lx+z
F<m,y,z>:=F1<|w—y|+|:c—z|>F2<|:c—y|+|x—z|>F3<1+ = 1yl +| '>.

1+ ]z —y|l+ |z -7
Let 8 € (0,1) be an auxiliary parameter. Note that for any x € I3, we have I — xz C {|z] <

((Q)} and

dz dz tQ)
6.10 /7:/ 5/ 1 dt < Q).
(610 e e A P @)
Additionally, given ¢ € (1, Z—Ié) Lemma 3.14 yields
Fy(
o [ B,
I JTh\I |z —yl

1
7/

! q
xz —y|)? dxdy
[/11 /711\11 |z — yl|a(n+0) nJrn Pl )

< L[ B L)Y < B(I)IL] o),
and for all (x,y,2) € I3 x Iy X Iy, |v —y| + |x — 2| < 24(Q) < 2"TY(I3) and
e ryltlztzl o 2yl +[2])
I+|z—yl+lz—2 ~ 1+]z—y|+ |z — 2|

4QD) | Q)
2 T 20Q) = maxiu@)y @D

(6.12) 1+
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Hence, invoking (6.7)—(6.12), we arrive at
(6.13) (T (hryy B9,), by ) S 1|72 | T =2 T3]~ 2 Fy(6(13)) Fy (rd(Q, T))

F —
A=
L J1h\I lz —yl I |z — 2|

1|2 |I| 2 |Is) 2 (%))
QP Q)

N[>

< FiL(0(13) Fa(€(I3)) F3(rd(Q, 1))

In the same way, we have the same bound in the case I3 N Iy = O.
Next, we treat the case Is N Is # @ and I3 = I;. Obviously, Is € ch(l3). Then we rewrite

_1
(6.14) (T(hig, h3,) heg) = > () () gy [Tl =2 (T (1, 15,), ).
14,1 €ch(I3)

If I} = I, = I7, the weak compactness property implies
(6.15) (T(1r,11),11)| < F(I2) [ I2].
If I # I, then I C 315\ Iz, which is similar to the case I3N1; = @. As in (6.13), there holds

(6.16) (T (g, 15,), 1) S FL(E(T)) Fy (0(15)) F3(xd(Q, T)) |Ié|||é;||2|lg| <i((g))>§
_ 1AIATANZ AN
S FLUI) Fo(0(Is) B (rd(Q D)= o= <f<@>> '

Analogously, in the case I} # I, one has

(6.17) Ty, 11,) )| = (T (L, 10,), 1)

S Fi00) (1) Fra(@,1) 2 ’\‘3;![3’ (ﬁﬁg; )

Gathering (6.14)—(6.17), we obtain (6.8).
Set

. (T (h‘117h?2 his)
QLy,02,13,Q = )

);
s
Colt(I3)/4(Q)]z
if Ii,Iob € D and I3 € Dgood satisfy 5([3) < g(fl) = 26([2), max{d(lg,ll) d(Ig,[g)} <

20(I3)76(1x) 7, and 3N = @ or LNT; =@ or I3 = I, and otherwise set ay, 1, 1,,0 = 0. By
(6.8) and that (Fy, Fy, F3) € .7, we see that (5.2) and (5.3) hold whenever Cy > max{C, Cs}.

Thus, in light of (6.7) and (6.8), we have
yl%l = Z Z Z <T(h[1,h?z),h[3><f1,h[1><f2,h?2><f3,h[3>

0<i<k<r QeD I,12€D, I3€Dgo0a
max{d([g,[l),d([g,[g)}SQZ(Ig)’YZ(Iz)17’7
IsNI1=0 or 12011:@. or Is=1Iy
20(13)=(11) =2~ £(Q)
0(I3)=2"%(Q), 1 VI2VI3=Q

o 2RI N an b ha ) (f2, 1Y) (fs, )
0<i<k<r QED 1eD;(Q)

I€D;+1(Q)

I3€D,(Q)
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r k

— Z —ké/2 Sz Ji+1,k f3>

k=0 i=0
6.4. Nested part. By definition, there holds
Lsﬁll - Z Z <T (1)7h12 h13><f17 I(l)><f27h12><f37h13>
ISGDgood 12313

We begin with the decomposition
<T(h151)7 112)’ h13> = <h1£1)>12 <T(17 1)7 h13> - <h1£1)>12 <T(17 1120)’ h13> + <T(¢127 112)’ h13>7

where ¢y, 1= 11g (hlél) - (h1§1)>12). This allows us to write

3,1 3,2
(6.18) y13,1:y1,1 -7 yllv
where

y13,’11 = Z Z 1(1> LT, 1), hry)(f1, I(1>><f2>12(f3,h13>

I3€Dgo0q 12013

Sr = > (h 10 AT (A 1ag), o) (s By ) f2) 103, o),

I3€Dgo0d 12D13
S = Y Y (T(én,15), huy) (1, hy@ ) (fo) 1 (fs, hs)-
ISEDgood 12313
Likewise, considering .7 2, we obtain the corresponding paraproduct term
Sy = D D ) n (T he) ) o (Fahy) (fa hig).
ISGDgood 12313
Note that
(fyhp)hpo)r = (f)r — (f) ),
which gives
(froh, o) hyo) e (fo)r + (fr) o (f2, by )(hyo) 1, = (fon(f2) i — (f) 0 (f2) ;0.
2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Hence, this leads to
(6.19) AN+ A = 0 AT, b)) ()i s ha) = (TTa(f1, f2), f3),
IEDgOOd

where we set

(T, 1), hr)
I7(1,1)llBmo”
otherwise set ay = 0. Then the fact 7'(1,1) € CMO implies « := {7} ep satisfies both (5.4)
and (5.5).

To analyze yl?”f, we claim that

oy = if[EDgood,

5
V(I3)] 2 1 1
(6.20) )l (T 1), b < Cs | S| pny, ) m) 1)
1 ()
where

(6.21) F(Iy, Is) := Fy(0(I3)) By (€(I3)) F5(Io).
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Here and elsewhere, define

Bu() = 3 2 By (rd (2L, I)),
k=0

where the parameter 63 € (0,1) is harmless and small enough. Indeed, if ¢(I3) > 27¢(I3), then
for all € I3 and z € I§, the goodness of I3 yields

(6.22) 2 — 2| > d(I3, IS) > 20(I3) (1) > 0(I3)20(15)2 > £(I3) > 2|z — c1),
which together with the Holder condition of K implies

33‘ 'Y, 2 E(I3)6
6.23 1 T ,]_jc h[ < I / / / d:Edde,
©2) NP bl < B[] ] e e

where

TF+Y +lr+z
F(m,y,z) = F1(|$—C[3|)F2(|33—y| + |$_Z|)F3<1+ ‘ y‘ ‘ ’ >

1+ |z —y|+ |z — 2|
The inequality (6.10) gives

dy
6.24 / —— S {13 x € I3,
(6.24) 315 |z —y[n=p ( )

and for any o > 0 and ¢ := /( 13)26(12)

4 dzd
(6.25) / / ( il > - :—l—a
I3 J|z—z|>¢ 1—|—|ZE—Z| |3§‘—Z|

/ / (260) 0 By (rd (2 Ty, T)) d= da
k>0 I3 2k < |z — z\<2k+1€

< |Is| [6(I5) 2 4(15) _O‘ZZ‘kaF (xd(2¥ Iy, 1))
k>0

provided that for all = € I3 and 2F¢ < |z — z| < 2F*1¢,
k k
fla  _ 4d2DL,0)  d@D.0)

_ k
L+ o —z = 14+ 2610(1) — max{2k((L3),1} rd(20, 1).
Then it follows from (6.22)—(6.25) that
(6.26) (T (Lary 1ig), )| S P (0(T3) Ba(0(T3) 5| ~20(15)" P46 (5 + )

< Fi(U(I3)) Fa(0(15)) Fs (1) | I3 <%> E'

Much as above, using the estimate

dz dz
[ o o e
IS |;1: — z|”+§ |z—z|>£ |3j — z|”+§

>

we obtain
(6.27) (T (Lisryyes Lis) hr)| S Fr(0(I)) Fa(€(I3)) | I| "2 6(13)° 0 346(5/2)
< Fy(0(I) Fa((I)) B (1) T (%)

Thus, (6.26) and (6.27) give (6.20) in the case ¢(I3) > 2"¢(I3).
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To treat the case ((I3) < 2"¢(I3), we split
<T(17 1120)’ h13> = <T(13137 1312\]2)7 h13> + <T(13I37 1(312)0)7 h13>
+(T(315)e, L31,\1)s Pts) + (T (L (315)e5 L31)¢ ), Pt ) -
The first term is similar to (T'(hy,, h?z), hr,) in the case I3N Iy = O in Section 6.3, which along

with (6.8) yields the desired bound. The second and third terms are symmetric, while the
estimates for the second and last terms are analogous to (6.26) and (6.27) respectively, but

now / is replaced by £(I3). Eventually, both are dominated by Fj (6([3))F2(6([3))ﬁ3([2)\13]%,
which together with £(I3) ~ ¢(I3) gives the estimate as desired. This shows (6.20) in the case
(1) < 27U(I3).
For ,5”137’13, we have
s

((I3) ]2 11
(6.29 (TG L) < Ca 575 | Pl Tl 5l
where F'(I3,13) is defined in (6.21). Indeed, in the case ¢(l2) > 27¢(I3), it is similar to
<T(13[3, 1[26),h[3>. If f([g) < ZTE(Ig), we Split

(T(b1,,11,), hig) = (T(Pr 131\ 125 112)s M) + (T(D1,1310)e5 11)5 s ),
where the last two terms are similar to (T'(13z5, 137,\1,), h1z) and (T'(13z5, 1(31,)e ), b)) Tespec-
tively.
Now set
()1 (T(L, L15), hag) + (19120 112)s hurs)

é
Colt(I3)/L(12)]=
it Iy € D and I3 € Dgyoq satisfy I3 C Iz, and otherwise set ay, ;; = 0. The estimates
(6.20) and (6.28) and that (Fy, Fy, F3) € .% imply both (5.2) and (5.3) hold whenever Cy >
max{C1,Ca,C3,Cs}. Consequently, by (6.20) and (6.28), we deduce

Qs I3 =

S+ A =Coy 27NN 0412,13<f17h1§1)>(f27h?2><f37h13>

k=0 12€D [3€Dy(12)
o0

_ k
k=1

For the remaining terms, one can obtain the corresponding dyadic shifts symmetrically
and similarly. To guarantee (5.2) holds, choose Cjy to be the largest one of finite bounds
Cj, 7 =1,2,.... Collecting all parts together, we conclude the proof of the compact dyadic
representation theorem.
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