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RIESZ TRANSFORMS
OF A GENERAL ORNSTEIN-UHLENBECK SEMIGROUP

VALENTINA CASARINO, PAOLO CIATTI, AND PETER SJOGREN

ABSTRACT. We consider Riesz transforms of any order associated to an Ornstein—
Uhlenbeck operator .Z, with covariance @) given by a real, symmetric and positive
definite matrix, and with drift B given by a real matrix whose eigenvalues have
negative real parts. In this general Gaussian context, we prove that a Riesz transform
is of weak type (1,1) with respect to the invariant measure if and only if its order is
at most 2.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we are concerned with Riesz transforms of any order in a general
Gaussian setting, in R™ with n > 1. More precisely, given two n x n real matrices ()
and B such that

(hl) @ is symmetric and positive definite;
(h2) all the eigenvalues of B have negative real parts,

we first introduce the covariance matrices
t
Q; = / P Q et ds, t € (0, +o0]. (1.1)
0

Observe that these )y, including (), are well defined, symmetric and positive definite.
Then we define a family of normalized Gaussian measures in R",

dy(x) = (27) 77 (det Qt)_% e 3@ ) o t € (0, +o0].

On the space of bounded continuous functions in R”, the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck semi-
group is explicitly given by Kolmogorov’s formula [17, [5]

Hif(x) = / f(ePr—y)duly), TR, t>0,

and generated by the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck operator, defined below. Notice that dvy

is the unique invariant measure with respect to the semigroup (J%),.,; its density is
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proportional to e~®) where R(x) denotes the quadratic form
1
R(x) = 5 (Qz, ), r e R
In this general Gaussian framework, the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck operator £ is given by
1
Lf=5w @V )+ (Ba,Vf),  feS R,

where V is the gradient and V? the Hessian. Notice that —.% is elliptic. We write D =
(Orys- -y 0q,) in R" and let a = (o, ..., a,) € N*\ {(0,...,0)} denote a multiindex,
of length |a| = "7 ;. Then we can define the Gaussian Riesz transforms as

R — Da<_$)—\a|/2 pol’

where Pg- is the orthogonal projection onto the orthogonal complement in L?(v4,) of
the eigenspace corresponding to the eigenvalue 0. This eigenspace consists only of the
constant functions, as shown in [21, p. 48]. Here the derivatives are taken in the sense
of distributions.

When the order |a| of R® equals 1 or 2, we shall denote by R; and R;; the corre-
sponding Riesz transforms, that is, for 7,j € {1,...,n}

Ry = 0,,(—2) 1 P

and

There exists a vast literature concerning the LP? boundedness of Riesz transforms in
the Gaussian setting, in both the strong and the weak sense. We will only mention the
results that are most significant for this work; here 1 < p < oc.

In the standard case, when ) and —B are the identity matrix, the strong type (p, p)
of R has been proved with different techniques in [22, 14, 27, 29, 8, 1T, 20]; for a
recent account of this case we refer to [30, Chapter 9]. Other proofs, holding in the
more general case () = I and B symmetric, may be found in [I5], 16]. G. Mauceri
and L. Noselli have shown more recently that the Riesz transforms of any order are
bounded on LP(7s ) in the general case (see [19, Proposition 2.3]). For some results in
an infinite-dimensional framework, we refer to [6].

The problem of the weak type (1,1) of R(® is more involved than in the Euclidean
context, where it is well known that the Riesz transform of any order associated to
the Laplacian is of weak type (1,1). Indeed, in the standard Gaussian framework
Q = —B = I, it is known that R is of weak type (1,1) if and only if |a| < 2 (see
[23, 28, 9] 1], [7, 24] 25, 26, 12, 10] for different proofs). In their paper [19], Mauceri
and Noselli proved the weak type (1,1) of the first-order Riesz transforms associated
to an Ornstein—Uhlenbeck semigroup with covariance @) = I and drift B satisfying a
certain technical condition. To the best of our knowledge, no result beyond this is
known about the weak type (1,1), neither for first-order Riesz transforms associated to
more general semigroups nor for higher-order Riesz operators.
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In this paper we continue the analysis started in [3] and [4] of a general Ornstein—
Uhlenbeck semigroup, with real matrices ) and B satisfying only (hl) and (h2). Our
main result will be the following extension of the result in the standard case.

Theorem 1.1. The Riesz transform R®) associated to the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck oper-
ator £ is of weak type (1,1) with respect to the invariant measure dvys if and only if
la] < 2.

In particular, we shall prove the inequalities
" C
Yool € R" 1 Rj f(z) > CA} < 5\ 121 (ree)s A >0, (1.2)
and
" C
Yo{x € R" : Ryj f(z) > CA} < 3 11l £t (e A>0, (1.3)
for all i, j =1,...,n and all functions f € L'(7s), with C' = C(n,Q, B).

The plan of the paper is as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the Mehler kernel
Ki(z,u), which is the integral kernel of 7. Some estimates of this kernel are also
given. As in [4], we introduce a system of polar coordinates which is essential in our
approach, and we define suitable global and local regions. In Section [3] we explicitly
write the kernels of R; and R;; as integrals with respect to the parameter ¢, taken over
0 <t < +o00. Section [l contains bounds for those parts of these kernels which are given
by integrals only over ¢ > 1. In Section [l several technical simplifications reducing
the complexity of the proof are discussed. After this preparatory work, the proof of
Theorem [L], which is quite involved and requires several steps, begins. In Section [G]
we consider those parts corresponding to ¢t > 1 of the kernels of R; and R;;, and prove a
weak type estimate. Section [1is devoted to the proof of the weak bounds for the local
parts of the operators. Finally, in Section 8 we conclude the proof of the sufficiency
part of Theorem [L.T] by proving the weak type estimates for the global parts, with the
integrals restricted to 0 < ¢ < 1. In Section [0l we establish the necessity statement in
Theorem [I.I] by means of a counterexample.

In the following, the symbols ¢ > 0 and C' < oo will denote various constants, not
necessarily the same at different occurrences. All of them depend only on the dimension
n and on @ and B. With a, b > 0 we write a < b instead of a < Cb and a 2 b instead
of a > ¢b. The relation a ~ b means that both a < b and a 2 b hold.

By N we denote the set of all nonnegative integers. If A is an n x n matrix, we write
|Al| for its operator norm on R™ with the Euclidean norm |- |. We let

[7lq = Q% ?x],

so that R(z) = |x[3/2. Observe that |z]g is a norm on R" and that |z]q ~ |z|.
Integral kernels of operators are always meant in the sense of integration with respect
to the measure dvy...
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2. NOTATION AND PRELIMINARIES

It follows from (L) that for 0 <t < oo

Qu-Qi= [ Qe as
t
This difference and also

Q' — Qo = Q' (Q — QA
are symmetric and strictly positive definite matrices.

It is shown in [4, formula (2.6)] that

Hifw) = [ Koo fa)dielw), 150,
where the Mehler kernel K, is given by

Ki(z,u) = (?;%ioy/zemm) exp l—% Q7' — Q) (u— D), u— D) (2.1)

for z,u € R™ and ¢ > 0. Here we use a one-parameter group of matrices

Dy = Qe B Q! teR.

o0 !

We recall from [4, Lemma 2.1] that D; may be expressed in various ways. Indeed, for
t > 0 one has

Dy=(Q' - Q) Qe (2:2)
and
Dy =P + Qe QL. (2.3)
We restate Lemma 3.1 in [4].
Lemma 2.1. For s > 0 and for all x € R™ the matrices D, and D_, = D! satisfy
ela] S |Ds x| S elal,

and
e Cla| S|D_sx| S e al.

This also holds with Dy replaced by e=*8 or by e *5".

The following is part of [4, Lemma 3.2].

Lemma 2.2. For allt > 0 one has
(i) det Q¢ ~ (min(1,¢))";

(i) [|Q; |l = (min(1,#))~;

(i) Q7" — Q| S e

() (@' = Q=) | s 2 e,
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Lemma 4.1 in [4] says that for all x € R" and s € R one has
0

o Dsw = —Quo e B Qlw; (2.4)
0 2
%R(DS T) ~ ‘sz‘ : (2.5)
In (24) we can estimate e*5" by means of Lemma 2.}, to get
0
’%sz ~ |z, ls| < 1. (2.6)

Integration of (2.3]) leads to
|R(Dyx) — R(@)| ~ [t| =, [t] <1, (2.7)
again because of Lemma 211
Lemma 2.3. Let 0 # x € R" and |t| < 1. Then
|x — Dy x| =~ |t| |x]|.
Proof. The upper estimate is an immediate consequence of (Z0]). For the lower esti-
mate, we write
@ — Dyx| =~ |z — Dyalg > ||z]q — [ D 2lq]
I T L Y I R
[zlg + |Dexlq |zl

=~ [t [x], (2.8)

where we used (27) to estimate the numerator and Lemma 2.1l for the denominator. [

The following implication will be useful as well. Since R(z) = |z]3/2 and |.|g is a
norm,

R(x) > 2R(y) = R(x —y) ~ R(x). (2.9)

We finally give estimates of the kernel K, for small and large values of t. Combining

(2T)) with Lemma 22 (iii) and (iv), we have

R() _ D, xl2 R(z) _ D, zl2
3 exp (_CM) SKt(l‘,u)ge . exp (_Cu)’ O<t§1

tn/ t
(2.10)
For t > 1, we can use the norm [.|g to write [4, Lemma 3.4] slightly more precisely.
The proof of |4, Lemma 3.3] shows that

Q7' — Q) Dyw, Dyw) > |wlg,

for any w, and this leads to

e
tn/

1
@) exp [—C |D_tu — :E|2Q] < Ky(z,u) < eff@ exp [—5 |D_tu — x|é], t>1. (2.11)

For 8 > 0, let Eg be the ellipsoid
Es={zeR": R(z) =f}.
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As in [4, Subsection 4.1], we introduce polar coordinates (s,Z) for any point = €

R™, x # 0, by writing
r=D,%
with z € Ez and s € R.
The Lebesgue measure in R™ is given in terms of (s, Z) by
—strB ‘Ql/Q Q_l'%‘z

dr =e 2|Q—g§}| ds dSs(7) ~ e 5" P |7| ds dSs(%),

(2.12)

(2.13)

where dSs denotes the area measure of Ez. We refer to [4, Proposition 4.2] for a proof.

For any A > 0 we define global and local regions

A
Ga=1(z,u) €ER* X R™ : |z —ul >
1= {w > )

and

A
Li=1(z,u) ER* xR" : |z —u| <
= {e o< g

3. RIESZ TRANSFORMS
We start this section with some technical lemmata.
Lemma 3.1. Fori,j €{l,...,n}, z,u € R" andt > 0, one has
Op, Ki(z,u) = Ki(z,u) P;(t, z,u), where
Pi(t,z,u) = (Q', ej) +(Q; " ePej, u— Dy x);
Ou, Ki(w,u) = —Ky(z,u) (Q; 'e B(D_yu—1x), e);
0;% t(z,u) = Ky(x,u) (Pt x,u)Pi(t, z,u) + Ay;(t)) , where
Aij(t) = Dji(t) = 0, Pyt u) = —(ej, ' Q" e ey);
Ou Pyt 1,0) = (Q e ey, €2).
Proof. A direct computation, using (Z1]) and (22]), shows that
O, Ko, u) = Ki(w,u) [(Qxw,e5) + (@7 — Q) Diej, u— Dy )]
= Ky(z,u) [(nglx, e;) + <Qt_16tB ej,u— D x>} ,

yielding (BI]). An analogous argument leads to ([B.2). Rewriting P; by means of (23],

one obtains
Py(t,z,u) = (e, €7 Q1 (u - e'Pa)),
which implies (8.3]) and (3.4)).
The following lemma provides a different expression for P;.

Lemma 3.2. One has

Pi(t,z,u) = (ej,¢ Bt tB( u—x)>+<ej,nglD_tu>.
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Proof. From (2.3]) and the expression for P; in ([B.1)), we get
P(t,z,u) = (QL z, e;) + <Qt LetBe;, D (D,tu—:c)>
= (Qm,e) +(Qr ey, (€7 + Que™ Q) (D-yu — x))
= Q- z,e;) +{Q;"ePej, e (D_yu—2)) + {e;, Q) (D_yu — x))
e QD)) + (e, QD).

As a consequence of (3.1]), Lemma and Lemma B2 one has for all j € {1,...,n}

- D if <1
Bytrw) g { e Dl <<t (35
e ND_yu—z|+|D_yul ift>1.
Moreover,
|A; ()] < (min(1,6) e, t>0. (3.6)

With 4,7 € {1,...,n} we define the kernels

+oo
Ri(r,u) = %/0 =12 O, Ki(,u) dt

™

and
Rij(x,u) / . Kt:pudt

These integrals are absolutely convergent for all u # x, as seen from (2.10), (3.5), (3.6)
and Lemma 2.Il In order to distinguish between small and large values of ¢, we split
the integrals as

1 1 o'}
Ri(r,u) = —= / +/ V2K (o, u) Pyt o) dt =2 Rjo(w,u) + Rjool, ),
VT \Jo 1 7 ’
and
Rij(r,u) = (/ / ) Ki(z,u) (P(t,x,u)Pi(t, z,u) + Ay;(t)) dt
= Zijo(x,u) + Rijoo(T,u).
The proof of the following proposition is straightforward and so omitted.

Proposition 3.3. The off-diagonal kernels of R; and R;; are Z; and %;;, in the sense
that for f € €5°(R™) and x & supp f

/,@xu w) dyo (1)

and

where 1,7 € {1,...,n}.
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The following estimates for %, and %;; o result from (2.10), (B.5) and (B.6)

! — D, z)? 1
}%jp(l’,u)} < eR(:v)/ 4= (n+1)/2 exp (—C u) (|x‘ 4 _) dt, (3.7>
0 t Vit

! — Dy af? 1
|Zij.0(z,u)| S eR(x)/ t~/% exp (—c M) (\x|2 + ?) dt, (3.8)
0
for all (z,u) € R* x R™ with = # w.

4. SOME ESTIMATES FOR LARGE t
In this section, we derive some estimates for #; o, and Z;; .

Lemma 4.1. For o € {1,2,3} and z,u € R", one has
+oo 1 -
/ exp <_Z |D_yu— IL‘|2Q> }D_t u’ dt <14 |zt (4.1)
1

Proof. We can clearly assume that u # 0. Consider first the case when R(z) < 1.
Define ty € R by R(D_4, u) = 2. If t5 > 1, we split the integral at ¢ = t,.
For 1 <t < ty, (2.5 yields

R(D,t u) = R(Dtofthto u) Z R(D,to u) =2 Z 2R<.§U>,

whence by (2.9)
‘D,tu—:c}Q ~ ‘D,tu}Q,

and by Lemma 2.1]
R(D_;u) > ettt
Thus

1Vto 9

/ exp ——}D vu—aly) [Doulat
1Vig 9

S/ exp <—C}D_t u‘Q> dt

1Vto
< / exp (—c ec(to_t)> dt < 1.
1

If t > o, then R(D_;u) < e~ again because of Lemma 2] so that

/00 exp (—llDtu - :c}2> }D,tuladt < /00 ec?to gy < 1.
1 4 Q 1Vig

Vto
This yields (4.1)) in the case R(z) <1
Next, assume R(x) > 1. Then the integral is split at the point ¢; defined by
R(D_4, u) = R(x)/2. For 1 <t < t; we write
]_ 2 o ]- 2 o o
exp <_Z ‘D,tu — :c}Q> }D,tu‘ < exp <_Z ‘D,tu — :c}Q> (}D,tu — :L’} + |z )

< exp (—C}D,tu—x}é) 1+ |z]°). (4.2)
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Here we apply the polar coordinates (2.12)) with 5 = R(z), writing x = Z and u = D;, @,
where s, € R and R(a) = R(x). Then for 1 <t < t;
R(D_;u) = R(Dy, 4+D_y, u) > R(D_y, u) = R(x)/2 = /2,
and [4, Lemma 4.3 (ii)] applies, saying that
|D_yu—z| = |Dy,—¢tt— 2| 2 || |5y —t]-

We conclude from (4.2]) that

1Vt 1
/ exp <_Z |D_yu— x}é) |D_yul|”dt S /exp (—clz]?|su — %) (1 + |z|7) dt
1 R
S Jaloh
For t > 1V t;, we deduce from Lemma [2.1] that
ID_yul =Dy, Doy, ul S e Dy uf S e |z,

Moreover, we have R(D_;u) < R(x)/2 which implies |D_; u— x| ~ |z| because of (2.9)),
so that

+00 1 +oo
/ exp (——}D,tu - x}2> |D_yu|”dt S exp(—c\x|2)/ ec@=0 g |z < 1.
1Vity 4 1vity
We have proved Lemma, 4.1 O

Proposition 4.2. Let o1 € {0,1,2,3} and 05 € {1,2,3}. For all x,u € R™ one has
+oo
Ki(z,u) }D_tu — x’al }D_t u’”dt < @ (1 4 |z]72h)
1
Proof. We can delete the factor ’D_t u— x’gl in the integrand, by replacing the coeffi-
cient 1/2 of the exponential factor in K; by 1/4. Then this follows from Lemma@dIl [

Corollary 4.3. For all z,u € R™ and for alli,j, k € {1,...,n} the following estimates
hold:

+o0
Ky(z, u)’P](t, x, u)’ dt < efl® (4.3)
1
400
Ko, u) | Byt u) Palt, 2, ) b S €7 (14 [a]), (1.4)
1
+o0

Ky(z,u)|P;(t, @, u) P(t, z, u) Py(t, x,u)| dt < @ (1 4 |2)?),
1
+o0
Ky(z, u)’Ajk(t)’ dt < efi@), (4.5)
1
+oo

Ky, u) | Pit, z,u) Ag(t)| dt S efi@),
1
Proof. 1t is enough to combine (Z.I1]), Lemma [4.1] and Proposition with (3.5]) and
(3.6). The quantities |D_; u — z| in the factors P; can be replaced by 1, because of the
exponential factor in K. O
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Proposition 4.4. For all (x,u) € R" x R™,
|2 00(, )| S € (4.6)
and
}%Z-j,oo(:c,u)} < i) (1+|z]). (4.7)
Proof. The expressions for %, and %, in Section Bl show that (£.6) follows from

(43) and (A7) from (£4]) and (4.5). O

Remark 4.5. If we use polar coordinates with § < 2R(x), [4, Lemma 4.3 (i)] will
imply that |[D_ju—=x|, 2 [@ — Z[. Then we can use a small part of the factor

exp (—% |D_yu— x|é> in K(x,u) to get an extra factor exp (—c|@ — Z|?) in the right-
hand sides of all the estimates in Lemma[4.T], Proposition [4.2], Corollary [4.3]and Propo-
sition [4.4]

5. SOME REDUCTIONS AND SIMPLIFICATIONS

This section is closely similar to Section 5 in [4].

When we prove (L2) and (L3)), it is enough to take f > 0 satisfying || f||11(1.) = 1.
From now on, we also assume that A > 2, since otherwise (L2 and (L3]) are obvious.
The v, measure of the set of points x satisfying R(z) > 2log \ is

/ exp(—R(x)) dz < (log \)" 272 exp(—2log \) <
R(z)>2log A

so this set can be neglected in (L2)) and (L3).

Proposition 5.1. Let v € R" satisfy R(z) < 3log\. Then for all u € R"

L oo(,u)] S A and ‘%Z-j,oo(az,u)‘ < A\
If also (z,u) € Gy, the same estimates hold for Z;o and Zij .

9

> =

Proof. The first statement follows immediately from Proposition [£.4]
To deal with Z#, and Z;; 0, we recall from [4, formula (5.3)] that

1 lu — Dy x|? 1
2> or 2 5.1
SATERF: I EFIE >y
if (z,u) € Gy and 0 <t < 1.
From (B7) and (B8) we see that both |2;o(z,u)| and |Zij(z,u)| can be estimated
by a sum of expressions of type

1 2
— D
efi@) (1+ |x|)p/ t~%exp (—cim ; 7] ) dt,
0

where p, ¢ > 0. If here we integrate only over those ¢ € (0,1) satisfying the first
inequality in (5.0]), we get at most

1
@) (1 4 |:L‘|)p/ t=9dt < @ (14 )2)°.
c(l+]z))—2
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for some C. For the remaining ¢, the second inequality of (5.1) holds, and the corre-
sponding part of the integral is no larger than

1
. _ c
@ (1 4 \:c|)p/0 t~%exp < T

Obviously e® (14 |z])¢ < X when R(z) < 1log A, and the proposition is proved. [

) dt < e (1 + |z|)C.

As a result of this section, we need only consider points z in the ellipsoidal annulus
1
E\ = {x eR": 5 log A < R(x) < 210g)\},

when proving (L.2) and (L3)), except for #Z; o and Z;; in the local case.

6. THE CASE OF LARGE 1
Proposition 6.1. For all nonnegative functions f € L'(Vs) such that || f| 11y =1,
alli, j€{1,...,n} and A > 2
1
0 | R, AVoo(U) > A p S ———,
v {o [ Bla i > b s
and

o {x : / Roc 1) f (1) dryoc (1) > A} <t

In particular, the operators with kernels Zj o and %;j~ are of weak type (1,1) with
respect to the invariant measure dvs.

Notice here that the estimate for Z;  is sharpened by a logarithmic factor. A similar
phenomenon occurs for the related maximal operator; see [4].

Proof. Having fixed A > 2, we use our polar coordinates with § = log A and write
x = Dyx and u = D,, @, where ,u € Eg. We restrict  to the annulus &), in view
of Section Al It is easily seen that this restriction is possible also with the logarithmic
factor in the case of %, . Applying the estimates ([A.0) and (4.7), we insert a factor
exp (—c|u — Z|?), which is possible because of Remark We also replace the factor

1+ |z] in (£7) by VIog A.

With o € {1,2} we thus need to control the measure of the set

y(N) = {;1: =D,7e€ & : /exp (—cl@- &}2) (log M) V72 f(u) dyso(u) > )\} :

The following lemma ends the proof of Proposition 6.1l

Lemma 6.2. The Gaussian measure of </,(\) satisfies

1

(Ao (X)) S .
(Ao N) 8 S

(6.1)



12 VALENTINA CASARINO, PAOLO CIATTI, AND PETER SJOGREN

Proof. For ¢ = 1, (6.1]) has been proved in [4, Proposition 6.1], so we assume o = 2.
In view of (2.5]), the function

s»—)exp( Dx \/log /exp —c}x—u’ u) dyoo ().

is strictly increasing in s. We conclude that the inequality

exp( Dx \/log /exp —c}x—u} u) dyso(u) > A (6.2)

holds if and only if s > s,(Z) for some function & — s,(Z) < oo, with equality for
s = s(Z) < oo. Notice also that if the point x = D, Z is in 2%(A) and thus in &), then
|s| < C because of Lemma 2.1]

We use (2.13) to estimate the dy. measure of @%4(A). Since s stays bounded and

|Z| ~ \/log A\, we obtain

b ) = [

< y/log A £>SA —R(Ds 1) 4g dslogx(f)

Elog/\ ‘ |<C

< y/log A exp SA( )i‘) C(S — S)\( ))log)\) ds dS]Og)\( )

Elog A Y SN

where the last inequality follows from (28], because |Ds #|? ~ log A for |s| < C'. Now
integrate in s, to get

Yoo (Fa(N)) S

< — R(Ds, (3 T)) dSiogr(T).
/log Elog/\ A(@) ) g

We combine this estimate with the case of equality in (6.2)) and change the order of
integration, concluding that

il S 5 [ [ exp (= el = i) dSiuss(d) F0) drel) S 5 [ 100

log A

which proves Lemma [6 O

7. THE LOCAL CASE

In this section we define and estimate the local parts of the Riesz operators of orders
1 and 2.

Let 1 be a positive smooth function on R™ x R, such that n(z,u) = 1 if (x,u) € L4
and n(z,u) = 0 if (x,u) ¢ Laa, for some A > 1. Here A will be determined later, in a
way that depends only on n, @) and B. We can assume moreover that

‘Vxn(:p,u)}+ ‘Vun(x,u)} <o —ul™, x # u. (7.1)

We introduce the global and local parts of the first-order Riesz transform R; by

R s) = [ ) (1 e )0 o), 1 ),
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and
loc _ L glOb
R = R; — R¥".

The off-diagonal kernel of R is Z;(x,u)n(x,u). For the second-order Riesz trans-
forms, we simply repeat the above with the subscript j replaced by 4j.

To prove the weak type (1,1) of the operators R;OC and R%?C we shall verify that
their kernels Z;n and %;;n satisfy the standard Calderén-Zygmund estimates.
We first need a lemma.

Lemma 7.1. Let p, r > 0 with p+1r/2 > 1, and (x,u) € Loa with x # u. Then for
0>0

1 2

- D

| e (—57'“ = )\xrdtsw,p,m fu— a2,
0

where C'(9,p,r) may also depend onn, Q, B and A.
Proof. Write
lu— Dyz|? =|u—2*+ |z — Dz +2(u — 2,x — D, ).

Since |x — Dy x| ~ t|z|, the absolute value of the last term here is no larger than

CAt. It follows that
lu — Dy z|*/t > |u— |?/t + ct|z|* — CA.

We now apply this to the integral in the lemma, and estimate exp (—cdt|x|?) by
C677/%t77/2|z|7". The integral is thus controlled by

1 2
0

and the required estimate follows via the change of variables s = |u — z|?/t. O

Proposition 7.2. Let the function n be as above. For all (x,u) € Lo, x # u, and all
j€{1,...,n}, the following estimates hold:

(i) "%j(l',u) n(x,u)} < eR@) |y — |
(i) |V, (%(2,u) n(z,u))| S e ju — x|~ 0+,

(iii) [V (Zj(,u) n(z,u))| S e fu— o=+,
with implicit constants depending onn, B, QQ and A.
The same estimates hold for %;;, i, j € {1,...,n}.

Proof. We start with %;.
(1) From (3.1) we obtain

1 2
- D 1
%) 0(z,u)| S eR(m)/ t= (/2 exp (—c u) (|x\ + —) dt
0

S 6R(az:) |u o l‘|_n,

by Lemma [Z.Jl Further, (4.6) implies the desired estimate for %, ., and (i) follows.
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(2) As a consequence of (7.1]), one has for x # u
}635 (%;(z, ) n(x,u))} S }8932 ,%j(x,u)} + |z — u|_1’9?j(x,u)}.
Since item (1) above takes care of the last term here, it suffices to show that
’8@3 ,%j(x,u)} < B Jgy — |7, (7.2)
For %Z; we get from (B.1)), (33)), 3.3), (3:6), combined with (210)

1
|0y, Zjo(x,u)| §/ t_l/th(:L’,u) |Po(t, z,u) Pj(t, x,u) + Aj(t)] dt
0

1 2
5 6R(ac)/ t—(n+1)/2 exp _1 |u_ Dtx‘ |l‘| + ‘ Dtx| dt.
0 2 t t 7

In the last factor here, we can replace |u — D, x| by v/t, reducing slightly the factor 1/2
in the exponential expression. This will be done repeatedly in the sequel. We arrive at

1 2
1|u—D 1
|00y Zj0(2,0)| < eR(w)/ = FD/2 oy (_Z M) (|:p|2 + ¥> dt,

0

and Lemma [71] allows us to estimate this by e/®) |y — z|~("*1) as desired.
For #Z; o (A4) and (£.5]) imply that
400
|0, Zj oo, u)| S Ky(,u) | Po(t, @, u) Py, @, u) + Age(t)] dt < e (14 Ja]).
1
Here 1+ |z| <z —u|™! < |z —u|~*Y, and ([Z2) is verified, proving (ii) as well.
(3) As in item (2), it suffices to estimate |0,, Z;(x,u)|. Because of (3.2), (3.4) and
B.3H), we have

law Rio(z,u) ’

1
< / V2K (2, u) ‘Pj(t,x, w) (Q; e (D_yu—x),e0) + (Q; 'ePey, eg>} dt
0

1
-D Dou—z 1
5/ t_l/QKt(fL',u) |:(|$|+ "U; tx|) ‘ t U .T‘ +_:| dt
; / i i
1 2
< oflo) / [~H/2 g <_C M) (@ n l) dt
0 t N

< eR(m) ‘u - x‘f(nJrl)’

~Y

where we proceeded much as in item (2). Similarly,
}&Mﬁjw(xu / Ktxu)<|P t:puHQtltB (D_ tu—x’+’Qt1tBej})dt
/ Kt:cu “‘D u—x}—i—}D tu‘) Ct‘D,tu—x‘—l—e’Ct] dt

S/ Ki(z,u)e™ [|D_tu—x|2+ |D_yul |D_yu—z|+1] dt < ™),
1
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as follows from Proposition
Items (i), (ii) and (iii) are proved for #;, and we now turn to Z%;;.

(1°) For (xz,u) € Loy, it results from (B.8) and Lemma [7.1] that

1 _ 2 R(x)
u—Dyx 1 e
‘t%ij70(x’ U)‘ S GR(x) / t_n/Z exXp <—C %) (|l‘|2 + ?) dt S m
0

Since (A7) gives the estimate for %;; , item (i) is verified.

(2°) As before, we need only consider the derivative d,, Z;;(x,u) in the local region.

From (B.]) and (B.3]), we have
0 Ayla,n) = | Kilwow [Puta0) (Pt )Pt 2,0) + (1)
0

For 0 < t < 1, we estimate the factors of type P; and A;; here by means of (3.5]) and
[B.6). Then we use the exponential factor in K, to replace |u — D, x| by v/, and apply
Lemma [TIl The result will be

’8” gfim(:p,u)} < efi@) /01 7% exp (—c M) (|515|3 + %) dt
< eR@) |y — g~ D),
For t > 1, we use (3.0]) and (3.0]), getting
}835[ Rij oo, u)’
< /OO Ki(z,u) (e |D_yu— o> + | Dyl + e |D_yu— x| +e | D, ul) dt
S 6;(”) | — |72,

because of Lemma 2]
(8’) Applying (8.2]) and (3.4), we have
O, Hij(x, 1)
_ /OOO K, w)| = (@76 (Dyu— ), e0) (Pilt, 2, ) Py(t @, u) + Agi(t))
+ <Qt_16tBei, 6g> Pi(t,z,u) + Py(t,z,u) <Qt_16tBej, 6g>:| dt.

Arguing as before, we conclude

|8w '@ij,o(xau”

! D_ju~— ~-Dyz|\* 1) 1 - D
5/ Ki(z,u) [D—ru—a] ‘x|+u NI ‘x|+u dt
; ; ; t] ;

1 . 2 2
< oR(@) / /2 exp (_C lu — D; x| ) <\55| X 1 )dt
0 t VE ot
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< eR(m) |u _ l‘|_(n+1).

Further,
}87% t@ij oo(x u) ’

/ Ki(z,u) e (| D- u—x|3+|D_tu—:1c||D_tu|2+1+|D_tu—x|+|D_tu|)dt

1

‘.CL’ - U|_ )
the last step from Proposition (4.2l
This completes the proof of Proposition O

We can now prove the weak type (1, 1) of the local parts.

Proposition 7.3. Fori, j € {1,...,n}, the operators R;-OC and Ri‘;c are of weak type
(1,1) with respect to the invariant measure ds.

Proof. This is now a straightforward consequence of [19, Proposition 2.3], [13, Propo-
sition 3.4], our Proposition [7.2 and [I3, Theorem 3.7]. O
8. THE GLOBAL CASE FOR SMALL ¢

In this section, we study the operators RglOb and ngjl%b, with kernels (1 — )% and

(1 — 0)%ij0, respectively. The function 7 was defined in the beginning of Section [T,
depending on A. We have the following result.

Proposition 8.1. Fori,j € {1,...,n}, the operators Rg * and Rglo are of weak type
(1,1) with respect to the invariant measure dYs, pmmded A is chosen large enough.

The estimates ([B.17) and (B.8)) show that to prove this proposition, it suffices to verify
the weak type (1,1) of the operator with kernel fo (x,u)dt xg,(x,u), where

— D, z|? 1
Hi(x,u) = eff@ 72 exp <—c u) <|x\2 + ;) .

t

As is clear from Section B, we need only consider the case |x| 2 1. This assumption
will be valid in the rest of this section.
The sets

I (2, 1) = {te (0,1): 2" Wi < |u— Dyz| < zm\/%}, m=1,2,...,
and
Ty, u) = {t € (0,1): |u— Dya| < \/E}
together form a partition of (0,1). For t € I,,(z,u),
Hy(z,u) < eft@ /2 exp (—c2™) (|x|2 + %) :
Let
Dz, u) = @ /1 ( )t"/2 <|x\2 + %) dt x (v, u), m=0,1,....
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The operator we need to consider has kernel

[e.9]

Z exp (—¢2°™) 2,,(z, ). (8.1)

m=0

Proposition 8.2. Let m € {0,1,...}. The operator whose kernel is 2, is of weak
type (1,1) with respect to dvs., with a quasinorm bounded by C' 2™ for some C.

This proposition implies Proposition B, since the factors exp (—c2™) in (8.1]) will
allow us to sum over m in the space LY*(v,). Before proving Proposition B2 we
make some preparations.

From now on, we fix m € {0,1,...}. If t € I,,(z,u), Lemma 23] implies

lu — x| < |u— Dyx| + |Dyx — x| < 2™Vt + t|z], (8.2)
and further
[R(Dyx) — R(u)| = 5 (IDrzlg + lulo) [|Dezlq — |ulo| S (2] + [ul) |Dex — ulq
S (el + Ju)2mVE.  (8.3)

Lemma 8.3. Let (z,u) € G4. If A is chosen large enough, depending only on n, Q
and B, then

DO | =

Ln(z,u) C (272™/]2%, 1), m=0,1,....

Proof. It t € I,(x,u) but t < 272 /|z|?) the two terms to the right in (8.2]) are both
bounded by 1/|z|, so that |z —u| < C/|z| for some C. Since we assume |z| 2 1, this
will violate the hypothesis (xz,u) € G4, if A is large. The lemma follows. ([l

Lemma 8.4. Lett € I,,,(x,u). If the constant Cy > 4 is chosen large enough, depending
only onn, Q and B, then t > Cy22™/|x|? implies

lu| ~ |x|, (8.4)
R(u) — R(z) ~ t|z]* ~ |u — x| |z| (8.5)

and
t~|u—z|/|x|. (8.6)

Proof. Because of our assumptions on ¢, (82) implies that |u — x| < t|z| < |z|, and so
|u| < |z|. This proves one of the inequalities in both (84]) and (8:8]). Aiming at (8.3,
we write

R(u) — R(z) = R(D;x) — R(x) — (R(D; z) — R(u)).
From (2.7) it follows that
R(D;x) — R(z) ~ t|x|?,
and (83) and our assumptions lead to

[R(Dy ) — R(w)| < la 2"V < tle//Co
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Thus we can choose Cy > 4 so large that |R(D; z) — R(u)| < (R(D;z)— R(z))/2, and
the first estimate in (8.3]) follows. In particular, R(u) > R(z), and so |u| 2 |z|, which
completes the proof of ([84]). We also obtain the remaining part of (86, by writing

1
tlal* = R(u) = R(z) = 5 (lule + |zle) (lulq = lele) S |2|[u — zlq.

Finally, the second estimate in (81) is a trivial consequence of (8.6]).

The lemma is proved. O

In view of the last two lemmas, we split I,,,(x,u) into

I (z,u) = Ly(z,u) N (272" /|2, 1A Co 22/ |2)?)
and
IH(z,u) = Ly(z,u) N (1A Co22™/|2)?, 1).
Define for m =0,1,... and |z| 2 1
1

Zuto) = [ (o ) di e (e
I (z,u)

and

1
e =e [ (m? ; ) 0t o, (2, 1),
I (z,u) t

so that Z,,(x,u) = 2, (z,u) + 2 (z,u).

Lemma 8.5. The operator with kernel 2 is of strong type (1,1) with respect to dvyso,
with a norm bounded by C 2™,

Proof. For t < Cy22™/|x|?, the estimate (8.2) implies
lu — x| <2C 2% /||, (8.7)
which leads to

2 (2,u) < O /

2-2m /Jaf?

Cozflal® e 1

—n/ (|x| + ¥> dt X{ju—z|<2Cp 22 /|2]}
< €2 2" X (pumaigaco 22m oy

for some C'.

Consider first the case |x| < Cy2™. Then 2. (z,u) < ef® 2™ and so
/ D (2, 1) dyso(z) < 29™,
|z|<Cp 2™

Since this is uniform in u, the strong type follows for |z| < Cy2™.
To deal with points x with |z| > Cy 2™, we introduce dyadic rings
Li={x:Cy2™" < |z| < Co2™H 1} i=-1,0,1,....
If x € L; with ¢ > 0, it follows from (8.7]) that

|u o l‘| < 2m—i+1 < CO 2m—i—1’
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the last step since Cy > 4. The triangle inequality now shows that « is in the extended
ring
L; - Lifl U Lz U Li+1-
With 0 < f € L'(v7) we let F(u) = e ®® f(u), so that [ fdy. = [ Fdu. Then
forx e L;, 1 >0,

/Q z,u) f(u) dys(u) < eft@ 2om 2"(7”“)/ F(u)du

lu—z|SCp 2m—i—1
= B 90m g« F(x),
where VU is given by
W (y) = 2n0m+D) XB(0, Co 2m—i-1y(1).

Since [U(u)du < 2¢m we can integrate in x to get

/d%o /Q x,u) d%o()<20m/\I!*F(x)dx§20m/ F(u) du.
L, 7
Summing over i > 0, we get
/ o (@) [ 2w s drctu) £ 27 > / ) o) < 2°™ / f dne
x|>Cp2™

| i=—1

The lemma follows.

Lemma 8.6. The operator with kernel 2. is of weak type (1,1) with respect to dyso,
and its quasinorm is bounded by C 2°™.

Proof. The support of the kernel 2% is contained in the set
Gm = {(z,u) €Ga: It e F(z,u)}.
We first sharpen (8.6]) by restricting ¢ further. Because of (8.3]), (84) and (8.6]), any
t € IF(x,u) satisfies
[R(Dyz) = R(u)| S |2 2"Vt £ 2" V/]w — ullal, (8.8)
and from (2.5) we know that
OR(Dyx) ~ |z|*.
The size of this derivative shows that (838]) can hold only for ¢ in an interval of length
at most C' 2™ \/|z — u|/|x[>?, call it I. We obtain, using (8.6) again,

_ —n/2
2t (x,u) < FO / (|x u|) (\:c|2 + =1 ) dt x¢,, (x,u).
INI (z,u) |l‘| |l‘ - U|

The global condition implies |z|/|z — u| < |z|?, so that
Dh(wu) S MO 2 a2 g — | Ny (2, 0) = M (2, 0).
It will be enough to prove Lemma[B.Gl with 2 replaced by the kernel ., thus defined.

With A > 2 fixed, we assume =z € &,. We use our polar coordinates with § =
(log \)/2, writing

r=D,% and u= Dy, u,
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where 7,4 € Eg and s > 0, s, € R. If (z,u) € 6, we take ¢t € I,/ (z,u) and observe
that R(Dyx) > R(xz) > . Then [, Lemma 4.3 (i)] can be applied, giving

i — | < |u— Dyx| < 2™Vt~ 2"\/|u — x| /||, (8.9)
the last step because of (8.6l).
We shall cover the ellipsoid Eg with little caps, and start with £;. The small number
0 > 0 will be specified below, depending only on n, () and B. Define for e € F; the
cap Q! = E; N B(e, §). We cover E; with caps Q! with e ranging over a finite subset of
E1, in such a way that the doubled caps Qé = F; N B(e, 20) have C-bounded overlap.
Since Eg = /B Ey, we can scale these caps to get caps

0f = /3O :EﬁmB(\/Be,fﬁé)

covering Eg. Similarly, Qf =B Qé

For each z € &, the point Z will belong to some cap € of the covering. In the
proof of Lemma we need only consider those u for which @ is in the doubled cap
QF. The reason is that if & ¢ QF, then | — Z| > /BJ ~ ||, and [4, Lemma 4.3 (i)]
implies |u — Dy x| 2 |z| and also |u — x| 2 |x|. This and the definition of I,,(z,u) lead
to |z| < 2™/t and thus 1 + |z| < 2™. It follows that

%m(l,’ ’LL) 5 6R(az:) gm |:L‘|(n+1)/2 |x—u|(1_")/2 5 6R(az:) gm |:L‘| 5 6R(az:) 2(n+3)m (1+ |l‘|)_n_1.

Since the last expression is independent of v and has integral
[t 2 (1 a0 g 0) 5 207,

this part of the .4, gives an operator which is of strong type (1,1), with the desired
bound. .
Thus we fix a cap 7, assuming that & € Q7 and @ € Q. By means of a rotation,

we may also assume that e is on the positive x; axis. Then we write T as T = (#;,7) €
R x R"! and similarly @ = (@1, @’). If § is chosen small enough, we will then have

& —a| ~ |7’ — |, (8.10)

essentially because the x; axis is transversal to Ej at the point of intersection /3 e.
Further, the area measure dSs of Eg will satisfy

dSs(a) ~ du’ (8.11)

in QF, again if § is small.
We now recall Proposition 8 in [I8]. This proposition is also applied in another
framework in [2].

Proposition 8.7. [18] The operator

Tg(&) = e (& — )" 2g(n) dn

m<€i—1
| =n'|<v&—m
maps L*(dn) boundedly into LV (€21 d€). Here & = (&1, €') € R x R"™L and similarly

forn.
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In order to apply this result, we define new variables £ = (£1,¢') € R x R*! and
analogously n = (n1,7'), defined for x € & and (x,u) € €, satisfying ¥ € Q% and
e Q8 by

1 1
&1 = b R(z), h==5 R(u)
and
& =2""/log\ ¥, n' =2""y/log\ .
Lemma [8.4] implies that

u— x| = (& —m)/lx] = (& —m)//Iog A (8.12)

Then & — 71 2 A because of the global condltlon. Choosing A large enough, we will
have

& —m > 1.
Applying (8I0), (B8I) and (8I2)), we obtain
€ =] =27" Vg M i — & = 27" log A i — & S /] [u — | = /& —
This allows us to estimate .#,, in terms of the coordinates £ and 7 :
M (x,0) S e (1og A)"? (€4 = )2 xegy

={Eem: a-—m>1 ¢ —v<CVa-—m)

where

for some C'.
We must also express the Lebesgue measures dr and du in terms of £ and n , with
x and u restricted as before. By (Z.13)),

dr ~ e "B |z| ds dSs(7) =~ \/log A ds dSs(F

the last step since x € &), implies s < 1. Snmlarly, du ~ /log A\ dsu dSs(a).

Because of (Z.5), we can write |0¢,/0s| = \8R(Ds £)/0s| )2 ~ |Ds;i°|2 = |z|* ~ log A,
and if 7 is kept fixed, we will have ds ~ (log\)~' d¢;. From (BII) applied to x, we
have dSs(7) =~ di’ = 2=V™ (log \)1=/2 d¢’. Altogether, we get

dx ~ 20=D™ (Jog X\) /2 g¢ and du ~ 2D (log \) ™2 dp.  (8.13)

Letting g(n) = e " f(u), we can summarize the above and write

[ttt @ by S 20 [ (61— ) g

Hence, the set of points x where

is, after the change of coordinates, contained in the set of £ for which
—2£; _ (1=n)/2 S o—Cm
‘ m<&—1 (& —m) g(n)dn 2 A

|§'—n'|<CVE& —m
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The integral here fits with that in Proposition B except for the factor C in the
domain of integration. This factor can easily be eliminated by means of a scaling of
the variables n/. Thus Proposition B tells us that the level set defined by (8I4]) has
e d¢ measure at most C'2°™ A1 [ g(n) dn. If we go back to the z coordinates, (BI3)
implies that the dv,, measure of the same set is at most

C29™ (log A) ™2 A1 /g(n) dn.
But
[ otmn =20 aog A2 [ (0 drcta),
again by (8I3). Lemma now follows. O
Lemmata and together imply Proposition and also Proposition 811

9. A COUNTEREXAMPLE FOR |a| > 2

We prove the “only if” part of Theorem [Tl Thus assuming || > 2, we will disprove
the weak type (1, 1) of the Riesz transform R(®).
The off-diagonal kernel of R is

__ v [ el pe
Ro(x,u) = T(al/2) /o t D2 Ki(x,u)dt, (9.1)
K, being the Mehler kernel as in (2.1).

Repeated application of (8] in Lemma B.] implies that the derivative DS Ky(x, u)
is a sum of products of the form K,(x,u) P(t,x,u) Q(t), where P(t,z,u) is a product of
factors of type P;(t,z,u), and Q(t) is a product of factors of type A;;(t). Since A;;(¢)
does not depend on x, there will be nothing more. More precisely, consider a term in
this sum where the derivatives falling on K;(z,u) are given by a multiindex s, with
k < « in the sense of componentwise inequalities. Then |«a| — || differentiations must
fall on the P;(t,x,u) factors, and necessarily |o| — x| < |k|. This tells us that Q(¢)

must consist of |a| — |k| factors and also that P(¢,x,u) consists of N := |k| — (Ja| —|&])
factors. It follows that |a| — |k| = (|| — N)/2. Thus we get products
Ky(x,u) PM(t, z,u) QUMD (1), (9.2)

where the superscripts indicate the number of factors. Since |k| can be any integer
satisfying |a|/2 < |k| < |a|, we see that N runs over the set of integers in [0, |c|]
congruent with |o| modulo 2.

With n > 0 large, define

up = Quo(n,...,m) € R™.
Our f will be §,, (or a close approximation of it). Thus
R@ f(x) = R §,, (1) = Rulx, up).

For reasons that will become clear below, we fix a number ¢, € (0, 1/2), independent
of  and so small that

((1,1,...,1), P e;) > 1/2, j=1,...,n. (9.3)
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Define z9 = D_,, uo. We are going to evaluate R® §,,(x) when z is in the ball
B (w9, Vtp). Then we will have |z| ~ |zo| = |ug| = 1.

From (2.I0) we get an estimate of K;(z,ug) when 0 < ¢ < 1. There we want the
exponent |ug — Dy z|*/t to stay bounded when z € B (zo,+/To) and ¢ is close to to.
Write

uy — Dyx = ug — Dyxg+ Dy (xg — ) = ug — Dy—yy ug + Dy (xg — ),
which we must then make smaller than constant times v/t ~ \/%,. Here
[uo — De—tguio| == [t — tol |uo|,

because of Lemma 2.3l Thus we take t with |t — t5| < v/to/|ug|, which implies ¢ ~ tg
for large enough 7. Further, |Dy(zo — )| ~ |20 — 2| < v/fo. Then |ug — D, x| < V4,
and it follows that

Ki(z,up) = e"@ 4™ it w e B(zo, Vo) and |t —to| < Vio/|Juo|.  (9.4)
Lemma [3.] says that
Pi(t, z,up) = <nglx, ej> + <Qt_16tB e, up — Dy x> (9.5)
The first summand here is for = € B(:co, \/ZO)
(Qw,e;) = (Ql D_yy ug, €5) + (Q (x — x0), )
= ("7 Quo, e5) + O(|z — o))
={(n,n,...,n),e"%e;) + O(V1o),
for large 7, by the definition of ug. Because of ([@.3]), this leads to
(Qlx, ey ~n~|zl, (9.6)

and we observe that (Q 'z, e;) does not depend on ¢.

Next, we rewrite the product (9.2)) by using (0.5]) to expand the factor PXY). We will
then get a sum of terms like (@.2) but where P! is replaced by a product of powers
of the two summands in ([@.3]). For N = |«| one of the terms in this sum will be

K, u) J] (@ ¢)™ 2 K, o) [ (9.7)

j=1
the inequality coming from (@.6). Since N = |a/|, the corresponding factor Q(I«=N)/2) ()
is 1. The positive quantity in (@.7]) will give the divergence we need for the counterex-

ample. We have to estimate the absolute values of all the other terms.
To do so, let t € (0,1). For the second summand in (9.5), we have

- D
’<Qt_16tBej, uo—Dtx>} < Wotitﬂ’

and by (3.6)
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Thus each of the terms we must estimate is controlled by an expression of type

\uo—Dt:c|)N2 1

t tlal=N1—N2)/27 (9-8)
where N; and N, are nonnegative integers satisfying Ny + Ny = N < |a] and N; <
|a| — 1. If instead of Ki(x,uq) we plug in here the upper bound in (2I0) and reduce
slightly the coefficient ¢ in the exponential, we can replace each factor |ug — D; x|/t in
([@8) by 1/+/t. The quantity (9.8) is thus less than constant times

_ D, af? 1
o) /2 <_C u> e — (9.9)

Ky(x,up) \:U|N1 (

t la[=N1)/2°

We are now ready to estimate the integral in (9.]), at first taken only over the interval
(0,1). Here u = ug and @ € B (z0,/1y). The positive term described in (@.7) will,
because of ([@.4]), give a contribution which is larger than a constant ¢ times

1
|x||o¢\ / t(\a|—2)/2Kt(l,’ u) dt > |ZL‘|‘O‘| / t(|04\—2)/2Kt(:L,’ ’LL) dt
0 |

t—to|<vto/|uo|
Z |.T}“a| eR(:v) ta”/Q té\a|*1)/2 ‘u0|71 ~ eR(m) ‘x||a\71’ (910)
since ty ~ 1 is fixed.

Next, we consider the expression in (@.9). The corresponding part of the integral in
(@) will be at most a constant C times

1 2
oR(@) |l,|N1 / $(N1=n—2)/2 exp <_C |ug —tDt$| ) dt,
0

In order to estimate this integral, we write, recalling that D, z¢ = D,;_4, uo,
lug — Dy x| > |ug — Dy—yy ug| — | Dy (x — )]
The first summand here satisfies for 0 < ¢ < 1, in view of Lemma 2.3]
|ug — Dy ug| = [t — tol |uol,

and the second summand is controlled by v/%,. Thus if [t — to| > C/|ug| for some large
C, we will have
lug — Dy x| > |t — to| |uo| = 1+ |t — to] |uol,
so that
|t — to]® |uol?

t

_ 2
|ug — Dy x| S 1 N
t

t Y
This implies that

2
oR(@) |x|N1 H(N1—n—2)/2 exp [ —c |ug — Dy x| dt
[t—to|>C/|uo] t
0<t<1

1 2 2
< P || N / HNI=n=2)/2 (_%) exp <_C |t totl || ) ot
0

< (B [N /exp(—c|t—to\2\uo\2)dt
R

~Y
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g eR(z) ‘SL’|N1 ﬁ ~ eR(z) ‘SL’|N171.
Up

What remains is

2
R(z) ‘SU|N1 / t(Nl—n—Q)/Z exp (—C ‘UO - Dt«r‘ ) dt
[t—to]<C/[uol t

g oR(=) ‘ZL’|N1 t(Nl n— 2/2‘u | 1~ R ‘ZL’|N171.

Since N < |a/|, the last expression is less than e®(®) |z[l*1=2 and we see that for large
7 the positive expression in (@.I0) dominates over the effects of the other terms.

We finally treat the integral over t > 1. For z € B (g, /{p) and ¢ > 1, (Z11)), (3)
and (B.6) imply the following three estimates

1
Ki(2,u0) < €@ exp [— 3 |D_y ug — x|z2 },

|P(t, 2, u0)| S e [D_yug — 2| + | Dt uol
and
Ay (t)] S e
We can delete the factor |D_; ug — x| from the second of these formulas, if we reduce
slightly the coeffient 1/2 in the first formula. Further,

|D_tug — x| > |Diy—t ©o — xo| — |0 — 2|. (9.11)
An argument like (2.8) now leads to | Dy, xo—20o| 2 |z|, because here ty—t < —1/2 and
so (Z8) implies that [2o|g — [ Dyt 2og = |20l§. Since |2o — x| is much smaller than |z|,
we conclude from ([@.IT) that |D_; ug—x| =~ |x|. Moreover, |D_;ug| < e |ug| ~ e~ ||
by Lemma 211 Estimating the products in (@.2)), we arrive at
|DS Kz, u0)| < ef'@ exp (—c|z)?) e x|, t> 1.
Hence,

/ =221 DK (2, ug) | dt < B,
1
and this is much smaller than the quantity in (Q.10).

Summing up, we get an estimate for the integral in (9.I]) saying that
R, u0) = B |g|lel=1, x € B(o, \/Eo).
Let A = ef'®) |z;|l*I=1 The ball B(zo, V/y) contains the set
={r=D,7: R(T) = R(x0), |T—m0| <ec, 0<s<c/lzol*}

for some c¢. Then ef®) ~ ef(0) in V, as follows from (Z7), and so Zs(x,uy) = A in
V- From (2.13]) we see that the measure of V,, is

c/|zo|? |Q1/2Q l‘|2
fR(Ds fstrB ~
= [ 4S5 (7) ds
O |Z—zo|<c 2|Q 1"L‘|

¢/|xol?
:e_R(xO)/ lzo| ds ~ e B@0) |z 7L,
0
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We find that
)‘700(on> 2 |x0“a|72-

Since || > 2, this expression will tend to +o0o with 7, disproving the weak type (1, 1)
of R,
Theorem [[.1]is completely proved.
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