arXiv:2403.15758v2 [math.CA] 14 Apr 2024

AN ENDPOINT ESTIMATE FOR THE MAXIMAL CALDERÓN COMMUTATOR WITH ROUGH KERNEL

GUOEN HU, XUDONG LAI, XIANGXING TAO, AND QINGYING XUE

Abstract. In this paper, the authors consider the endpoint estimates for the maximal Calderón commutator defined by

T^∗_{Ω, a}f(x) = sup_{ϵ>0} | | ∫ |x−y|>ϵ Ω(x − y) |x − y|^{d+1} ( a(x) − a(y) ) f(y)dy | |, where Ω is homogeneous of degree zero, integrable on S^{d−1} and has vanishing moment of order one, a be a function on R^d such that ∇a ∈ L^∞(R^d). The authors prove that if Ω ∈ L log L(S^{d−1}), then T^∗_{Ω, a} satisfies an endpoint estimate of L log log L type.

1. Introduction

As is well known, the one-dimensional Calderón commutator was originated from the seminal work of Calderón [3]. In order to represent certain linear differential operators by means of singular integral operators, Calderón [3] introduced the Calderón commutator, defined as [b, H d dx ]f(x) = p. v. ∫_∞ −∞ b(x) − b(y) (x − y)^2 f(y)dy, where b is a Lipschitz function in R. This operator is a typical non-convolution singular integral operator, a bilinear operator and plays an important role in the theory of singular integral operators and have many applications in related topics, for example see [9, 12, 14, 18, 19, 20] for details.

The higher-dimensional Calderón commutator was also introduced by Calderón [4]. Let Ω be homogeneous of degree zero, integrable on S^{d−1}, the unit sphere in R^d , and have vanishing moment of order one, that is, ∫ S^{d−1} Ω(θ)θ^γ dθ = 0, γ ∈ Z^d_+, |γ| = 1. (1.1)

Let a be a function on R^d such that ∇a ∈ L^∞(R^d ). Define the d-dimensional Calderón commutator T_{Ω,a} by T_{Ω,a}f(x) = p.v. ∫ R^d Ω(x − y) |x − y|^{d+1} ( a(x) − a(y) ) f(y)dy. (1.2)

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 42B20.

Key words and phrases. Calderón commutator, maximal operator, endpoint estimate, approximation.

X. Lai was supported by NNSF of China (No. 12322107, No. 12271124 and No. 11801118), T. Tao was supported by the NNSF of China (No. 12271843) and Zhejiang Province NSF of China (No. LY24A010016), Q. Xue is supported by the National Key R&D Program of China (No. 2020YFA0712900) and NNSF of China (No. 12271041).

Xiangxing Tao is the corresponding author. 1

Calderón [4] proved that if Ω ∈ L log L(S^{d−1}), then T_{Ω,a} is bounded on L^p(R^d ) for all p ∈ (1, ∞). Ding and the second author [10] considered the weak type endpoint estimate for T_{Ω,a}, and proved that Ω ∈ L log L(S^{d−1}) is a sufficient condition such that T_{Ω,a} is bounded from L^1(R^d ) to L^{1, ∞}(R^d ).

To formulate our first result, we recall some facts about the maximal operator associated to the homogeneous singular integral operator. Let T_Ω be the homogeneous singular integral operator defined by

T_Ωf(x) = p. v. ∫ R^d Ω(y^′) |y|^d f(x − y)dy, (1.3)

where Ω is homogeneous of degree zero, has mean value zero and integrable on S^{d−1}. T^∗_Ω, the maximal operator associated with T_Ω, is defined by

T^∗_Ωf(x) = sup_{ϵ>0} | | | ∫ |y|>ϵ Ω(y) |y|^d f(x − y)dy | | |. (1.4)

It is well known that Ω ∈ L log L(S^{d−1}) guarantees that T^∗_Ω is bounded on L^p(R^d ) for all p ∈ (1, ∞). Thanks to the celebrated work of Seeger [22], we know that Ω ∈ L log L(S^{d−1}) is a sufficient condition such that T_Ω is bounded from L^1(R^d ) to L^{1, ∞}(R^d ), see also [8]. For a long time, the weak type endpoint estimate for T^∗_Ω is an open problem even for the case of Ω ∈ L^∞(S^{d−1}). Honzík [16] established a local endpoint estimate for T^∗_Ω when Ω ∈ L^∞(S^{d−1}). Bhojak and Mohanty [2] improved the result of Honzik, and proved the following result.

Theorem 1.1. Let Ω be homogeneous of degree zero, have mean value zero on S^{d−1}, and Ω ∈ L log L(S^{d−1}), namely, ∫ S^{d−1} |Ω(θ)| log(e + |Ω(θ)|)dθ < ∞. Then for all λ > 0, |{x ∈ R^d : T^∗_Ωf(x) > λ}| ≲ ∫ R^d Φ_2 ( |f(x)| λ ) dx, (1.5)

where and in the following, Φ_2(t) = t log log(e^2 + t).

Now we consider the maximal operator associated with the Calderón commutator, defined by

T^∗_{Ω,a}f(x) = sup_{ϵ>0} | | | ∫ |x−y|>ϵ Ω(x − y) |x − y|^{d+1} ( a(x) − a(y) ) f(y)dy | | |. It is well known that Ω ∈ L log L(S^{d−1}) is a sufficient condition such that T_{Ω,a} is bounded on L^p(R^d ) for all p ∈ (1, ∞), see [1, 21] and the related references therein. Hofmann [15] proved that Ω ∈ L^∞(S^{d−1}) guarantees the L^p(R^d , w) boundedness of T^∗_{Ω, a} for all p ∈ (1, ∞) and w ∈ A_p(R^d ). As far as we know, there is no any endpoint estimate for T^∗_{Ω, a} when Ω only satisfies size condition, even for the case of Ω ∈ L^∞(S^{d−1}). The purpose of this paper is to establish a counterpart of Theorem 1.1 for the operator T^∗_{Ω,a}. Our main result can be formulated as follows.

Theorem 1.2. Let Ω be homogeneous of degree zero, satisfy the vanishing condition (1.1). Let a be a function in R^d such that ∇a ∈ L^∞(R^d ). Suppose that Ω ∈

L log L(S^{d−1}), then for all λ > 0, | |{x ∈ R^d : |T^∗_{Ω, a}f(x)| > λ} | | ≲ ∫ R^d Φ_2 ( |f(x)| λ ) dx. (1.6)

Remark 1.3. Let η ∈ C^∞_0 (R^d ) such that supp η ⊂ {x :^1_2 ≤ |x| ≤ 2} and ∑ j η_j (x) = 1 for all x ∈ R^d \{0}, where η_j (x) = η(2^{−j} x). Set I_j (x) =^{Ω(x)}_{|x|d} η_j (x).

The proof of Theorem 1.1 [2] is essentially based on the Fourier transform that |^I_j (ξ)| ≲ |2^j ξ|^{−β}, when Ω ∈ L log L(S^{d−1}), (1.7)

where β ∈ (0, 1) is a constant. Our strategy to prove Theorem 1.2 is partly based on the clever ideas from [16, 2]. Since T_{Ω,a} is not a convolution operator, the proof in this paper is more complicated and involves some new ideas and techniques, see Section 2, Section 3 and Section 4 for details. The argument in this paper does not involve (1.7).

In what follows, C always denotes a positive constant that is independent of the main parameters involved but whose value may differ from line to line. We use the symbol A ≲ B to denote that there exists a positive constant C such that A ≤ CB. Constant with subscript such as C_1, does not change in different occurrences. For any set E ⊂ R^d , χ_E denotes its characteristic function. For a cube Q ⊂ R^d and λ ∈ (0, ∞), λQ denotes the cube with the same center as Q whose side length is λ times that of Q, and ℓ(Q) the side length of Q. For a suitable function f, we denote ^f the Fourier transform of f. For p ∈ [1, ∞], p^′ denotes the dual exponent of p, namely, p^′ = p/(p − 1). For an operator T and a locally integrable function a, [a, T ] denotes the commutator of T with symbol a, that is, [a, T ]f(x) = a(x)T f(x) − T (af)(x). 2. Approximations to T^{∗∗}_{Ω,a}

Let T^{∗∗}_{Ω, a} be the lacunary maximal operator associated with T_{Ω, a}, that is, T^{∗∗}_{Ω,a}f(x) = sup_{k∈Z} | | ∫ |x−y|≥2^k Ω(x − y) |x − y|^{d+1} ( a(x) − a(y) ) f(y)dy | |. In this section, we will show that, when Ω satisfies some suitable size conditions, T^{∗∗}_{Ω,a} can be approximated by maximal singular integral operators with smooth kernels. To begin with, we give a preliminary lemma.

Lemma 2.1. Let ϕ ∈ C^∞_0 (R^d ) be a radial function such that supp ϕ ⊂ {1/4 ≤ |ξ| ≤ 4} and ∑ j∈Z ϕ^3(2^{−l}ξ) = 1, |ξ| > 0. Let S_l be the multiplier operator defined by ^S_lf(ξ) = ϕ(2^{−l}ξ) ^f(ξ). Let a ∈ R^d such that ∇a ∈ L^∞(R^d ). Then ‖ ‖( ∑ l∈Z |2^l[a, S_l]f|^2 ) 1_2 ‖ ‖_{L2(Rd)} ≲ ‖f‖_L2_{(R}d_), (2.1) and ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑ l∈Z 2^l[a, S_l]f_l ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2(Rd)} ≲ ‖ ‖ ‖ ( ∑ l |f_l|^2 )_{1/2}‖ ‖_{L2(Rd)}. (2.2)

Inequality (2.1) was proved in [6], while (2.2) follows from (2.1) by a standard duality argument.

The following two lemmas were from [5], see also [17, 7] for their other versions of special cases.

Lemma 2.2. Let D, E be positive constants and E ≤ 1, m be a multiplier such that m ∈ L^1(R^d ), and ‖m‖_L∞_{(R}d_) ≤ D^{−1}E and for all multi-indices γ ∈ Z^d_+, ‖∂^γ m‖_L∞_{(R}d_) ≤ D^{|γ|−1}. Let a be a function on R^d with ∇a ∈ L^∞(R^d ), and T_m be the multiplier operator defined by ^T_mf(ξ) = m(ξ) ^f(ξ). Then for any ε ∈ (0, 1), there exists a constant C_ε > 0 such that ‖[a, T_m]f‖_L2_{(R}d_) ≤ C_εE^ε‖f‖_L2_{(R}d_).

Lemma 2.3. Let D, A and B be positive constants with A, B < 1, m be a multiplier such that m ∈ L^1(R^d ), and ‖m‖_L∞_{(R}d_) ≤ D^{−1}(AB)^2,

and for all multi-indices γ ∈ Z^d_+, ‖∂^γ m‖_L∞_{(R}d_) ≤ D^{|γ|−1}B^{−|γ|}. Let T_m be the multiplier operator defined by ^T_mf(ξ) = m(ξ) ^f(ξ). Let a be a function on R^d such that ∇a ∈ L^∞(R^d ). Then for any σ ∈ (0, 1), ‖ ‖[a, T_m]f ‖ ‖_{L2(Rd)} ≲ A^σ B^σ ‖f‖_{L2(Rd)}. Let η and η_j with j ∈ Z be the same as in Remark 1.3. For j ∈ Z and Ω be the function on S^{d−1}, let K_j (x) =^{Ω(x)}_{|x|d+1} η_j (x). Let ψ ∈ C^∞_0 (R^d ) be a nonnegative radial function such that supp ψ ⊂ {x : |x| ≤ 1/4} and ∫ R^d ψ(x)dx = 1. For t ∈ R,

set ψ_t(x) = 2^{dt}ψ(2^tx). For a positive integer l, define

K^l(x) = ∑ j∈Z K_j ∗ ψ_{l−j} (x). Let T_{l,a} be the operators defined by T_{l,a}f(x) = p. v. ∫ R^d K^l(x − y) ( a(x) − a(y) ) f(y)dy. (2.3)

Also, we define the operators R_{l,a} and W_{l,a} by R_{l,a}f(x) = p. v. ∫ R^d ( K^{l+1}(x − y) − K^l(x − y) ) (a(x) − a(y))f(y)dy and W_{l,a}f(x) = p. v. ∫ R^d ( Ω(x − y) |x − y|^{d+1} − K^l(x − y) ) (a(x) − a(y))f(y)dy. Lemma 2.4. Let T be an operator which has kernel K in the sense that, for bounded function f with compact support, and for x ∈ R^d \supp f, T f(x) = ∫ R^d K(x, y)f(y)dy. Let T^∗ be the maximal singular integral operator associated with T , defined by T^∗f(x) = sup_{0<ϵ<R} | | ∫ ϵ<|x−y|≤R K(x, y)f(y)dy | |. Suppose that T has an extension which is bounded on L^2(R^d ) with bound B, the kernel of T satisfies the size condition that

sup_{R>0} ∫ R<|x−y|≤2R |K(x, y)|dy + ∫ R<|x−y|≤2R |K(x, y)|dx ≤ A_1 < ∞, (2.4)

and the regularity condition that, for y, y^′ ∈ R^d with y ≠ y^′, ∫ |x−y|≥2|y−y^′| |K(x, y) − K(x, y^′)|dx (2.5) + ∫ |x−y|≥2|y−y^′| |K(y, x) − K(y^′, x)|dx ≲ A_2 < ∞, Then T^∗ is bounded on L^p(R^d ) with bound C(A_1 + A_2 + B) max{p, (p − 1)^{−1}}, and bounded from L^1(R^d ) to L^{1, ∞}(R^d ) with bound C(A_1 + A_2 + B).

Lemma 2.4 is Theorem 1 in [13].

The following theorem is also useful in the proof of Theorem 1.2. Theorem 2.5. Let Ω be homogeneous of degree zero, satisfies the vanishing moment (1.1) and Ω ∈ L log L(S^{d−1}), a be a function on R^d such that ∇a ∈ L^∞(R^d ). Then the lacunary maximal operator associated with T_{l,a}, defined by T^{∗∗}_{l,a}f(x) = sup_{k∈Z} | | ∑ j>k ∫ R^d K_j ∗ ψ_{l−j} (x − y)(a(x) − a(y))f(y)dy | |,

is bounded from L^1(R^d ) to L^{1, ∞}(R^d ) with bound C(‖Ω‖_{L log L(S}d−1_) + 1)2^l. Proof. At first, we claim that if Ω ∈ L^∞(S^{d−1}) (without the vanishing moment (1.1)), then ‖W_{l,a}f‖_L2_{(R}d_) ≲ ‖Ω‖^∗‖f‖_L2_{(R}d_), (2.6) with

‖Ω‖^∗ = ‖Ω‖_L1_{(S}d−1_) log(2 + ‖Ω‖_L∞_{(S}d−1_)) + 1 2 + ‖Ω‖_L∞_{(S}d−1_) . To prove this, let ϕ be the function in Lemma 2.1 and S_l be the operator defined as ^S_lf(ξ) = ϕ(2^{−l}ξ) ^f(ξ). Write W_{l,a}f = ∑ m≤0 ∑ j∈Z [a, S_{m−j} V^m_{j,l} S_{m−j} ]f + ∑ m≥1 ∑ j∈Z [a, S_{m−j} V^m_{j,l} S_{m−j} ]f, where V^m_{j,l} are defined as V^m_{j,l} h(x) = σ^m_{j,l} ∗ h(x), with ^σ^m_{j,l}(ξ) = ^K_j (ξ) ( 1 − ^ψ(2^{j−l}ξ) ) ϕ(2^{j−m}ξ). As it was proved in [11], we have that for some constant α ∈ (0, 1), | ^K_j (ξ)| ≲ 2^{−j} ‖Ω‖_L∞_{(S}d−1_)|2^j ξ|^{−α}, | ^K_j (ξ)| ≲ 2^{−j} ‖Ω‖_L1_{(S}d−1_). (2.7)

On the other hand, we have that ∂_k ^ψ(0) = 0 for all 1 ≤ k ≤ d, and so | | ^ψ(2^{j−l}ξ) − 1| = | ^ψ(2^{j−l}ξ) − 1 − ∇ ^ψ(0) · 2^{j−l}ξ | | ≲ |2^{j−l}ξ|^2. (2.8)

It then follows from (2.7) and (2.8) that | ^σ^m_{j,l}(ξ) | ≲ 2^{−j} min{1, 2^{2(m−l)}}‖Ω‖_L1_{(S}d−1_),

(2.9) and | | ^σm_{j,l}(ξ) | | ≲ ‖Ω‖_{L∞(Sd−1)}2^{−j} 2^{−mα}. (2.10)

Moreover, for all multi-indices γ ∈ Z^d_+, |∂^γ ^σ^m_{j,l}(ξ)| ≲ ‖Ω‖_L1_{(S}d−1_) { 2_{j(|γ|−1)} if m ∈ N 2^{j(|γ|−1)}2^{−|γ|m}, if m ≤ 0. (2.11)

It now follows from Lemma 2.3 (with A = 2^{−l}, B = 2^m and D = 2^j ), (2.9) and (2.11) that when m ∈ Z_−,

‖[a, V^m_{j,l} ]f‖_L2_{(R}d_) ≲ ‖Ω‖_L1_{(S}d−1_)2^{(m−l)σ}‖f‖_L2_{(R}d_),

(2.12)

with σ ∈ (0, 1). On the other hand, we get by Lemma 2.2, (2.10) and (2.11) that when m ∈ Z_+, ‖[a, V^m_{j,l} ]f‖_L2_{(R}d_) ≲ ‖Ω‖_L∞_{(S}d−1_)2^{−mασ}‖f‖_L2_{(R}d_). (2.13)

Also, we obtain from Lemma 2.3, inequalities (2.9) and (2.11) that when m ∈ Z_+,

‖[a, V^m_{j,l} ]f‖_L2_{(R}d_) ≲ ‖Ω‖_L1_{(S}d−1_)‖f‖_L2_{(R}d_).

(2.14)

We first consider the case m ≤ 0. By Lemma 2.1, (2.9) and Plancherel’s theorem that ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑ j∈Z [a, S_{m−j} ]V^m_{j,l} S_{m−j} f ‖ ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Rd)} ≲ ∑ j∈Z 2^{2(j−m)}‖V^m_{j,l} S_{m−j} f‖^2_L2_{(R}d_)

≲ ‖Ω‖^2_L1_{(S}d−1_)2^{2(m−l)} ∑ j∈Z ‖S_{m−j} f‖^2_L2_{(R}d_)

≲ ‖Ω‖^2_L1_{(S}d−1_)2^{2(m−l)}‖f‖^2_L2_{(R}d_), and ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑ j∈Z S_{m−j} V^m_{j,l} [a, S_{m−j} ]f ‖ ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Rd)} ≲ ‖Ω‖^2_L1_{(S}d−1_)2^{2(m−l)}‖f‖^2_L2_{(R}d_).

Plancherel’s theorem, along with inequality (2.12), leads to that ‖ ‖ ∑ j∈Z S_{m−j} [a, V^m_{j,l} ]S_{m−j} f ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Rd)} ≲ ‖Ω‖^2_L1_{(S}d−1_)2^{2(m−l)σ}‖f‖^2_L2_{(R}d_).

Therefore, ∑ m≤0 ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑ j∈Z [a, S_{m−j} V^m_{j,l} S_{m−j} ]f ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2(Rd)} ≲ ‖Ω‖_L1_{(S}d−1_)2^{−σl}‖f‖_L2_{(R}d_).

(2.15)

We turn our attention to the case m ≥ 1. From Lemma 2.1 and (2.9), we deduce

that ‖ ‖ ∑ j∈Z [a, S_{m−j} ]V^m_{j,l} S_{m−j} f ‖ ‖^2 L^2(R^d) ≲ ∑ j∈Z 2^{2(j−m)}‖V^m_{j,l} S_{m−j} f‖^2_L2_{(R}d_)

≲ 2^{−2m}‖Ω‖^2_L1_{(S}d−1_)‖f‖^2_L2_{(R}d_), and ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑ j∈Z S_{m−j} V^m_{j,l} [a, S_{m−j} ]f ‖ ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Rd)} ≲ 2^{−2mα}‖Ω‖^2_L∞_{(S}d−1_)‖f‖^2_L2_{(R}d_).

On the other hand, we get by (2.14) that ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑ j∈Z S_{m−j} [a, V^m_{j,l} ]S_{m−j} f ‖ ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Rd)} ≲ ‖Ω‖^2_L1_{(S}d−1_)‖f‖^2_L2_{(R}d_),

and by (2.13) that ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑ j∈Z S_{m−j} [a, V^m_{j,l} ]S_{m−j} f ‖ ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Rd)} ≲ 2^{−mασ}‖Ω‖^2_L∞_{(S}d−1_)‖f‖^2_L2_{(R}d_).

These estimates, in turn, imply that ‖ ‖ ∑ j∈Z [a, S_{m−j} V^{i,m}_{j,l} S_{m−j} ]f ‖ ‖ L^2(R^d)

≲ ‖Ω‖_L1_{(S}d−1_)‖f‖_L2_{(R}d_), and ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑ j∈Z [a, S_{m−j} V^{i,m}_{j,l} S_{m−j} ]f ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2(Rd)} ≲ 2^{−mασ}‖Ω‖_L∞_{(S}d−1_)‖f‖_L2_{(R}d_). Let i_0 = ⌊log(2 + ‖Ω‖_L∞_{(S}d−1_))⌋ + 1, and N = 2(ασ)^{−1}. Note that ∑ m>Ni_0 2^{−mασ} ≲ 2^{−Ni0ασ} ≲ ‖Ω‖^∗. It then follows that ∑ m≥1 ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑ j∈Z [a, S_{m−j} V^m_{j,l} S_{m−j} ]f ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2(Rd)} ≤ ∑ 1≤m≤Ni_0 ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑ j∈Z [a, S_{m−j} V^m_{j,l} S_{m−j} ]f ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2(Rd)} + ∑ m>Ni_0 ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑ j∈Z [a, S_{m−j} V^m_{j,l} S_{m−j} ]f ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2(Rd)} ≲ ( Ni_0‖Ω‖_L1_{(S}d−1_) + ‖Ω‖_L∞_{(S}d−1_) ∑ m>Ni_0 2^{−mασ} ) ‖f‖_L2_{(R}d_) ≲ ‖Ω‖^∗‖f‖_L2_{(R}d_). This, along with (2.15), yields (2.6).

We can now conclude the proof of Theorem 2.5. Let L_l(x, y) = K^l(x−y)(a(x)−

a(y)). A trivial computation tells us that L_l satisfies the size condition (2.4) with

A_1 ≲ C, and the regularity condition (2.5) with A_2 ≲ C2^l. Let Ω ∈ L log L(S^{d−1}), set E_0 = {x^′ ∈ S^{d−1} : |Ω(x^′)| ≤ 1} and E_i = {x^′ ∈ S^{d−1} : 2^{i−1} < |Ω(x^′)| ≤ 2^i} (i ∈ N).

Denote Ω_0(x^′) = Ω(x^′)χ_{E0} (x^′), Ω_i(x^′) = Ω(x^′)χ_{Ei} (x^′) (i ∈ N).

(2.16) Let W^i_{l, a} be defined as W_{l, a}, but with Ω replaced by Ω_i. Our claim (2.6) now states that ‖T_{Ω, a}f − T_{l, a}f‖_L2_{(R}d_) ≲ ∞∑ i=0 ‖W^i_{l, a}f‖_L2_{(R}d_) ≲ (‖Ω‖_{L log L(S}d−1_) + 1)‖f‖_L2_{(R}d_).

Ω ∈ L log L(S^{d−1}), along with the vanishing condition (1.1), guarantees that T_{Ω,a} is bounded on L^2(R^d ). Therefore, T_{l,a} is bounded on L^2(R^d ) with bound independent of l. This, via Lemma 2.4, gives us desired conclusion. □ Lemma 2.6. Let A ∈ (0, 1) be a constant, {μ_j }_{j∈Z} be a sequence of functions on R^d \{0}. Suppose that for all j ∈ Z, ‖μ_j ‖_L1_{(R}d_) ≲ 2^{−j} , and for some β ∈ (0, ∞), |^μ_j (ξ)| ≲ 2^{−j} A min{|2^j ξ|^2, |2^j ξ|^{−β} }, (2.17) and for all multi-indices γ ∈ Z^d_+, ‖∂^γ ^μ_j ‖_L∞_{(R}d_) ≲ 2^{j(|γ|−1)}. Let K(x) = ∑ j∈Zμ_j (x) and T be the convolution operator with kernel K. Then for any τ ∈ (0, 1/2), function a with ∇a ∈ L^∞(R^d ), ‖[a, T ]f‖_L2_{(R}d_) ≲ A^τ ‖f‖_L2_{(R}d_).

Lemma 2.6 is a variant of Theorem 3.4 in [5], we omit the details for brevity. Lemma 2.7. Let Ω be homogeneous of degree zero (without the vanishing moment (1.1)) and Ω ∈ L^1(S^{d−1}), a be a function on R^d such that ∇a ∈ L^∞(R^d ). Let R^{∗∗}_{l,a} be the lacunary maximal operator defined by R^{∗∗}_{l,a}f(x) = sup_{k∈Z} | | ∑ j>k ∫ R^d ( K_j ∗ψ_{l+1−j} (x−y)−K_j ∗ψ_{l−j} (x−y) ) (a(x)−a(y))f(y)dy | |.

Then ‖R^{∗∗}_{l,a}f‖_L2_{(R}d_) ≲ 2^l‖Ω‖_L1_{(S}d−1_)‖f‖_L2_{(R}d_).

Proof. At first, we have that | ^ψ(2^{j−l}ξ)| ≲ |2^{j−l}ξ|^{−1}, since ^ψ ∈ S (R^d ). This, together with (2.8), leads to that | | ^ψ_{l−j} (ξ) − ^ψ_{l+1−j} (ξ) | | = | | ^ψ(2^{j−l−1})(ξ) − ^ψ(2^{j−l})(ξ) | | (2.18) ≲ min{|2^{j−l−1}ξ|^{−1}, |2^{j−l}ξ|^2} ≲ 2^l min{|2^j ξ|^2, |2^j ξ|^{−1}}, Thus, by the first inequality in (2.7), we obtain that | ^K_j (ξ) ^ ψ_{l+1−j} (ξ) − ^K_j (ξ) ^ψ_{l−j} (ξ)| ≲ 2^l‖Ω‖_L1_{(S}d−1_)2^{−j} min{|2^j ξ|^2, |2^j ξ|^{−1}}.

On the other hand, we can verify that for all j ∈ Z and γ ∈ Z_+, |∂^γ ( ^ K_j (ξ) ^ψ(2^{j−l}ξ) ) | ≲ ‖Ω‖_L1_{(S}d−1_)2^{j(|γ|−1)} (2.19)

The last two Fourier transform estimates, via Lemma 2.6, gives us that ‖R_{l, a}f‖_L2_{(R}d_) ≲ 2^l‖Ω‖_L1_{(S}d−1_)‖f‖_L2_{(R}d_).

Observe that the kernel of R_{l,a} satisfies (2.4) and (2.5) with A_1 ≲ C‖Ω‖_L1_{(S}d−1_) and A_2 ≲ Cl‖Ω‖_L1_{(S}d−1_). Another application of Lemma 2.4 leads to our desired conclusion. □ The following approximation of T^{∗∗}_{Ω,a} when Ω ∈ L^∞(S^{d−1}) was proved in [23], and will also useful in the proof of Theorem 1.2. Define the operator [T_{Ω,a} − T_{l,a}]^{∗∗} by [T_{Ω,a} − T_{l,a}]^{∗∗}f(x) = sup_{k∈Z} | | ∑ j>k ∫ R^d [K_j (x − y) − K_j ∗ ψ_{l−j} (x − y)](a(x) − a(y))f(y)dy | |. Theorem 2.8. Let Ω be homogeneous of degree zero (without the vanishing moment (1.1)) and Ω ∈ L^∞(S^{d−1}). Then there exists a constant τ > 0 such that ‖[T_{Ω,a} − T_{l,a}]^{∗∗}f‖_L2_{(R}d_) ≲ 2^{−τ l}‖Ω‖_L∞_{(S}d−1_)‖f‖_L2_{(R}d_). 3. Proof of Theorem 1.2 Let M_Ω be the maximal operator defined by M_Ωf(x) = sup_{r>0} r^{−d} ∫ |x−y|<r |Ω(x − y)f(y)|dy. It is well known that Ω ∈ L log L(S^{d−1}) guarantees the weak type (1, 1) boundedness of M_Ω, see [8]. Note that T^∗_{Ω, a}f(x) ≲ M_Ωf(x) + T^{∗∗}_{Ω, a}f(x). Thus, it suffices to prove that for each λ > 0, | {x ∈ R^d : T^{∗∗}_{Ω, a}f(x) > λ} | ≲ ∫ R^d Φ_2 (|f(x)| λ ) dx. (3.1) By homogeneity, we need only to prove (3.1) for the case of λ = 1. For a bounded function f, we apply the Calderón-Zygmund decomposition to f at level 1, and obtain a collection of non-overlapping closed dyadic cubes S = {Q}, such that ‖f‖_L∞_{(R}d_{\∪Q∈S Q)} ≲ 1, and ∫ Q |f(x)|dx ≲ |Q|, ∑ Q∈S |Q| ≲ ∫ R^d |f(x)|dx. Let E = ∪_{Q∈S} 2^{100}dQ, it is obvious that |E| ≲ ∫ R^d |f(x)|dx. We then decompose f

as f = g + b, where g(x) = f(x)χ_Rd_{\∪Q∈S Q}(x) + f(x) ∑ Q∈S χ_{Q(|f |≤2}c1_)(x), and b(x) = ∑ Q∈S b_Q(x), b_Q(x) = ∞∑ l=1 (b^l_{Q,1}(x) + b^l_{Q,2}(x)),

with b^l_{Q, 1}(x) = 1 |Q| ∫ Q(2^c1^{2l−1} <|f |≤2^c1^{2l} ) f(y)dyχ_Q(x), and b^l_{Q,2}(x) = f(x)χ_{Q(2c1 2}l−1_{<|f |≤2c12}l_)(x) − b^l_{Q,1}(x), c_1 > 0 is a constant which will be chosen later. For each fixed l ∈ N, set G^l_1(x) = ∑ Q∈S b^l_{Q,1}(x), G^l_2(x) = ∑ Q∈S b^l_{Q,2}(x), G^l(x) = G^l_1(x) + G^l_2(x).

For a fixed j ∈ Z, S_j = {Q : Q ∈ S, ℓ(Q) = 2^j }. Let B_j (x) = ∑ Q∈S_j bQ(x) and B^l_{j, 1}(x) = ∑ Q∈S_j b l Q,1(x), B^l_{j,2}(x) = ∑ Q∈S_j b l Q, 2(x) for l ∈ N and B l j (x) = B^l_{j,1}(x) + B^l_{j,2}(x). Obviously, G^l(x) = ∑ j B^l_j (x), and (i) for all cube Q ∈ S and l ∈ N, ∫ b^l_{Q,2}(x)dx = 0; (ii) for each fixed l,

‖G^l‖^2_L2_{(R}d_) ≲ 2^{c12l} ‖f‖_L1_{(R}d_); (iii) ‖ ‖G^l_1 ‖ ‖_{L∞(Rd)} ≲ 1, and ‖ ‖^∞ ∑ l=1 G^l_1 ‖ ‖_{L2(Rd)} ≤ ‖ ‖^∞ ∑ l=1 |G^l_1| ‖ ‖_{L2(Rd)} ≲ ‖f‖^12_{L1(Rd)}. (3.2)

By the L^2(R^d ) boundedness of T^{∗∗}_{Ω, a} (ref ???), we have that | |{x ∈ R^d : |T^{∗∗}_{Ω, a}g(x)| > 1/2} | | ≲ ∫ R^d |f(x)|dx. Our proof of (3.1) is now reduced to prove that | |{x ∈ R^d \E : |T^{∗∗}_{Ω, a}b(x)| > 1/2} | | ≲ ∫ R^d Φ_2(|f(x)|)dx. (3.3)

To show this estimate, let E_i and Ω_i (i ∈ N ∪ {0}) be the same as in Section 2. Set K^i_j (x) =^{Ωi(x′ )}_{|x|d+1} η_j (x) and

T^i_{Ω,a; j} h(x) = ∫ R^d K^i_j (x − y)(a(x) − a(y))h(y)dy. (3.4)

For each fixed l ∈ N and i ∈ N ∪ {0}, we define U^i_{l,a,j} and U_{l,a,j} by U^i_{l,a,j} f(x) = ∫ R^d K^i_j ∗ ψ_2l_{−j} (x − y) ( a(x) − a(y) ) f(y)dy, and U_{l,a,j} f(x) = ∫ R^d K_j ∗ ψ_2l_{−j} (x − y) ( a(x) − a(y) ) f(y)dy respectively. Obviously, U_{l,a,j} f(x) = ∞∑ i=0 U^i_{l,a,j} f(x). For each fixed i ∈ N, set i^∗ = ⌊log(^2_τ (i + 2))⌋ + 1, with τ the constant appeared in Theorem 2.8. For x ∈ R^d \E, let

D_1b(x) = ∞∑ i=0 ∞∑ l=1 sup_k | | ∑ j>k (T^i_{Ω,a,j} − U^i_{l+i}∗_{,a,j} )G^l(x) | |,

D_2b(x) = ∞∑ i=0 sup_k | | ∑ j>k ∞∑ l=1 (U^i_{l+i}∗_{,a,j} − U^i_i∗_{,a,j} )G^l_1(x) | |,

D_3b(x) = ∞∑ i=0 sup_k | | ∑ j>k ∞∑ l=1 (U^i_i∗_{,a,j} − U^i_{0,a,j} )G^l_1(x) | |,

D_4b(x) = sup_k | | ∞∑ i=0 ∑ j>k U^i_{0,a,j} (^∞∑ l=1 G^l ) (x) | | = sup_k | | ∑ j>k U_{0,a,j} (^∞∑ l=1 G^l ) (x) | |,

D_5b(x) = ∞∑ i=0 ∞∑ l=1 sup_k | | ∑ j>k (U^i_{l+i}∗_{,a,j} − U^i_{0,a,j} )G^l_2(x) | |. It then follows that T^{∗∗}_{Ω, a}b(x) ≤ 5∑ m=1 D_mb(x).

Consider D_1b firstly. Note that 2^{−τ 2l+i∗} ≤ 2^{−τ 2l} 2^{−τ 2i∗} ≲ 2^{−τ 2l} 2^{−2i}. An appli-

cation of Theorem 2.8 yields ‖ ‖D_1b ‖ ‖_{L2(Rd)} ≲ ∞∑ i=0 ∞∑ l=1 2^{−τ 2l+i∗} ‖Ω_i‖_L∞_{(S}d−1_)‖G^l‖_L2_{(R}d_)

≲ ∞∑ i=0 ‖Ω_i‖_L∞_{(S}d−1_) ∞∑ l=1 2^{−τ 2l+i∗} (2^{c12l} ‖f‖_L1_{(R}d_))^{1/2} ≲ ‖f‖^{12}_{L1(Rd)}, provided that 0 ≤ c_1 < τ.

Next we consider D_2b. Note that |U^i_{m,a,j} h(x)−U^i_{m−1,a,j}h(x)| ≤ |U^i_{m,a,j} h(x)−T^i_{Ω,a,j} h(x)|+|U^i_{m−1,a,j} h(x)−T^i_{Ω,a,j}h(x)|. Theorem 2.8, along with (3.2), gives us that ‖ ‖D_2b ‖ ‖_{L2(Rd)} ≤^∞ ∑ i=0 ‖ ‖ sup k∈Z | | ∑ j>k ∞∑ l=1 l+i^∗∑

m=i^∗+1 (U^i_{m,a,j} − U^i_{m−1,a,j} )G^l_1 | | ‖ ‖_{L2(Rd)}

= ∞∑ i=0 ‖ ‖ sup k∈Z | | ∑ j>k ∞∑ m=i^∗+1 ∞∑ l=m−i^∗ (U^i_{m,a,j} − U^i_{m−1,a,j} )G^l_1 | | ‖ ‖_{L2(Rd)}

≤ ∞∑ i=0 ∞∑ m=i^∗+1 ‖ ‖ sup k∈Z | | ∑ j>k (U^i_{m,a,j} − U^i_{m−1,a,j} ) (^∞∑ l=m−i^∗ G^l_1 )|‖ L^2(R^d) ≲ ∞∑ i=0 ‖Ω_i‖_L∞_{(S}d−1_) ∞∑ m=i^∗ +1 2^{−τ 2m} ‖ ‖^∞ ∑ l=1 |G^l_1| ‖ ‖_{L2(Rd)} ≲ ‖f‖^12_{L1(Rd)}.

Below we consider D_3b. By applying Lemma 2.7, we obtain that ‖ ‖D_3b ‖ ‖_{L2(Rd)} ≤^∞ ∑ i=0 i^∗∑

m=1 ‖ ‖ sup k∈Z | | ∑ j>k (U^i_{m,a,j} − U^i_{m−1,a,j} ) (^∞∑ l=1 G^l_1 )|‖ L^2(R^d)

≲ ∞∑ i=0 (‖Ω_i‖_L1_{(S}d−1_)) i^∗∑

m=1 2^m ‖ ‖^∞ ∑ l=1 G^l_1 ‖ ‖_{L2(Rd)} ≲ ‖f‖^{12}_{L1(Rd)}, since ∞∑ i=0 ‖Ω_i‖_L1_{(S}d−1_)2^{i∗} ≲ ∞∑ i=0 ‖Ω_i‖_L1_{(S}d−1_)(i + 2) ≲ ‖Ω‖_{L log L(S}d−1_).

As for D_4b, we deduce from Theorem 2.5 that |{x ∈ R^d : |D_4b(x)| > 1/8}| ≲ ∑ l ‖G^l‖_L1_{(R}d_) ≲ ‖f‖_L1_{(R}d_).

It remains to estimate D_5b. Let

D_{51}b(x) = ∞∑ i=0 ∞∑ l=1 ∑ 3≤s≤N_1(l+i) sup_{k∈Z} ∑ j>k | | | ∑ Q∈S_{j−s} (U^i_{l+i}∗_{,a,j} − U^i_{0,a,j} )b^l_{Q,2}(x) | | |,

D_{52}b(x) = ∞∑ i=0 ∞∑ l=1 sup_{k∈Z} | | | ∑ j>k ∑ s>N_1(l+i) (U^i_{l+i}∗_{,a,j} − U^i_{0,a,j} )B^l_{j−s,2}(x) | | |, with N_1 ∈ N, N_1 > d + 1 a constant which will be chosen later. Obviously, when

x ∈ R^d \E, we have that D_5b(x) ≤ D_{51}b(x) + D_{52}b(x). Observe that ∞∑ l=1 ∑ 3≤s≤N_1 (l+i) ∑ j ∑ Q∈S_{j−s} ‖b^l_{Q, 2}‖_L1_{(R}d_)

≲ ∞∑ l=1 (l + i) ∑ Q∈S ‖b^l_{Q,2}‖_L1_{(R}d_)

≲ i‖f‖_L1_{(R}d_) + ∫ R^d |f(x)| log log(e^2 + |f(x)|)dx.

Therefore, ∞∑ i=0 ∞∑ l=1 ∑ 3≤s≤N_1(l+i) ‖ ‖ ‖ sup_{k∈Z} ∑ j>k | | | ∑ Q∈S_{j−s} (U^i_{l+i}∗_{,a,j} − U^i_{0,a,j} )b^l_{Q,2} | | | ‖ ‖ ‖_{L1(Rd)}

≤ ∞∑ i=0 ∞∑ l=1 ∑ 3≤s≤N_1(l+i) ∑ j ∑ Q∈S_{j−s} ( ‖U^i_{l+i}∗_{,a,j} b^l_{Q,2}‖_L1_{(R}d_) + ‖U^i_{0,a,j}b^l_{Q,2}‖_L1_{(R}d_) )

≲ ∞∑ i=0 ‖Ω_i‖_L1_{(S}d−1_) ∞∑ l=1 ∑ 3≤s≤N_1(l+i) ∑ j ∑ Q∈S_{j−s} ‖b^l_{Q,2}‖_L1_{(R}d_)

≲ ∫ R^d Φ_2(|f(x)|)dx,

This implies that | |{x ∈ R^d : D_{51}b(x) > 1 16 } | | ≲ ∫ R^d Φ_2(|f(x)|)dx. The proof of Theorem 1.2 is now reduced to prove that | |{x ∈ R^d : D_{52}b(x) > 1 16 } | | ≲ ∫ R^d |f(x)|dx. (3.5) The proof of this estimate is long and complicated, and will be given in the next section.

4. Proof of estimate (3.5) For i ∈ N_+ , let Ω_i, U^i_{m,a, j} be the same as in Section 3. Set H^i_{m,a; j} h(x) = U^i_{m,a,j} h(x) − U^i_{m−1,a,j} h(x). 4.1. An inequality of Cotlar type. To prove (3.5), we need an inequality of Cotlar type. We begin with a preliminary lemma. Lemma 4.1. Let j_1, j_2, j_3 ∈ Z. Then (i) ‖ψ_{j1} ∗ ψ_{j2} − ψ_{j1} ‖_L1_{(R}d_) ≲ 2^{j1 −j2} ;

(ii) for j_2 < j_3, ‖ψ_{j1} ∗ (ψ_{j3} − ψ_{j2} )‖_L∞_{(R}d_) ≲ 2^{j1d}2^{j1−j2} .

Proof. Conclusion (i) was essentially given in [16, Lemma 2]. For the sake of selfcontained, we present its proof here. From the fact that ∫ R^d ψ(y)dy = 1, it follows

that

ψ_{j1} ∗ ψ_{j2} (x) − ψ_{j1} (x) = ∫ R^d ( ψ_{j1} (x − y) − ψ_{j1} (x) ) ψ_{j2} (y)dy Therefore, ‖ψ_{j1} ∗ ψ_{j2} − ψ_{j1} ‖_L1_{(R}d_) ≤ 2^{j1} ∫ R^d |y||ψ_{j2} (y)|dy ≲ 2^{j1 −j2} . This, in turn, implies (i). For conclusion (ii), it is easy to verify that for x ∈ R^d , |ψ_{j1} ∗ ψ_{j3} (x) − ψ_{j1} (x)| ≤ ∫ R^d |ψ_{j1} (x − y) − ψ_{j1} (x)||ψ_{j3} (y)|dy ≲ 2^{j1 d} ∫ R^d 2^{j1} |y||ψ_{j3} (y)|dy ≲ 2^{j1 d}2^{j1−j3} . Also, we have that for x ∈ R^d , |ψ_{j1} ∗ ψ_{j2} (x) − ψ_{j1} (x)| ≲ 2^{j1 d}2^{j1 −j2} .

Combining the estimates above leads to conclusion (ii). □ The following Cotlar type inequality will be useful in the proof of (3.5).

Lemma 4.2. Let Ω be homogeneous of degree zero, and integrable on S^{d−1}, a be a function in R^d such that ∇a ∈ L^∞(R^d ). For i ∈ N ∪ {0}, s, l, m ∈ N with s > N_1(l + i) and m ≤ l + i^∗, the following Cotlar type estimate holds

sup_{k∈Z} | | | ∑ j>k H^i_{m,a;j} B^l_{j−s,2}(x) | | | ≲ s2^{l+2} −1 ∑ r=0 M ( ∑ j≡r(mod s2^{l+2} ) H^i_{m,a; j} B^l_{j−s,2} ) (x) +s2^{l+2}2^{−s}2^i ∑ j∈Z ∑ Q∈S_{j−s} v_j ∗ |b^l_{Q,2}|(x) +s2^{l+2}2^{−s}2^iMb(x),

where v_j (x) = 2^{−jd}χ_{|x|≤2}j (x).

Proof. We use some ideas in the proof of Lemma 2.6 in [2], but with some more refined modifications, since H^i_{m,a;j} is not a convolution operator. Without loss of generality, we may assume that ‖∇a‖_L∞_{(R}d_) = 1. It is easy to see that

sup_{k∈Z} | | ∑ j>k H^i_{m,a;j} B^l_{j−s,2}(x) | | ≤^{s2} l+2−1 ∑ r=0 sup_{q∈Z} | | ∑ p≥q ∑ Q∈S_{ps2l+2+r−s} H^i_{m,a;ps2}l+2_{+r}b^l_{Q,2}(x) | |.

For each fixed q, let t_q = −qs2^{l+2} − r + s(2^{l+1} + 2), and Ψ_{tq} be the convolution operator with kernel ψ_{tq} (recall that ψ_{tq} (x) = 2^{tq d}ψ(2^{tq} x)). For l ∈ N, we write ∑ p≥q ∑ Q∈S_{ps2l+2+r−s} H^i_{m,a;ps2}l+2_{+r}b^l_{Q,2} = ∑ p≥q ∑ Q∈S_{ps2l+2+r−s} H^i_{m,a;ps2}l+2_{+r}b^l_{Q,2} − Ψ_{tq} H^i_{m,a;ps2}l+2_{+r}b^l_{Q,2} + ∑ p∈Z ∑ Q∈S_{ps2l+2+r−s} Ψ_{tq} H^i_{m,a;ps2}l+2_{+r}b^l_{Q,2} + ∑ p<q ∑ Q∈S_{ps2l+2+r−s} Ψ_{tq} H^i_{m,a;ps2}l+2_{+r}b^l_{Q,2} := I_q (x) + II_q(x) + III_q (x).

For each q ∈ Z, it is obvious that |II_q(x)| ≲ M ( ∑ p∈Z H^i_{m,a,ps2}l+2_{+r}B^l_{ps2}l+2_{+r−s,2} ) (x). (4.1)

We now estimate the term sup_q |I_q |. Let T_{Ω,j} be the convolution operator with kernel K_j , and

T^i_{Ω,a; j} h(x) = ∫ R^d K^i_j (x − y)(a(x) − a(y))h(y)dy. Set ~ψ_{2m−ps2l+2−r}(y) = ψ_{2m−ps2l+2 −r}(y) − ψ_{2m−1 −ps2l+2−r}(y).

Let Ψ_{tq} , ~Ψ_2m_{−ps2}l+2_{−r} be the convolution operators with kernels ψ_{tq} and ~ψ_2m_{−ps2}l+2_{−r} respectively. For each fixed p ≥ q and Q ∈ S with ℓ(Q) = 2^{ps2l+2+m−s}, write H^i_{m,a;ps2}l+2_{+r}b^l_{Q,2}(x) − Ψ_{tq} H^i_{m,a;ps2}l+2_{+r}b^l_{Q,2}(x) = (Ψ_2m_{−ps2}l+2_{−r} − Ψ_{tq} Ψ_2m_{−ps2}l+2_{−r})T^i_{Ω,a,ps2}l+2_{+r}b^l_{Q,2}(x) − ( Ψ_2m−1_{−ps2}l+2_{−r} − Ψ_{tq} Ψ_2m−1_{−ps2}l+2_{−r} ) T^i_{Ω,a, ps2}l+2_{+r}b^l_{Q,2}(x) + [ a, Ψ_2m_{−ps2}l+2_{−r} − Ψ_{tq} Ψ_2m_{−ps2}l+2_{−r} ] T^i_{Ω,ps2}l+2_{+r}b^l_Q(x) − [ a, Ψ_2m−1_{−ps2}l+2_{−r} − Ψ_{tq} Ψ_2m−1_{−ps2}l+2_{−r} ] T^i_{Ω,ps2}l+2_{+r}b^l_{Q,2}(x) +[a, Ψ_{tq} ] ( Ψ_2m_{−ps2}l+2_{−r} − Ψ_2m−1_{−ps2}l+2_{−r} ) T^i_{Ω,ps2}l+2_{+r}b^l_{Q,2}(x) := 5∑ t=1 D_t(p, q, Q)(x). Note that when p ≥ q,

supp ( ψ_2m_{−ps2}l+2_{−r} − ψ_{tq} ∗ ψ_2m_{−ps2}l+2_{−r} ) ⊂ {x : |x| ≤ 2^{ps2l+2+r+1}}, it then follows from (i) of Lemma 4.1 that ∫ R^d | K^i_{ps2}l+2_{+r}(x − y − z) ( a(x) − a(y + z)) × ( ψ_2m_{−ps2}l+2_{−r}(y) − ψ_{tq} ∗ ψ_2m_{−ps2}l+2_{−r}(y) )| dy ≲ 2^{−d(ps2l+2+r)}χ_{{|x−z|≤2ps2}l+2_{+r+2}}(x − z)2^{−tq +2m−ps2l+2 −r}2^i, since ‖Ω_i‖_L∞_{(S}d−1_) ≤ 2^i. The facts that s > 2i and m ≤ l + i^∗ implies that −t_q + 2^m − ps2^{l+2} − r ≤ −s(2^{l+2} + 2) + i2^l < −2s − s2^{l+1}, when p ≥ q. Therefore,

sup_q ∑ p≥q ∑ Q∈S_{ps2l+2+r−s} |D_1(p, q, Q)(x)| ≲ 2^i2^{−s} ∑ j ∑ Q∈S_{j−s} v_j ∗ (|b^l_{Q,2}|)(x). Similarly, we get that

sup_q ∑ p≥q ∑ Q∈S_{ps2l+2+r−s} |D_2(p, q, Q)(x)| ≲ 2^i2^{−s} ∑ j ∑ Q∈S_{j−s} v_j ∗ (|b^l_{Q,2}|)(x). Also, we have by (i) of Lemma 4.1 that ∫ R^d | K^i_{ps2}l+2_{+r}(y − z) ( a(x) − a(y)) × ( ψ_2m_{−ps2}l+2_{−r}(x − y) − ψ_{tq} ∗ ψ_2m_{−ps2}l+2_{−r}(x − y) )| dy ≲ 2^{−d(ps2l+2+r)}χ_{{|x−z|≤2ps2}l+2_{+r+2}}(x − z)2^{−tq} 2^i. Therefore,

sup_q ∑ p≥q ∑ Q∈S_{ps2l+2+r−s} |D_3(p, q, Q)(x)| ≲ 2^i2^{−s} ∑ j ∑ Q∈S_{j−s} v_j ∗ (|b^l_{Q,2}|)(x). and similarly,

sup_q ∑ p≥q ∑ Q∈S_{ps2l+2+r−s} |D_4(p, q, Q)(x)| ≲ 2^i2^{−s} ∑ j ∑ Q∈S_{j−s} v_j ∗ (|b^l_{Q,2}|)(x).

Observing that when p ≥ q, ∫ R^d | |ψ_{tq} (x − y) ~ψ_{2m−ps2l+2 −r}(y − z) | |dy ≲ 2^{d(2m−ps2l+2−r)}χ_{{|z−x|≤C2ps2l+2+r }}(z), we then have that | |[a, Ψt_q ] ( Ψ_2m_{−ps2}l+2_{−r} − Ψ_2m−1_{−ps2}l+2_{−r} ) T^i_{Ω,ps2}l+2_{+r}b^l_{Q,2}(x) | | = 2^{−ps2l+2−r−tq} 2^{d(2m−ps2l+2−r)} × ∫ |x−z|≤C2^{ps2l+2+r} 2^{ps2l+2 +r} | |T^i_{Ω,ps2l+2+r}b^l_{Q,2}(z) | |dz ≲ 2^{−s2l+1−2s}2^iv_{ps2}l+2_{+r} ∗ (|b^l_{Q,2}|)(x). Therefore, sup_q |I_q (x)| ≲ 2^{−s}2^i ∑ j∈Z ∑ Q∈S_{j−s} v_j ∗ (|b^l_{Q,2}|)(x). (4.2)

We turn our attention to term III_q. Let L(x, z) = ∫ R^d ψ_{tq} (x − y)K^i_{ps2}l+2_{+r} ∗ ~ψ_2m_{−ps2}l+2_{−r}(y − z) ( a(y) − a(z))dy = ∫ R^d ψ_{tq} (x − y − z)K^i_{ps2}l+2_{+r} ∗ ~ψ_2m_{−ps2}l+2_{−r}(y) ( a(y + z) − a(z))dy. For each cube Q ∈ S_{ps2}l+2_{+r−s}, let z_Q be the center of Q. Using the cancelation of b^l_{Q, 2}, we can write

Ψ_{tq} H^i_{m,a;ps2}l+2_{+r}b^l_{Q,2}(x) = ∫ R^d L(x, z)b^l_{Q, 2}(z)dz = ∫ R^d [ L(x, z) − L(x, z_Q) ] b^l_{Q,2}(z)dz. Now set

F_1(x, z, z_Q) = ∫ R^d ψ_{tq} (x − y − z)K^i_{ps2}l+2_{+r} ∗ ~ψ_2m_{−ps2}l+2_{−r}(y) ( a(z_Q) − a(z))dy,

F_2(x, z, z_Q) = ∫ R^d ψ_{tq} (x−y −z)K^i_{ps2}l+2_{+r} ∗ ~ψ_2m_{−ps2}l+2_{−r}(y) ( a(y +z)−a(y +z_Q))dy, and F_3(x, z, z_Q) = ∫ R^d ( ψ_{tq} (x − y − z) − ψ_{tq} (x − y − z_Q) ) ×K^i_{ps2}l+2_{+r} ∗ ~ψ_2m_{−ps2}l+2_{−r}(y) ( a(y + z_Q) − a(z_Q))dy. We then decompose L(x, z) − L(x, z_Q) as

L(x, z) − L(x, z_Q) = F_1(x, z, z_Q) + F_2(x, z, z_Q) + F_3(x, z, z_Q). An application of Young’s inequality gives us that ‖K^i_{ps2}l+2_{+r} ∗ ~ψ_2m_{−ps2}l+2_{−r}‖_L∞_{(R}d_) ≤ ‖K^i_{ps2}l+2_{+r}‖_L∞_{(R}d_)‖ ~ψ_2m_{−ps2}l+2_{−r}‖_L1_{(R}d_) ≲ 2^i2^{−(ps2l+2+r)(d+1)}.

Therefore, |F_1(x, z, z_Q)| ≲ 2^i2^{tq d−(ps2l+2+r)d}2^{−s} ∫ {|y|≤2^{ps2l+2+r+2} } dyχ_{{|x−z|≤C2}−tq_}(z) ≲ 2^i2^{−s}2^{tq d}χ_{{|x−z|≤C2}−tq_}(z), since t_q − ps2^{l+2} − r < 0. Similarly, we have that |F_2(x, z, z_Q)| ≲ 2^i2^{−s}2^{tq d}χ_{{|x−z|≤C2}−tq_}(z). As for term F_3, a trivial computation involving the mean vale theorem leads to that |F_3(x, z, z_Q)| ≲ 2^{tq (d+1)}|z − z_Q|2^i2^{−(ps2l+2+r)(d+1)} × ∫ {|y|≤C2^{ps2l+2+r} } |y|dyχ_{{|x−z|≤C2}−tq_}(z) ≲ 2^i2^{−s}2^{tq d}χ_{{|x−z|≤C2}−tq_}(z). Combining the estimates for term F_1, F_2 and F_3 yields |III_q (x)| ≲ 2^i2^{−s}Mb(x). This, along with estimates (4.1) and (4.2) then completes the proof of Lemma 4.2. □ 4.2. Micro-local decomposition for H^i_{m,a;j} . As is well known, the micro-local decomposition, introduced by Seeger [22], plays an important role in the proof of the endpoint estimates for rough operators. Ding and the second author [10] generalized Seeger’s estimates in [22] to certain non-convolution operators, from which they established the weak type endpoint estimates for Calderón commutator. To prove (3.5), we need some ideas from [22, 10], together with some more refined micro-local decomposition estimate for H^i_{m,a;j} . Recall that

K^i_j (x) =

Ω_i(x) |x|^{d+1} η_j (|x|), and H^i_{m,a; j} h(x) = ∫ R^d ~K^i_{j,m}(x − y)(a(x) − a(y))h(y)dy, with ~K^i_{j,m}(x) = K^i_j ∗ ~ψ_{2m−j} (x), ~ψ_{2m −j} (x) = ψ_{2m −j} (x) − ψ_{2m−1 −j} (x). Let 0 < ι < 1 be a constant which will be chosen later. For s ∈ N, we define R^j_{s,a} as R^j_{s,a}(x, y) = ∫ R^d ψ_{ιs+3−j} (x − z)(a(z) − a(y))dz. We then have that |R^j_{s,a}(x, y)| = | | ∫ R^d ψ_{ιs+3−j} (z)(a(x − z) − a(y))dz | | ≲ 2^j , if |x − y| ≲ 2^j . (4.3) Define the operator J^i_{m, a; j} as J^i_{m, a; j} h(x) = ∫ R^d ~K^i_{j,m}(x − y)R^j_{s, a}(x, y)h(y)dy. Observe that |R^j_{s,a}(x, y) − (a(x) − a(y))| ≤ ∫ R^d ψ_{ιs+3−j} (z)|a(x) − a(x − z)|dz ≲ 2^{j−ιs}, and ‖K^i_j ∗ ψ_2m_{−j} − K^i_j ∗ ψ_2m−1_{−j} ‖_L1_{(R}d_) ≲ ‖Ω_i‖_L1_{(S}d−1_)2^{−j} .

It then follows that

‖J^i_{m, a; j} f − H^i_{m,a; j} f‖_L1_{(R}d_) ≲ 2^{−ιs}‖Ω_i‖_L1_{(S}d−1_)‖f‖_L1_{(R}d_).

(4.4)

For each cube Q ∈ S_{j−s}, we split J^i_{m, a; j} b^l_{Q,2} as J^i_{m, a; j} b^l_{Q,2} = Ψ_{sκ−j} J^i_{m, a; j} b^l_{Q,2} + (I − Ψ_{sκ−j} )J^i_{m, a; j} b^l_{Q,2}, where Ψ_t is the convolution operator defined by Ψ_tf(x) = ψ_t ∗ f(x), κ ∈ (0, 1) is a constant which will be chosen later.

Lemma 4.3. Under the hypothesis of Theorem 1.2, we have that for each j ∈ Z, s ≥ 3 and Q ∈ S_{j−s}, ‖ ‖Ψ_{sκ−j} J^i_{m, a; j} b^l_{Q,2} ‖ ‖_{L1(Rd)} ≲ (2^{−(1−κ)s} + 2^{−(1−ι)s})‖Ω_i‖_{L∞(Sd−1)}‖b^l_{Q,2}‖_{L1(Rd)}. Proof. Write Ψ_{sκ−j} J^i_{m, a; j} b^l_{Q,2}(x) = ∫ R^d ∫ R^d ψ_{sκ−j} (x − y) ~K^i_{j,m}(y − z)R^j_{s,a}(y, z)b^l_{Q,2}(z)dzdy. A straightforward computation involving the vanishing moment of b^l_{Q,2} leads to that |Ψ_{sκ−j} J^i_{m, a; j} b^l_{Q,2}(x)| ≤ inf_{y′ ∈Q} ∫ R^d ∫ S^{d−1} |Ω_i(θ)| | | ∫ R^d ∫_∞ 0 (ψ_{sκ−j} (x − y − t − rθ) ×R^j_{s,a}(y + t + rθ, y) − ψ_{sκ−j} (x − y^′ − t − rθ)R^j_{s,a}(y^′ + t + rθ, y^′)) η(2^{−j} r) r^2 drb^l_{Q,2}(y)dy | | |dy^′dθ ~ψ2m −j (t)dt Set U(x) = 1 |Q| ∫ R^d ∫ S^{d−1} |Ω_i(θ)| ∫ Q | | ∫ R^d ∫_2j 2^{j−1} ( ψ_{sκ−j} (x − y − t − rθ) − ψ_{sκ−j} (x − y^′ − t − rθ) ) R^j_{s,a}(y + t + rθ, y) dr r^2 b^l_{Q,2}(y)dy | |dy^′dθ ~ψ2m −j (t)dt and V(x) = 1 |Q| ∫ R^d ∫ S^{d−1} |Ω_i(θ)| ∫ Q | | | ∫ R^d ∫_2j 2^{j−1} ψ_{sκ−j} (x − y^′ − t − rθ) × ( R^j_{s,a}(y + t + rθ, y) − R^j_{s,a}(y^′ + t + rθ, y^′) ) dr r^2 b^l_{Q,2}(y)dy | | |dy^′dθ ~ψ2m−j (t)dt. It then follows that |Ψ_{sκ−j} J^i_{m, a; j} b^l_{Q,2}(x)| ≤ U(x) + V(x). Note that |R^j_{s,a}(y + t + rθ, y)| ≤ ∫ R^d |ψ_{ιs+3−j} (y + t + rθ − z)(a(z) − a(y))|dz ≲ 2^{j−ιs−3} + r + |t|.

A trivial computation leads to that

‖U‖_L1_{(R}d_) ≲ ∫ R^d ∫ S^{d−1} |Ω_i(θ)| ∫ R^d ∫_2j 2^{j−1} 2^{−j+sκ}‖∇ψ‖_L1 2^{j−s}(2^{j−ιs−3} + r + |t|) dr r^2 ×|b^l_{Q,2}(y)|dydθ ~ψ_2m_{−j} (t)dt ≲ 2^{−(1−κ)s}‖Ω_i‖_L∞_{(S}d−1_)‖b^l_{Q,2}‖_L1_{(R}d_).

On the other hand, we have ∫ R^d ∫ Q ∫ Q |R^j_{s,a}(y + t + rθ, y) − R^j_{s,a}(y^′ + t + rθ, y^′)||b^l_{Q,2}(y)|| ~ψ_2m_{−j} (t)|dydy^′dt ≲ 2^{−(1−ι)s}2^j |Q|‖b^l_{Q,2}‖_L1_{(R}d_), which implies that ‖V‖_L1_{(R}d_) ≲ 2^{−(1−ι)s}‖Ω_i‖_L∞_{(S}d−1_)‖b^l_{Q,2}‖_L1_{(R}d_).

This finish the proof of Lemma 4.3. □ For s > 3, let E^s = {e^s_ν }_{ν∈Λs} be a collection of unit vectors on S^{d−1} such that (a) |e^s_ν − e^s_ν′ | > 2^{−sγ−4} when ν ≠ ν^′;

(b) for each θ ∈ S^{d−1}, there exists an e^s_ν such that |e^s_ν − θ| ≤ 2^{−sγ−4}, where γ ∈ (0, 1) is a constant. The set E^s can be constructed as in [10, Section 2]. Observe that card(E^s) ≲ 2^{sγ(d−1)}. Let ζ be a smooth, nonnegative, radial function, such that supp ζ ⊂ B(0, 1) and ζ(t) = 1 for |t| ≤ 1/2. Set ~Γ^s_ν (ξ) = ζ ( 2^{sγ} ( ξ |ξ| − e^s_ν )) and Γ^s_ν (ξ) = ~Γ^s_ν (ξ) ( ∑ ν∈Λ_s ~Γ^s_ν (ξ) )_{−1} . It is easy to verify that Γ^s_ν is homogeneous of degree zero, and for all s, ∑ ν∈Λ_s Γ^s_ν (ξ) = 1, ξ ∈ S^{d−1}.

Let ϖ ∈ C^∞_0 (R) such that 0 ≤ ϖ ≤ 1, supp ϖ ⊂ [−4, 4] and ϖ(t) ≡ 1 when t ∈ [−2, 2]. Define the multiplier operator G^s_ν by ^Gs_ν f(ξ) = ϖ(2^{sγ} ⟨ξ/|ξ|, e^s_ν ⟩) ^f(ξ), Let J^{i,s}_{m, a; j,ν} be defined by J^{i,s}_{m, a; j,ν} h(x) = ∫ R^d ~K^i_{j,m}(x − y)Γ^s_ν (x − y)R^j_{s, a}(x, y)h(y)dy. It is obvious that for each fixed s ∈ N, ∑ ν∈Λ_s J^{i,s}_{m, a; j,ν} h(x) = J^i_{m, a; j} h(x). Lemma 4.4. Under the hypothesis of Theorem 1.2, we have that for each s ≥ 3, ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑ j ∑ ν G^s_ν (I−Ψ_{sκ−j} )J^{i,s}_{m, a; j,ν} B^l_{j−s,2} ‖ ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Rd)} ≲ ‖Ωi‖^2_L∞_{(S}d−1_)2^{−sγ} ∑ Q∈S ‖b^l_{Q,2}‖_L1_{(R}d_).

Proof. For f ∈ L^2(R^d ), it follows from Cauchy-Schwarz inequality that | | | ∑ j ∑ ν ∫ R^d G^s_ν (I − Ψ_{sκ−j} )J^{i,s}_{m, a; j,ν} B^l_{j−s,2}(x)f(x)dx | | | = | | | ∫ R^d ∑ ν G^s_ν f(x) ∑ j (I − Ψ_{sκ−j} )J^{i,s}_{m, a; j,ν} B^l_{j−s,2}(x)dx | | |

≤ ‖ ‖( ∑ ν |G^s_ν f|^2 ) 1_2 ‖ ‖_{L2(Rd)} ( ∑ ν ‖ ‖ ∑ j (I − Ψ_{sκ−j} )J^{i,s}_{m, a; j,ν} B^l_{j−s,2} ‖ ‖^2 L^2(R^d)

) 1_2 . Plancherel’s theorem, via the estimate

sup_{ξ≠0} ∑ ν |ψ(2^{sγ} ⟨e^s_ν , ξ/|ξ|⟩)|^2 ≲ 2^{sγ(d−2)} (see [10, inequality (3.1)]), implies that ‖ ‖ ‖ ( ∑ ν |G^s_ν f|^2 ) 1_2 ‖

‖^2_{L2(Rd)} = ∑ ν ∫ R^d |ψ(2^{sγ} ⟨ξ/|ξ|, e^s_ν ⟩)|^2| ^f(ξ)|^2dξ (4.5)

≲ 2^{sγ(d−2)}‖f‖^2_L2_{(R}d_).

Recall that card(E^s) ≲ 2^{γs(d−1)}. It suffices to prove that for each fixed ν ∈ Λ_s, ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑ j (I − Ψ_{sκ−j} )J^{i,s}_{m, a; j,ν} B^l_{j−s,2} ‖ ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Rd)} (4.6)

≲ 2^{−2sγ(d−1)}‖Ω_i‖^2_L∞_{(S}d−1_) ∑ Q∈S ‖b^l_{Q,2}‖_L1_{(R}d_).

We now prove (4.6). For each fixed j, Q ∈ S_{j−s}, and x ∈ R^d , write | (I − Ψ_{sκ−j} )J^{i,s}_{m, a; j,ν} b^l_{Q,2}(x) | ≲ ∫ R^d | ~K^i_{j,m}(x − y)||Γ^j_ν (x − y)||R^j_{s,a}(x, y)||b^l_{Q,2}(y)|dy + ∫ R^d ∫ R^d | ~K^i_{j,m}(z − y)||ψ_{sκ−j} (x − z)||Γ^j_ν (z − y)||R^j_{s,a}(z, y)|dz|b^l_{Q,2}(y)|dy ≲ H^s_{j,ν} ∗ |b^l_{Q,2}|(x), where H^{i,s}_{j,ν} (y) = 2^j | | ~Ki_{j,m}(y)Γj_ν (y) | |. Write ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑ j ∑ Q∈j−s (I − Ψ_{sκ−j} )J^{i,s}_{m, a; j,ν} b^l_{Q,2} ‖ ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Rd)} ≲ ∑ j ∑ Q∈S_{j−s} ∑ I∈S_{j−s} ∫ R^d (H^{i,s}_{j,ν} ∗ H^{i,s}_{j,ν} ∗ |b^l_{I,2}|)(x)|b^l_{Q,2}(x)|dx

+2 ∑ j ∑ Q∈S_{j−s} ∑ u<j ∑ I∈S_{u−s} ∫ R^d (H^{i,s}_{j,ν} ∗ H^{i,s}_{u,ν} ∗ |b^l_{I,2}|)(x)|b^l_{Q,2}(x)|dx. Let R^s_{j,ν} = {x ∈ R^d : |⟨x, e^s_v ⟩| ≤ 2^{j+3}, |x − ⟨x, e^s_ν ⟩e^s_ν | ≤ 2^{j+3−sγ} }, and ~R^s_{j,ν} = R^s_{j,ν} + R^s_{j,ν} . Observe that R^s_{j,ν} is contained in a box having one long side of length ≲ 2^j and (d − 1) short sides of length ≲ 2^{j−sγ} . For each fixed j, Q ∈ S_{j−s} and x ∈ Q, we obtain ∑ u≤j ∑ I∈S_{u−s} ( H^{i,s}_{j,ν} ∗ H^{i,s}_{u,ν} ∗ |b^l_{I,2}| ) (x) ≤ ‖H^{i,s}_{j,ν} ‖_L∞_{(R}d_) ∑ u≤j ‖H^{i,s}_{u,ν} ‖_L1_{(R}d_) ∑ I∈S_{u−s} ‖b^l_{I,2}‖_L1_{(R}d_)

≲ ‖Ω_i‖^2_L∞_{(S}d−1_)2^{−jd}2^{−sγ(d−1)} ∑ u≤j ∑ I∈S_{u−s} ∫ x+ ~R^s_{j,ν} |b^l_{I,2}(y)|dy ≲ ‖Ω_i‖^2_L∞_{(S}d−1_)2^{−jd}2^{−sγ(d−1)} ∑ u≤j ∑ I∈Su−s I∩ ~Rsj,ν ≠∅ |I|

≲ 2^{−2sγ(d−1)}‖Ω_i‖^2_L∞_{(S}d−1_).

This verifies (4.6) and completes the proof of Lemma 4.4. □ Lemma 4.5. For each fixed j ∈ Z, s ∈ N and Q ∈ S_{j−s}, there exists a positive constant ϱ > 0 such that ∑ ν ‖(I − G^s_ν )(I − Ψ_{sκ−j} )J^{i,s}_{m, a; j,ν} b^l_{Q,2}‖_L1_{(R}d_) ≲ 2^{−ϱs}‖Ω_i‖_L∞_{(S}d−1_)‖b^l_{Q,2}‖_L1_{(R}d_). Proof. Let α be a radial C^∞ function such that α(ξ) = 1 for |ξ| ≤ 1, α(ξ) = 0 for |ξ| ≥ 2 and 0 ≤ α(ξ) ≤ 1 for all ξ ∈ R^d . Set β_k(ξ) = α(2^kξ) − α(2^{k+1}ξ). Let ~β be a radial C^∞ function such that ~β(ξ) = 1 for^1_2 ≤ |ξ| ≤ 2, supp ~β ∈ [1/4, 4] and 0 ≤ ~β ≤ 1 for all ξ ∈ R^d . Set ~β_k(ξ) = ~β(2^kξ). Define multipliers operator Λ_k and ~Λ_k by ^Λ_kf(ξ) = β_k(ξ) ^f(ξ), ^~Λ_kf(ξ) = ~β_k(ξ) ^f(ξ). Observe that β_k = ~β_kβ_k, and so Λ_k = ~Λ_kΛ_k. It then follows that (I − G^s_ν )J^{i,s}_{m, a; j,ν} = ∑ k (I − G^s_ν )Λ_kJ^{i,s}_{m, a; j,ν} , (4.7) and ‖(I − G^s_ν )(I − Ψ_{sκ−j} )Λ_kJ^{i,s}_{m, a; j,ν} b^l_{Q,2}‖_L1_{(R}d_) ≤ ‖(I − Ψ_{sκ−j} )~Λ_k(I − G^s_ν )Λ_kJ^{i,s}_{m, a; j,ν} b^l_{Q,2}‖_L1_{(R}d_) ≤ ‖(I − Ψ_{sκ−j} )~Λ_k‖_L1_{(R}d_{)→L}1_{(R}d_)‖(I − G^s_ν )Λ_kJ^{i,s}_{m, a; j,ν} b^l_{Q,2}‖_L1_{(R}d_).

Now let ~L(x, y) be the kernel of the operator (I − G^s_ν )Λ_kJ^{i,s}_{m, a; j,ν} , that is, (I − G^s_ν )Λ_kJ^{i,s}_{m, a; j,ν} b^l_{Q,2}(x) = ∫ R^d ~L(x, y)b^l_{Q,2}(y)dy. It then follows that ‖(I − G^s_ν )Λ_kJ^{i,s}_{m, a; j,ν} b^l_{Q,2}‖_L1_{(R}d_) ≤ ∫ Q ‖~L(·, y)‖_L1_{(R}d_)b^l_{Q,2}(y)dy.

Repeating the proof of Lemma 4.2 in [10], we know that there exists a constant υ > 0 such that ‖~L(·, y)‖_L1_{(R}d_) ≲ 2^{ιs−sγ(d−1)−j+k+sγυ}‖Ω_i‖_L∞_{(S}d−1_). Note that

‖(I − Ψ_{sκ−j} )~Λ_k‖_L1_{(R}d_{)→L}1_{(R}d_) ≤ ‖F^{−1}( ~β_k) − ψ_{sκ−j} ∗ F^{−1}( ~β_k)‖_L1_{(R}d_) ≲ 1. It then follows that ‖(I − G^s_ν )(I − Ψ_{sκ−j} )Λ_kJ^{i,s}_{m, a; j,ν} b^l_{Q,2}‖_L1_{(R}d_) (4.8) ≲ 2^{ιs−sγ(d−1)−j+k+sγυ}‖Ω_i‖_L∞_{(S}d−1_)‖b^l_{Q,2}‖_L1_{(R}d_). On the other hand, we can write ‖(I − G^s_ν )(I − Ψ_{sκ−j} )Λ_kJ^{i,s}_{m, a; j,ν} b^l_{Q,2}‖_L1_{(R}d_) ≤ ‖(I − Ψ_{sκ−j} )~Λ_k‖_L1_{(R}d_{)→L}1_{(R}d_)

×‖(I − G^s_ν )Λ_k‖_L1_{(R}d_{)→L}1_{(R}d_)‖J^{i,s}_{m, a; j,ν} b^l_{Q,2}‖_L1_{(R}d_).

Let W^s_{k,j,κ} be the kernel of the convolution operator (I − Ψ_{sκ−j} )~Λ_k. The mean value formula now tells us that ∫ R^d |W^s_{k,j,κ}(y)|dy ≤ ∫ R^d ∫ R^d |F^{−1} ~β_k(y) − F^{−1} ~β_k(y − z)|ψ_{sκ−j} (z)dzdy ≲ 2^{j−sκ−k}. Obviously, we have that ‖(I − G^s_ν )Λ_k‖_L1_{(R}d_) ≲ 1 and ‖J^{i,s}_{m, a; j,ν} b^l_{Q,2}‖_L1_{(R}d_) ≲ 2^{−sγ(d−1)}‖Ω_i‖_L∞_{(S}d−1_)‖b^l_{Q,2}‖_L1_{(R}d_). Therefore, ‖(I − G^s_ν )(I − Ψ_{sκ−j} )Λ_kJ^{i,s}_{m, a; j,ν} b^l_{Q,2}‖_L1_{(R}d_) ≲ 2^{−sγ(d−1)+j−k−sκ}‖b^l_{Q,2}‖_L1_{(R}d_). (4.9)

Let m = j − ⌊sε_0⌋, with 0 < ε_0 < 1 a constant. Recall that card(E^s) ≲ 2^{sγ(d−1)}. Combining the inequalities (4.8) and (4.9) leads to that ∑ ν ‖(I − G^s_ν )(I − Ψ_{sκ−j} )J^{i,s}_{m, a; j,ν} b^l_{Q,2}‖_L1_{(R}d_) ≤ ( ∑ ν ∑ k<m + ∑ ν ∑ k≥m )‖(I − Ψ_{sκ−j} )(I − G^s_ν )Λ_kJ^{i,s}_{m, a; j,ν} b^l_{Q,2}‖_L1_{(R}d_) ≲ (2^{sϱ∗} + 2^{sϱ∗} )‖Ω_i‖_L∞_{(S}d−1_)‖b^l_{Q,2}‖_L1_{(R}d_), where ϱ_∗ = (ι − ε_0 + γυ) and ϱ^∗ = −κ + ε_0. We choose 0 < ι < γ < ε_0 < κ < 1 such that max {ϱ_∗, ϱ^∗} < 0. Let ϱ = − max{ϱ_∗, ϱ^∗}. The conclusion of Lemma 4.5 now follows directly. □

4.3. Proof of inequality (3.5). At first, we choose the constant N_1 > 10. Let

W_1(x) = ∞∑ i=0 ∞∑ l=1 l+i^∗∑

m=1 ∑ s>N_1(l+i) s2^{l+2}−1 ∑ r=0 M ( ∑ j | |(H^i_{m,a; j} − J^i_{m, a; j} )B^l_{j−s} | | ) (x),

W_2(x) = ∞∑ i=0 ∞∑ l=1 l+i^∗∑

m=1 ∑ s>N_1(l+i) s2^{l+2} −1 ∑ r=0 M ( ∑ j=r(mod s2^{l+2}) J^i_{m, a; j} B^l_{j−s,2} ) (x), and W_3(x) = ∞∑ i=0 2^i ∞∑ l=1 (l + i) ∑ s>N_1(l+i) s2^{l+2}2^{−s} ∑ j∈Z ∑ Q∈S_{j−s} v_j ∗ |b^l_{Q,2}|(x). It then follows from Lemma 4.2 that for some positive constant C_1,

D_{52}b(x) ≤

C_1 64 ( W_1(x) + W_2(x) + W_3(x) + Mb(x) ) . Take N_1 = 10⌊ι^{−1}⌋ + 1. A trivial computation leads to that

|{x ∈ R^d : W_3(x) > C^{−1}_1 }| ≲ ∞∑ i=0 2^i ∞∑ l=1 (l + i) ∑ s>N_1(l+i) s2^{l+2}2^{−s} ∑ j∈Z ∑ Q∈S_{j−s} ‖v_j ∗ |b^l_{Q,2}|‖_L1_{(R}d_)

≲ ∞∑ i=0 2^i ∞∑ l=1 (l + i)2^l ∞∑ s=N_1(l+i)

s2^{−s}‖f‖_L1_{(R}d_) ≲ ‖f‖_L1_{(R}d_). Let c_2 = (^∞∑ i=1 i^{−2} )_5 , c(i, l, s, m, r) = c^{−1}_2 ( (i + 1)lsm(r + 1) )_{−2} . It follows from the pigeonhole principle, the estimate (4.4) and the weak type (1, 1) estimate of M, that

|{x ∈ R^d : W_1(x) > C^{−1}_1 }| ≲ ∞∑ i=0 ∞∑ l=1 l+i^∗∑

m=1 ∞∑ s=N_1 (l+i) s2^{l+2} −1 ∑ r=0 | | | { x ∈ R^d : M ( ∑ j=r(mod s2^{l+2}) | |(H^i_{m,a;j} − J^i_{m,a;j} )B_{j−s} | | ) (x) > c(i, l, s, m, r)C^{−1}_1 }| |

≲ ∞∑ i=0 i^22^i ∞∑ l=1 (l + i)^2l^22^{2l} ∞∑ s=N_1 (l+i)

s^42^{−ιs}‖f‖_L1_{(R}d_) ≲ ‖f‖_L1_{(R}d_).

Finally, it follows from Lemma 4.3-Lemma 4.5 that |{x ∈ R^d : W_2(x) > C^{−1}_1 }| ≲ ‖f‖_L1_{(R}d_).

Note that |{x ∈ R^d : Mb(x) > C^{−1}_1 }| ≲ ‖f‖_L1_{(R}d_). Combining the estimates for W_1, W_2 and W_3 then leads to inequality (3.5). □

Remark 4.6. For bounded function f with compact support, let S = {Q} be the cubes in the proof (3.1). Let g^∗(x) = f(x)χ_Rd_{\∪Q∈S Q}(x) + f(x) ∑ Q∈S χ_{Q(|f |≤2}2c_{1 )}(x),

b^{∗,l}_{Q, 1}(x) = 1 |Q| ∫ Q(2^{c1 22l−1} <|f |≤2^{c122l} ) f(y)dyχ_Q(x), and b^{∗,l}_{Q,2}(x) = f(x)χ_{Q(2c1 22}l−1_{<|f |≤2c122}l_)(x) − b^{∗,l}_{Q,1}(x). Let i^{∗∗} = ⌊log log

(_2 τ (e^2 + i) ) ⌋ + 1. Observe that i^{∗∗}∑

m=1 2^{2m} ≤ 2^{2∗∗}∑

j=1 2^j ≤ 22^{2i∗∗} ≲ i^2.

Repeating the proof of Theorem 1.2, but replacing i^∗, U_{l, a,j} and U^i_{l, a,j} by i^{∗∗}, U_2l_{,a,j} and U^i_{2l,a,j} respectively, we can verify the following conclusion.

Theorem 4.7. Let Ω be homogeneous of degree zero, satisfy the vanishing condition (1.1). Let a be a function in R^d such that ∇a ∈ L^∞(R^d ). Suppose that Ω ∈ L(log L)^2(S^{d−1}). Then for all λ > 0, | |{x ∈ R^d : |T^∗_{Ω, a}f(x)| > λ} | | ≲ ∫ R^d Φ_3 ( |f(x)| λ ) dx, where Φ_3(t) = t log log log(e^{e2} + t) for t ≥ 0.

References

[1] B. Bajsanski and R. Coifman, On singular integrals, in Proc. Sympos. Pure Math.,Vol 10, pp. 1-17, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, 1967.

[2] A. Bhojak and P. Mohanty, Weak type bounds for rough singular integrals near L^1, J. Funct.

Anal. 284 (2023), no. 10, Paper No. 109881, 27 pp.

[3] A. P. Calderón, Commutators, singular integrals on Lipschitz curves and application, Proc.

Inter. Con. Math. Helsinki, 1978, 86-95.

[4] A. P. Calderón, Commutators of singular integral operators, Proc. Nat. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 53 (1965), 1092-1099.

[5] J. Chen, G. Hu and X. Tao, L^p(R^d ) boundedness for the Calderón commutator with rough kernel, J. Geom. Anal. 33 (2023), Artical 14.

[6] Y. Chen, Y. Ding, Necessary and sufficient conditions for the bounds of the Calderón type commutator for the Littlewood-Paley operator, Nonlinear Anal. TMA 130 (2016), 279-297.

[7] Y. Chen and J. Li, Quantitative weighted bounds for Calderón commutator with rough kernel, Studia Math. 263 (2022), 339-360.

[8] M. Christ and J.-L. Rubio de Francia, Weak type (1, 1) bounds for rough operators, II, Invent.

Math. 93 (1988), 225-237.

[9] R. Coifman and Y. Meyer, On commutators of singular integral and bilinear singular integrals, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 212 (1975), 315-331.

[10] Y. Ding and X. Lai, Weak type (1, 1) bounded criterion for singular integral with rough kernel and its applications, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 371 (2019), 1649-1675.

[11] J. Duoandikoetxea and J. L. Rubio de Francia, Maximal and singular integral operators via Fourier transform estimates. Invent. Math. 84 (1986), 541-561.

[12] P. W. Fong, Smoothness properties of symbols, Calderón commutators and generalizations.

Thesis (Ph.D.)-Cornell University. 2016. 60 pp.

[13] L. Grafakos, Estimates for maximal singular integral operator. Colloquium Math. 96 (2003), 167-177.

[14] L. Grafakos, Modern Fourier Analysis, GTM 250, 2nd Edition, Springer, New York, 2008.

[15] S. Hofmann, Weighted norm inequalities for commutators of rough singular integrals, Indiana Univ. Math. J. 39 (1990), 1275-1304.

[16] P. Honzík, An endpoint estimate for rough maximal singular integrals, Inter. Math. Res.

Notices, 19 (2020), 6120-6134.

[17] B. Ma and G. Hu, Maximal operators associated with the commutators of spherical means, Tohoku Math. J. 50 (1998), 349-363.

[18] C. Muscalu, Calderón commutators and the Cauchy integral on Lipschitz curves revisited: I.

First commutator and generalizations. Rev. Mat. Iberoam. 30 (2014), no. 2, 727-750. [19] C. Muscalu, Calderón commutators and the Cauchy integral on Lipschitz curves revisited II.

The Cauchy integral and its generalizations. Rev. Mat. Iberoam. 30 (2014), no. 3, 1089-1122. [20] C. Muscalu, Calderón commutators and the Cauchy integral on Lipschitz curves revisited III.

Polydisc extensions. Rev. Mat. Iberoam. 30 (2014), no. 4, 1413-1437.

[21] Y. Pan, Q. Wu and D. Yang, A remark on multilinear singular integrals with rough kernels, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 253 (2001), 310-321.

[22] A. Seeger, Singular integral operators with rough convolution kernels. J. Amer. Math. Soc. 9 (1996), 95-105.

[23] M. Wang and J. Zhao, A bilinear sparse domination for the maximal Calderón commutator with rough kernel, submited.

[24] D. K. Watson, Weighted estimates for singular integrals via Fourier transform estimates, Duke Math. J. 60(1990), 389-399.

Guoen Hu, Department of Mathematics, School of Science, Zhejiang University of Science and Technology, Hangzhou 310023, People’s Republic of China Email address: guoenxx@163.com

Xudong Lai, Institute for Advanced Study in Mathematics, Harbin Institute of Technology, Harbin, 150001, People’s Republic of China

Email address: xudonglai@hit.edu.cn

Xiangxing Tao, Department of Mathematics, School of Science, Zhejiang University of Science and Technology, Hangzhou 310023, People’s Republic of China Email address: xxtau@163.com

Qingying Xue, School of Mathematical Sciences, Beijing Normal University, Laboratory of Mathematics and Complex Systems, Ministry of Education, Beijing 100875, People’s Republic of China

Email address: qyxue@bnu.edu.cn