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FROM WEAK TYPE WEIGHTED INEQUALITY TO POINTWISE
ESTIMATE FOR THE DECREASING REARRANGEMENT

ELONA AGORA, JORGE ANTEZANA, SERGI BAENA-MIRET, MARIA J. CARRO

ABSTRACT. We shall prove pointwise estimates for the decreasing rearrangement of 7'f,
where T covers a wide range of interesting operators in Harmonic Analysis such as operators
satisfying a Fefferman-Stein inequality, the Bochner-Riesz operator, rough operators, sparse
operators, Fourier multipliers, etc. In particular, our main estimate is of the form

(T () sc(%/otf*<s>ds+/t°° (1+1082) "o (141082) £7(s) d—)

S

where ¢ is determined by the Muckenhoupt A,-weight norm behaviour of the operator.
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2 From weak to pointwise
1. INTRODUCTION

There are many interesting operators in Harmonic Analysis satisfying that, for every u € A;,
(1.1) T : L'(u) — LY (u)

is bounded with constant less than or equal to C||u|/% , k € N, where we recall that A; is
the class of Muckenhoupt weights such that

(1.2) Mu(z) < Cu(x), ae. xz€R"™

Here, M is the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator defined by

Mi@) =sw i [ 1@y, S € L ®), 2R

Qaz | Q) Q

where the supremum is taken over all cubes Q C R"™ containing x, and ||u||4, is the infi-
mum of all constants C' in (1.2). In particular, it is known [34] that M satisfies (1.1) with
(M| 22 w)—s Loy < cnllul]a,-
Other examples of such operators are the Hilbert transform, the Riesz transform and, more
generally, any Calderén-Zygmund operator (see for instance [31]). Also, sparse operators
25], the Bochner-Riesz operator By at the critical index (that is, A = 25%) [32, 37|, among
many others, are known to satisfy condition (1.1).
The main purpose of this paper is to prove pointwise estimates for the decreasing rearrange-
ment of T'f with respect to the Lebesgue measure. In particular, our first main result is the

following;:

Theorem 1.1. Let T be a sublinear operator such that, for every uw € Ay and some k € N, T'
satisfies (1.1) with constant less than or equal to C||ul|% . Then, for everyt > 0 and every
measurable function f,

rrosc(; ) s+ [T (1ene3) T ).

S

This pointwise estimate is very interesting since obviously it has, as a consequence, bound-
edness properties of such operators on rearrangement invariant spaces (for more details, we
refer to [6]). In particular, it allows us to characterize the weights w for which they are
bounded on weighted Lorentz spaces AP9(w) [11].

Now, on some occasions, the behaviour of the constant has been improved from, let us say,
|[ul|}%, € > 0, to an expression of the form ¢(||ul|4,), where ¢ is not a power function. This
is, for example, the case when 7' is a Calderén-Zygmund operator, where the best function

¢ known up to now is ¢(t) = ¢(1 4+ log™ ¢)(1 + log™ log™ t) [31].

In order to cover this important class of operators we shall, in fact, prove a more general

version of Theorem 1.1 (see Definition 2.1 for the concept of admissible function).
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Theorem 1.2. Let T be a sublinear operator such that, for every u € Ay,
T: L' (u) — L% (u),

with constant less than or equal to p(||u||a,), where ¢ is an admissible function. Then, for

every t > 0 and every measurable function f,

(13) (T (@) <C G /Ot £(s) ds+/t°o (1+1og§)_1<p (1+1087) f*(s)%).

To prove inequality (1.3), our starting point was the following result (see [3]). See Section 2
for the definitions of the classes of weights BF and Bz

Theorem 1.3. Let T be an operator satisfying that, for every u € Aq,
T:L'(u) — L (u)

is bounded, with constant less than or equal to o(||u||a,), where ¢ is an increasing function
in [1,00). Then, for every w € Bf N B,

T : AYw) — AV (w)

is bounded with constant less than or equal to Cy[w]gr¢ (Ca[w]ps,) for some positive constants
C1, C5 independent of w.

Let us now see an easy proposition which helps to motivate what follows:
Proposition 1.4. Let T be an operator satisfying that, for every w € BE,
(1.4) T : AYw) — AV (w)
is bounded with constant less than or equal to go([w]BR). Then, for everyt > 0,
(15) o <20 [ e
Proof. The hypothesis implies that, for every w € BF and every t > 0,

TIOWE < ellelsg) [ F(5)s)ds

0

In particular, since w = x4 € B and [w]gr = 1, we get that
iy < 2 [

Remark 1.5. i) If an operator 7' satisfies (1.5), we have that (1.4) holds with constant
less than or equal to Cfw] BR and hence we can conclude that under the hypothesis of the

U

previous theorem, ||T']| < C min([w] R, P([w]pr)), for some positive constant C' independent

of w.
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ii) We also observe that the operator 1" plays no role and hence the same can be formulated
for couples of functions (f, g) in the following sense:
19]lat=) < @(Wlsp)llfllare), — Vw € BY,
implies that
g () <) f(@),  VvE>0.

Taking into account Theorem 1.3, our next goal was to include the hypothesis w € B in

its statement:
Theorem 1.6. Let T be a sublinear operator and let v be an admissible function. Then, for
every w € B} N B,
T : AYw) = AV (w)
is bounded with norm less than or equal to C[W]B{? o([w]ps) if and only if, for everyt > 0,

and every measurable function f,
. 1A o s\ 1 5\ ., ds
(Tf) (t)gC(;/o f (s)ds+/t <1+logz> <p<1+log;>f (s)?).

Besides, from the proof of the above theorem, we obtain the following result.

Corollary 1.7. Let T be a sublinear operator such that, for some admissible function ¢ and
any 1 < p < oo,

T flLree < Co)If]|Loa,
with C' independent of p, then (1.3) holds.

As a consequence, we have the following result:

Theorem 1.8. If
T:L'— LY
and, there exists po > 1 so that
T : LPot (u) — LPo™°(u),
with constant Cp(|[ulla,,), for some admissible function ¢, then (1.3) holds.

Finally, our technique can be also applied to operators for which condition (1.1) is changed
by a weaker one, as the following result shows.

Theorem 1.9. Let T' be a sublinear operator such that, for some 0 < o < 1, some py > 1
and every u € Ay,

T : LPoN (u®) — LPO™(u®),
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with constant less than or equal to p(||u||a,), where ¢ is an admissible function. Then, for

every t > 0 and every measurable function f,

wrwso ([l Mo (i) 0% ).

31_% t Po s Po

with

B o(zd), O<a<l,
plx) =
ro(r), a=1.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we present previous results, the necessary
definitions and some technical lemmas which shall be used later on. Section 3 contains the
proofs of our results and Section 4 will be devoted to obtain pointwise estimates for the
decreasing rearrangement of T'f with respect to the Lebesgue measure for T" being operators
satisfying a Fefferman-Stein inequality, the Bochner-Riesz operator, a rough operator, a
sparse operator or a Fourier multiplier. As usual, we write A < B if there exists a positive
constant C' > 0, independent of A and B, such that A < CB. If A < B and B < A, then
we write A ~ B.

2. DEFINITIONS, PREVIOUS RESULTS AND LEMMAS

2.1. Admissible functions.

Definition 2.1. A function ¢ : [1,00] — [1, 00] is called admissible if satisfies the following
conditions:

a) ¢(1) =1 and it is log-concave, that is
Ologp(x) + (1 = 0)log p(y) <logp(fz + (1 -0)y),  Ve,y=>1, 0<0<1,

b) and there exist 7y, 5 > 0 such that for every x > 1,
/
(2.1) L ACINYs
T opr) T

Observe that (2.1) implies that ¢ is increasing, as well as that
2 < p(x) < 28,
Besides, since for every C' > 0,
08 0(C0) = [ o) (s)as + [ owe) (s)ds < owo(a) + o, €
it also holds that 1 x
(2.2) ©(Cr) < max{l,C"}p(x).

From now on, the function ¢ will be an admissible function.
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Examples 2.2. i) Given v > 0 and 3 > 0, the function ¢(z) = 27(1 + logx)” is admissible.
ii) Given n € N, define

{1+1ogx, if n=1,
log(,yx =

1+ log (log(n_l) :)5), if n > 1.

Using this notation, if ¥ > 0 and i, ..., 8, > 0, the function

H lOg(k

is also admissible.

The next lemmas are simple computations for admissible functions which shall be funda-

mental in the proof of our main results.

Lemma 2.3. Let 0 < g < oo. If r > 1 then
/ ¢(1+1logs)
1

/ (1—|—logs)_lap(1+logs) % ~p(l+logr)—1, ¢=o
1

%go(1+logr)r%—1, q < oo,

s a

Lemma 2.4. Let 1 < g < oo. There exists some A = Ay, q) > 1 such that for every t > 0
and r > At

& s\ ds r 1
gp(1+log—)—1zap<1—|—log—> -, q < o0,
T t 52_5 t 1_5

o0 ~1 —1 1
/ <1+log§> go(l+log§>d—jz(1+logi> <1+10g )— q = 00.
- S t t/r

Proof. Consider the function

-
—p (1 + log ;) —

19 q < o9,
r-oa

9q(r) =
r\ 1 r\ 1
— <1+log—) go(l+log—> -, ¢=00
t t/ r
Then, straightforward computations show that there exists some A > 1 depending only on
v and on ¢ such that for every r > At,

r 1
(p(l—l—lOg—) 1 q < 0,
/ ~ t 7’2_5
gq(r) ~

<1+10g€> go(l—l—log%) —, ¢ =00.
T

Thus, since lim,_,, g,(r) = 0, the result follows. O
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Lemma 2.5. Givenx € R and 0 < u < 1. Then

inf -1\ yr < 6,“%’ fo S O;
m (&
y€(0,4] Py e S %) (HT:C) , if x> 0.

Proof. 1f x < 0, the infimum is attained at y = u, and if x > 0, we take y = p/(1 +2). O

Lemma 2.6. For everyy > 1,

sup o(z)e™™ < p(y).

z€[1,00)

Proof. By means of (2.2),

—z/y x ’ —z/y B,—8
p(z)e < max {1, (y) e }ap(y) < max{l,ﬂ e }ap(y)

2.2. Calder6n type operators.

Definition 2.7. Let 1 < ¢;,¢, < 00, and let ¢ be an admissible function. Then, for every
positive and real valued measurable function f, we define

Py f(t) f(s
-5 o

(2.3) o) t_lio/t (1 +log - )f( )%, s < 00,
/t <1+log§>_1gp(1+log§> f(s)%, G = oo,

and

Sth#lzﬁ@f(t) = Pq1f(t) + quﬁpf(t)‘

In particular, if ¢; = 1, ¢o = 00, and ¢(x) = x, we recover the Calderén operator [6]

Sf(t) == Pf(t) + Qf (1),

where P and @) are respectively the Hardy operator and its conjugate

:%/Otf(s)ds, Qf(t)Z/twf(S)%‘

We observe that, in general,

0 d
/ o (1+ logs) f(st) 22, g < o0,
1

sq2

(2.4) Sg1000f (1) /fSt f= ds

/Oo (1 +logs)_1 ¢ (14 logs) f(st) - ©= 0.
1
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For every measurable function f, let f* be its decreasing rearrangement defined by
fr) :=inf{s >0: \p(s) <}, Ae(t) = {If| > 1}, t>0,

and f** the maximal function of f defined by f**(¢) = P(f*)(t), t > 0. For further informa-
tion about these notions and related topics we refer to [6].

Lemma 2.8. Let 1 < q1,q2 < o0. For every measurable function f,

Sq1,q2,go(.f*)**(t) = SQ1,q2790(f**)(t)a > 0
Proof. By (2.4), clearly, Sy, 4,.0(f*) is a decreasing function. Then, it holds that

Sarare(f)7 () = P(Sqane (f))(B), >0,
and the result follows immediately by the Fubini’s theorem. O

2.3. Lorentz spaces and some classes of weights. Let 0 < p < 0o, and 0 < ¢ < o0. Let
w be a positive locally integrable function defined on (0, 00), and define W(t) = fgw(r) dr,
t > 0. The weighted Lorentz space AP9(w) is defined by the condition || f||sr.a() < oo where

" q 1-1 1
o= ([ e eon)’, o<

1

sup~o fX ()W (t)7, q = oo.

For further information about these notions and related topics we refer to [6, 11, 33].

Definition 2.9. The following classes of weights have appeared in the literature concerning
the boundedness of Hardy and conjugate Hardy type operators on the class of monotone
decreasing functions on LP%(w), denoted by L5 (w), 0 < p < 00, 0 < ¢ < 0.

dec

a) B class: Concerning the Hardy operator P, we have [10, 12| that for 0 < p < 1,
i g y
P Lk

dec

(W) — LP®(w) <= we B;z,

where w € B is defined by

lwlpr = sup - < 00.
P o<r<t<oo tW(r)»

In this paper, we extend this definition for the whole range 0 < p < co. In fact, Bf can be
considered to be the ‘restricted’ class of the well known B, class [2, 35| and it is easy to see
that all weight in B, is p quasiconcave, that is B, C B;z.

b) By class: Concerning the generalized conjugate Hardy-type operator [28, 35] (see (2.3)),

Qua(t) = Quur /(1) = ti / i) d— {50,
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p
on Ly,

(w), it holds that for 0 < ¢o < o0,
Qg : . (w) — Plw) <<= we qu,

where, for 0 < ¢ < oo, w € By if

[wlgy = sup Wl( ) /t (é) % w(s) ds < co.

In particular, if w € By, we have that, for every 0 <r <,

o <t) <[ (é);w(s)ds < [Wlas W (1),
and therefore,

(25) W) < ol (5)"

c) BZ, class: Concerning the adjoint of the Hardy operator @), we have [1| that for every
p>0,

Q: L. (w) — LP(w) <= we B,
where w € BZ is defined by

wlps, = supW / Wis ds<oo

t>0

Hence, it w € B, we have that, for every 0 < r < ¢,

winog () < | log (4)wtonas= [ ) g < ol w0,

and therefore, if we define for A € (0, c0),

then
_ 1\ !
(2.6) W(A) < [w]Bs (log X) , 0< A<l
From here the following result follows easily:
Lemma 2.10. Ifw € BX then
W(N) < et/ cllss) 0<A<1.

Proof. Let \g = e~?“I5% . Since W is submultiplicative, by (2.6) and induction on n € NU{0}

we get that
1

W) < (WO)" < (E)" (An)[—
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Now take A € (0,1) and choose n € NU {0} such that A\j*" < A\ < AZ. Then, since W is

increasing,

iVu)gﬁaxog(}@?m%§geymwbw.

A similar result can be obtained for the Bj weights.

Lemma 2.11. Let 1 < g < oo. Ifw € B}, then

q’

o ey
W(A) < dglw]p A’ 5

Proof. First of all, C.J. Neugebauer proved in [35] that if w € B} for some ¢ € (0, +00) then

there exists some € = £(¢q,w) > 0 such that w € B;__. In particular, following the estimates

q

we have that
4w B}

used in [35], for ¢ > 1 and w € By, taking ¢ =

[wlp: . < 4qlw]s;.

Hence, from (2.5) we obtain that for every 0 < r < t,

i < e () (1) < bl (5) ()

Therefore, if A € (0,1) we get that

O

As an example of the weights presented we have the power weights, which will take an

important role in the proofs of the main results.

Lemma 2.12. Let w(t) ="'

1)If0<p<ooand0 <7 <p, thenw € B} N Bi, with Wlpr =1 and [w]p:, =771
T

1
q

2)If0 < q< oo and7>%, then w € By with [w]B;:

3. PROOF OF OUR MAIN RESULTS

Proof of the necessity of Theorem 1.0. We will first prove the result when f = yg with E a
measurable set of finite measure. Then, using our hypothesis with w(t) = ¢t"~! and Lemma
2.12, we get that, for every ¢t > 0 and every 7 € (0, 1],

(3.) (Txe) () S o) (@)

t
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Taking the infimum in 7 € (0, 1], and using Lemma 2.5 we obtain that

ey 05| (1) om0+ (14108 ) xagm 0]

t
and by Lemma 2.3,

(Txe)* (1) < %/Ot(XE)*(S) d3+/too (1 g 9_1@ (1 ‘1o ;) (ee) (s )d:
= S1e00(XE)" (D).

The extension to simple functions with compact support follows the same lines as the proof
of Theorem I11.4.7 of [6]. We include the computations adapted to our case for the sake of
completeness. First of all, consider a positive simple function

(3:2) =Y axs.
j=1
where I} C F, C ... C F,, have finite measure. Then
7= aixom)-
j=1

Using what we have already proved for characteristic functions we get

(Tf)™(t) < Zag (X)) () £ D a5 (Sreoie(xioren) ™ (1)

(3.3) .

= (51,00,30 <Z an[o,Fﬂ)) (1) = St006(f)7 (1)

j=1

Since S1.00,0([*)™ = S1,00,0(f**) (see Lemma 2.8) we finally obtain that
(3.4) (TF)™ () S S1000(f)(D).
Fix ¢ > 0 and consider the set F = {z : f(z) > f*(t)}. Using that set define
(3:5) g=f=f®)xe and h=[f()xs+ fxe
Then

g (r)=(f"(r) = f®)" and  A(r) =min{f*(r), f*(*)}.
Since w = 1 belong to B} N BY_, the corresponding weak inequality leads to
Tor a2 [ £6)ds— 0
On the other hand, using (3.4) we get
(Th)™(t) S Ste0p (W) () = Pi(R™)(t) + Qoo o (W) () = [7(t) + Qoo,p(R™)(2),
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where the last equality holds because h*(r) = f*(t) for every r € [0,¢]. Now, consider the

auxiliary function

By Fubini’s theorem,

Qw(h**)()_/oo (1+1082) (s )dss

(3.6) /f (/ a(ulog;)g)dr
+/t (/OO (1103 )ij)f*(r)dr:[1+12.

On the one hand, the first integral is a multiple of f*(¢). Indeed,

Ilz/otf*(t) (/too$<1+log§) g)dr
:%/Otf*(t) (/1 (1+logu)d )dr—le().

On the other hand, to study the second integral we will make use of Lemma 2.4. To do so,
we take any A > 1 and observe that

I, = /OO(/OO (1+1og )is)f*(r)dr
/M /M </ 1+ log 2 )st)f(r)dr.

The first part is similar to I;, and it can be also controlled by a multiple of f*(¢). Indeed,
using that f* is decreasing we get

[ ot ([ oo 2o
du

For the second part, by Lemma 2.4 we know that there exists some A = A(¢) > 1 such that

/TOO <1+log )?%%@(Hk’g;)-
L (/TOO@ (1+1e85) d—) Foyars [T (esh) o

Therefore,
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In conclusion, putting I; and I, together we obtain that
Q)OS 70+ [ 7 (141087) 170 5 = 0+ Qe 10
t
Thus,
(TF)"(8) < (Tg)"(t/2) + (Th)™(t/2) S St.e06(f7)(1).

Finally, the general case follows from this particular case dividing the function in its positive
and negative parts.

Proof of the sufficiency of Theorem 1.6. Suppose that (T'f)*(t) < Si,00,(f*)(t) for every
t > 0. The operator S, has the form

Siinf(0) = [ K(t.5) 7).
0
where the kernel is

1 1 s\ 1 S
k(t,s) = ¥X[07t)(s) + B (1 + log ;) © (1 + log ;) Xit,00)(S)-

So, using Theorem 3.3 in [12], the norm [[S1,0c,ly1( can be estimated by

w)— A1 (w)

Ay 1= sup (ili% ( /0 k(. s)ds) W(r)_l) W(t).

Note that, if 0 < r < t then we have

/ k(t,s)ds = r
0 t

On the other hand, if » > ¢, by Lemma 2.3 we obtain

/Ork‘(t,s)dszgp<1+logg>.

As a consequence we have that

o (e vt ) (e 0 ost) ) |

Wi(t)

sup — < |w|gr,
P T < et

Since

and [w]pr > 1 we get that

A < max {[W]Bzz , supsup {gp (1 + log %) W—(rt)}} .

t>0 r>t

Further, if A =¢/r < 1, then by Corollary 2.10

Wi(t) W) < e\V(elelns)

W)  Wi(r)
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Therefore,

r\ Wi(t) 1\
141 _> < 1+ log = | \/(ellss.)
g (1w ) i < e o (14065

< e qup {Sp(x)e—x/(e[w]%)}.
z>1

¢

NO

Finally, by Lemma 2.6 and the inequality (2.

r\ W(t
1+ log —
supsup {1+ e ) 110

) we obtain that

} < lelwln) < ollwln).

L

~—

and we arrive to the desired result

Ay S max{(w]pr , o([w]py )}
U

Proof of Theorem 1.2. The proof follows by direct application of Theorems 1.3 and 1.6. [

Proof of Corollary 1.7. We see that the hypothesis is equivalent to equation (3.1), and hence,
the proof follows immediately from the proof of the necessity of Theorem 1.6. U

Proof of Theorem 1.8. By the Rubio de Francia’s extrapolation [20], the hypothesis implies
that, for every p > 1,

T flLree S €@ fl]Lrr,

and the results follows from Corollary 1.7. O

Now, in order to prove Theorem 1.9, we first need to have the analogue of Theorem 1.3

which can be found in [4].

Theorem 3.1. Let 1 < py < 00, 0 < o < 1 and let T be an operator satisfying that, for
every u € Ay,

T : LPot (u®) — LPo°°(u®)
is bounded with constant less than or equal to ¢(||ul|a,), where ¢ is an increasing function

in [1,00). Then, for every w € B N B*, ,
PO l1—a

T2 Al (w) = A(w)

3
is bounded with mnorm less than or equal to Cy[w]pr D <O2[W]B*‘_po_); for some positive con-
1 —

50 I—«a

stants C, Cy independent of w and where
(@) p(z'd), 0<a<l,
€Tr) =

o(r), a=1

(3.7) ®

Further, we will need the following generalization of Theorem 1.6.
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Theorem 3.2. Let T be a sublinear operator and let ¢ be an admissible function. If for

every exponent 1 < q1 < g < 00 and for every weight w € BR nB;,

T: A(w) = AV™(w)
1
is bounded with norm less than or equal to Clw ]BR @ ([ ] 32> then, for everyt > 0 and every

ql
measurable function f,

(TF)"(t) S Sar000(f)(F)

1 [~ S\ s ds
. j/ S0(1+10g—)f(5)—1_i, G2 < 00,
1 " ds taee Jt t S a2
Tz f'(s) 1-or * & s\ 1 s ds
bo 70 s / (1 + log ;) % (1 + log ;) f(s) —, ¢ =o0.
t

S

Conversely, suppose that (T f)*(t) S Sq1,40.0(f*)(t), t > 0. Then

1

[W]quli [W]B;Z @([W]B;Z), qo < 00,
T (| ar)—saroew) S %‘“
[W]B@ 80([“)]8;0), qo = 00.

ar

Proof. First, assume that for every weight w € BR N B,

T: A (w) — AlvOO(w)

is bounded with norm less than or equal to Cw ]BR @ ([ ] 52>. Note that by Lemma 2.12,

ql
w(t) = t"~1 belong to BR N By, for every 7 € (qiz, qil] Hence, using our hypothesis, we
obtain that for every measurable set B,
~ 1
L1 (IEY -y (IEINT| (1EN =

Txp) (t) S - — — | = D= — ,

<><E><>Nso<{f | )(t) [so(f () (5
with 7 =7 — q%. Hence, taking the infimum in 7 € (0, q% — q%} and using Lemma 2.5 we get
that

(Txp)" (1) S <@) . X(Bl,00)(£) + (1 +log |§|) (@) . X(oe)(1)-

Then, by Lemma 2.3,

(Txp)" (t) S Saraee (XE)" ()
The extension to positive simple functions with support in a set of finite measure follows the

same lines as the proof of the necessity of Theorem 1.6 with few modifications. First of all,
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we consider a positive simple function like the one in (3.2). Hence, as in (3.3), using what
we have already proved for characteristic functions together with the sublinearity of T and
the equivalence Sy, g, (f*)(£)™ &= Sg1.40.6(f*)(t) (see Lemma 2.8), we obtain that

(3.8) (T () S Sarane (S7)(E)-
So fix t > 0 and take the functions g and h from f defined in (3.5). Since the weight

1_
w(r)=ra "isin B? N By, the corresponding weak inequality leads to
1

1 [t d 1 [t d
(Tg)"(t/2) S — / (F(5) = (1)~ = — [ f7(s) o — S7(0).
ta Jo s a1 ta Jo s a1

On the other hand, using (3.8) for h instead of f we get
(Th)™() S Sq1.g2.0 (W) () = Py, (W)(E) 4+ Qg o (R7) (1)
First, since h*(r) = f*(t) for every r € [0, ],
By (W7)(t) = f7(1).
Besides, arguing as we did to bound (3.6) with the auxiliary function

x—1
plr)e z | 1< gy < 00,

p(x) = M

i

) g2 = 00,
then we deduce that

Qoo () (1) S [7(E) + Quup (f7) (1),
and the result follows.

Conversely, assume that (T'f)*(t) < Sgqe(f*)(t) for every ¢ > 0. If go < oo then the

operator S has the form

1,92,$

Svanes () (1) = / " k(t,5) f(s)ds,

where the kernel is

1 1 S\ (S\ 1
k(t, s) = —<Xon(s)—T + ¢ <1 + log ;) (;) " Xitioo) (8) =
ta s a s
By Theorem 3.3 in [12], the norm the norm |5y, 4,4/l A1 (u) s At () €81 be estimated by

Ay 1= sup (32103 < /0 k(. s)ds) W(r)‘l) W(t).

Now if 0 < r < ¢ then we have
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while if r > ¢, then by Lemma 2.3 we obtain

/Jk(t,s)ds%go(l-l—log%) (%)%

In consequence, we have that
™o W(t) ™ [T\ W(t)
A, &~ sup max su <—) ! ),(su (1—{—10 —) (—) ? .
’ 1t>10D { <0<7’12t t W(r) T>It) 4 51 \i Wi(r)

(" 8 <t

Since

sup
o<r<t

N N S W)
< a1 i n
Akwmax{[w]BF ’ Stggililf{(p <1+logt> (t) W(r)}}'

Hence, if A =t/r < 1, then by Lemma 2.11

1 1

™\ W(t) _1 W(Ar) proa
z =\ <4 )\ Pay
(t) W (r) W) = dalls,

we get that

Therefore

N [T\ W(t) 1 T
1+ log — —)*® < . 14+ log = | )\ ?“'B;
supsp { o (1108 7) (5)7 500 | <l sop i (1 10 ) V77 |

< el sup { plape kb

r>1

Finally, by Lemma 2.6 and the inequality (2.2) we obtain that

st1>1%) srlilt) {go <1 + log ;) (g) g 3//—((:‘))} S [W]B;;2<P(4Q2[W]B;;2)

S [Wlsg e ([wls;, )-

Combining both estimates we get
1

A s max { [w]je , W, ¢ ([ls;) }
which leads to the desired result. If g = 0o, the proof is a combination of the proof for the

case g2 < oo and the proof of the sufficiency in Theorem 1.6. O
We are finally ready to prove our last main result:

Proof of Theorem 1.9. Observe that @ as in (3.7) satisfies the same properties as . There-
fore, the proof follows by direct application of Theorems 3.1 and 3.2. O

4. EXAMPLES AND APPLICATIONS

We shall present several examples of very interesting operators in Harmonic analysis for

which our results give a pointwise estimate of the decreasing rearrangement.
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4.1. Fefferman-Stein inequality. An operator T is said to satisfy a Fefferman-Stein’s
inequality (|23]) if, for every positive and locally integrable function wu,

(4.1) / w(z)dz < / ()| Mu(z)dz.
{Tf(@)>y}
Clearly, for every operator satisfying (4.1) we have that
T:L'(u) — L"(u)

is bounded with norm less than or equal to C||u||4, and hence, as a consequence of Theorem
1.2, we get the following:

Corollary 4.1. For every t > 0 and every measurable function f,
wirosy [ reas [ e
0 t o
This is the case (among many others operators) of the area function [13] defined by

s = ([ mutrenior)

where

o 0 o 0 ¢t
Y . A P,(y) = = .
Vi (ayl’ayz’ ’ayn’at)’ W) = G pen

4.2. Bochner-Riesz and Rough singular operators. To begin with, we recall the def-
inition of these operators. Then, we present a known quantitative inequality, which leads
to pointwise estimations for the decreasing rearrangement of these operators by using our

results.

Bochner-Riesz operators. Let
f&) = fl@e ¢ de, ¢eR",
RTL

be the Fourier transform of f € L' (R"). Let a; = max{a,0} denote the positive part of
a € R. Given A > 0, the Bochner-Riesz operator B, is defined by

Byf(€) = (1-KP)} f©).  ¢eR
These operators were first introduced by Bochner [7] and, since then, they have been widely
studied. The case A = 0 corresponds to the so-called disc multiplier, which is unbounded on
LP(R™) if n > 2 and p # 2 [22]. When A > 251, it is known that B, f is controlled by the
Hardy-Littlewood maximal function M f. As a consequence, all weighted inequalities for M
are also satisfied by B). The value \ = "T_l is called the critical index. In this case, Christ
[15] showed that Bu_i is bounded from LY(R™) to L»°(R™), and Vargas [37] proved that

By is bounded from LY (u) to LY (u) for every u € Aj.
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Rough singular integrals. For n > 1, set X" ! = {z € R" : |z| =1} and let Q be an
homogeneous function of degree zero such that

(4.2) / Q(x) dz = 0.
yn—1
The rough singular integral operator is defined by

Tof(e) =p. [ ?ﬁn)f(x _y)dy,  zeR

with ¢ = ‘—Z| This operator was first introduced by Calderén and Zygmund who proved
that [8, 9] Ty is bounded on LP if the even part of {2 belongs to Llog, L and its odd part
belongs to L'. Since then, this operator has been widely studied [15, 16, 37]. When Q € L,
Duoandikoetxea and Rubio de Francia [21] proved that, for 1 < p < oo,

TQ : Lp(u) — Lp(u)

is bounded whenever u € A,, later improved in [19], [38] and [32].

Quantitative results and the pointwise estimation. In [32]| the authors obtained the

following quantitative result.

Theorem 4.2. Let T be either the Bochner-Riesz operator Banl, where n > 1 or the rough
singular integral Tq, where  is in L°°(X"1) and satisfies (1.2). Then,

T : L*(u) — L**(u)
is bounded with constant less than or equal to C||ul[%,.

Hence, using Theorem 1.8, we have the following:

Corollary 4.3. Consider the hypothesis of Theorem /.2. Then, for every t > 0 and every
function f such that T f is well defined, we have that

(TH () S %/Ot f*(s)ds + /too (1 + log ;) f*(s) %

4.3. Sparse Operators. These operators have become very popular due to its role in the
so called Ay conjecture consisting in proving that if 7" is a Calderén-Zygmund operator then

T Fll2) S [lvllaalLf 122
This result was first obtained by Hyténen [24] and then simplified by Lerner [29, 30|, who
proved that the norm of a Calderén-Zygmund operator in a Banach function space X is
dominated by the supremum of the norm in X of all the possible sparse operators and then
proved that every sparse operator is bounded on L?(v) for every weight v € A, with sharp
constant. Let us give the precise definition. A general dyadic grid D is a collection of cubes
in R™ satisfying the following properties:
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(i) For any cube @ € D, its side length is 2* for some k € Z.
(ii) Every two cubes in D are either disjoint or one is wholly contained in the other.
(iii) For every k € Z and given € R™, there is only one cube in D of side length 2*
containing it.
Let 0 < n < 1, a collection of cubes & C D is called n-sparse if one can choose pairwise
disjoint measurable sets Eg C @ with |Eg| > n|Q|, where Q@ € S. So, given a n-sparse
family of cubes S, the sparse operator is defined by

Ast@) =¥ (i [ s y) xole), @R

QeS
Even though, weighted estimates for these operators are known, one can easily compute the
norm in L? directly, using the standard duality technique: for every, p > 1 and g € L?"!

with norm equal to 1,

[ (1 ) [

QeS

. UQESQQL/j? )|QM/ @*““%'S% o M @Mz}

Co( P
< 5||Mf||vaoo||Mg|lea1 < o <p,_ 1) [ f1]zeallgl] pora = Pl f]] L

Therefore, as a consequence of Corollary 1.7, we get the following:

Corollary 4.4. For every t > 0 and every measurable function f,
ds
sy st [ reass [

4.4. Fourier multipliers. Given m € L*(R"), we say that T,, is a Fourier multiplier if,
for every Schwartz function f,

T.f(€) =m(©)f(€), ¢eR",

and m is called a multiplier. It has been of great interest to identify, when possible, for
which maximal operators M the operator T}, satisfies a Fefferman-Stein’s type inequality in
L? of the form

[ af@Pu@ < [ 1f@)PMue) da

R” R”

for measurable functions f and positive locally integrable functions u (see for instance |5,
14, 17, 18, 36]).

In particular, we present the following interesting case.
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Proposition 4.5 ([5]). If m: R — C is a bounded function so that

(4.3) sup /R M@ < 0

R>0

then, for every measurable function f and every positive locally integrable function wu,

/R T, f () Pu) die < C / (@) P M u(z) de,

where M7™ = Mo---oM is the 7-fold composition of M with itself.
7

Hence, if m € L*(R) satisfies (4.3), then
Ty, : L*(u) — L*(w),  Cullf, .
As a consequence of Theorem 1.9, we obtain the following:

Corollary 4.6. For everyt > 0 and every measurable function f,

(T f)" (1) < t%/ot f(s) ds +/too (1 + log ;>6f*(s) @

1
t2 S

In this context of Fourier multipliers, let us now consider, for each v, 5 € R, the class C(v, f)
of bounded functions m : R — C for which

supp(m) € {¢ : [§]” = 1}, iug\ﬁ\ﬁ\m(ﬁﬂ < 00,
S
and
sup sup RP [ |m/(¢)]d¢ < oo.
RY>1 IC[R,2R), ((I)=R-7+1 +1

Proposition 4.7 (|5]). Let 7,8 € R such that v > 25. If m € C(v, ) then, for every
measurable function f and every positive locally integrable function u,

28

[1Tas@Pu s <c [ if@Pare ((Msuss)T) () da.

Therefore, under the hypotheses of the previous result,
6 108
28 28 v 108
T : LP(u™) — L*(u™), C(m) [ull.5;

so that, as a consequence of Theorem 1.9, we have the following:

Corollary 4.8. For everyt > 0 and every measurable function f,

. 1 [t d 1 o d
Tty O 5 [ 16T+ [ (1+1025) " 16

1
t2 t 2 S 2v
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