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MULTILINEAR PARAPRODUCTS ON SOBOLEV SPACES
FRANCESCO DI PLINIO, A. WALTON GREEN, AND BRETT D. WICK

ABsTrACT. Paraproducts are a special subclass of the multilinear Calderén-Zygmund operators,
and their Lebesgue space estimates in the full multilinear range are characterized by the BMO
norm of the symbol. In this note, we characterize the Sobolev space boundedness properties
of multilinear paraproducts in terms of a suitable family of Triebel-Lizorkin type norms of the
symbol. Coupled with a suitable wavelet representation theorem, this characterization leads to a
new family of Sobolev space T'(1)-type theorems for multilinear Calderén-Zygmund operators.

1. INTRODUCTION

Multilinear paraproducts are a special class of multilinear Calderén-Zygmund operators. The
latter class plays a pivotal role in e.g. nonlinear partial differential equations, see [12, 14] for
two well known examples, and its systematic study began with the works of Coifman-Meyer
[1], Kenig-Stein [13], and Grafakos-Torres [11]. While the mapping properties of linear para-
products are well understood in the Lebesgue setting, a sharp characterization of their inho-
mogeneous Sobolev space behavior was not available in past literature before [7] by these au-
thors. This note extends the recent results on paraproducts from [7] to the multilinear case,
and exploits this extension to produce a new family of Sobolev space T(1)-type theorems for
multilinear Calderén-Zygmund operators.

We turn to a summary of the main results. The paraproduct operators in question are the
m-linear operators given by

M(fi s )0 = D 1Qlbolo(fis - s fudBox),  x€R

QeD

where
b={by: Q€D

is a sequence of complex numbers indexed by the family of dyadic cubes D of R¢, and where,
loosely speaking, B, is an L!-normalized cancellative wavelet adapted to the cube Q, while ¢, is
an m-linear, non-cancellative averaging form also adapted to Q. Rigorous definitions are given
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in §2.1 below. Identifying the sequence b with the function

b= |0lbogo
QD
where { VIOlpo : Q € D} is a suitable wavelet basis of L*(RY), the Lebesgue space theory of
m-linear paraproducts, at least in the open range, may be summarized by the characterization
J J J 1 m 1
My: L (RY) - x L(RY) > DP@RY),  ~=) —, 0<p<oo,l<pj,....pp<o
p — Pk
if and only if b € BMO(RY). This equivalence can be made quantitative, in the sense the operator
norm of the multilinear paraproduct is comparable to the BMO(R?) norm of the symbol b. See
(2.8) below.

Theorem A, Section 3 obtains a Sobolev space analogue of the above characterization, requir-
ing natural sharp or near sharp, and in general much weaker conditions than BMO(R?) member-
ship of b. These conditions are quantified upon certain suitably defined Triebel-Lizorkin type
norms with predecessors in the literature, see e.g. [16]. Following the approach of [9, 8,7], a
sufficiently smooth multilinear Calder on-Zygmund operator may be decomposed into a finite
sum of purely cancellative multilinear Calderén-Zygmund operators and multilinear paraprod-
uct operators I, for appropriate symbols b that are connected to the testing conditions of T
on monomials. The reader can see this decomposition in Theorem B. Combining this repre-
sentation with Theorem A leads to Corollary B.1, which is a testing type result, in the vein of
David-Journé [6], for Sobolev space boundedness of multilinear Calderén-Zygmund operators.

For the sake of simplicity, we restricted ourselves to unweighted Sobolev estimates on all
of R. Broader reaching generalizations, such as testing-type theorems on weighted Sobolev
spaces, or representation results covering the domain setting such as in [7, 15] may be considered
in the multilinear setting as well. The statements of these cases are left to the interested reader.

Notational conventions. This article studies n-linear, n > 1, singular integral forms acting on
tuples of functions on the ambient Euclidean space RY, d > 1. The simplest example is the
integral form associated to ¢ € L'(R%) and acting on tuples (f, . .., f,) € (L (R%))"

(fireor fi) = f orr ) | | Ay,
X, 7 =
A cube Q of R? is the Cartesian product of left closed, right open intervals of equal length £(Q)

and its center is indicated by ¢(Q). The long distance between any two cubes Q,5 c R is
defined as

2(Q,§) = max{|c(Q) — c($)], £(Q), {(S)}.

The cubes of R¥ also parametrize the linear transformations

1 x=(c(Q),...,c(Q))
S P = )

with 1 < p < co. Our wavelet decomposition is parametrized by the standard dyadic grid O on
R?, and we make use of the notation

DQ)={ReD:RcCQ}, QeD.

x=(xg,...,x,) € R"
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The local norm of f € L' (R?) on the cube Q c R? is denoted by

loc

_1
||f||LP(Q) = ||1Qf||LP(Rd)s <f>p,Q = 0| ”||f||Lp(Q), 0<p<oo.

As customary within the subject, the constants implied by the almost inequality sign may vary
at each occurrence and possibly depending on the parameters relevant to each inequality such
as e.g. exponent tuples, degree of linearity and ambient Euclidean dimension.

Conflict of interest statement. On behalf of all authors, the corresponding author states that
there is no conflict of interest.

2. WAVELET RESOLUTION, WAVELET FORMS

A fundamental result of Daubechies [4,5], yields a smooth, compactly supported orthonormal
basis of L*(RY) subordinated to the multiresolution 9. We introduce the precise statement
together with our notation for wavelet classes. Forn > 1,0 <6 < 1 and p > 0, let

dn+p [ |(,0()C + h) - (,0(X)|] .

lp(x)| + sup

llns, == sup (1 + |x])
o0 O<lhlx] |

xeRnd

For each cube R of R?, define the L'-normalized class

DI(R) = {Sy}ega tp e WRRM : sup (10l 0.0 < 1}
0<lal<[o]-1
where o > 0 is a smoothness parameter with fractional part {o} = o — [o] + 1, as well as the
cancellative subclass

(2.1) Y7 (R) =3¢ €D/ (R): fx(fga(xl, e X)dx; =0 YO<L o< o] -1
R4

In particular, the integral in (2.1) are absolutely convergent, as {o"} > 0. Notice here that we are
breaking the symmetry between the x; and (x,, ..., x,) variables. We might have defined a more
general family of classes requiring vanishing moments for a subset of the variables {1,.. ., n}
of cardinality > 1, but our needs will be limited to one single cancellative variable at a time.
The additional superscript € stands for the subset of the corresponding class of functions having
compact support in X;_; WR, where w > 1 is a dilation parameter specified in the statement of
Proposition 2.1. To wit, ®;(R) := {¢ € ®I(R) : suppp € )(;le WR}. The subscript n is omitted
whenn = 1.

The basic starting point of our analysis is the following form of the wavelet resolution theo-
rem by Daubechies.

Proposition 2.1. Let k > 1 be a fixed integer. Then there exists a positive constant ¢ and an
L'-normalized family

22) Be = {ro € cOTE(Q), po € HE(Q) 1 0 € Qf
with the property that

(2.3) B2 = {iQlgo : 0 € D)
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is an orthonormal basis of L*(R?) and for each € € Z and f € L*(R?),

D, 10ko(Nea = D 10lko(Nre:

0eD QeD
(Q)>2" (=2
The above orthonormal expansion will be taken advantage of in the representation of suitable
Calder6n-Zygmund forms. To ensure unconditional convergence throughout our formulas, it is
convenient to work with the approximating classes

W, := span B2, W = {f € L*(RY): Zugf(Q)_Skd \/@|€0Q(f)| < 00}

whose explicit dependence on k in the notation is omitted. We omit the easy argument showing
density of ‘W in W™P(R9) forall0 <m < kand 1 < p < co.

2.1. Wavelet and paraproduct forms. Our approach to multilinear singular integral forms is
to expand them into simpler model forms of the same type, which we refer to as wavelet forms.

Definition 2.2 (Wavelet forms). Let m > 1 and o > 0. To collections

{po e VYD) : Qe D}, {Ypoe V(D) : Qe D)

associate the (m + 1)-linear wavelet form

24) A fieeo ) = ) 1000 Wofis- - F)

QeD

The savvy reader will realize that we have once again broken the symmetry and reduced the
generality of the forms we consider, consistently with the observation made after (2.1). To wit,
we might have considered the more general class of forms generated by linear combinations of
elements of @7 ,(Q) with at least two cancellative entries, of which ¢y ® Y appearing in (2.4)
is a special case. However, the generality of (2.4) is sufficient for our purposes.

Each wavelet form has (m+ 1) adjoint m-linear Calder6n-Zygmund singular integral operators
on RY, e.g. as defined in [9, Def. 3.2] and thus admit L” and sparse domination estimates. By
virtue of the equivalence expounded in [2], we may formulate the latter as domination by the
n-linear maximal operator

My (fir o )@ = sup 1o | [(fdpor xR

QcR4 cube =1

associated to a tuple of exponents g = (py, ..., p,) € (0,)". When g = (1,..., 1), the subscript
1s omitted.

Proposition 2.3. Let A be an (m + 1)-linear wavelet form. Then

IACE fi - £l S miin (Il fllmoga IM (Aol IMUCE, fis o ol

See [9, 10] for proofs, and [2] as well as [8, Section 3] for an account of the weighted norm
inequalities ensuing.
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Definition 2.4 (Paraproducts). Hereafter,
b={by:0¢€D)

is a sequence of complex numbers. Recalling the basis (2.3), we make the identification of the
sequence b with the function

(2.5) b= > |0lbogo.
QeD
The m-linear operator defined by
(2.6) p(fi ..ol f)(X) = Z 101bolo(f1, - - - s fm)Bo(x), xeR
QeD
where
{Bo € ¥*"19(Q), Lo € COL(Q) : Q € D)

is a generic fixed family, is called paraproduct with symbol b. Paraproducts are related to
wavelet forms by the equality

(27) <Hb(fl---’fm)’g>:V(b’g’fl’---’fm)

where V is the (m +2)-linear wavelet form corresponding to the choices ¢p = g, Yo = Bo®1¢
in (2.4).

As is well known, when b = f € BMO(RY), sparse and weighted Lebesgue space estimates
for (2.6) in the full multilinear range may be deduced from Proposition 2.3. As a mere example,
we point out that

II; : ﬁL”f - L

j=1

1 |
2.8 < |b , 1<pi,...,pm <00, 0<—-:= —.
(2.8) < |Ibllsmore) D1 Pm < p Z .

The main point of this article is to obtain sharp estimates, in terms of requirements on the
regularity of the symbol b, for the action of (2.6) on Sobolev spaces. These sharp conditions will
be in general much weaker than BMO(R?) membership, will depend on the Holder exponent
tuples (py, ..., pn) €.g2. in (2.8), and will be formulated in terms of Triebel-Lizorkin type norms,
along the lines of [7, Section 4] in the linear case. These are the object of the next definition.

2.4. Triebel-Lizorkin norms. Sobolev space boundedness of wavelet forms is related to a
family of symbol norms generalizing BMO(R?) and described in terms of intrinsic wavelet
coefficients, defined by the maximal quantity

(2.9) Yo S() = sup ().

k+1,€
ye¥ 0

Although we only need the wavelet class ‘I"‘Q“’@ in this article, we keep the full notation for the
sake of comparison with other works. Referring to (2.2), forn e R,n <k, 1 < g < oo, set

<)

SZ,Rf (x) = {2y

12(x) , ReD.

t4(ZeD(R))
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The homogeneous unified Morrey-Campanato-Besov-Triebel-Lizorkin norms we consider are
the following. Forn,m e R,n,m < kand 1 < p,q < oo, set

(2.10) I/l = sup €)™ (S10f),,

We immediately record the embeddings

ANl < NSl prvwm-sey u>0,r>p, s<gq,

P4

as an immediate consequence of the definition. For reference, we point out the norm F7
1

coincides in essence with the F "7 norm of [16]. Some clarification on the rdle of (2.10)
is provided by the fact that S} 1s an instance of the local square function for [V|" f. Indeed,
relying on the k + 1 vanishing fnoments of the wavelet, and integrating by parts, standard usage
of Littlewood-Paley estimates implies

max{p, p’} <S§Rf> S pgllkfn V'f - P>p wr S max{p, p’ < 2Rf>

where 1 < p < oo, P stands for the ring of (vector) polynomials of degree at most m, and
the implied constants are absolute. Furthermore, the John-Nirenberg inequality tells us that the
norms F 22(2)’ 0 < p < oo, are all equivalent, and comparable with |V|"f € BMO(RY).

2.4. Estimates for localized wavelet forms. The norms in (2.10) arise in the estimation of the
intrinsic wavelet form localized to some Qg € D, which is defined momentarily in (2.11). For
Qo € D, referring to (2.4), we say that the wavelet form A is localized to Qy if

Yo=0 VO ¢&DWQy), YoV (Q) YO eDQ.

Referring to (2.9), each wavelet form localized to Qy is dominated by the intrinsic wavelet form

.11 Ago(fsfiseesf) = D 1O (N () | (e
=2

0eD(Qo)
where, as before, w > 1 is the dilation parameter specified in the statement of Proposition 2.1.

Lemma 2.5. Let 6 € Z and

m
+ +Ei:
Pm

J=2

<=
Q=

(212) 1<P,61,P2,---,Pm§°°

Then

m

Ay (B g fos- s fi) S 1Q0l(Q0) “blljo-0 () ymo, | | (1)

. PjsWwQo
J=2

with implied constant depending only on p, p1, ..., pm, d,m.

Proof. Note that we may assume that f,..., f,, are all supported in wQ,. We will prove the
more precise estimate

(2.13) Agy(b, 8 For- s f) S D IOKSY ob)1 o(S) Qg>1Q]—[<f,>1Q

Q€S
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for some sparse collection S ¢ D with the property that 0 c wQ, for each Q € S. We sketch
the proof of (2.13). Let S € S(Qy) be the collection of maximal elements of D(Q,) with the
property that at least one of the inequalities

2.14) inf $50,0 > O(S3,b)1.0:
(2.15) inf S5 0,8 > O(S3 5,2 1.0,-
(2.16) gM(fjleo) > O N woy S =20,

holds. If ® is large enough, the packing condition
2.17) D Is1<270
0eS(Qo)
is easily verified by the maximal theorem. Define
G(Qo) = D(Qo) \ U D(S).
S €S(Qo)

The principal effect of the stopping conditions (2.14)-(2.15) is that the stopped square function

1

2

Syn S =] Y S| . xe0
GeG(Qo)
satisfies
15:5,81l., < ©¢S3.0,00100  [[S2:0,8ll., < ©¢S2p,8)1.00-

while (2.16) implies

sup {(fiwe S {fid1.woos J=2,...,m.
GeG(Qo)

Therefore, using Cauchy-Schwarz to step to the third line,

Aoyb,g foreo s fid = D As(B@ for- s fo)

5eS8(Qo)

= ) G OPE @ | [(Fhwe
GeG(Qo) J=2

m

<100 I82581L IS8l ] | sup (e

j:2 0)

< 1Q0lKS3 0,201,014 9,800, | [<F1.01
j=2

and (2.13) is proved by iteration and taking advantage of the packing condition (2.17). We turn
to deducing the proposition from (2.13). Suppose first that g < co. In that case an immediate
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consequence of (2.13) and Holder inequality is

Aoy(b.g. for- s fo) S fQ [320,5] [S%.008] | [ M i1wos]
o j=2

-0 0
<1Q0lt(Q0) bl 00 (S5.0,8), ]_2[ ), men
j:
and the claimed estimate of the proposition is obtained by using Littlewood-Paley theory. If
q = oo, note that
sup (5308), , S llslwoyllsyoEs) < ()
QeD(Q0)< e >1’Q HODTEMOGED e
and apply again Holder’s inequality in the remaining exponents. O

2.6. Anti-Integration by Parts. We will frequently need to convert wavelet coefficients of
functions into wavelet coefficients of their higher order derivatives. For this reason, it will be
helpful to subtract off a polynomial P’é f (of degree k — 1) suitably adapted to f on Q.

Let 6 be a fixed smooth function on R¢ with fRd 6 = 1 and support in the unit cube, and for
each Q € D, set

0o = 101" Sy 0.
Given a Schwartz function f, then we define the Taylor-type polynomial
0 k=0,
k = 1 @ a
Pof0=) 30 [ by dy k> 1.
lof<k-1 =" V@

Lemma 2.7. Let Q € D, k € Nand 6 > 0. For each ¢¢ € ®K*I(Q), there exists qbék € P°(Q)
such that for any f,
(2.18) ¢o(f = Pof) = UQ) ¢ (V' /).

Furthermore, let P € D such that P C CQ. Then, for any R € D, there exists ¢1_e,kQ € CP"<(Q)
such that for all f,

xr(Phf = PL) = €Q)N0, B X0V p).

3. BOUNDEDNESS OF PARAPRODUCT OPERATORS

This section contains Sobolev space estimates for the paraproduct operators of (2.6). In
Theorem A below, we indicate by

(/oo fids8) = (Moo f1 85 fets oo fis )

the j-th adjoint of Iy, where f; and b are the entries interacting with the cancellative components
of the associated wavelet form.

Theorem A. Letk € ZN |-k, k], ni,...,n, €{0,...,k} suchthatn =ny +---+n,, <k, and

1 m 1 n m n:

. J

1 <piye..spm < 00, 0<-:= —, — .
r =) Pj 7 = Pj
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Then for each € > 0, there holds

m
3.1 My | [ wore— werl| <, 1ol
j=1
Furthermore, if k > 0, then for each j = 1,...,m,
m
*.J . i»Di )
(32) I s [ ] weer = Wl <o bl eonn
i=1 ni+£,2
m
n—n; _ n;
ﬂi i=1 Di
i#]
m
*.J . i»Di —K,
(3.3) N I VGRS T P ey
i=1 n£+£,2

n—(n;—«) 1 — K
UL N of.
d Pi

- i=1

Remark 3.1. Let us make a few comments about the role of & in Proposition 3.1. First, taking
e = 01in (3.1) in fact characterizes the restricted strong-type estimates where each W"? for
n; > 0 is replaced by the Lorentz-Sobolev space W"D; see (3.7) below. Second, in (3.2),

when n; = 0 for each i # j, not only can & be zero, but 7. can be taken to be one using the
John-Nirenberg equivalence
u,0 s < .
[ollgus ~ Molljs, w€R, 1< p<oo

Finally, € can be taken to be zero and (3.1) persists in the supercritical case, where n;p; > d. We
refer the interested reader to the end of the proof of Lemma 4.18 in [8].

3.2. Proof of Theorem A. The proof requires a few pieces of additional notation. First, fixing
i=(ny,...,n,) € N"and n = n; + --- + n,, our test class for the norm inequalities is f €
Cg“(Rd). The main new object is a version of the adjoint form (2.7) localized to Q € D,
namely

Vo8 fir- o fu) = D IRIRBR@)Gk (fis -, fo)

ReD(Q)

Lemma 3.3. Let p,q, pa, ..., pm be as in (2.12). There exist a sparse collection Z(Q) C D(Q)
with the property that

Vo (0.8 fi = Phfi foueeos fin)

m

Sl D 1ZKqwad V" fidrz | [(idpymz-

7eZ(0) u=2

Lemma 3.3 is proved in §3.3 below. Let us proceed to prove Theorem A. Fix fi,..., fu, & €
Cg“(Rd ). We claim that for any &€ > 0, there exists a cube Qg with £(Qy) > 1 such that

(34) |V(b9g’f1’ .- ’fm) - VQo(b’g’fl - P'éofl’fl’ .- ’fm)| <e.
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Indeed. if Q € D(Qu) then (P, 1) ) < 75 (V) £Q0) < Ifllyns €)' IQul™ so that, by
Lemma 2.5

(35) |VQ0(b’ 8, Préofl’ f23 ey fm)| S f(QO)_lnb”F]g;” <g>q,wQ0 l_l <fu>pu,WQ0
u=2

which clearly goes to zero as €(Qp) — oco. Finally, by taking Q, large enough that fi, ..., f,., g
are all supported on Q, for any Q € D such that Q, C Q, there holds

g < %"' Wars hE i fing),

which, combined with the trivial estimate |by| < |[b]] o oo™,

S 10165 | [ e
=1

QeD, u
(3.6) Qo0
S 0l (830, Il | [ <fidg, D @)™ (%) '
Y ¥

The geometric series clearly goes to 0 as £(Qy) — oo. Combining (3.5) and (3.6) establishes
(3.4) and thus the following sparse bound holds by virtue of Lemma 3.3.

V. 8. fir - Sl S IBlloc [Mat .y (Vi fon - fon O]
which in particular entails the norm estimate with p; = pand r = ¢/,

(37) ||Hb : Wn’(pl’l) XIP2X oo X [P > [T

< [Ibll 0.
P12
see e.g. [3, Appendix A]. If one uses strong type estimates, there holds instead

(3.8) [Ty : WPt x L2 x - x Lo >t |

<o IIbll e

p1tes
for £ > 0 and it is a bit more manageable to interpolate (3.8), although (3.7) may be dealt with
as well giving a bit more precise results; see Remark 3.1. For instance, (3.8) can be turned into

m
9
.Y
pj

m
1
e lbllpon, 6,20, > 6;=1, =
' J=1 =1

My: [ [wome - 1

J=1

3.9

from which we will now derive the three estimates of which Theorem A consists. In fact, from
(3.9) and integrating by parts we can arrive at the full scale of positive and negative Sobolev
space bounds for I, and its adjoints. Let y,¢,@;,8; € N, j = 1,...,n. Simply by integrating by
parts (and in the case ¢ < vy using (2.18) which relies on the fact that g is paired with an element
of ¥**1-€(Q)),

<Hb(V0’1f1, .- "Vanfn)7 Vtg> = V(B’ Vyg’fl’fz’ .- ‘7fn)’

b= bol(Q) " "¢g, a= Z ;.
Q j=1



MULTILINEAR PARAPRODUCTS 11

Setnow g = }_; B; and let 7 > 1 be defined by g =2 % With a view towards applying
(3.9) to V in the above display, notice that

B 0-s = 1Bl jusars
8l 0-5, = 110l o5

Therefore applying (3.9) (take 6; = %), we obtain

(3.10) KTV fis o V2 £, VS 0o gy | 1ll g,

=1
Of course, if «; and §; are both positive for some j, then the first step (integrating by parts to
move all the a; derivatives) was a bad idea, so one should actually optimize the choice of 5; and
« before hand, or just assume that for each j, min{a;, 8;} = 0. In our applications (3.1), (3.2),
and (3.3), we will choose the latter option. To prove (3.1), take (3.10) with

aj=0, Bj=n; =max{0,«}, vy =max{0,—«}.

Now, to prove the bounds for the adjoints H[’: o , first notice that for any « > 0,

(37 £, V°8) = (T(fis o f51, V& Fiet oo oo fouds £) -
Now, we may exchange the roles of 7’ = g and p; and apply (3.10) with
aj=«k, pB;j=0, a;=0, Bi=n, y=n; 1t=0
to achieve (3.2). For (3.3), we do the same thing except take a; = 0 and §; = «. O

3.3. Proof of Lemma 3.3. The proof is iterative, and begins with the following definition. Let
S(Q) be the collection of maximal elements Z € D(Q) with the property that

wZ c (M (AwoV"f1) > C{V" fidwo} -
Appealing to the maximal theorem, we learn that

10|
(3.11) Z 21 < =

ZeS(Q)

provided C is chosen sufficiently large. The key is the estimation of the difference

Vo8, fi = Pofisfouo s fud = > Va0,g, fi = Pyfis for- s fir)

ZeS(0)
(3.12) = > boBo(®lo(fi ~ Phfisfo--r fu)
GeG(Q)
+ Z VZ(b’g’ ngl - P'éfhfz oo 7f;n)
ZeS(Q)

having introduced the collection G(Q) = D(Q) \ U{D(Z) : Z € S(Q)}. We estimate the first
term in (3.12). The key is to use the two estimates of Lemma 2.7 and telescoping to get that for
each P € D(Q)

(3.13) (i = Pofirwe < €Q)" inf M(LugV" f1).
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Referring to (2.11), we then have

D bolBo@|Zo(hi = P fis fo- s i)

GeG(0)

(314) < ( sup <f1 - Préfl)l,WG) AQ(b’ 8 fz’ R 7f;n)
GeG(Q)

1Ol (V" Fidwo (V™ Rqumo | [k
u=2

having used (3.13), the non-stopping nature of G(Q), and Lemma 2.5 to pass to the third line.
For the estimation of the second term in (3.12), take into account the bound

(P%fi - Préfl)l,wP < Q)" ilef M1,,,V" 1)

for each P € D(Z) and Z € S(Q), which is also a consequence of Lemma 2.7 and telescoping,
and estimate

D V6,8, Py fi = Pipfi fo o fu)

ZeS(Q)

< K(Q)" ( sup H%f M(leanl )) AQ(b’ 8 fz’ B fm)
ZeS(Q)

< K(Q)n<vnfl>wQAQ(b’ 8 f2’ s ’fm)
S |Q|||b||F;:£9<anl>wQ<|V|_Kg>q,wQ l—[(fu>pj,wz-
u=2

using the non-stopping nature of the parent of Z € S(Q), and arguing just as for (3.14). We have
turned (3.12) into the estimate

[Vo(, 8, fi = Pifis fo- s fud] < CLONBI (7" FiwolIT @Y owey | [k
u=2

+ 3 Va0.8 fi = Phfis oo fo

ZeS(Q)

which may be iterated, yielding the sparse collection Z(Q) in view of the packing estimate
(3.11). We omit the well-known details. This completes the proof of the Lemma.

4. REPRESENTATION AND SOBOLEV REGULARITY OF MULTILINEAR CALDERON-ZYGMUND OPERATORS

As anticipated in the introduction, multilinear singular integrals of Calder6n-Zygmund type
enjoying additional smoothness properties can be represented as a finite linear combination of
wavelet operators and paraproducts, extending to the multilinear, non-homogeneous case the
analysis initiated by the authors in [9], see also [10] for the linear homogeneous case. The
estimates of Section 3 then yield Sobolev-type testing conditions on the paraproduct symbols
occurring in the representation, which should be seen as an extension of the classical result
by David and Journé [6] to the Sobolev case. Before the statement, let us provide a precise
definition for the class of singular integral forms we represent.
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Definition 4.1. Letk € N, n > 1, 6 > 0. We say an (n+ 1)-linear form A acting on (n + 1)-tuples
of is a normalized k-smooth (Sls) form if the following conditions hold First, A satisfies the
weak boundedness property,

IOPAGY X s - XD S 1, Yy}, € D(Q), Qe D.

Second, the k + & kernel estimates hold for A; that is, there exists a kernel K on R"*D4 Jocally
integrable off the diagonal {(y,...,y) : y € R%} in R®*D9_such that for any fp, ..., f, € W, with
Mo supp fi = @, there holds

NV AL fw K[ [ dx
n+1 =0

and forall 0 < j <k,

n —nd—j
|Vi0K(X)| < [Z |X() - xi|] s X = (xo,xl, . ,xn) c (Rd)nﬂ’

n k n —nd—o
[Z o xl»|] IV, APK ()] + max [AK (] < [P (Z o - x,-|) :
i=1 i=1

where Az denotes the difference in the i-th variable,
AZK(x) =K(xp,...,xi+h,...,x,) — K(xg,...,Xp).
Remark 4.2. Let A*/(f) be the j-th adjoint of A, that is
A (fo, fis oo os ) = Ao froe oo fimts Jos Fivts oo os f)-

In general, it is not true that A* is a k-smooth (SIs) form for j # 0 whenever A is. However, in
such a case A*/ is 0-smooth (SIs)form. See [7, Section 5] for details.

4.2. Testing conditions. Lety = (yy,...,y,) € ®?:1Nd with |||, < k. Define the paraproduct
symbols of A of order y by the sequences

v =1{b,:QeS), b ={by’:QeSk

bé = K(Q)kA(QOQ, TrQXTl ey TrQXZ”), |’)/| < k,
by’ = LQF A (g 11, 1,), j=1,...,n.
Recall that each X? : R — R is the monomial function X? D1y evesVa) = y(ly")‘ . y;w)d' With

reference to (2.5), form each function b” or b*/ from the corresponding sequence of wavelet
coefficients. It is immediate from the weak boundedness and kernel estimates of a k-smooth
(SIs) form that

1071 -r0 < 1, vl <k
cf. [8] and estimate (2.3). However, stronger testing type conditions on the symbols b” are
needed to ensure Sobolev space bounds for the form A. See (4.1) below. Since our representa-

tion theorem is motivated by Sobolev estimates for the adjoint operators, for any (n + 1)-linear
form A, we introduce the vector form

VENos fis -5 o) = (DO fo, frs s fo) el = k) .
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Theorem B. Let A be a normalized k-smooth (n+ 1)-linear SI form. There exists wavelet forms
{Vj}’;?:l such that for all f; € S(RY),

m

VEAGH) = D[V + VG| + D To(fo @ s, 07 ),

J=1 lyl<k

To obtain Sobolev bounds from Theorem B, we introduce the following norms associated to
the paraproduct symbols. For 1 < p < g < oo, define

IAllgpq = sup [I0ljopc+  sup (10700t
yl<k-14) " k=L 9 I<lyl<k~1 “

4.1

.....

Corollary B.1. Let 1 < p, py,..., py < oo satisfy 1—17 =2 pij Then, for any q > p,

T Fdllwer < (1418 cap) Do T Ty -

BeN" j=1
|BI=k

Remark 4.3. By placing stronger, p-independent, testing conditions on the symbols b”, one
can in fact take p < 1, and obtain the full range of multilinear weighted estimates. In fact, this
was the approach taken in [9], while our focus in this paper was to provide weaker p-dependent
conditions to ensure Sobolev boundedness.

4.3. Outline of proof of representation Theorem. Setting
D(Q)={P=(Py,....,P) eX_ D :(P)=...=LP,) = UQ)},

the precursors to wavelet forms are

So(f) = ) 1060V fo) D Ao Wpshys- - Wh) | | 1P (),
i=1

QeD PeD}(Q)

5= D 1060(f0) D, AGoutp, W WP WLV ) | | IPIL U,
0D PED;(Q) ﬁ.;}

b0, Uy € PON(Q), Y, € DHOE(P).

The main step in the representation theorem is

Proposition 4.4. There exists wavelet forms V j such that
() = Volfos Vo fis fos s fod + ) Tl (fou 0" i, 0 ).
IyI<k
andfor j=1,...,n,
() = ViV for frr o o) + T

Following the argument in [9, p. 80], Theorem B follows from Proposition 4.4 and the
wavelet resolution in Proposition 2.1.
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Proof of Proposition 4.4. The major difference between the multilinear and linear setting of
[10, 8] is the method of subtracting off the Taylor polynomial in the range

A(Q) = {P € D(Q) = {(P)) 2 3wl(Q), max{|c(P;) = c(Q)l} < 3WL(P)}.
Introduce the Taylor polynomials
TLf =Py f, TLr=TLf-T,'f.

In fact, the method we propose here is more efficient than [9]." For simplicity, let us fix Q and
P, thus omitting the dependence on them in what follows. Introduce the shorthand

= — T, T =Thwh, T/ =TLub.
Expand

NG Wpys - Wp,) = NP, Tis Wy - W) + Ao Th, W, W),

Leave alone the first term and for the second term, expand

k
Ao TS U3 U W) = O Mo T, 0,0

J=0

k k
= Y AGo. T B 0k ) + . Ao T T 0 ).

=0 J=0
Continuing this process, we obtain A(¢y, w},l, e W;,n) = A + B where A is finite sum of terms
of the form
. j+1
4.2) Ao T Tl ), j<n—1, ) Bi=k
i=1
and

B= Z Ao, T2, ... TBn.

The argument in [9, Lemma 3.3] shows that each term of the form (4.2) is controlled by (P, Q)i+s
and hence one may integrate by parts, apply wavelet averaging [9, Lemma 2.4], and convert that
portion of X, into a wavelet form. We claim that B can be converted into paraproducts by the
same reasoning as [8, Proof of Theorem A, pp. 48-49].

Handling X; for j # 0 is much easier and only requires subtracting off T? in which case the
telescoping argument is not needed. This splits A(¢g, ¥p) into a term which is controlled by
(P, Q)s and the zeroth order paraproduct. In this case, the (P, Q)s decay suffices for wavelet
averaging after integrating by parts since £(P) > €(Q). O

Notice that in [9], one actually subtracts off paraproducts for each |y;| < k.
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