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NONCOMMUTATIVE WEAK TYPE (1,1) ESTIMATES FOR
CALDERON-ZYGMUND OPERATORS WITH L,-MEAN
HORMANDER CONDITIONS

XUDONG LAI AND LINGXIN XU

ABSTRACT. We construct a slightly new noncommutative Calderén-Zygmund decom-
position by further splitting the bad function. Using this tool, we prove the weak type
(1,1) boundedness of noncommutative Calderén-Zygmund operators under La-mean
Hoélder conditions, which improves the previous result.

1. INTRODUCTION

Calderon-Zygmund operators, a well-known class of singular integral operators, were
introduced by Calderén and Zygmund [3] in their seminal 1952 work. The kernel of such
an operator satisfies specific conditions, including the size and regularity conditions,
the latter of which was refined by Hérmander [8] in 1960.

The standard nonconvolution type Calderén-Zygmund operator is defined as

:/RdK(:c,y)f(y)dy, x ¢ supp f,

where K : R? x RY\ {(z,2) 2 € ]Rd} — Cis a standard nonconvolution type Calderén-
Zygmund kernel, which is a binary function satisfying

e Size condition: there exists C; > 0 such that
Cy

(11) K o) < o

e Lipschitz regularity condition: there exists v € [0,1] and C5 > 0 such that

Coly — 2|7

(1.2) [K(z,y) = K(z,2)| + [K(y, ) = K(z,2)| < To — gl

if |z —y| = 2ly — =],
where z, y, z € R%. The Lipschitz regularity condition (1.2) can be relaxed to certain
variants of smoothness conditions (see [6, 20, 21]). In the following, all Calderén-
Zygmund kernels under consideration are of nonconvolution type.

Inspired by operator algebras, harmonic analysis, noncommutative geometry, and
quantum probability (see [1, 4, 10, 11, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17]), noncommutative har-
monic analysis has become an exciting field in recent years. However, generalizing
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the Calderén-Zygmund decomposition, a key technique in harmonic analysis first in-
troduced in [3], to the noncommutative setting is challenging.

In 2009, Parcet [17] rigorously constructed a kind of noncommutative Calderén-
Zygmund decomposition by using Cuculescu’s maximal weak type (1,1) estimates for
noncommutative martingales [5]. With this tool, Parcet established the weak type (1, 1)
estimates for operator-valued Calderén-Zygmund singular integrals with the kernel sat-
isfying the Lipschitz regularity condition (1.2) (Cadilhac later gave a shorter proof in
[1]). Notably, the Hormander condition

(1.3) swp [ Ky o) - Ko y)lde < oc,
y€eR? v|>0 / [z —y|>2|v|

which is weaker than (1.2), is already sufficient for weak type (1,1) boundedness in
classical Calderén-Zygmund theory. It is therefore natural to ask whether the non-
commutative weak type (1,1) boundedness still holds under the Hérmander condition
(1.3)? This question remains open.

A step forward was made in 2022 by Cadilhac et al. [2]. They developed a more
effective noncommutative Calderén-Zygmund decomposition without the off-diagonal
term of the good function, which allowed them to prove the noncommutative weak type
(1,1) estimates for Calder6n-Zygmund operators if the kernel K satisfies

(1.4)

N

sup <2md€(Q)d
m=1 Q ?{iflgdic

K (2,) — K(2,6(Q)Pde) * < o,
2m(Q) <[z —c(Q)|<2mH1(Q)

where /(Q) and ¢(Q) stand for the length and the center of the dyadic cube @, respec-
tively. More generally, for 1 < ¢ < oo, we say that a kernel K satisfies the L4-integral
regularity condition if

(1.5) Z dq(m) < o0,

m>1

where d,(m) is defined as

1
sup (2ot [ Ko,y +0) — K(z,y)ltds)"
yeRY, R>0 2mR<|z—y|<2mT1R
[v|<R
for m > 1. Roughly speaking, the Hormander condition (1.3) corresponds to the
L;-integral regularity condition i.e. (1.5) with ¢ = 1, while (1.4) corresponds to the Lo-
integral regularity condition, i.e., (1.5) with ¢ = 2. The fact §1(m) <4 d2(m) shows that
the Lo-integral regularity condition is stronger than the Hérmander condition (1.3), but
weaker than the Lipschitz regularity condition (1.2). By applying the noncommutative
Calderén-Zygmund decomposition in [2], Hong, the first author, and Xu [7] established
the weak type (1,1) boundedness for the noncommutative maximal truncated Calderén-
Zygmund operators under the Lo-integral regularity condition. We refer the reader to
[2, 12, 14] for more results on weak (1,1) boundedness theory for noncommutative
Calderén-Zygmund operators.
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In this paper, we study a kernel smoothness condition that is slightly weaker than the
Lg-integral regularity condition (1.5): the L,-mean Hérmander condition (1 < g < 00),
defined by

(1.6) > Hy(m) < o,
m>1
where H,(m) is defined as

1

(2 R)a—1) 1
sup (= / / K (2, y + v) = K (2, y)|"dadv) ",
yeRY, ‘ R| [v|<R J2mR<|z—y|<2m+1R
R>0

for m > 1. Here, Bg denotes the ball centered at the origin with radius R > 0, and | Bg|
denotes its volume. It is not hard to see that Hy(m) <S4 04(m), meaning the L,-mean
Hormander condition (1.6) is indeed weaker than the L,-integral regularity condition
(1.5). In what follows, we focus on the case ¢ = 2, i.e., the Lo-mean Hormander
condition:

(1.7) > Hy(m) < oo,

m>1

where Ha(m) is defined as in (1.6) with ¢ = 2.
For two smoothness conditions A and B, we write A < B to mean that A is weaker
than B. Thus, we have the following conclusion:

Lo-mean Hormander

Lo-integral regularity < Lipschitz regularity
condition

= condition condition

This naturally leads to a question: can the Lo-mean Hormander condition (1.7) still
guarantee the noncommutative weak type (1, 1) boundedness of the maximal Calderén-
Zygmund operators? This paper gives a positive answer to this question.

Before stating the main result, we introduce some notions. Let M be a von Neumann
algebra equipped with a normal semifinite faithful (n.s.f., for short) trace 7. Let
N = Loo(RY)® M be the tensor von Neumann algebra with the tensor trace ¢ = J®r.
Denote the noncommutative L, space associated with (N, ¢) by L,(N) for 1 <p < oo
(see Appendix A for details). The noncommutative Calderén-Zygmund operator T
with a kernel K is defined as

(18) T5(e) = [ K@i, o ¢ 5w /.

where f € Li(N) () Loo(N) is compactly supported and measurable. Here, supp f
denotes the support of f as an operator-valued function in R? rather than the support
projection as an element in a von Neumann algebra. For any ¢ > 0, the associated
truncated singular integral T, f is defined as

(1.9 i@= [ K@y

The main result is stated as follows.
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Theorem 1.1. Suppose T is a Calderén-Zygmund operator defined as in (1.8) associ-
ated with a kernel satisfying (1.1) and the Lo-mean Hormander condition (1.7). Let T
be defined as in (1.9). Suppose (T¢)eso is of strong type (po,po) for some 1 < py < o0,
that is, for any f € Ly, (N),

T esols, oty S 11, a0
Then, (T¢)eso is of weak type (1,1), that is, for any f € L1(N),

[(Tef)esolla, o view) S I,y -

We refer to see Appendix A for the definitions of the noncommutative maximal norm
Il L, w0y and the noncommutative weak mazimal norm |||y (e )-

Our main strategy in this paper is to develop a refined noncommutative Calderén-
Zygmund decomposition, adapted to kernels satisfying the Lo-mean Hormander condi-
tion (1.7). The previous methods are insufficient in this context. On one hand, Parcet’s
decomposition [17] requires the stronger Lipschitz regularity condition (1.2) and may
not be directly applied to the noncommutative maximal operator. On the other hand,
while the decomposition by Cadilhac et al. [2] can deal with the Lo-integral regular-
ity condition (1.5) with ¢ = 2, it does not cover our target. To address this gap, we
introduce a slightly new noncommutative Calderén-Zygmund decomposition achieved
by further splitting of the bad function into a convolution part and a remainder part.

This paper is organized as follows. We begin by presenting our key tool: the refined
noncommutative Calderén-Zygmund decomposition (Theorem 2.4) in Section 2. Next,
Section 3 starts the proof of the main result (Theorem 1.1), reducing it to proving the
weak type (1,1) estimates for the lacunary sequences with real kernels (Theorem 3.3).
With this reduction established, Section 4 is devoted to proving Theorem 3.3. Finally,
some related background concepts are included in Appendix A.

Now, we conclude this section by listing the notation required for our later analysis.

Notation
o O, the set of all dyadic cubes of side length 27", n € Z.
® (), n: the unique cube in Q,, containing x € R
e Q: the set of all standard dyadic cubes in Rd, that is, @ = |J Qn.
n

¢(Q): the center of the cube Q.

[Q): the concentric cube sharing the center of ) such that its length is [ times
the length of Q.

B,(z): the ball with 2 € R? as its center and > 0 as its radius, and the center
z will be omitted when it is the origin.

|E|: the volume of set E C RY,

[k]: the integer part of k.

2. NONCOMMUTATIVE CALDERON-ZYGMUND DECOMPOSITION

The Calderéon-Zygmund decomposition is a fundamental tool for studying the bound-
edness of singular integral operators. When transferring to the von Neumann algebraic
setting, its noncommutative counterpart is primarily based on Cuculescu’s martingale
projections [5]. In this section, we first review Cuculescu’s construction, and then use
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it to develop our refined version of the noncommutative Calderén-Zygmund decompo-
sition. Background on noncommutative L, spaces and maximal norms can be found in
Appendix A.

2.1. Cuculescu’s construction. Let N’ = L, (R%)® M be the von Neumann algebra
tensor product, equipped with the tensor trace ¢ = fRd ®T. For n € 7Z, let o, be the
o-algebra generated by Q,, and let N, = Loo(R%, 0y, dz)® M, which is a von Neu-
mann subalgebra of N'. Then, (N,)nez forms a sequence of increasing von Neumann
subalgebras of N whose union is weak-* dense in N,

Let E, be a conditional expectation from N onto N,. A sequence (an)nez C N is
said to be a martingale if E,(an+1) = a,. For 1 < g < oo, if in addition (ay)nez C
Ly(N), then (ay)nez is called an Lg,-martingale. In this paper, we define the conditional
expectation E, by

En(f) = Z fQXQv Vf € Ll(N)v
QeEQ,
where x¢ is the characteristic function of @, and fg = ﬁ fQ f(y)dy. Thus, (Ny)nez

becomes a filtration with the associated conditional expectations (Ey,)nez. Define f,, =
E.(f). Then (fn)nez is clearly an Li-martingale.
Set

Net = {f ‘RY - MAL (M) : f>0, supp f is compact},

where supp f means the support of f as an operator-valued function in R?. Based on
the density of N4 in Li(N)4, we only need to consider the functions in N 4.

The following lemma, established in [5] (see also [17]), plays an important role in the
noncommutative Calderén-Zygmund decomposition.

Lemma 2.1. (Cuculescu) Let f € N 4. For any X\ > 0, there exists a decreasing
sequence (qn(f,\))nez (for convenience, we write gn(f,\) as q) of projections in N
satisfying

(i) Qn € Nn;

(ii) qn commutes with ¢n—1fnGn-1;

(%) qnfndn < An;
(iv) The following estimate holds

1
o(1v = A wn) < 3 1l

nez
We see that f, can be bounded by any A > 0 if n is small enough. Hence, for a

given A > 0, there exists an integer n)(f) such that f, < A1y when n < ny(f). The
decreasing sequence of projections (g, )nez in Lemma 2.1 is in fact given by
1y, if n < ny(f),
qn = .
X(ON(gn-1fagn-1)> 17> nA(f).
The following alternative representation of ¢, is more useful:

=Y 40XQ

QeQ,
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where

1y, if n < ny(f),
q9Q = .
Q X(O,)\]((I@JCQ(]Q)’ 1fn > n)\(f)

Here, @ denotes the dyadic father of Q). One can easily verify that
(2.1) 1Q < 45, qQ commutes with q@qu@, 90090 < Aqg.

Furthermore, let (p,)nez be a sequence of projections defined by

Pn=t1— = Y (15— 9@)xq = D PoXe

Q€eQ, QEQn
This gives
(22) Y p=ly—g=¢" with ¢= )\ ¢u
nez nez

The next result follows directly from Lemma 2.1; we omit the proofs here.

Lemma 2.2. Let (qn)nez and (pn)necz be the sequences of projections in Lemma 2.1.
Then, the following equalities hold:

(i) Pnfnd = qfapn =0, forn € Z.
(1) PnfonkPk = Pk furkpn =0, forn, k € Z, n # k, where n A’k := min {n, k}.

2.2. Noncommutative Calderén-Zygmund decomposition. For fixed f € N, 4,
A >0, and s € N, we define the projection (, as

1
(2.3) Cs = < \/ pQX(25+1)Q> -

QeQ
We require the following property of this projection, whose proof can be found in [2].

Lemma 2.3. For fized f € No+, A >0, and s € N, we have

25+ 1)¢
sty -y < By, o

Below, we construct a slightly new noncommutative Calderén-Zygmund decomposi-
tion inspired by [2], and present its properties later.

Theorem 2.4. Fiz f € Noi, A > 0, and s € N. Let (gn)nez and (pn)nez be the
sequences of projections in Lemma 2.1, where ¢, = Y. qoXQ, Pn = Y, DPQXQ-

QEQ, QEQ,
Suppose h € C°(RY) satisfies
supph C By, / h=1, h2>0.
Rd
Define h,(z) = T%h(%) and r, = 27""\/d. Then, f admits the decomposition:

F=g+b=g+bg+by+bog+ by
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where g is positive and b is self-adjoint in N'. More precisely, these components are
defined as follows:

9=afq+ Y Pnfubn,

neE”L
ba= ban=_ > b3 b= 03, =3 > (7, b3,
nez neEZ Qe nez neZ QeQ,
~ - B 0 o ~0
bogr =Y bogn =D D Vogur bog =D Wga=D_ D (bop. —Vsgn):
nez n€Z QeQ, nez nEZ QEQy,
where for each Q € O,
bS, = pa(f — faPaxq. by, =po(f — fa)aaxe + a(f — fa)Paxe:

7@ _ 1@ 7@ _ ;@
bd’n = bd,n * by, boﬁn = bo[f,n * Ry, .

Proof. Set pso = ¢q, foo = f, and 7=7U {o0}. By (2.2), f can be rewritten as

f= Zzpnfmkpk + Zan(f — fark)Pk =: g + b.

neZ keZ neZ kel
For the good function g, Lemma 2.2 implies
9=afq+ Y afspk+ > Pafaq+ D> Pafurkpk = afa+ Y pufaDn-
keZ nez n€Z ke nez

For the bad function b, we consider those terms with finite indices n and k satisfying
n # k. Since pr = qr—1 — qk, a direct calculation shows

Z an(f — fa)pk = an(f — fu)(@n — @),

neZ k>n ne”L
DD oalf = ek =D oalf = f)pe =Y _(ak — a)(f = fr)pr,
neZ k<n kEZ n>k keZ
which implies that
b= an(f - fn)pn + Z (pn(f - fn)Qn + Qn(f - fn)pn)
nez ne”Z

by using Lemma 2.2 again. Next, we insert a convolution operator to decompose b
further. Let A, and r, be defined as above, and let

b, =po(f — flpaxe: o [ Var, =po(f = fadiexe + do(f — fa)poxe:

off.n = Yoff,n

By these definitions as well as the disjointness of dyadic cubes, we can express the bad
function b as

Zzb ""ZZ dn +Zzboﬁn+zz offn offn)‘

n€Z QEQ, n€Z QEQ, n€Z QEQ, n€Z QEQ,

gd: Z Zd,’ﬂ bO_ Z bd n Zoff: Z Zoﬂ”,n Z boff n
nez nez
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This yields the desired decomposition f = g+b = g—i—gd—i—bg +goﬁ+bgﬁ; the positivity
of g and self-adjointness of b follows immediatly from their constructions. O

Remark 2.5. For any n € Z and Q € Q,, ry, is the radius of the circumscribed ball of
the cube Q.

The decomposition in Theorem 2.4 admits the following properties:

Lemma 2.6. Let (s be the projection given as in (2.3). Then,

(i) HQHLl(/\/) < HfHLl(N) ‘mﬁl ||g||Loo(N) <29\
(i) For each Q € Qp, [ga bgn = 0 (i.e. the cancellation condition), and for any

2,y € RY, G(@)ban(y)Gs(x) = 0 when |x —y| < (2E = 2)rn. Furthermore,
> IbG Ny < 21FllL -
n€Z QeQ.,

(ii) For any x, y € RY, Cs(:z;)bg,n(y)gs(:r) =0 when |z —y| < (% —2)ry.

(w) For each Q € Qp, [ga E?ﬁn =0 (i.e. the cancellation condition), and for any x,

¥ € R, Cu(@)bogrn (4)Gs(x) = 0 when [z — y| < (2EL —2)r,.

(v) For any @, y € B, ()b, (4)Co(x) = 0 when [z — y| < (2L —2)r,.
Proof. The property (i) follows from Parcet’s noncommutative Calderén-Zygmund de-
composition, as detailed in [1] or [2].

Consider (ii). By the definition of bg ,, in Theorem 2.4, we have [pa bdQn = 0 for each
Q € Q,. Note that [a by, =1, we get

/R B9, (x)da = /R 2,0 /R e~ )}y =0,

which establishes the cancellation condition for gffn
We now prove the support condition. For each Q € Q, from the construction of (
in (2.3), we see

(2.4) Gs(2)pg = pels(x) =0 if =z € (25+1)Q.
Indeed, for a fixed z € (2s + 1)Q,

G(z)=1- \/ PQX(2s+1)Q(T) < 1 —pg.
QeQ

Hence,
Cs(x)pQ = Cs(x)(l _pQ)pQ =0,
and the same holds for po(s(z), which lead to (2.4). By supp(h,,,) C By,

aiantneio) =@ ( X |

09 (), (3 — u)du) Cola)
QeQ, ' Brn(y)

 (G@walf = F) ot (@) ) (v = w)du
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Using (2.4), it suffices to show:

2 1
S+ —2>rn

2.5 €284+ 1)Qupn if |z—y| <
(2.5) 25+ DQun i |z -yl < (T2
In fact, taking v € B, (y) () @, we have

2s+1
r?
\/a n

|2 = c(Qun)| < |z =yl + 1y —ul + [u = c(Qun)| <

implying (2.5).
The boundedness of bdQ’n results from the fact that ¢(fp,) = ¢(fnpn) and (2.2). This

means,
ST G n <303 (6(froxq) + ¢(fapaxa))

neZ QeQy n€Z QEQn

_Z fpn +¢ fnpn))

nel

< 2¢(f).

This completes the proof of (ii).
The proofs of (iii)—(v) follow by analogous arguments and are therefore omitted. [

Remark 2.7. We will fix s = [6\/&] throughout this paper. Furthermore, the projection
(s is denoted simply by ¢ when s is fixed.

Remark 2.8. Recall the construction of g,: there exists an integer ny(f) such that
qn = 1nr when n < ny(f). Without loss of generality, we may set ny(f) = 0. This leads

to
Zd = ng,n, bo = Z bgm, goﬂ = Zgoﬁ,ny bgﬁ = Z bgff,m

n>1 n>1 n>1 n>1

thereby simplifying the summation.

3. TWO REDUCTIONS

This section introduces two key lemmas (Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.2), which reduce
the proof of the main theorem to the cases of real kernels and lacunary sequences. For
their proofs, we refer the reader to [7].

Step 1. Let T, be a noncommutative Calderén-Zygmund truncated operator with
a complex kernel K (defined as in (1.9)). We decompose K into its real and imaginary
parts: Re (K) and Im (K). The truncated operators associated with Re (K) and Im (K)
are then given by

Re (TL) f(x) = /|  Re() @)y
T—y|>€

and
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Lemma 3.1. Let T be a noncommutative Calderén-Zygmund operator (defined as in
(1.8)) whose kernel K satisfies (1.1) and the Lo-mean Hérmander condition (1.7). Let
T¢ be defined as in (1.9). Then,

(i) Both Re (K) and Im (K) satisfy (1.1) and (1.7).

(i) If (Te)eo is of strong type (po,po) for some po € (1,00), then, both (Re (T¢))es0

and (Im (T))eso are of strong type (po,po)-
(iii) If (Re (T¢))es0 and (Im (T¢))eso are of weak type (1,1), so is (T¢)eso-

By this lemma, we may assume that the kernel K is real throughout this paper.
Step 2. Let ® be a smooth radial nonnegative function on R? such that

suppCIDC{a:G]Rd:l/2§|x|§2} and Zq)j(x)zl,xE]Rd\{O},
JEZL

where ®;(z) := ®( ngf/g). Thus, the truncated singular integrals T¢ f can be written as

T.f = Z/ K(z,y)®;(z —y) f(y)dy.

JEZ lz—y|>e

From the conditions |z —y| > € and supp(®;) C {z € R? : 2771V/d < |z| < 27+1V/d}, we
see that for i, = [logQ(ﬁ)] +1, the following equality holds (when e > 0 is sufficiently
small):

Tf@) =Y [ K-+ [ K@t — i

j>ie lz—y|>e€

It is convenient to introduce the following notation:
Kj(z,y) = K(z,y)®;(z — y),
(31) Si7a) =3 [ Kiwo) )y,
jzi VR
(32) Tif@ = [ Ko fw)dy,
lz—y|>e
Hence,
T.f(x) = 8. f(x) + T¢ f(x).

Lemma 3.2. Let T be a noncommutative Calderén-Zygmund operator (defined as in
(1.8)) whose kernel K satisfies (1.1) and the La-mean Hormander condition (1.7). Let
Tl be defined as in (3.2). Then

(i) (Ti<)eso is of strong type (p,p) for 1 < p < oc.
(11) (T!<)eso is of weak type (1,1).

The preceding two lemmas imply that Theorem 1.1 follows directly from the weak
type (1,1) boundedness of S; given in (3.1). Thus, it remains to prove

Theorem 3.3. Let T be a noncommutative Calderdn-Zygmund operator defined as in
(1.8) with the real kernel K satisfying (1.1) and the La-mean Hérmander condition



NONCOMMUTATIVE MAXIMAL OPERATORS 11
(1.7). Let S; be defined as in (3.1). Then, the sequence of operators (S;)icz is of weak
type (1,1), that is, for any f € L1(N),
10Sif)iezllny o Vi) S 1Nl ar
More precisely, for any f € L1(N) and X\ > 0, there exists a projection e € N such that

sup H@S feHLoo(N) S A and ¢<€J—) S )\_1 ”fHLl(N) :

1€EZ

4. THE PROOF OF THEOREM 3.3

Note that every operator in a von Neumann algebra can be decomposed into a linear
combination of four positive elements. By this fact and the density of N 1 in Li(N)4,
we may assume f € N, without loss of generality. Now, consider a fixed f € N4
and A > 0. We apply Theorem 2.4 to decompose f = g+b. Then, by the quasi-triangle
inequality, it suffices to find projections ey, es € N such that

(4.1) Sup lerSigerllp oy <A and  @ler) S A IFIlL,
(4.2) Sup leaSibeall, oy <A and  élez) SA Il o

Indeed, by setting e = e; A ea, we obtain
leSifellr vy < leSigell o) + lleSibell Ly < 2A
and
olet) < dlet) +dlea) S A I lpyoy -
which gives Theorem 3.3.

4.1. Estimate for the good function (4.1). For any i € Z, it follows from the
definitions of S; and T} ((3.1) and (3.2)) that there exists €; > 0 such that

Si =8, —T..
Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1 and Lemma 3.2 (i), both (S, )iez and (T7.)iez

1

are of strong type (po,po). Therefore, from the above equality, (S;);cz is also of strong
type (po,po). In addition, since g is positive (by Theorem 2.4) and the kernel K is
real-valued (as stated in Section 3), the operator S;g is self-adjoint. These two facts
imply that for any ¢ € Z, we can find a positive element a € N such that for any i € Z,

—a<Sg<a and falg, xS gl o -
Taking e1 = x(0,»(@). Then we have
—A < —ejae; < e15;9e1 < ejae; < A

Finally, applying the Chebyshev inequality, the Holder inequality, along with the bound-
edness of ¢ in Lemma 2.6 (7), we obtain

P(e1 ) SATR ||(1”L o () <A HQHZOOC_(N) Hg”Ll(/\/’) SA! ||f”L1(_/\/')7

which yields (4.1).



12 XUDONG LAI AND LINGXIN XU

4.2. Estimate for the bad function (4.2). We now give an estimate for the bad
function b. First, we decompose S;b as

Sib = ¢FS;b¢t + ¢Sib¢t + ¢HSib¢ + ¢SibC,

where the projection ( is defined as in (2.3), and we omit its subscript as stated in
Remark 2.7.
For each j € Z, define the operator 7; by

Tif@) = [ K )y

Then, S; admits a representation S; = ) 7;. The key step is to establish the following
Jjzi
L1-estimate:

(4.3) ST gy S 11, -

JEZ

We claim that (4.3) holds, and use it to deduce (4.2). The proof of (4.3) itself will be
given later.

Define the projection 7 = x (o, ( > \C7}b§]>. It then follows that
JEZ

~A <=0 [CTib¢In < n¢Sibén <0y [CTib¢In < A.

JEZ JEZ
Moreover, by the Chebyshev inequality and (4.3),

Sr) < AN NICTibC by S AT ISz v -

JEZ
Now, let e = ( An. Combining these results with Lemma 2.3, we obtain
le2Sibeally, _(nvy < MCSibCnllL oy < A

and

oe2) < B(CH) + 6™) SA Il

which leads to (4.2).
It remains to prove (4.3). Recall from Theorem 2.4 that the bad function b has the
decomposition:

b= by + b3 + bog + 0.

Therefore, by the triangle inequality, it suffices to verify the following two lemmas:

Lemma 4.1 (1) 3 [<T5bc| 1, ) < 1 acars (8) 2 I<THC0 a1 1,000
J€ j€

Lemma 4.2. (i) > ||C7}goﬁCHLl N S HfHLl(/\/); (47) Z Hgﬁb(o)ﬁ(”h N S HfHL1(N)'
=) W) =) )
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4.2.1. The proof of Lemma 4.1. First, let us give an important lemma.

Lemma 4.3. Fiz 1< g < oo and j € Z. Then, forn > 1,
1
sup / / |Kj(z,y + 2) — Kj(x,y)|"dadz
B, _; JR?

yeR? |B7’
< 279M D (HI(n) + HI(n + 1) + 279,
where r,_; is defined in Theorem 2.4.

Proof. For a fixed z € B

n—j ‘

g WE have

LI+ 2) = Kyaias £ [ 1Ky +2) = Koo — )i

+ [ Ky 2105w = o+ 2) = 850 p)l'da
=: A; + As.

By the mean value theorem and z € B, _,

Mg [ K@y s [ Kyt o)
Ejny,z By,
where Ej . denotes the support of the function @ — (®(z — (y + 2)) — ®j(z — y)).
We claim that there exist two constants C 4, C3 ¢ such that
(4.4) Ejny:C{z e R : 01427 <|z— (y+2)| < Cog2'}.

To prove this, note first that supp(®;) C {z € R : 2771V/d < |z| < 27+1V/d}. Hence,
when ®;(z — (y + 2)) — ®;(z — y) # 0, at least one of the following conditions holds:
(1) 27 Wd < |z — (y + 2)| < 2tV/4d,
(i1) 297 d < |z —y| < 27H1/d.
For case (i), we have |z — (y + 2)| ~ 2/ immediately. For case (ii), since r,,—; < 2972V/d
when n > 1,
|z — (y+2)| < |x —y|+ |2| < 2TVd+ 2724,
|z — (y+2)| > |z -yl — |2| > 27Vd - 272V4,
which implyies |z — (y + z)| ~ 27. By the estimate for Ej,, . as above with the size
condition (1.1), we obtain a bound on A,:
Ay < 973dla=1)  9—an,

For Ay, the definition of r,_; gives

A < / K (z,y + 2) — K(z,y)|%dz
20— 1Vd<|z—y|<27+1Vd

|K(z,y + 2) — K(z,y)|"dz

/2”7‘71_]-S|J:—y|§2"+17'n_j

T / K(z,y +2) — K(z,9)|"da.
2n+17'n7jg|x7y‘g2n+27‘n7j



14 XUDONG LAI AND LINGXIN XU

Finally, combining the estimates for Ay, As, and the Lo-mean Hérmander condition
(1.7), we get

1
B / /Rd |Kj(z,y + 2) — Kj(z,y)|'dzedz
Tn—j Tn—j

</ (] K (y + 2) — K, y)|dr ) d
‘lng—j| Brnij 27y, <|z—y|<2ntlr, _;

1
v [ (] (g +2) — K (o) ) dz
|13Tn—j‘ Br, 2ntlp, i <|lz—y|<2nt2r,_;

4+ 9—dd(a=1) . g—an
< 9~gdla=1) (Hi(n) + HI(n+ 1) +277),
which completes the proof. O
Proof of Lemma 4.1. (i) We first observe that, for any j € Z,
(4.5) Cden ¢ = Cden ;¢=0, whenn<1.

Indeed, for a fixed z € RY, Remark 2.7 (s = [6v/d]) and Lemma 2.6 (i) yield

T a0 = [ Ko (s 00 x (s, 3 00

For n <1, the definition of r,,_; (see Theorem 2.4) directly implies

2T/ = 22y, < (W\%J“l = 2) 7.
Since supp(®;) C {z € R?: 2771/d < |z| < 27+1V/d}, we get
Kj(z,y) = K(z,y)®;(z —y) =0,
which shows that (de n—j¢ = 0. A similar argument works for C’de n—jG- Thus, we

obtain (4.5)
We begin with estimating by. By Remark 2.8 and (4.5), it suffices to establish

Z Z HCEZd,n—jCHIA(N) S ||fHL1(N)

n>2j5j<n—1

It follows from the definition of gd,n in Theorem 2.4, the cancellation condition in
Lemma 2.6 (¢7), and the definition of bdQn_j in Theorem 2.4 that

Thans@) = 3 [ (Kye9) = Ko@), 1)y
QEQn_j
Z / /Rd Kj(z:,c(Q))bdQn ]( Ve, _; (y — u)dydu.

QREQn— j
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4 ) C @, and the Minkowski inquality,

By the facts that supp(h,,_;) € B, _;, supp(b4 e

we have
¢ T5ba.0-56 |,

S 2 /R <ﬂf”;’§d( /Q / o 5, 9) — 5, (@B (1), ey

QGQn—J

1
S D /Han—‘(u)HL | = K (z,y) — K;(z,c(Q))|dzdy ) du.
Qegnf‘j Q d7 ! 1( ) < ‘Br"_]' ’ Brnfj (U) Rd / J )

For a fixed cube @ € Q,_;, note that the variable u in the outer integral is restricted
to Q. Moverover, by the definition of r,_;,

ly — (@ <y —ul+]u—c(Q) <rnj+7rnj=Tnj1.

This implies that whenever v € Q and y € B, _,(u), we have y € B,,_,_,(c(Q)).
Therefore, let z =y — ¢(Q),
1

1Br ;1 JB,, ) Jr

1
(1.6) S LI+ @) - Kyfee(Q)lard

G (,y) — K2, o(Q))|dzdy

By employing Lemma 4.3 with y = ¢(Q), ¢ = 1, and setting n to n— 1, (4.6) is bounded
by

Hl(n - 1) + Hl(n) +2in+1.

Then, applying the inequality Hi(n) <4 Ha(n), the Lo-mean Hoérmander condition
(1.7) and the boundedness of bgn in Lemma 2.6 (i7), we obtain

> 2 eTibacll v

n>2 j<n—1

5 Z Z Z /Q Hbgn—](u)HLl(M) (H1(n — 1) +H1(n) + 2—7L+1) du

n>2j<n—1QeQ,_;

ST i+ Y S [, e

n>1 m>1QeQ,,
Sy -

(73) Again by Remark 2.8 and (4.5), it remains to prove:

n>2j<n—1
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Fix a cube @ € Q,,_; and recall the definition of ngn_j in Theorem 2.4,

dn ;( / K;( xy/ b?n iy = 2)he,,_;(2)dzdy

_ Wh%j@xéﬂKﬂ%y+zw3lﬂ)mMz

Moreover, by fRd h=1,
Ty @) = [ o) [ B0t ()
R R

bg

s,

Noting again the supports of h j and using the Minkowski inequality, we get

Tn_j7

HCEbS,n-jCHLl

s [ (i
R? ’B'f'n ] QeQ,_

< (Hi(n)+Hi(n+1)+27") > b, il
QGQ'n—j

//T ) (z,y + 2) — Kj(z, y)l\lbdn j( )HL1 dzdy)d

where the last inequality follows from Lemma 4.3 with ¢ = 1. Finally, an application of
the fact that Hy(n) <gq Ha(n), together with the Lo-mean Hormander condition (1.7),

and the boundedness of bde in Lemma 2.6 (i7), yield

> > leTbdn-scll,

n>2j<n—1

<S8 ST I lon (Hi(n) + Hy(n+1) +277)

n>2j<n—1Q€Qn_;

Sy Ham)+27) Y0 D bl

n>2 m>1QeQm,
Sy o

which completes the argument. O

4.2.2. The proof of Lemma 4.2. We first give a useful lemma.

Lemma 4.4. For a fived j € Z, the following estimates hold for any Q € Q,_; when
n>2:

(1)
b
|B7’n—j—1’ R4

1

/Q (/T (@) |Kj(z,y) — Kj(z,c(Q))] dy)Qpr(u)deu zl(M

n—j—1 2

dx
)

< ((H3(n — 1) + H3(n) + 22" D)7(pg)d(froxa)) *;
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1

dx

(i)
2 3
L, B2~ ) vl o],

1
‘Brn—j| /]Rd
S ((HZ(n) + H (n + 1) +272")7(p@)¢(frexa))

where r,—; is defined in Theorem 2.4.

D=

Proof. We first prove (ii). For n > 2 and a fixed cube @ € Q,,_;, using the same
argument as in Lemma 4.3, we can find constants D; 4 and D5 4 such that the function

2
T /Q (/B |Kj(2,y+2) — Kj(w,y)!dZ) pof(y)pedy
Tn—j
is supported on the set
E? = {z eR?: Dy 427 < dist(z,Q) < D242},

where dist(z,Q) = inf{|z —y|:y € Q}. Then, by the Holder inequality and the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the left-hand side of the inequality (i7) is bounded by By - B,
where Bj is defined as

Sy
|Brn7j| Rd

and B, is defined as

/Q (/B |Kj(z,y + 2) — Kj(x, y)ldz> 2pczf(y)pgdyHLl(M)dx> 3

Tn—j

1
(L Imaxse@ll,upie) "

For By, applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to the inner integral for z,
1
B (G [ ]I+ 2) - K Pded) (o s (po)dy
Q ’Brn_j| Br,_; R?

S 277 (H (n) + Hi (n+ 1) + 277" ¢(froxe).
where the last inequality follows from Lemma 4.3 with ¢ = 2. For Bs, the construction
of E]Q implies that

(B2)* < 27(pq).

Combining the estimates for By and Bs, we conclude that

1 2
[Br, | Jra /Q( /B [ (w,y + 2) = K (,)[dz) oS (y)pody
T‘n—j Tnij

Jun

< ((H3(n) + H3(n+1) +272")7(pq)é(fPaxq))? .

which completes the proof of (ii).
For (i), we note that there also exist two constants Dll, & D§7 4 such that the support
of the function

o [, (. 9) — K (. (@))|dy) pof (u)pgdu

Tn—j—1(c(Q))
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is contained in the set
{z eR%: '1’d2j <z —e(Q) < D’27d2j}.
The remaining argument parallels that for (i7) and is therefore omitted. O

Proof of Lemma 4.2. (i) As in the proof for the diagonal part bq, we state the following
equality, whose proof is similar to that of (4.5): for any j € Z,

(4.7) Cﬁfgoff,nfjc = Cﬁbgﬁm_jé =0, whenn<1.
Combining this with Remark 2.8, it suffices to prove

S Hfﬁgoff,n—jCHLl(N) Sz o -

n>2j<n—1

We start to estimate the left-hand side. The definition of Fgoﬁ‘7n,j in Theorem 2.4 and
the cancellation condition in Lemma 2.6 (iv) give:

¢ Tbotmn—iC 1, o

S 2 L s K e@)i iy

QEanj

Next, recall the definition of Eg’?ﬁn in Theorem 2.4: for a fixed cube Q) € 9, [ -

off,n
bgﬂ’n*hrn, where bgﬂ’n =po(f—rfn)aoxo+a9o(f—fn)poxq- Accordingly, we decompose

> X Héﬁfgoff,n—jCHLl(N) into four terms:
1

n>2 j<n—
r=Y Y Y
n>2j<n—1Q€Qn_;

for i = 1,2, 3,4, with

[, (i) = @), s

d
Li(M)

7 71 Pyp— T 72 pyp—
b = 1o ((fxQ) ¥ hr_;)a0s b = pa((foxQ) * hr, ;) aq,

b3 = a0((FxQ) * b )PQs b = a0 ((faxqQ) * hr,_, )P

We provide a detailed proof only for F}; analogous arguments apply to Fb—Fy under

the fact that ¢(fnpn) = o(fpn).
To estimate F;. We first observe that by the supports of h,,_, and xq, the noncom-

mutative Li-norm in Fj equals
Ki(z,y) — K;(x, he (y—u)d dH .
1L 6 = K@D o = )pos agae],

By using Lemma A.3 (in Appendix A), the above estimate is bounded by a product

1

K, y) — Ko, (@) [y, (9 — w)ldy) pof (wpodu)
Q By . (u)

' H ( /Q qu(U)qczd“) ’ Hme)'

Li(M)
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For the second term, an application of (2.1) shows that

1
3
([ sastaaa)], .,
Hence,

AN Y e

’T'L22 Jgnfl QEanj
1
|B7"n—j‘ RY

= (1QIN)z.

1

Ki(,y) — Koz, Q)| dy) pofwpedul’  de.
/g <j[r () )

(4.8)

L%(M)

The same argument as in (4.6) allows us to majorize (4.8) by
1 2

a i LI 1K) — K, (@) dy) ol (w)pe

| Tn7j71| R4 Q rn_j_l(C(Q

By Lemma 4.4 (i) and the Lo-mean Hérmander condition (1.7), we obtain

RS Y Y ((He -1+ Hn )+2’2("’1))T(pcz)¢(fpcz><@)) (1Y)

n>2j<n—-1Q€Q,_;

1

dzx.

u
Li(M)
2

N
[SIE

1
<SS Hn -1 +27) ST ST (r(0)é(frox)|QIN) 2
n>2 Jj<n— 1Q6Qn j
ST Y (re)é(froxa)l@IN) .
m>1Qe0,,

Finally, applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality twice, we estimate F} as follows:
s 1 1
Fi s (3 2o ( Z S(tpm))* = (3601~ )61~ D) S If vy
m=1

(i) We now consider b. Combining (4.7) with Remark 2.8, it suffices to prove

Z Z HCTboffn JCHL1(N) 5 ||f||L1(N) .

n>2 j<n—1

First, a direct calculation gives

HCTboffn ]CHIJ(N dz.

o (y)d ‘
) off,n—](y) Y L (M)

As in the proof of Lemma 4.1 (1 ) we bound the noncommutative Li-norm on the
right-hand side by

(4.9) H//B — K@,y + 2)) e, (26 ( dzdy‘

Qegn J m—j

LiMm)

Now, recall the definition of bQ ., 10 Theorem 2.4: for a fixed cube Q € Q,, b Oﬂ‘n =
po(f—fu)aoxo+aq(f— fn)pQXQ Substituting this into (4.9), we therefore decompose
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>2 g HCTboffn JCHL1(./\/’) into four terms:
n>2j<n—1

Gi=> > 2.

n>2j<n—1Q€Q,

/Rd / / i@,y + 2) = K, 9) b, ,z>dydz}

for i =1,2,3,4, with

dz,
Li(M)

b?ffln (W, 2) = po(fxQ)(W)hr,_; (2)aq b?f%n (W, 2) = po(foxe)W)hr,_,; (2)aq,

b, 2) = 4(fXQ) W) hr,_; (2)pa, b3, 2) = ao(foxQ) W), (2)pg-

Again, in the following we only estimate (G1 in detail; similar arguments apply to Go—

Gy by using ¢(fnpn) = ¢(fpn)-
Consider Gp. It follows from Lemma A.3 (in Appendix A), (2.1), Lemma 4.4 (i),

and the Lo-mean Hérmander condition (1.7) that

s Y Y e
n>2j<n—1QEQ,_;
1

1 ( / 2 2
_ Ki(x,y+ z) — K;(x, dz) d dx
51 Ll B iy +2) = Kol d=) sol e,
1
SO D> (2Ha(n) +277) (7(00)¢(froxq)|QIN) 2
n>2j<n—-1Q€Q,_;
1
SO (tQ)d(fraxe)IQIN) 2.
m2>1Q€eQm
Then, the remaining part of the proof follows the same method as used for F;. This
completes the estimate for G and the proof of Lemma 4.2. U

APPENDIX A. NONCOMMUTATIVE L, SPACES

This part consists of three subsections: noncommutative L,, spaces, noncommutative
maximal norms, and noncommutative square functions. All these content are standard
in noncommutative harmonic analysis, we refer to see [5, 9, 17, 18, 19] for more details.

A.1. Noncommutative L, spaces. Let M be a von Neumann algebra equipped with
an n.s.f. trace 7. Let M be the positive part of M and &4 be the set of all x € M,
with 7(s(x)) < 0o, where s(x) is the support projection of z. Let S be the linear span
of S4. Then, § is a w*-dense *-subalgebra of M.

Let 0 < p < oo. For any = € S, the operator |z|P € Sy (meaning 7(|z|P) < o0) ,

where |z| = (x*x)% is the modulus of . We define

1
2l 0 = (r(zl") >, z€S.

The noncommutative L,, space associated with (M, 7), denoted by L,(M, 7) or simply
Lp(M), is defined as the completion of the space (S, [|||; (rr))- For convenience, we
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set Loo(M) = M equipped with the operator norm ||| ,,. We refer the reader to [19]
for more information regarding noncommutative L, spaces.

A.2. Noncommutative maximal norms. The generalization of the maximal func-
tion to noncommutative spaces faces a challenge: operators in von Neumann algebras
are not directly comparable. Remarkably, Pisier [18] and Junge [9] overcame this diffi-
culty by directly defining the noncommutative maximal norm.

Definition A.1. For 1 < p < oo, we define L,(M; /) as the space of all sequences
= (2n)nez in Ly(M) which admit a factorization of the following form: there exist
a, b € Lyp(M) and a bounded sequence y = (Y )nez in Loo(M) such that

Tn = aypb, ne€Z.

The norm of = € L,(M; () is defined as

||CL'HLP(M;zOQ) xnlzrzfynb{ ||a”L2p(M) ilelg ||yn||Loo(M) Hb||L2p(M) }7

where the infimum is taken over all factorizations of x as above.

One can check that L, (M; ¢) is a Banach space equipped with the noncommutative
maximal norm H'HLP(M;EOO)' A positive sequence x = (2)nez € Lp(M; L) if and only
if there exists a positive element a € L,(M) such that

0<z,<a, Ynez.
Moreover, its norm is given by

Similarly, when x = (2)nez is a sequence of self-adjoint operators in L,(M), x €
L,(M; ) if and only if there exists a positive element a € L,(M) such that

—a<zp,<a, Vnez.
In this case,
HxHLp(M;Koo) = inf{ HQHLP(M) c—a<zp,<a,a>0 YneZ }
The concept of the weak maximal norm is also essential in this paper.

Definition A.2. For 1 <p < oo and z = (zp)nez C Lp(M), we define

1
.,y =supA inf NE:exn <\ VnelZl,
25, o0 (Mitoo) sup eegl(M){(T(e )7+ llexnellp oy A YR €L}

where P(M) is the set of all projections in M. A sequence x = (zp)nez is said to
belong to Ap,oo(M;loo) if [[@]y ) (asen) < O©-

The space Ay (M) is a quasi-Banach space. For a positive sequence z = (z,,) C
L,(M), the weak norm also admits the equivalent expression:

1
L= )\'f{ 1)7 10 < expe < A, ¥ eZ}.
120 A, o (Mit00) supA inf (T(et))? : 0 <expe <A, Vn
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A.3. Noncommutative square functions. Consider a measure space ({2, ) and an
operator-valued function f. Define

ey anason = | ([ £ 0n0)’

Then, the column space L,(M;L5(Q2)) is defined as the space of all such functions f
for which || f|] LyMszg(@)) < 00 The column space is the foundation for the following

Lp(M)

Holder inequality, which will be useful later. We omit the symbol p when no ambiguity
arises.

Lemma A.3. Let 0 < p,q,r < oo be such that 1 = =+

1
- p

Ly(M; L§(S)) and g € Ly(M; L§(5)
LﬂAAJ’(]Q’gOUMzdw>2HLﬂAAf

H /E regeas, <|( / /() Po)

We refer the reader to [19] for more information about Hilbert valued operator spaces.

é. Then for any f €
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