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A COUNTEREXAMPLE TO WEIGHTED ESTIMATES
FOR MULTILINEAR FOURIER MULTIPLIERS WITH
SOBOLEV REGULARITY

MAI FUJITA AND NAOHITO TOMITA

ABSTRACT. The problem whether weighted estimates for multilinear Fourier
multipliers with Sobolev regularity hold under weak condition on weights is
considered.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we consider weighted norm inequalities for multilinear Fourier
multipliers with Sobolev regularity. Before discussing them, we briefly recall some
basic facts on weights in the multilinear theory.

In the linear case, it is well known that the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator
M is bounded on LP(w) if and only if the weight w belongs to the Muckenhoupt
class Ap,, where 1 < p < oo and M is defined by

M) = [ 15601 dy
Q3w Q)

for f € Ll (R™) (see Section [ for the definitions not given in this section). Let

1<py,...,py <ocand 1/p; +---+1/py = 1/p. For & = (wy,...,wy), we set

Vg = Hk 1 wi/p’“ By Holder’s inequality, if @ = (w1, ..., wn) € Ap, X -+ X Apy,
then

(1.1)

N
< TT Iellzon -
k=1

We define the multi(sub)linear maximal operator M by

M(f = s H |Q|/ | fre ()| dy

for JFZ (fi,---, fv) € LL (R™)YN, and note that

Lr(vg)

N
M(f)(@) < [T M ()
Lerner, Ombrosi, Pérez, Torres and Trujillo-Gonzélez [12] proved that M is bounded
from LP*(wy) x --- x LPN(wy) to LP(vg) if and only if @ € A, .. ,y)- It should
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be remarked that there exists @ € A,, .. ,y) such that (LI)) does not hold ([1Z]
Remark 7.5]). This says that the inclusion

(12) A;Dl X e X ApN C A(P17~~~>PN)
is strict.
Let m € L>(RN™). The N-linear Fourier multiplier operator T}, is defined by

TulP) = g [, @ m© e - atew) e

for f=(f1,...,fn) € SRMN, where x € R, £ = (£1,...,én) € R" X -+ - xR and
dé = d&y,...,d¢En. Tt is well known that in the unweighted case the boundedness
of T,,, holds if

|0gm(€)] < Calé] ™1
for sufficiently many multi-indices « (see, for example, [2}[7,10] and also [5][6] 15 [16]
for multipliers with Sobolev regularity). We set

(1.3) m; (&) =m(2)V(E), jeL,

where ¥ is a function in S(RV™) satisfying

suppW C (€€ RV :1/2< e[ <2}, D W(E/2Y) =1, £ e RV {0},
kez
We use the notation ||To,| 1r1 () x---x LPN (wn)—Lr (vg) tO denote the smallest con-

stant C satisfying
N

1T (Do) < C TT Il 2o )
k=1
for all f = (f1,...,fn) € S(RM)N.
Let Nn/2 < s < Nn, Nn/s < p1,...,py < oo and 1/py +---+ 1/pn = 1/p.
It follows from [3, Theorem 6.2] that if W = (w1,...,wy) € Ap s/ (nn) X = X
ApNs/(Nn)v then

(1.4) ||Tm||LP1(w1)><---><LPN(wN)—>LP(Vw) < Sug ||mj||W(s/N ,,,,, s/N) (RN
Jje

where the implicit constant is independent of m (see Li, Xue and Yabuta [14] for
the endpoint cases). This result can also be obtained from another approach of Hu
and Lin [8]. Replacing W (/N:s/N) by 7 Bui and Duong [1], Li and Sun [13]
pI‘OVGd that if @ = (wl, R ,’LUN) S A(pls/(Nn),...,pNs/(Nn))7 then

(1.5) [Tl L1 (wr) oo LPN () Lo (v) S sup ([ [ wrs (v -
Jje

By the embedding
WS(RNn) N W(S/N,...,S/N) (RNH),

we note that the regularity condition in (LH) is stronger than that in (L4). Of
course, it follows from (L2) that estimate (L) holds if @ = (wi,...,wn) €
Aps/(Nny X ==+ X Apys/(nn)- See Table [l for the three cases mentioned here. If
N =1 (namely, the linear case), estimate () is the same as (LH), and due to
Kurtz and Wheeden [IT].

The purpose of this paper is to answer the question whether estimate (L4]) holds
under the condition @ = (wi,...,wN) € A, s/(Nn)....pns/(Nn)), and the main
result is the following:
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Apls (Nn) XX ApNs (Nn) A(pls (Nn),....pns/(Nn))
W RN hold hold
W (/N s/N) (RN hold ?

TABLE 1. Weighted estimates from L (wq) X - -+ x LPN (wy) to LP(vg).

Theorem 1.1. Let N > 2, Nn/2 < s < Nn, Nn/s <pi1,...,pn < o0 and 1/p1 +
-+ 1/pn = 1/p. Then there evists W = (w1,...,wWN) € A, s/(Nn),...pns/(Nn))
such that the estimate

does not hold, where the implicit constant is independent of m.

It should be pointed out that the statement similar to Theorem [T holds even if

we replace LP(vg) by LP>(v3) (see Remark[3.0]). Using the class Az /¢ Which coin-

cides with A, s/(Nn),....pns/(Nn)) if P = (p1,.-.,pN) and Cj = (Nn/s,...,Nn/s),
Jiao [9] gave a generalization of (). See Remark B2 for the result corresponding
to this weight class.

2. PRELIMINARIES

For two non-negative quantities A and B, the notation A < B means that
A < CB for some unspecified constant C' > 0, and A &~ B means that A < B and
B < A. For 1 <p< oo, p is the conjugate exponent of p, that is, 1/p+ 1/p’ = 1.

Let S(R™) be the Schwartz space of all rapidly decreasing smooth functions.
We define the Fourier transform Ff and the inverse Fourier transform F~1f of
f e SR™) by

FHO=F© = [ e swdn and F@) = i [ oS de

The (usual) Sobolev space W*(RN"), s € R, is defined by the norm

R 1/2
IFlhwequosey = ([ @+ IERVIF@RdE)

where F is the Fourier transform in all the variables. The Sobolev space of product
type W(Sl""’SN)(RN"), $1,...,8N € R, is also defined by the norm

R 1/2
Pl oo = [ @GP+ e PrrIF@Ras)

where £ = (&1,...,&n) ER™ x -+ - X R™.

Let w > 0. For a measurable set E, we write w(E) = [, w(x)dz, and simply
|E| = [ dx for the case w = 1. The weighted Lebesgue space L?(w), 0 < p < oo,
consists of all measurable functions f on R™ such that

1/p
o = ([ r@Pu)ae) <.
The weighted weak Lebesgue space LP*°(w) is also defined by the norm
s ey = sup A {w ({ € R = (@) > AP}
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We say that a weight w belongs to the Muckenhoupt class 4,, 1 < p < oo, if

o (i ) i )<

where the supremum is taken over all cubes Q C R™ with sides parallel to the
axes. We also say that @/ = (wy,...,wy) belongs to the class Ay, . pyy, 1 <
p1,..., PN < 00, if

sup (IQI / () d:v) Up/f[ (ﬁ/@wk(x)l—% dx) v < 00,

where 1/p1+ -4+ 1/py =1/p and vz = Hk 1wp/pk.
The proof of the following lemma is based on the argument of [4, Example 9.1.7].

Lemma 2.1. Let N > 2,1 < py,...,py < o0 and 1/p1+---+1/py = 1/p. If
aq, e satisfy ay/p1 + as/pa > —n/p and o < n(pp — 1) for k =1,2, then

W = (w1, we, w3, Wy, ..., wy) = (|x]*, |z]*?,1,1,...,1)
belongs to the class A, .. py)-

Proof. Since wy, =1 for k > 3, the desired conclusion follows from

1 p/p1, p/P Ve 2 1 1—p; M7
1 2 — Pk
sup <|B| / wy Wy dx) ,}1 (E/Bwk dw) < 0,

where the supremum is taken over all balls B in R™ (instead of cubes). Let B be
the ball with center xy and radius 7.
We first consider the case |zg| > 2r. In this case, |z| & |xo| for all © € B. Then

2

1/p 1/py,
(g [ et ar) H(|B|/ 00 )

~ |x0|a1/P1+a2/P2|x0|a1(1/p1—1 |2 (/ph=1) — 1.

We next consider the case |zg| < 2r. In this case, B C {x € R" : |z| < 3r}.
Since p(asq /p1 + az/p2) > —n and ag(1 —p},) > —n for k = 1,2, we have

/ |I|P(0f1/P1+0¢2/P2) drx < / |x|P(0¢1/P1+0¢2/202) do < pplai/pitaz/p2)+n
B

|z|<3r
and
/ ||k (1=Ph) gy < / ||+ (1Pk) gy < pork(1=pi) 4 k=1,2.
B |z|<3r
Hence,
1/p 2 1/pj,

(|B|/ |z [P m/lerOtz/pz)dx) ( / |I|0¢k (1- pk)dx>

< ,,411/P1+Ot2/;02TOt1(1/171*1)7«042(1/1’2*1) =1.
The proof is complete. O

The following fact is known, but we shall give a proof for the reader’s convenience.
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Lemma 2.2. Let r > 0, and let £ be a non-negative integer. Then there is a
function ¢ € S(R™) so that suppp C {x € R™ : |z| < r}, [L, p(2)*de # 0 and
Jan 2P p(x)dr = 0 for all multi-indices (3 satisfying |B| < .

Proof. Let ¢ € S(R™)\ {0} be a real valued function satisfying supp ¢ C {z € R™ :
|z] < 7}, and set (z) = (—A)FLy(z), where A = 92/922 + --- + 02 /0z2.

We shall check that ¢ satisfies all the required conditions. ObViAously, supp ¢ C
{z € R™ : |x| < r}. Since 1 is not identically equal to zero, so is ¥. Thus, we can
take & € R™ and rg > 0 such that 12({) £ 0 if |€ — &o| < ro. Since ¢ is a real valued
function, we have by Plancherel’s theorem

_ URY: 2 - 1

| etaran= [ Jeartv@l) - me [
1 2(€41) 7, 2 > 4(0+1)

> o /IHOISTU 20| de 2 / €[4 e £ 0.

[€=&ol<ro

‘ 2

|€[2EH D) (¢)

dg

Finally,
[ e ds =050 =0 (1 09©) | =0

for | 8] < £. This completes the proof. O

§=0 -

3. PrROOF OF THEOREM [ 1]

In this section, using the ideas given in [5, [[5, Section 7] and [I2, Remark 7.5],
we shall prove Theorem [I.1]

Proof of Theorem[I1l. Let N > 2, Nn/2 < s < Nn, Nn/s < p1,...,pny < o0 and
1/p1+---+1/pny = 1/p. We first claim that there exist oy < —n and as > —n
such that

(3.1) ar/pr+az/p2 > —n/p,  on/pr <s/N—n/pr, k=12,
and
(3.2) a1/pr < —n/p1 — s/N +n/2.

Indeed, since —n/p+n/p1+s/N —n/2 < s/N —n/ps and s/N —n/ps > 0, we can
take ap > 0 satisfying —n/p+n/p1+s/N—n/2 < ag/p2 < s/N —n/ps. Then, since
—ag/p2 —n/p < —n/p1 — s/N +n/2, we can take oy satisfying —ag/ps — n/p <
a1/p1 < —n/p1—s/N +n/2. Tt is easy to check that these aq, as satisfy ag < —n,
ag > —n, 1) and B2).

For ay < —n and ag > —n satisfying B and B2), we set

(3.3) W= (w1, we, w3, Wy, ..., wy) = (|z]*, |x]*2,1,1,...,1).

Let (q1,---,9n5) = (p1s/(Nn),...,pns/(Nn)) and 1/q1 + -+ 1/qy = 1/q. Since
p/pk = q/qx for k = 1,2, it follows from @BI) that a1/q1 + a2/q2 > —n/q and
ap <n(gp — 1) for k= 1,2. Then, by Lemma 2] we see that @ € Ay, . qv)-

We shall prove Theorem [[LT] with @ defined by 1), 32) and (B3) by contra-
diction. To do this, we assume that the estimate

(3.4) [Tl Lo1 (1) oo L2 (wn) > Lo (v) S sup [0 [l corvancorm
Jje
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holds, where the implicit constant is independent of m. Let @ € S(R™) be a
function as in Lemma 22 with » = 1/(10N) and ¢ satisfying p1 (¢ + 1) + aq > —n:
suppp C {n € R" : [n| <1/(10N)},

(35) [ swran 2o

(36) [ wPetman=o. |5 <e
For sufficiently small e > 0, we set

(3.7) m{(€) = P((€1 = e1)/)P(E2)P(Es) x -+ x Plén),

where e; = (1,0,0,...,0) € R™.
We shall estimate the Sobolev norm of m(€) as follows:

(3.8) sup ||m§€)||W<S/N,.,.,S/N) < e s/NHn/2
=/

JE

where mg-e) is defined by (L3) with m replaced by m(9). To do this, we choose the

function ¥ € S(RN™) appearing in the definition of mgé) so that

supp ¥ C {£ € RN™ + 271277 < ¢ < 21/247),
V(=1 if 27 < <2t
where v > 0 is a sufficiently small number. If € > 0 is sufficiently small, then
suppm(? C {(&1,....&n) 1 [& — ex] < €/(10N), [&] < 1/(10N), 2 <k < N}
C{E s 8n) - 27T < (fal? o P2 < 212
This implies
mi(€) = mI(2E)u(e) = {8”) ¢ li j . 8

and consequently

0 05 o = [ g m = 1B = e0)/€) lwrn @y -
J

Taking a sufficiently large L > 0, we have

1B = en)/e)llwern = @m) 1L+ |- )/ EM e (e e

1/2
< (/ (14 |2))2/N (1 + efa]) -2 dx)

1/2
< / dx —|—/ |x|25/N dx +/ |3:|2S/N(e|x|)*2L dx
|z|<1 1<|z|<1/e |[z|>1/¢

< 6—5/N+n/2
~ )

and we obtain ([B.8]).
Let v € S(R™) be such that ¢y =1 on supp ¢, and set

p—

(39) fi€1) = fOE) = PG —e)fe),  Fulér) = (), 2< k< N.
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To estimate ||f1(€) | 271 (wy)> We check that ¢ belongs to LP* (wy). It follows from (3.6])
that 9%p(0) = 0 for |8| < £. Combining this with Taylor’s formula, we see that
lo(x)] < |z|*L. Then, since p1 (€ + 1) + a1 > —n,

/ ()" 2] de < / P D g < oo
|z|<1

|z|<1
On the other hand, it is obvious that

/ lo(z)|P* |2]* dz < oco.
[z]>1

Consequently, ¢ belongs to LP*(w;). Hence,

1/171
(3.10) ||f1(5)||Lm(w1)=(/R |e”/mso<ex>|m|x|mdx) = 2ol s -

The condition ag > —n implies that wy = |x|*2 is locally integrable. Then, since ¢
is rapidly decreasing, we have || fa||Lr2 (wy) = [¥0||Lr2(j2]e2) < 00 and || fill Lok (w)) =
||1/)||ka <oofork=3,...,N.

We shall finish the proof. By (31 and (39),

(811) T (@) = FHA(( = en)/)fl@)F @hal() ... F - @fw()
= F U R((- — ea) /€ (2) F T [B)(x) .. F [P ()
= "Pelr T (g x ) (ex)p(x) V1,

where F~! is the inverse Fourier transform on R™. Since ¢ is not identically equal

to zero and vg = |z|P(@1/Pitaz/p2) ig Jocally integrable (see ([B))), we can take
R > 0 satisfying
(3.12) 0< / lo(2) PN =Y yg(z) de < oo.

|lz|<R

On the other hand, it follows from (B3] that

1
0) =F e @0 2dn # 0.
pxp(0) = FHBP)(0) = G / @(n)” dn #
By the continuity of ¢ * ¢ at the origin, there exist C' > 0 and ¢y such that

(3.13) [ plex)] > C for all 0 < e <¢p and |z| < R.
Thus,

1/p
(3.14) || Ty (Al Loy > Ce™/P ( /| |<p(x)|p(N1)uu7(x)dx> = O/

z|<R

for all 0 < € < ¢p. Hence, by (34), B8) and B.I0),

€/ ST (Dl o) < N T 1201 (1) xex Lo8 () Lo (v H | fiellLow )

< supllm Nwwrcersccarm | | 21 ) H il Lo gy S €3/ NHm/2mon/m
k=2

for all sufficiently small ¢ > 0. However, since n/p; < —s/N +n/2 — a1/p1 (see
B2), this is a contradiction. Therefore, estimate ([3.4]) does not hold. O
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We end this paper by giving the two remarks mentioned in the end of the intro-
duction.

Remark 3.1. Let N, s and pi,...,py satisfy the assumption of Theorem [T}
Once inequality (3I4) is replaced by the sharper one

—

(3.15) | T o ()l Lpooe () 2 en/m for all sufficiently small € > 0,

where m/(), f and  are the same as in the proof of Theorem[II] the same argument
as before shows that the estimate

does not hold, where the implicit constant is independent of m.
It is not difficult to prove BI5). Indeed, by BII) and B.I3)),

{x eR" : T, (f)(2)| > )\} 5 {x € Bg : |p(@)|¥ ! > (ce"/m)*lx}

for all 0 < € < ¢g and A > 0, where Bpg is the ball with center at the origin and
radius R. Hence, since 0 < supyso A {vg ({z € Br : [o(z)|¥ 1 > A})}l/p < 00

(see (B12)), we obtain (BI5).

Remark 3.2. Let 1 < ¢ < pi, k = 1,..., N, and set P = (p1,---,DN), Cj =
(q1,-..,qn). We say that @ = (wy,...,wy) belongs to the class Ap g it

1 /p N 1 - (or o) 1/ar—1/pk
sup —/ Vw(x)dx) <—/ w, I () da:) < 00,
Q <|Q| Q 1 QlJg *

k=1

where 1/py + -+ 1/py = 1/p and vg = [[}_, w}/"*. Note that [[;\_, 4,, /q, C
Aﬁ/@’ and Aﬁ/@ = A1 /qo,pn/a0) T a1 =~ =aqv =qo = 1.

Let N >2,n/2 <sp <n,n/sp <p.<oo,k=1,....N, 1/pr+---+1/py =
1/p, and set ¢ = n/sy. Jiao [9] proved that if @ € Aﬁ/é, then

1Tl o1 )y Low (o) > Lo (va) S sup [ llwres s ten ravmy
Jje

In the case ¢1 = --- = gy = Nn/s, this coincides with the results of [T}, [13] (see
([C3H)). However, in the same way as in the proof of Theorem [Tl we can prove that
the estimate
||Tm||LP1 (w1) XX LPN (wn)—LP(vg) S sug ||mj||W(31 ,,,,, SN)(]RNn)
J€

does not in general hold for w € Ap 5 (but this estimate holds for « € ngl ApJans
see (L4) and also [3, Therem 6.2] for general case). Indeed, as for (BI]) and (B2),
we can choose oy and ag so that a1/p1 + as/pa > —n/p, ap/pk < Sk — n/pk,
k=1,2,and a1/p1 < —n/p1 — s1 +n/2. Then (Jz|**,|z|*2,1,...,1) € Ap,g, and
the rest of the proof is similar.
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