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dx.doi.org/10.2140/apde.2016.9.1019

MULTIDIMENSIONAL ENTIRE SOLUTIONS FOR AN
ELLIPTIC SYSTEM MODELLING PHASE SEPARATION

NICOLA SOAVE AND ALESSANDRO ZILIO

For the system of semilinear elliptic equations
AV,-:V,-ZV?, Vi >0 in RY,
A
we devise a new method to construct entire solutions. The method extends the existence results already
available in the literature, which are concerned with the 2-dimensional case, also to higher dimen-
sions N > 3. In particular, we provide an explicit relation between orthogonal symmetry subgroups,
optimal partition problems of the sphere, the existence of solutions and their asymptotic growth. This

is achieved by means of new asymptotic estimates for competing systems and new sharp versions for
monotonicity formulae of Alt—Caffarelli-Friedman type.

1. Introduction

The elliptic systems
{AVi:v"Z#i VRN o1,k (1-1)
Vi =0,

which arise in the blow-up analysis of phase-separation phenomena in coupled Schrodinger equations,
has attracted increasing attention in recent years, and by now many results concerning existence and
qualitative properties of the solutions are available. For a detailed explanation about how (1-1) appears, we
refer to [Berestycki et al. 2013a; 2013b; Soave and Zilio 2016]. We prove the existence of N-dimensional
solutions to (1-1) in RN for any N > 2. By this, we mean that we construct solutions in RY which cannot
be obtained from solutions in lower dimensions by adding a dependence on some “mute” variable. Our
results extend the construction developed in [Berestycki et al. 2013b], which concerns the planar case
N =2. In this perspective, we mention that previous results contained in [Berestycki et al. 2013a; 2013b]
only regard the existence of solutions in dimension N =1 or 2, and the question of the existence in higher
dimensions was up to now open.

In order to state our main results, we introduce some notation. We denote by O(N) the orthogonal
group of RY and by &; the symmetric group of permutations of {1, ..., k}. Let us assume that there
The authors are partially supported through the project ERC Advanced Grant 2013 No. 339958 “Complex Patterns for Strongly
Interacting Dynamical Systems — COMPAT”. Zilio is also partially supported by the ERC Advanced Grant 2013 No. 321186
“ReaDi — Reaction—-Diffusion Equations, Propagation and Modelling”.

MSC2010: primary 35B06, 35B08, 35B53; secondary 35B40, 35J47.

Keywords: entire solutions of elliptic systems, Liouville theorem, nonlinear Schrédinger systems, Almgren monotonicity
formula, optimal partition problems, equivariant solutions.
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1020 NICOLA SOAVE AND ALESSANDRO ZILIO

exists a homomorphism 4 : G — &y, where G < O(N) is a nontrivial subgroup. We define the equivariant
right action of G on H' (RN, R¥) in the following way:
G x H'®RY, R — H'RY, RY, (12)
(8. u) > g1 = ()11 O8> -+ -+ U(h(g)~ k) © 8)-
where o denotes the usual composition of functions, and we used the vector notation u := (uy, ..., ug).
The set
Hgp:={ue HI(RN,[R{]‘) :u=g-u forall g € G}

is the subspace of the (G, h)-equivariant functions.

Definition 1.1. For k € N, a nontrivial subgroup G < O(N), and a homomorphism % : G — G, we write
that the triplet (k, G, h) is admissible if there exists a (G, h)-equivariant function u with the following
properties:

(1) u; > 0 and u; # 0 for every i;

(ii) u;u; =0 for every i # j;

(iii) there exist g, ..., gk € G such that
u;=ujog; fori=2,... k.

Remark 1.2. Notice that, if (k, G, &) is admissible triplet, then all the (G, h)-equivariant functions satisfy
(iii) in the previous definition with the same symmetries g;; indeed, by (iii) and equivariance we deduce
that (h(g;))~'(i) = 1 for every i, so that any equivariant function satisfies

Vi = Vgt 0&i =viog foralli=1,... k. (1-3)

This tells us that any equivariant function associated to an admissible triplet is completely determined by
its first component: if we know that v is (G, h)-equivariant and that (k, G, ) is an admissible triplet, then
(1-3) holds true, and hence v, ..., vx can be obtained by knowing v; and g3, ..., g-

We also underline the fact that there may exist symmetries in G whose corresponding permutation is
the identity. In this case, these symmetries are imposed on the single components.

Finally, we observe that the definition of admissible triplet implicitly imposes several restrictions on
(k, G, h). For instance, by (iii) we immediately deduce that /# can never be the trivial homomorphism
g — Gy, g — id for all g. Moreover, we also deduce that G has at least k different elements.

Let (k, G, h) be an admissible triplet. We let A (g x) be the set of those ¢ € H'(S¥~!, R¥) such that
@ is the restriction on SNlofa (G, h)-equivariant function fulfilling Definition 1.1(i)-(@iii). (1-4)

We consider the minimization problem

k
1 N=2\2  Jeu1IVooil> N—-2
= f - ( ) — , 1-
Lk.G.n) inf - E <\/ 3 + e 3 (1-5)
i=1 Sk i

veN G

where V, denotes the tangential gradient on SV~
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Theorem 1.3. For any admissible pair (k, G, h), there exists a solution V of (1-1) with k components
in RN satisfying the following properties:

o Vis (G, h)-equivariant;

e we have
Z 2
rl}I—Poo rN- 1+2£(k§h) / Vi" €0, 400). (1-6)

Here and in the rest of the paper B, (xo) denotes the ball of centre x¢ and radius r; when xo =0, we
simply write B, for the sake of simplicity.

Since the theorem is quite general, we think that it is worthwhile to spend some time making some
explicit examples. This will be done in Section 2.1. For the moment, we anticipate that with our result
we can recover Theorems 1.3 and 1.6 in [Berestycki et al. 2013b], and moreover we can produce a wealth
of new solutions existing only in dimensions N > 3.

We also observe that condition (1-6) establishes that the solution V grows at infinity, in quadratic
mean, like the power |x|‘®9» It is worth remarking that for any solution V to (1-1) it is possible to
define the growth rate as the uniquely determined value d € (0, +o00] such that

+o0 if m<d
li 2= ’
,_}{,I_loo ,.N 1+2m /aB Z V { if m > d;

see Proposition 1.5 in [Soave and Terracini 2015] and its proof. Therein, it is also shown that V has
algebraic growth, i.e., it satisfies the pointwise upper bound

Vi(x) 4+ Vi(x) < C(1 +|x]%) forall x e RY (1-7)

for some C, o > 1, if and only if its growth rate d is finite; we point out moreover that, as shown in [Soave
and Zilio 2014], the system does indeed admit solutions with exponential (i.e., nonalgebraic) growth.

Theorem 1.3 not only specifies the growth rate of the function (d = €¢(k, G, h)), but also states that, for
this precise growth rate, the limit

2
,1}5{100 N- 1+2d/ ZV

’ll

is positive and finite. In this perspective we can prove that the solutions of Theorem 1.3 have minimal
growth rate among all the possible (G, h)-equivariant solutions.

Theorem 1.4. Let (k, G, h) be an admissible pair and let V be a (G, h)-equivariant solution of (1-1).
Then the growth rate of V is at least £(k, G, h).

Both the proofs of Theorems 1.3 and 1.4 exploit the hidden relationship between the elliptic system (1-1)
and optimal partition problems of type (1-5). This relationship arises for instance by means of the validity
of the following modification of the celebrated Alt—Caffarelli-Friedman monotonicity formula, tailor-made
for the study of (G, h)-equivariant solutions.
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For Ve H'(RY,R* andi =1, ..., k we define

12 2 2
sy im [ I i
I |x|N-2 '

Proposition 1.5. Let (k, G, h) be an admissible triplet. There exists a constant C > 0 depending only
on N and (k, G, h) such that, for any (G, h)-equivariant solution V of (1-1), the function

e “Cr Ry - T

J2Kek,Gm) €
is monotone nondecreasing for r > 1 (we recall that £(k, G, h) has been defined in (1-5)).

The expert reader will have already recognized the similarity with the original Alt—Caffarelli-Friedman
monotonicity formula, proved in [Alt et al. 1984]; monotonicity formulae of Alt—Caffarelli-Friedman
type for competing systems are key ingredients for the results in [Conti et al. 2005; Farina and Soave
2014; Noris et al. 2010; Soave and Terracini 2015; Soave and Zilio 2015; Wang 2014]. The previous
result is, to our knowledge, the first example of a monotonicity formula under a symmetry constraint.

We review now the main known results regarding entire solutions of the system (1-1) which were
already available, starting with the system with k = 2 components. The 1-dimensional problem was
studied in [Berestycki et al. 2013a], where it is proved that there exists a solution satisfying the symmetry
property V2(x) = Vi(—x), the monotonicity condition V| > 0 and V; < 0 in R, and having at most linear
growth, in the sense that there exists C > 0 such that

Vi(x)+ Va(x) <C(1 +|x|) forall x e RV,

Up to translations, scaling and exchange of the components, this is the unique solution in dimension N =1;
see [Berestycki et al. 2013b, Theorem 1.1]. The linear growth is the minimal admissible growth for
nonconstant positive solutions of (1-1). Indeed, in any dimension N > 1, if (V}, V») is a nonnegative
solution of (1-1) (which means that the condition V; > 0 is replaced by V; > 0) and satisfies the sublinear
growth condition

Vit + Va(x) < C(1+1x[*)  in RY

for some o € (0,1) and C > 0, then one of V| and V, is O and the other has to be constant. This
Liouville-type theorem has been proved by B. Noris et al. [2010, Proposition 2.6].

Differently from the problem in R, in dimension N = 2, and hence in any dimension N > 2, the
system (1-1) with k = 2 has infinitely many “geometrically distinct” solutions, i.e., solutions which cannot
be obtained from each other by means of rigid motions, scalings or exchange of the components; see
[Berestycki et al. 2013b, Theorem 1.3; Soave and Zilio 2014, Theorems 1.1 and 1.5]. These solutions can
be distinguished according to their growth rates and symmetry properties. In particular, Berestycki et al.
[2013b] proved the existence of solutions having algebraic growth, while the results in [Soave and Zilio
2014] concern solutions having exponential growth in x that are periodic in y.

Regarding systems with several components, the aforementioned existence results admit analogous
counterparts for any k > 3; see [Berestycki et al. 2013b, Theorem 1.6; Soave and Zilio 2014, Theorem 1.8].
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It is important to stress that the proofs in [Berestycki et al. 2013b; Soave and Zilio 2014] use the fact
that the problem is posed in dimension N = 2, and apparently cannot be extended to higher dimensions
(see Remark 4.4 for a more detailed discussion).

In parallel to the existence results, great efforts have been devoted to the analysis of the 1-dimensional
symmetry of solutions under suitable assumptions; this, as explained in [Berestycki et al. 2013a], is
inspired by some analogy with the derivation of (1-1) and of the Allen—Chan equation, for which symmetry
results in the spirit of the celebrated De Giorgi’s conjecture have been widely studied. In this context, we
recall that, assuming k =2 and N =2, A. Farina [2014] proved that, if (V;, V») has algebraic growth and
9, V, > 0 in R, then (V1, V) is 1-dimensional. In the higher-dimensional case N > 2 with k = 2, Farina
and the first author proved a Gibbons-type conjecture for (1-1); see [Farina and Soave 2014]. Furthermore,
K. Wang [2014; 2015], as a product of his main results, showed that any solution of (1-1) with k =2
having linear growth is 1-dimensional. We mention also [Berestycki et al. 2013a, Theorem 1.8; 2013b,
Theorem 1.12], which are now included in Wang’s result.

As far as the 1-dimensional symmetry for systems with £ > 2 is concerned, we refer to [Soave and
Terracini 2015, Theorem 1.3], where the main results in [Farina and Soave 2014; Wang 2014; 2015]
are extended to systems with many components by means of improved Liouville-type theorems for
multicomponent systems, which relate the number of nontrivial components of a nonnegative solution
of the first equation in (1-1) and its growth rate. In this perspective, Theorem 1.4 is the counterpart of
[Soave and Terracini 2015, Theorem 1.7] in a (G, h)-equivariant setting. As a product of these two results,
we can also derive the following:

Corollary 1.6. Fork, N € N, let

LSV Y= inf sup  Ap(w;),
(1,0 k) EPE j=1,.. k
where Py is the set of partitions of SY~! in k open disjoint and connected sets, and )\ denotes the

first eigenvalue of the Laplace—Beltrami operator on SN~. Also, let (k, G, h) be any admissible triplet
with G < O(N). Then

Ly (SN < bk, G, h).

It is tempting to conjecture that equality holds for an appropriate choice of (G, h), at least for some
values of k, N. Indeed, in light of the known results in the literature, this is the case for k =2 and k = 3,
for every N. For k = 2, the only (up to isometries) optimal partition for £,(SV~!) =1 is the partition
of the sphere into two equal spherical cups [Alt et al. 1984]. This is clearly also an optimal partition
for €(2, G, h) if G is equal to the group generated by the reflection T with respect to a hyperplane through
the origin and 4 (7T') is defined as the permutation exchanging the indices 1 and 2. In the case k = 3, an
optimal partition for £3(S¥~!) = 3(N — 1) is the so-called Y -partition (see [Helffer et al. 2010; Soave
and Terracini 2015]) which is then optimal also for £(3, G, h) if G is equal to the group generated by the
rotation R of angle %n around the xy axis and i (R) is the permutation mapping 1 into 2, 2 into 3 and
3 into 1.
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To conclude, we mention also the contribution of Wang and Wei [2014], who considered the fractional
analogue of (1-1). Such problems exhibit new interesting phenomena with respect to the local case.
Moreover, we observe that our results, as those in [Berestycki et al. 2013b], seem to be somehow
connected with those in [Wei and Weth 2007], which concern finite energy decaying solutions of a
different problem.

Structure of the paper. in Section 2 we recall some known results needed for the rest of work, and which
permit us to show, in Section 2.1, several concrete applications of Theorem 1.3. Section 3 is devoted to
the proof of the equivariant Alt—Caffarelli-Friedman monotonicity formula, Proposition 1.5; finally, in
Section 4, we give the proofs of the other main results, Theorems 1.3 and 1.4.

2. Preliminaries and application of Theorem 1.3

We introduce some notation and review some known results. Let § > 0, and let U be a solution to

L — . 2
AU; = BU; Zj#- U; %n Bg, (2-1)
Ui >0 in Bg.

For 0 <r < R, we set

HU.r) = / ZUZ

rzl

EWU,r):= NZ/ZlVUl +8 Y UMUF

I<i<j<k
EWU,r)

NWU,r):= m (the Almgren frequency function).

Under the previous notation, by Proposition 5.2 in [Berestycki et al. 2013b] it is known that N (U, -) is
monotone nondecreasing for 0 <r < R,

d _2 2
drH(U,r)_rE(U,r)—i— f ZUU >0,

’1<J

and, for any such r,
2 2

l<1 J
/ ,3 SN 1H(U 5 ds < N(U,r). (2-2)

The frequency function, also called Almgren’s quotient, gives information about the behaviour of the
solutions with respect to radial dilations. Indeed, the possibility of defining a growth rate for any solution
to (1-1) is a direct consequence of the monotonicity of N(V,-). We recall that, as proved in [Soave
and Terracini 2015, Proposition 1.5], for any solution V to (1-1) there exists a value d € (0, +o¢0] such
that

(2-3)

A/ [ S 1V2 +oo if d' <d,
0 ifd>d,

r——400 r2d/
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and d < +oo if and only if V has algebraic growth. We write that d is the growth rate of V, and it is
remarkable that

d= lim N(V,r); (2-4)
r—+00
again see [Soave and Terracini 2015, Proposition 1.5] (the result is stated in [Soave and Terracini 2015]
for solutions with algebraic growth, but its proof works also without this assumption). Notice that on
the left-hand side of (2-3) we have the quadratic average of V on spheres of increasing radius divided
by a power of r?; thus the name growth rate.

In the previous discussion 8 > 0 was fixed. Let us now consider a sequence of parameters 8 — 400
and a corresponding sequence {Ug} of solutions to (2-1). The asymptotic behaviour of the family {Ug}
has been studied in [Berestycki et al. 2013a; Dancer et al. 2012; Noris et al. 2010; Soave and Zilio
2015; 2016; Tavares and Terracini 2012; Wei and Weth 2008] and many results are available. We only
recall that, if the sequence is bounded in L°(Bg), then it is in turn uniformly bounded in Lip(Bg),
and hence up to a subsequence it converges to a limit U in C%%(Bg) and in HI})C(BR) (see [Soave and
Zilio 2015; Noris et al. 2010]). If U # 0, then U is Lipschitz continuous and {U = 0} has Hausdorff
dimension N — 1. Moreover, H (U, r) is nondecreasing and is nonzero for every r > 0 (see [Tavares and
Terracini 2012]).

An important application of this asymptotic theory lies in the possibility of defining blow-down limits
of entire solutions to (1-1). We recall part of [Berestycki et al. 2013b, Theorem 1.4] (k = 2) and [Soave
and Terracini 2015, Theorem 1.4] (k arbitrary). Let V be a solution to (1-1), and for any R > 0 let us
define the blow-down family

Ve(x) := WV(RX).
If V has algebraic growth, i.e., its growth rate d = N (V, 4+00) is finite, then {Vz} converges, in Cloo’f (RM)
and in H!

loc

with homogeneity degree d and such that

(RM), as R — +o00 and up to a subsequence, to a homogeneous vector-valued function Vi

» the components V; o, are nonnegative and with disjoint support: V; ooV o = 0 for every i # j;

e Vioo— Vj o forany i # j is harmonic in the interior of its support.

When k =2, it then results that (V] s, V2.00) = (¥, W), where W is a homogenous harmonic polynomial
in RV, and hence necessarily d is an integer.

2.1. A wealth of new solutions: applications of Theorem 1.3. We recall that, for any k > 2, problem (1-1)
has several solutions in R?. Clearly, these are also solutions in higher dimensions, and up to now it was
an open question whether or not there exist N-dimensional solutions of (1-1) in R¥ with N > 3, i.e.,
solutions in R which cannot be obtained as solutions in R¥~! by adding a dependence on a variable.
Theorem 1.3 gives a positive answer to these questions. In what follows we show how to use Theorem 1.3
as a recipe to construct entire solutions of (1-1).
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A concrete example in R3 for k = 2. To start with a very concrete example, we focus on problem (1-1)
in R® with k = 2, and we examine the case where G is equal to the group of symmetries generated by
the reflections 77, T, and T3 with respect to the planes {x = 0}, {y = 0} and {z = 0}, respectively, and
h : G — & is defined on the generators of G by h(T;) = (1 2) for every i. We used here the standard
notation (1 2) to denote the cycle mapping 1 to 2, and 2 to 1. In order to check that this is an admissible
triplet, we verify that

(ur, u2) = ((xy2)™, (xy2)7)

is a (G, h)-equivariant function satisfying (i)—(iii) in Definition 1.1. For the equivariance, we explicitly
observe that
Ti - (ui,uz2) = (uz0T;,u10T;) (see (1-2))
= (u1, uz) (by definition of u)

for every i, and since G is generated by T, T, T3, this is sufficient to conclude that u is (G, h)-equivariant.
Points (i) and (ii) in Definition 1.1 are straightforward, and (iii) is satisfied since up = u; o 7T; for any i. As
a consequence, by Theorem 1.3 there exists a (G, h)-equivariant solution (Vy, V») of (1-1) in R3 with k =2
having growth rate equal to £(k, G, h) = N(V, +00) (we recall that the growth rate is always equal to
the limit at infinity of the Almgren frequency function; see (2-4)). Since the symmetries of G involve
the 3 variables, this solution cannot be obtained by a 2-dimensional solution adding the dependence
of 1 variable: V| — V; is not constant since V has growth rate £(2, G, h) > 0; moreover, thanks to the
symmetries T, T5, T3, we have that the function V| — V, vanishes on the set {x = 0} U {y =0} U {z = 0}.
Since the projection of this set on any 2-dimensional subspace is equal to the entire subspace but V is
nontrivial, we immediately deduce that the solution cannot be 2-dimensional.

In this particular case we can also explicitly compute £(2, G, &), in the following way: by minimality,

1( |1 JolVelxy)t|? 1) 1< 1 Jo IVoxy2)=|? 1)
02,6,y <+ (Lot T 1) 10 gL Je Yt T 1
2.9 )52(\/4+ el e 2) 2\Wa " T LimoE T 2)

and the right-hand side is equal to 3; indeed, since @ := xyz is a homogeneous harmonic polynomial of

degree 3, its angular part ®|g2 solves
—Ag®P|2 = 12®P|s2  in S?,

and this permits us to carry out explicit computations. This means that W (the blow-down limit) is a
homogeneous harmonic polynomial of degree £(2, G, h) < 3. It is then necessary that ¥ = ® = xyz;
to check this, we can simply consider all the homogeneous harmonic polynomials in R with degree at
most 3, which have been classified, and observe that the only one being (G, &) equivariant is ®. As a
consequence, the degree of homogeneity of W is 3 =4(2, G, h).

General case in RN with k = 2. The very same argument as before can be considered by taking any
homogeneous harmonic polynomial ® in RY of degree d € N with a nontrivial finite group of symmetries G;
by this we mean that there exists a group of symmetries with generators 71, . .., T, such that ¥ oT; = ®F,
To any 7; we associate the cycle (1 2). This induces a homomorphism /2 : G — &5, and it is not difficult to
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check that (2, G, h) is an admissible triplet. Indeed, by assumption the pair (u1, up) = (®*, ®~) fulfills
(1)—(iii) in Definition 1.1, and is (G, h)-equivariant: the equivariance follows by

T; - (uy,uz) = (upoT;,uroT;) (see (1-2))
= (u1, uz)

for any i. Points (i) and (ii) in Definition 1.1 are trivial, and (iii) is satisfied since u, = u; o 7; for any i by
assumption. If, as in the example above, the group G is chosen from the beginning so that the symmetries
of G involve all the N variables, we obtain an N-dimensional solution to (1-1). Explicit cases where the
previous argument is applicable are the following:

o At first, we show how we can recover Theorem 1.3 in [Berestycki et al. 2013b]. In dimension N =2,
we take ®y(x, y) := Re((x 4+ iy)?), with d € N. Then &, is symmetric, in the previous sense, with
respect to the group of symmetries generated by the reflections 77, . .., T; with respect to its nodal lines:
@j oT; = ®J. By the previous argument, we find (G, h)-equivariant solutions of the problem with growth
rate £(2, G, h), which clearly are 2-dimensional. Reasoning as in our first example, it is not difficult in
this case to check that £(2, G, h) =d.

e Secondly, we construct infinitely many new solutions in R3. We take ®4(x, y) := Re((x +iy)H)z,
with d € N. Let Ty, ..., T; denote the reflections with respect to the nodal planes of $Re((x + i y)d ), and
let T, denote the reflection with respect to {z = 0}. Then q;.;lt oT; = ®F, so that the general argument
above is applicable, and hence we find a (G, h)-equivariant solution of (1-1) with growth rate €(2, G, h).
As in the first example, since the nodal set of V| — V, has surjective projection on any 2-dimensional
subspace, V is necessarily 3-dimensional. We can also check that £(2, G, h) =d + 1. Since (<I>j, o) is
a (G, h)-equivariant function, we have

mmz( 1+M_1>+1(/1+M_1)
9 9 _2 .

40 Jelegr 2] 2\ 4 [ele 2 2

As in the previous example, we can prove that the right-hand side is equal to d+1. On the other hand, using

the blow-down theorem and explicitly observing that the only (G, &)-equivariant homogeneous harmonic
polynomial in R® with degree less than or equal to d + 1 is ®4, we conclude that £(2, G, h) =d + 1.

» We conclude with the observation that the previous constructions can be extended in any dimensions.
For instance we can consider the harmonic polynomial ® = x| - - - x, together with the symmetry group
generated by the reflections 771, ..., Ty with respect to the coordinate planes {x; =0},i =1,..., N;
notice that ®* o 7; = ®T for any i. In the same way we could consider the harmonic polynomial
W = Re((x] +ixp)?)x3 - - - xy, together with symmetry group generated by the reflections 71, ..., Ty
with respect to the nodal hyperplanes of Re((x; + i x2)%), and by R3, ..., Ry, reflections with respect to
the coordinate planes {x; =0},i =3,..., N.

The case k > 3 in R2 Fork >3 components, we first show how to recover Theorem 1.6 in [Berestycki
et al. 2013b]. We thus focus for the moment on the dimension N = 2. Let k > 3 and, for any m € N,
letd = %mk. We denote by R, the rotation of angle 7 /d, by T) the reflection with respect to {y = 0}
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(this corresponds to complex conjugation in C), and we consider the group G < O(N) generated by R,
and Ty. We define a homomorphism 4 : G — & (the group of permutations of {1, ..., k}) letting

h(Rg):=(12---d) and h(T)):i>k+2—i,

where the indexes are counted modulus k. We can explicitly check that (k, G, k) is an admissible triplet.
Let us consider the function
rdcos(df) in U RE((—m/2d <6 < /2d)),
uj =
! 0 otherwise,

uy ‘= uq oRd,

U ‘= U—-10 Rd =Uujo Rs_l.
It is (G, h)-equivariant, as

Ry-u=uroRg,uioRy,...,up_10Ry) =u,

Ty-u=@wioTy,upoTy,up_10Ty,...,u30Ty,upoT,) =u.

It clearly satisfies (i) and (ii) in Definition 1.1, and for (iii) it is sufficient to note that u; = u; o R}~
for every j = 2,...,k. By Theorem 1.3, we obtain a (G, h)-equivariant solution V of (1-1); the
fact that V is 2-dimensional follows again from the symmetries: if V were 1-dimensional, then we
could say that |, 2;{Vi — V; = 0} is the union of straight parallel lines. But, on the other hand,
{Vo — V3 =0} = R;({V) — V, =0}), which cannot be parallel whenever d > 1, i.e., whenever k > 3.

To complete the analogy with the results in [Berestycki et al. 2013b], we still would have to prove
that N(V, +o00) = £(k, G, h) is equal to d. Since we are in dimension N = 2, this can be done by means
of explicit computations, following the line of reasoning already adopted in the previous examples. We
decided to not stress this point for the sake of brevity.

The general case k > 3 in R3. The case k >3 and N > 3 is intrinsically more involved, and hence we
focus on some particular examples given by the groups of symmetries of the Platonic polyhedra. Let us
consider for instance the group G4 < O(N) associated to the tetrahedron 7. It is known that this group is
isomorphic to &4. The isomorphism /4 is obtained labelling all the vertices of 7, and associating to any
g € G4 the permutation induced on the vertices themselves. In order to define the function ¢ satisfying
(1)—(iii) of Definition 1.1, we first take a tetrahedron with barycentre 0, and define on a face A a positive
function ¢; that is 0 on dA and symmetric with respect to all the transformations in G4 leaving A invariant.
By rotation, we can define ¢;, ¢3 and ¢4 on the remaining faces. Now, considering the radial projection
of the tetrahedron into the unit sphere S2, we obtain a function (o1, ..., pa) whose 1-homogeneous
extension is by construction (Gy4, h4)-equivariant, and satisfies (i)—(iii) of Definition 1.1. Thus (4, G4, h4)
is an admissible triplet, and Theorem 1.3 yields the existence of a (G4, h4)-equivariant solution for the
system with 4 components in R3. Since the symmetries of the tetrahedron involve the dependence on
3 variables, this solution is not 2-dimensional.
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In a similar way, one can construct (Gg, hg)-equivariant solutions with respect to the group of symmetries
of the cube Gg (isomorphic to a subgroup of Gg through an isomorphism hg) for systems with k = 3
or k = 6 components. To this purpose, we consider a cube with barycentre 0 in R, and we define on
a face A a positive function ¢; that is 0 on dA and symmetric with respect to all the transformations
in Gg leaving A invariant. By rotation, we can define ¢y, ..., @ on the remaining faces. Considering
the radial projection of the cube onto the unit sphere S?, we obtain a function (¢, ..., ¢s) whose
1-homogeneous extension is (Gg, hg)-equivariant and satisfies (i)—(iii) of Definition 1.1. Theorem 1.3
then gives a 3-dimensional (Gg, hg)-equivariant solution to (1-1) with 6 components in R3. In order to
obtain a 3-component (Gg, hg)-equivariant solution, we proceed as in the previous discussion replacing
@1 with V1 = @1 + ¢u, where @4 has support on the face opposite to A in the cube. By rotation, we
determine v, and V3, each of them supported on the union of two opposite faces. As before, we can then
consider the radial projection onto S2, and afterwards its 1-homogeneous extension (Y1, Y2, ¥3), which
is (Gg, he)-equivariant and satisfies (i)—(iii) of Definition 1.1. For the equivariance, we recall that any
isometry of the cube is identified by the faces that three given adjacent faces are mapped to (this is why
we could construct solutions with cubical symmetry for systems with 3 components). In conclusion, by
Theorem 1.3 we obtain a (Gg, he)-equivariant solution of (1-1) with £ = 3 components.

Arguing in a similar way, we may also obtain equivariant solutions with respect to the symmetries of
the octahedron for systems with k = 4 and k = 8 components, and so on.

3. An Alt-Caffarelli-Friedman monotonicity formula for equivariant solutions

In this section we aim at proving Proposition 1.5. We always suppose that (k, G, /) is an admissible triplet,
according to Definition 1.1. Moreover, we often omit the phrase “up to a subsequence” for simplicity. The
proof is divided into several steps, and, as usual when dealing with Alt—Caffarelli-Friedman monotonicity
formulae for competing systems, is based upon a control on an “approximated” optimal partition problem
on SV~!. For any u € H'(SV~!, R¥), we let

Ig(u) =

i ) <f§nl |Vou;|* + %/3“1'2 D ”3)
i=1

fgn—l “1'2

where
o= (5 - (152)

We denote by I:I(g’h) the subspace of (G, h)-equivariant functions in H 1(SN-1 RK), and we introduce
the optimal value

Lg(k,G, h):= inf Ig.
Hg.n

In what follows, to keep the notation as simple as possible, we simply write £ and £g instead of £(k, G, h)
and Lg(k, G, h), respectively.
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Lemma 3.1. Both £ and £g are positive and achieved ( for all B > 0). It follows that g — € as f — +0o0,
and there exists a minimizer for £g, which solves

—Aguip=rgu;p— Pu;g Zj#_i u? in SN-1,
uip >0 in SN, (3-1)
St Miz,ﬂ =1 forall i,

where Ag > 0 and Ag denotes the Laplace—Beltrami operator on SN=1. Moreover, u g — @ weakly
in H' (SN~!, R%) and ¢ is a nonnegative minimizer for ¢.

Proof. Restricting ourselves to the subset of functions in I:I(g,h) whose components have prescribed
L2(SY~1)-norm equal to 1, it is easy to check that the functional /g is weakly lower semicontinuous and
coercive. Since [‘?(gﬁ) is also weakly closed, the direct method of the calculus of variations ensures the
existence of a minimizer ug for £4, which can be assumed to be nonnegative. By the Palais principle of
symmetric criticality (notice that /g is invariant under the action of any symmetry in O(N)), the Lagrange
multipliers rule, and the strong maximum principle, it follows that ug satisfies

—Aguip+ Y2 5 (L4 ) p/ i p)Buipul g =hipuip in SN,

ujpg > 0 in SN*I,
where

o 2, 1p 2 2
Wi g =Y (/SMWQMWI +5Bu;ig Zujﬂ)
J#
The equation for u; g is nothing but (3-1): indeed, thanks to the symmetries in H (G, h) (see Remark 1.2),
we have ;g = ;g and A; g = A; g > 0 for every i # j. Finally, £g > 0 since otherwise ug =0, in
contradiction with the normalization condition.
As far as ¢ is concerned, we introduce an auxiliary functional / : I‘}(g’ n — (0, 400], defined by

/0 Y5 v (Jorr IVui?/ four u?) if uju; =0 ae.on S"~! forany i # j,
+o00 otherwise.

Io(u) == {
It is easy to see that Iz is increasing in B and converges pointwise to I, implying that /I, is a weakly
lower semicontinuous functional in the weakly closed set I:I(g, ny» and that Ig I'-converges to I, in the
weak H'-topology. Moreover, since the family {/ g} 18 equicoercive, any sequence {ug} of minimizers

for Ig converges to a minimizer u of /. Finally, by definition, £ > £z for every B > 0, whence £ > 0
follows. O

Further properties of the sequence {ug} are collected in the next two lemmas.

Lemma 3.2. The sequence {ug} is uniformly bounded in Lip(SV —1Y. Moreover, the sequence (Ag) is
bounded.

Proof. Let {ug} be a sequence of minimizers for £4 satisfying (3-1), weakly converging to a minimizer u
for £. As Ig(ug) =L < £, there exists C > 0 such that

Buip ) uip=C.

N—-1 .
S J#
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Moreover, by weak convergence, {ug} is bounded in H!'(SV~!, R¥). Therefore, testing the first equation
in (3-1) against u; g, we deduce that {Ag} is a bounded sequence of positive numbers, and this implies,
through a Brézis—Kato argument (see for instance [Tavares 2010, page 124] for a detailed proof and
[Brézis and Kato 1979] for the original argument), that {ug} is uniformly bounded in L (SN R, By
the main results in [Soave and Zilio 2015], we infer that {u} is uniformly bounded' in Lip(S¥~!). O

Lemma 3.3. We have ug — ¢ strongly in the H'(SY~1) topology, in C**(SN1) for every 0 < a < 1,
and

: 2 2
ﬂgl}-looﬂ SN-1 Mi,ﬂuj,ﬁ =0

Moreover, g — £({ + N —2) and
{_AO(Pi =L+ N—=2)¢; in {g; >0},

ngfl ‘Pi2 =1
Proof. Thanks to Lemma 3.2, we can simply apply Theorem 1.4 in [Noris et al. 2010]. To check that
Ag — L({ + N —2), we observe that, by boundedness, Ag — Ao, > 0 as B — +00. Therefore, recalling
that ug — @ in H'(SN=!, Rk, fori = 1,..., k we have
{—Ae% = Aoo@i in {g; > 0},

Jorr0f =1.
This implies that

1 N—2)\? o N=2_ <N—2>2 N-2
K_kZ\/( 2 >+/§,N_1'V9‘/”| R A A
l

whence the thesis follows. O

The following result is the counterpart of Lemma 4.2 in [Wang 2014] in a (G, h)-equivariant setting;
see also Theorem 5.6 in [Berestycki et al. 2013b] for an analogous statement in dimension N = 2.

Lemma 3.4. There exists a constant C > 0 such that
tg>t—CpIA,

Before proving the lemma, we need a technical result. We recall that I:I(g,h) denotes the set of
(G, h)-equivariant functions in H (SN RK).

1t is worth mentioning that the results in [Soave and Zilio 2015] are proved for the Laplace operator in the interior of subsets
of RY, and their extension to a Riemannian setting presents some technical difficulties; the general extension of [Soave and Zilio
2015] to equations on manifolds will be the object a future contribution [Smit Vega Garcia et al. > 2016]. We anticipate here the
main argument: the key ingredients for the regularity results in [Soave and Zilio 2015] are elliptic estimates, an Almgren-type
monotonicity formula and a sharp version of the Alt—Caffarelli-Friedman-type monotonicity formula. Thus, we need to extend
these three tools for systems on SN=1 The elliptic theory is already available, as is the Almgren-type monotonicity formula (see
for instance [Tavares and Terracini 2012, Section 7]). The Alt—Caffarelli-Friedman-type monotonicity formula represents the
only obstruction, but it can be obtained by combining the results in [Teixeira and Zhang 2011] (an Alt—Caffarelli-Friedman-type
monotonicity formula for scalar equations on Riemannian manifolds) and in [Soave and Zilio 2015] (the sharp version of the
Alt—Caffarelli-Friedman-type monotonicity formula for systems in the euclidean space). Once these three tools are available, the
proof proceeds as in [Soave and Zilio 2015].
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Lemma 3.5. Letu € I‘}(g’ n)- Then the function @, defined by

+
i =v" = (ui —ZW) ;
J#
also belongs to [:I(g,h).
Proof. As u; € H'(SV~1), it follows straightforwardly that 2 € H'(SV~!, R¥). We have to show that it
is also (G, h)-equivariant, and to this end it is sufficient to show that v is (G, h)-equivariant. This can be

checked directly:
Vin(e)-16G) (8 (X)) = Ugg))-11y(8(X)) — Z u;j(8(x)) = Up(gy-1a)(8x)) — Z Un(g)-1(j)(8(x))
J#MR(E@)TI0) J#i
=i (x),
where the last equality follows from the fact that u is (G, h)-equivariant. U

Proof of Lemma 3.4. In order to simplify the notation, only in this proof we write V and A instead of Vg
and Ay, respectively. Let us consider the functions #g, defined in Lemma 3.5. Since the components
of 71 g have disjoint supports, we can use it as a competitor for £. We aim at showing that @ is actually
close enough to ug in the energy sense, and in doing this we shall use many times the properties proved
in Lemma 3.2. To be precise, we shall prove that there exists a constant C > 0 such that

1—cp'/? 5/ lg <1+Cp~'72, (3-2)
Sn—l ’
/ Vi 512 < / Vs g2+ CB*, (3-3)
SN—I SN—I

Before we continue, let us point out that second estimate can be derived from an analogous one: there
exists C > 0 independent of 8 and § > 0 such that, for almost any § € (0, 8), we have

/ |Vﬁ,-,ﬁ|25/ |Vu; g|* +Cp~* 4 C8.
{Al‘_ﬂ>5} SNfI

u
Indeed, if the previous estimate is satisfied,

/ |Vﬁi,ﬁ|2=/ |Vii; g|* = lim |Vﬁ,-,ﬂ|2§f \Vu; g|* +Cp~ 14
SN-1 {ﬁi1/3>0} {ﬁi,ﬂ>5} S

§—0F

Notice that in principle the value § could depend on g, but this is not a problem since C is, on the contrary,
a universal constant.

Pointwise bounds. The boundedness of {ug} in Lip(SN 1) (Lemma 3.2) implies that there exists a
constant Cy > 0 such that
B uipu;p<Cy forall i # j. (3-4)

The proof is a straightforward adaptation of the one in [Soave and Zilio 2016, Theorem 1.1], which
regards the same estimate in subsets of RV .
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As a consequence we have that, for each # € S¥~! and each g > 0,
u;p(0) > 2kC11/2,8_1/4 for at most one index i, (3-5)

where C; is the same constant as appears in (3-4). Indeed, assuming the contrary, there would exist two
distinct indices i # j satisfying the previous inequality, and hence

4C B2 <uip@)ujp®) < C1B72
a contradiction.
Finally, we observe that

i p(0) =0 = u; p(0) <2k(k —1)C2 g4, (3-6)
If not, we have that (3-5) holds for i, and moreover
2k(k—1C2 BV <uip(0) <D ujp®) < (k— 1)maxu;5(0);
J#i us
hence there exist two indexes for which (3-5) is satisfied in 0, a contradiction.

Integral bounds for the Laplacian. We prove that there exists a constant C > 0 (independent of 8) such
that

/SN—l |Au; g| < C. 3-7

Indeed, directly from the equation and the divergence theorem,

0= / (—Au;pg) = / Apuip— Buig E u%;
SN-1 sN-1 i
that is,

0< . 20— Agu; g <C,
_/;Nl ﬂ”l,ﬁZuJﬁ /;Nl BUiB =

J#i
as the functions u; g are bounded in L>®(SN~1) and {Ag} is bounded. Consequently,
/ |Aui”3|§/ AU g —|-/3u,-,ﬂ Zuiﬂfc.
gN-1 gN-1 —
J#i
Integral bounds for the competition term. Using (3-5) and the computations in the previous point, we
deduce that

2 2
/SNI B uiptig
i
< Z(H”i,ﬁ||L°°({14i,/35”j./3})f

i%j {uip=<u;jp}

k
sop Uy [ pup Yl =cp
i=1 7

uig=<ujg} j#i

,Bui,ﬁ”iﬂ +lluj gllLoeu; p<uiph /

{ujp<uip}

2
ﬂ”fﬁ“i,ﬁ)
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Integral bounds for the normal derivatives. For analogous reasons, we can show that there exists a
constant C > 0 and § > 0 small enough such that, for almost every & € (0, ),

/ i 5] < C.
3ty 5>5)

Firstly, since the function i; g is regular for p fixed, the set d{ii; g > &} is regular for almost every § > 0,
by Sard’s lemma. Moreover, since i; g is nonnegative and regular, if § < 8 is small enough then

/ |mmm=—/ it . (3-8)
i p>38) il p>8}

Hence, for almost every é € (0, 8) the set d{i; p > 8} is regular, and (3-8) holds. With this choice we are
in position to apply the divergence theorem, and consequently

k
/ avﬁi,ﬂ‘z‘/ Aﬁi,ﬂ‘f/ Z|Auj,ﬁ|§C,
a{ﬁ1,ﬁ>8} {12,'_}:;>8} {ﬁ;,ﬂ>8} P—

j=1

where C is independent of 8 by (3-7). With similar computations we also have the uniform estimate

/ avui,ﬁ' <C.
3{12,',ﬂ>5}

Estimates for the L*(SY~1) norm. Thanks to (3-5) and (3-6), we have
/ (iip —uip) = f (fip —uip)” +/ (i, p —uip)”
S {i:,5>0} {#1;,5=0}

2
() e e
{”i,ﬂ>2j¢i uj.ﬁ} P L7 {ui,ﬁ:()}

whence (3-2) follows.

Estimates for the H LSN-1) seminorm. As a last step, we wish to estimate the L? norm of Vii; g. Since
o{ut; p > 8} is regular, we can apply the divergence theorem, deducing that

/ |Vii; gI* =/ (—Au; g p +f (Bviti p)ili p
(s 5>9) {:5>3) 8(iip>5)

:/ (—Aui,ﬁ)u,;,g +/ Aui,,g Zuj,,g
{ii p>3} i p>38}

“hp> J#i
@ n A
+/ A<Z”J’,ﬁ>”i,ﬂ +(3/ 8vu,-,,3.
{i;, p>68} i a{u; p>6}
(uy)
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The first term (I) can be bounded, also recalling that 15 > 0, using the equation

/ (—Aujpluip = / hpuig—Buis D ui
{121'./3>5} {12,-,,3>8}

J#
2 2

S/Nl)\ﬂuzﬂ ,BM,ﬁZ ]ﬁ+/N1 ﬁui’ﬁZuj’ﬁ

S \{itj p>8} y

J# J#
2 2 2

=/ Vi gl —I—/ o Bujg Z”Lﬂ‘

SN-1 SN=I\{4; s>8} i

The term (II) can be expanded further as

/ A(Zuj,,g)ﬁ,-,ﬂ
{ij,p>8} L

J#

:—/ V(Zuj,ﬁ)-vm,ﬁﬁ‘(s/ ap(ZMjﬂ)
{ﬁivﬁ>8} j;él a{ﬁi,ﬁ>8} s s

J#

— uj’/g>A12i”3—/‘ ( uj,ﬂ)avﬁ,-,,g-i-(?/ av( uj,,g).

J# J# J#

Recalling the previous computations, and using again (3-5), we have

/ \Vii; g|*
{a;,p>68}

< |Vu,, |2+/ Bu? u’ +/ Au;, uj +/ ( u )Au
/gzvl P SN-I\{i1; p>8} lﬁ; i {i1;,p>8} lﬂz s {i1;,5>6} Z s l

J#i J#i
_/ (Zuj,ﬂ>avﬁi’ﬁ+5/ avui,ﬂ
Marp>3) \ 3it; p>8)
< [ g+ cp s co,
gN-1
which, as already observed, implies (3-3).

With (3-2) and (3-3) we are in position to complete the proof. By minimality, £ < I, (i1g) for every g,
which gives

1 £ fSN 1|Vuzﬂ|2 1 £ ng—1|Vui,ﬁ|2+C:3_l/4
‘55;2 ;Z 1 —CB-1/2
im1 ng 1”,5 i—1 - ,8
k
1 N 2 —1/4 _ —1/4
fgi;y(/g“vu,,m +§ﬂui,ﬂ;uj,ﬂ>+c;3 =g+ CBVA. O
i= J#i

The proof of Proposition 1.5 can be obtained in a somewhat usual way.
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Sketch of the proof of Proposition 1.5. Arguing as in [Conti et al. 2005, Section 7], or [Noris et al. 2010,
Lemma 2.5], or else [Soave and Zilio 2015, Theorem 3.14], it is possible to check that

2 2 1.2 2
d () - Ji(r) 2%e 2 r° fop, VUi 1> 4 qui 305 us
log(—)—— +;§.:y( .
I

ar 2kt 2
r /: aB, Wi

dr r
Changing variables in the integrals (see Theorem 3.14 in [Soave and Zilio 2015] for the details), we

deduce that 5 s 1 )
r fan |Vu; |7+ sus UG
Zy( derl il 2 tZ];éz J)Zkfrz,

i faB, uiz

where £,> denotes the optimal value £g for B = r2. Coming back to the previous equation and using

Lemma 3.4, we conclude that

d (Jl (r)--- Ji(r)

2r o8 2k

and, integrating, the thesis follows. (|

) > 2r—k(e,2 —0) > —2kCr=3/?

4. Construction of equivariant solutions

For an admissible triplet (k, G, i), we prove the existence of a (G, h)-equivariant solution to (1-1) with k
components. We partially follow the method introduced in [Berestycki et al. 2013b], which consists in
two steps:

« firstly, we prove the existence of a sequence of (G, h)-equivariant solutions Vg, defined in balls of
increasing radii R — +o00;

« secondly, we show that this sequence converges locally uniformly in R" to a nontrivial solution.

With respect to [Berestycki et al. 2013b], we modify the construction conveniently choosing R from the
beginning; this substantially simplifies the proof of the convergence of {Vg}, and we refer to Remark 4.4
for more details. Finally, in the last part of the proof we characterize the growth of the solution using the
Alt—Caffarelli-Friedman monotonicity formula for (G, h)-equivariant solutions.

By Lemma 3.1, we know that the optimal value ¢ (see (1-5)) is achieved by a nonnegative (G, h)-
equivariant function ¢ € H'(SV~!, R¥). Differently from the previous section, we take

2 1 2
L= = E £ —=1. 4-1
/§N1 (pl k ._ le (pl ( )

This choice is possible, since the minimum problem for £ is invariant under scaling of type ¢ — t¢@
with ¢ € R, and simplifies some computations.

Lemma 4.1. For any B > 0 there exists a (G, h)-equivariant solution {Ug} to the problem
AUip=BUigY ;. Uy in B,
Ui,,B > 0 ln Bla
Ui,ﬁ=§0,' on 8Bl=§N_1.
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Moreover,
(1) Uig(0)=U;p0) foralli, j=1,...,kand B > 0;
(ii) letting
k
&)= [ SIvUr+p Y vk
Bi = i<j
the uniform estimate Eg(Ug) < £ holds;
(iii) there exists a Lipschitz continuous function 0 # U, such that, up to a subsequence, Ug — Ux in
CcO%(By) for every a € (0, 1) and in HILC(Bl).
Proof. It is not difficult to check that the functional £g admits a minimizer Ug in the H _weakly closed
set of the (G, h)-equivariant functions in H 1(B;, R¥) with the prescribed boundary conditions. The fact
that this minimizer solves the Euler—Lagrange equation is a consequence of Palais’ principle of symmetric
criticality. Property (i) follows straightforwardly by the equivariance (recall Remark 1.2). Concerning
property (ii), we introduce the £-homogeneous extension of ¢, defined by
X
x):=|x ¢ (—)
P00 = el (7
By minimality, £g(Up) < Eg(¢), so that it remains to check that £g(¢) < £. At first, since ¢; is an
eigenfunction of —Ay on {¢; > 0} associated to the eigenvalue £(£ + N — 2), the function ¢; is harmonic
in {¢; > 0}. Furthermore, by definition,

Y| ei=1

i 0B

for every i. Therefore, using the Euler formula for homogeneous functions, we deduce that

Ep(p) = Vil* = / Vi|* = / i dupi = £ / 2=
5(@) ZZ/BI'(/" D3Y NLCTED BY IS LUETD By M

9B1N{¢; >0}

It remains to prove (iii). By (ii) and the boundary conditions, the sequence {Ug} is bounded in H Y(By),
and hence it converges weakly to some limit U,,. By compactness of the trace operator, Uy, % 0. All the
functions Ug are nonnegative, subharmonic and have the same boundary conditions, and hence by the
maximum principle they are uniformly bounded in L°°(B;). This, as recalled in Section 2, implies the
thesis. O

We plan to use the solutions of Lemma 4.1 in order to construct entire solutions to (1-1). Our method
is based on a simple blow-up argument. For a positive radius rg to be determined, we introduce

Vi p(x) i= B 2rgU; p(rpx).
By definition, Vg solves
— 2 ;
AVig=Vig ) Vig in Biy,.
J#

A convenient choice of rg is suggested by the following statement.
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Lemma 4.2. For any fixed B > 1 there exists a unique rg > 0 such that

Moreover rg — 0, and consequently By, — RV, in the sense that for any compact K C RN we have
K E By, provided B is sufficiently large.

Proof. We have to find rg > 0 such that ,BréH (Ug, rg) = 1. The strict monotonicity of H(Ug, -) (see
Section 2) implies the strict monotonicity of the continuous function r — Sr2H (U g, ). By regularity,
for any fixed 8,

hm Br? HUg,r) = hm,B

erf Z ﬂ_'mar ZUZIS(())

B, i=1
and, by the normalization (4-1), BH (Ug, 1) = B > 1. This proves existence and uniqueness of rg. If, by
contradiction, rg > r > 0, then by Lemma 4.1(iii) and the monotonicity of H (Ug, - ) we would have

l—,BrﬁH(Uﬂ,rﬁ)>/3r2H(U,3J’)> > IN- 1[ ZUIOO_ ;
Br =1

which gives a contradiction for 8 > 1/C. In order to bound from below the second-to-last term, we recall
that since 0 # Uy, we have H(U,, 1) # 0 for all 0 < r < 1 (see Section 2). O

Lemma 4.3. Up to a subsequence, Vg — V in CIZOC([RRN), and V is an entire (G, h)-equivariant solution
of (1-1) with N(V,r) <€ for every r > Q.

Proof. Since Eg(Ug) < € and H(Ug, 1) = 1, by scaling and using the monotonicity of the Almgren
quotient we have

_EWp)

b= HUg, 1) — 4-2)

N(Vgr) = N(Vs. rl) — N(Us,
B

forevery O <r < 1/rg, B> 0. Now let r > 0; then, for B sufficiently large,

d 2 2 / 22 o 2 2 / 21,2
—log H(Vg,r) = =Ng(vg,r) + —————— E VeVe < + E Vavse.
dr % Vp.7) r p(p-7) rN=1H(Vg,r) J3, i) C rN=1H(Vg, 1) By i Y

Integrating the inequality for r € (1, R), and recalling (2-2), we infer that
H(Vg, R)

R2¢
independently of 8. By subharmonicity and standard elliptic estimates, we deduce that Vg converges

< H(Vg, e =¢* forall R>1, (4-3)

in C2(Bg) to some limit V®, and since R has been chosen arbitrarily, a diagonal selection gives convergence
to an entire limit V, which is clearly (G, h)-equivariant. Since V solves (1-1) and

/dZVfﬂzl and  V;5(0)=V;5(0) forall i,

(see Lemmas 4.1 and 4.2), all the components of V are nontrivial, and hence nonconstant. Il
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We now show that the growth rate of the solution is exactly equal to £. In light of the upper bound on
the Almgren quotient proved in the previous lemma, this is a consequence of Theorem 1.4.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Let us assume by contradiction that there exists a (G, h)-equivariant solution V
with growth rate less than £ — ¢ for some ¢ > 0. By monotonicity it results N(V,r) < N(V,+o00) <l —¢
for every r > 0. We consider the blow-down sequence

Vr(x) = V(Rx).

1
VHV,R)
By Theorem 1.4 in [Soave and Terracini 2015], it converges in Cloo’g‘ (RM) to a limit W, which is segregated,
nonnegative, homogeneous with homogeneity degree 6 := N(V, +00) < £ — ¢, and such that AW; =0
in {W; > 0}. The uniform convergence entails the (G, h)-equivariance, and hence the trace w of W on the
sphere SN=1is an admissible competitor for £, in the sense that £ < Io(W) (I is defined in Lemma 3.1).
The value I, (W) can be computed explicitly; indeed, by harmonicity, homogeneity and symmetry, w;
is an eigenfunction of the Laplace-Beltrami operator —Ay on a subdomain of S¥~!, associated to the
eigenvalue 8(8 + N — 2). This, by definition, implies that /(W) = § < £, in contradiction with the
minimality of £. 0

So far we proved the existence of a (G, h)-equivariant solution having growth rate £ in the weak sense
of (2-3). It remains to show that the stronger condition (1-6) holds. First we make the following remark.

Remark 4.4. Both Theorem 1.3 and [Berestycki et al. 2013b, Theorem 1.6] are based upon the same
two-step procedure: construction of solutions in balls By of increasing radius, and passage to the limit
as R — 4o00. The main difference is in the fact that while in [Berestycki et al. 2013b] the authors
prescribed the value of the functions on the boundary dBg, we prescribed the value on dB1, conveniently
choosing rg. This permits us to greatly simplify the proof of the convergence, since by the doubling
property (4-3) the normalization on 0Bj is enough to have CIZOC([R{N )-convergence of our approximating
sequence. In [Berestycki et al. 2013b, page 123], this compactness is proved in a different way, using fine
tools such as Proposition 5.7 therein, which seems difficult to generalize to higher dimensions.

Lemma 4.5. We have i
lim WH(V, r) € (0, +00).

r—-oo r

Proof. 1t is easy to prove that the limit exists and it is less than 1. Indeed

d JAV.n HWV.n 2 _2
dr °¢ 2t H(V,r) ror

and by construction H(V, 1) = 1. Letting

(N(V,r)—£) =0,

H(V
L= tim 2.1

r—oo 2t

we are left to show that L > 0. Recalling that N(V, +00) = ¢, we have

E(V, H(V, L. . E(V,
L = lim V. r) - lim —( r) > — liminf ( r)’
r— o0 r2t r—>+o0 E(V,r) £ r—oo r2t
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and the thesis follows if
. . E(V,r)+H(V,r)
lim inf >

r—>0o0 }"26

0.

To this aim, we note that with computations analogous to those in [Soave and Zilio 2016, conclusion of
the proof of Theorem 1.5] we can prove that

1
EWV,r)+H(V, C 1 1
: r)r% ( r)2rTe(Jl(r)'"Jk(r>)”"=C(rzWJ1(r)-~-Jk<r>),

where the integrals J; are evaluated for the function V. Since V is a (G, h)-equivariant solution of (1-1),
we are in position to apply the Alt—Caffarelli-Friedman monotonicity formula of Proposition 1.5, whence
EV,r)+H(V,r)

720
for every r > 1. O

—1/2

> C( (1) (1) 7*eC ™ > e
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TIME-PERIODIC APPROXIMATIONS OF THE EULER-POISSON SYSTEM
NEAR LANE-EMDEN STARS

JUHI JANG

We show a long-time validity of the time-periodic linear approximations to the gravitational Euler—
Poisson system near Lane—Emden equilibria for all relevant adiabatic exponents. To prove the result, we
reformulate the problem in Lagrangian coordinates and use the weighted energy estimates together with
Hardy inequalities.

1. Introduction and formulation

One of the simplest fundamental hydrodynamical models for describing the motion of self-gravitating
Newtonian inviscid gaseous stars is the compressible Euler—Poisson equations:

p(iu+u-Vu)+Vp=—pVo, (1-1)
AD =4rnp,

where (¢, x) € Ry x R? and p, u and p denote respectively the density, velocity and pressure of gas.
® is the gravitational potential and it is related to the gas through the Poisson equation. We consider
polytropic gases with equation of state given by

p=Kp”, (1-2)

where K is an entropy constant and y > 1 is the adiabatic gas exponent. There are many interesting
works available on the Euler—Poisson system (1-1); for instance, see [Luo et al. 2014; Makino and Ukai
1987; Nishida 1986] for the existence theory, [Makino 1992] for a nonexistence result and blowup, and
[Deng et al. 2002; Jang 2008; 2014; Luo and Smoller 2008; 2009; Rein 2003] for the stability and
instability theory. However, some important questions are still waiting to be answered. In this paper, we
are interested in long-time radial solutions to (1-1) around the Lane—-Emden equilibrium stars.
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for Advanced Study through the NSF grant DMS-1128155.
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The spherically symmetric solutions to the system (1-1)— p (¢, x) = p(¢t,r) and u(t, x) =u(t, r)x/r,
where r = | x| — satisfy the equations

1 2
pet 5 (" pu)r =0,

(1-3)
4 g
pu;+puur+pr+—2'0f ps>ds =0.
r 0
Static solutions (pg(r), ug = 0) of (1-3) satisfy the ordinary differential equation

d 4 "

EPLTTR T pstds =0, (1-4)

dr 2 Jy

which can be transformed into the famous Lane-Emden equation [Chandrasekhar 1938]. Nonnegative
solutions of (1-4) can be characterized according to y as follows [Chandrasekhar 1938; Lin 1997]:
Letting M(p) = [ 47 5%p(s) ds be the total mass of a star, if y > g and M > 0 then there exists at
least one compactly supported solution p such that M(p) = M. For y > ‘3—‘, every solution is compactly
supported and unique. If y = g and M > 0, there is a unique solution p with infinite support. If 1 <y < g,
there are no stationary solutions with finite total mass. The compactly supported equilibria for g <y <2
are called the Lane—Emden stars; see also Section 1B.

It is well known [Chandrasekhar 1938; Lin 1997] that the boundary behavior of compactly supported
Lane-Emden solutions is characterized as follows:

p(r)~(R—r)"D " for r ~R. (1-5)

This boundary behavior is often referred to as physical vacuum [Liu and Yang 2000]. As far as the
full dynamics of compressible flows involving physical vacuum is concerned, the degeneracy and the
interaction with nonlinearity make the analysis nontrivial. Despite its physical importance, even local-in-
time well-posedness of compressible Euler equations in the presence of physical vacuum was established
only recently [Coutand and Shkoller 2012; Jang and Masmoudi 2009; 2015]. For more discussion on
physical vacuum, we refer to [Jang and Masmoudi 2011] and for other problems involving vacuum see
[Jang and Masmoudi 2012; Liu 1996; Liu and Yang 1997; Makino et al. 1986; Sideris 2014].

The goal of this article is to investigate a detailed structure of the solutions to (1-3) near the compactly
supported Lane—Emden stars beyond the local existence. More specifically, we will construct the time-
periodic linearized solutions and show the validity of such linear approximations in the fully nonlinear
setting for large times for all g < y < 2. To this end, we will first introduce suitable Lagrangian
coordinates in accordance with the recent advancement of physical vacuum, and formulate the problem
in such Lagrangian coordinates.

1A. Lagrangian coordinates. Let n(t, x) be the position of the gas particle x at time ¢, so that
n;=u(t,n(,x)) for t >0 and 7n(0,x)=1ny in Q. (1-6)

Here Q2 is a compact smooth domain and ng : 2 — Q is a diffeomorphism with positive Jacobian
determinant. For the purpose of this article, we take €2 as a ball, which corresponds to the support of a
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Lane—Emden solution and the initial density. Our choice of 7y will depend on the initial density profile
and in fact, in our setup, the identity map will correspond to the equilibrium state. The following are the
Lagrangian quantities:
v(t, x)=u(t,nt, x)), o, x)=ptn( x), W x) =>ekn x),
AE(Dn)fl, J =det Dn, a=JA.

We use Einstein’s summation convention and the notation F,; to denote the k-th partial derivative of F.
In this subsection, we use i, j, k, [, r, s to denote 1, 2, 3. The Euler—Poisson equations (1-1) read as

QI+QAljvi9j =0’
ov + KANoY = —0ANW (1-7)
ANAN,)) = 4mo.

Since J; = J A{ v, ; we find that oJ = p(0)J(0) = pj, det Dng, where pj, is a given initial density
function. For pj, exhibiting the same boundary behavior as p such that py,/p is a smooth positive
function, we choose 7g so that

¢J = pindet Dno = p, (1-8)

where p is the equilibrium density profile of the Lane—-Emden star given by (1-4). Existence of such
an 1o follows from the Dacorogna—Moser theorem [1990].
By using the relation Af.‘ =J *laf , we see that the system (1-7) is reduced to

P, + Kaf (777 ) = —pA; Wy,

kgl = -1 (1-9)
A[ (Allp’l)vk:47[p‘] ’
along with
n="v. (1-10)
Now we introduce the equilibrium enthalpy
w=Kp' ! (1-11)

We will work with the enthalpy w rather than the density p, since w behaves like a distance function
near the boundary regardless of the values of y under the physical vacuum condition (1-5). This w will
be treated as the weight function. By using the Piola identity af .k =0, we see that the system (1-9) takes

the form
wotv; + (wl+£¥ Af]il/a),k — _waAflIJ’k , (1 12)
ARAN )Y = A K w T
where
1
o= —. (1-13)
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Here o has been introduced for notational convenience. We will use both « and y, which are related
through (1-13), in the equations and the estimates throughout the article. For instance, the range of the
adiabatic exponents of our interest reads in terms of « as

g<y<2 — l<a<?).

For the spherically symmetric Euler—Poisson flows, it is convenient to introduce the expansion and
contraction variable £ as

n(t, x)=§&@,r)x, (1-14)
where r = |x|. Since 7, = & x = v, we have v(t, r) =r &. Since 9; = (x'/r)d,, we can write

1 &

- — (x'x/ 1-15
e TEeren ) (-1

J=8¢E+Er) and (D~ =

and hence Af.‘ is given by

k k.0
Af:S—i—grL. (1-16)
§ &E+&)r

Now, for spherically symmetric functions, the gradient Afak is given by
Ak =—"— 5,
ré&+&r)
and the Laplacian Ai.‘ Ok (Aﬁal) is given by
1 2
Akog(aloy) = 2&((&” m)
(E+&r)Er) E+&r

Thus the Poisson equation in (1-12) for spherically symmetric flows takes the form

1 ( (%-r)Z ) —a, o 7—1
0y U, | =4 K *w*J . (1-17)
(§+€r1’)(§r)2 E+&r

Based on (1-14), (1-23) and (1-16), we see that the momentum equation in (1-12) for spherically sym-
metric flows can be written as an equation for &:

2
Wy + 0, (0 @6 5 ) +

w()l

—VY
r+&r)

for t > 0 and 0 < r < R, where R is the radius of the Lane—-Emden star. We remark that no boundary

, =0 (1-18)

conditions are necessary to construct smooth solutions for (1-18) due to the degenerate weights [Coutand
and Shkoller 2012; Jang and Masmoudi 2015]. More detail on the Lagrangian formulation described in
the above can be found in [Jang 2014].

Note that from (1-17) the potential term can be also written as

o o 7'47.[ o
o v, = lf 3f —w%s%ds = lf 3/ pdx.
r( +&r) g2ri Jo K* §°1° Jpor
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This potential term has the right weight w* and it is of lower order with respect to the differential
structure. It looks harmless. However, the potential term plays an important role in the stability theory,
as shown in [Jang 2014; Rein 2003]. Not surprisingly, we will show that it also has an impact on the
validity time of the time-periodic linear approximations.

1B. Lane—Emden star configuration in the Lagrangian formulation. In this subsection, we will iden-
tify the Lane—Emden stars satisfying (1-4) in our Langrangian formulation. The static equilibria of the
Euler—Poisson system under spherical symmetry governed by (1-18) can be found by setting & = 1. It is
clear that w satisfies the ordinary differential equation

1 I+ w® [ 4n )
;8,(11) a)+FA ﬂwas ds =O, (1—19)
or equivalently
4
Wer 4 2wy Ty =, (1-20)
r 14+a)K«

This is the so-called Lane—-Emden equation, which has been studied extensively. In particular, we recall
the well-known existence result from [Chandrasekhar 1938; Lin 1997]: supplemented with the normal-
ized boundary conditions

w@)=1 and w,(0)=0

for a given finite total mass M, there exist a ball-type solution w to the Lane—-Emden equation (1-20)
and a finite radius R when 1 < @ < 5, or equivalently g <y <2, suchthat i) w>0forO<r <R
and w(R) = 0; (ii) —oo < w, < 0 for 0 < r < R; (iii) w satisfies the physical vacuum condition (1-5).
The Lane—Emden configuration w enjoys better regularity. The regularity results of w are summarized
in Section 2A.
We next write (1-18) in a perturbation form around the equilibrium state given by £ =1 and & = 0.
Letting £ =1 + ¢ with || < 1, we obtain the equation for ¢ as
(1+¢)°

o rq
d —ﬂwo‘s2 ds =0. (1-21)

I+a 2 -v [
(@A O AL+ EN )+ o | ke

w* & +

1C. ¥ formulation. We further introduce a variable v whose equation displays a better structure for
the pressure gradient term in our coordinates. Let
v=c+o 4500 (1-22)

Then, since dr/d¢ = 1 +2¢ +¢% > 0, by the inverse function theorem ¢ = ¢ () can be regarded as a
smooth function of 1. Notice that

1 1
J=0+0A+e+6n =14 5 (P (e +2+50)), =1+ 507, (1-23)

and

_ W S R 7
(1+¢)? TTA40? 1405

& (1-24)
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Thus (1-21) can be written in terms of ¥ as

wirtyy,  2worty? e 1, g
a+0f d+o7 " 8’("’ : ((Hﬁ(r W) _1»

1—(1+2)*
I+
Notice that (1-25) relies on the Lane—Emden equation (1-19).
Throughout the paper, we will use 20 < B to denote that 2 < C*B for a generic constant C > 0. We

"4
“r/ —nw‘)’szds:O. (1-25)
o K¢

will use big O notation to describe the leading order of small quantities.

2. Time-periodic linearized solutions and main result

In this section, we study the linearized Euler—Poisson system around compactly supported Lane—Emden
stars for % <y <2(.e., 1 <a<?5). Wewill first derive the linearized equation of (1-25). Notice that
by Taylor’s theorem, for sufficiently small i, the nonlinear pressure term in (1-25) can be written as

1 - Y 3
<1+—2<r w») =1- 50, +h, 1)
r r

where & is a smooth function of (l/rz)(rz’t//), and h = O(|(1/r2)(r31[r)r |2) Also, the ¢-related part of
the last term in (1-25) can be written as
-1+ —4r—6r2—4r — ¢t -4y —202 5303 —¢*
(1+0* (1+2¢)* B (1+¢)*
where f is a smooth function of ¢ (and hence ¥) and f = O(|¢|?) = O(|¢|?) due to (1-22).
Then the linearized equation of (1-25) reads as

=4y + f, (2-2)

1
wrt Y, — yro, (w”"‘ﬁ(r%/f)r) +4r38, (W)Y =0, (2-3)

where we have used (1-19). We will denote the last two terms by L. A simple computation shows that

Ly =—yr’y, (w1+ar—12(r31/f)r> +4r79, (w' )y
= —y 'y, + @ =3y)r’e, ')y (2-4)
The associated eigenvalue problem is given by
Ly = aw*r*y. (2-5)

Then L is self-adjoint and hence X is real. In fact, this eigenvalue problem was considered by Eddington
[1918] to explain the luminosity variations of the Cepheid variables and Beyer [1995] studied the spec-
trum for L in L2((0, R), dr), which consists of simple eigenvalues A; <--- <A, <Apy| <---— 00. See
also Proposition 1 in [Makino 2015]. We recall that in [Lin 1997], the stability criterion was introduced
based on the eigenvalues: w® (~p) is called neutrally stable if A > O for all eigenvalues A and unstable if
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A < 0 for some eigenvalue A, and it was shown that w® (~p) is unstable for any 3 <a <5 (g <y < ‘3—‘)
and stable for 1 <o <3 (‘3—‘ <y < 2) in the mass Lagrangian framework. In particular, for 1 <o <3
(% <y < 2), the least eigenvalue A; is positive.
Now fix a positive eigenvalue A = A, for some A, > 0 and an associated eigenfunction ¥ = W (r)
of L:
LY = hwr*w. (2-6)

We take W that is bounded near both » ~ 0 and r ~ R, in particular ¥ € H, where H is a Hilbert space
with the norm

RV fORw‘“‘r“(\p,)zdr+/0Rw°’r4\y2dr.
For more discussion on the existence of such W, see [Makino 2015]. Then, for a given constant 6,
Y1 (2, r) i= sin(V/Ar 4 6p) ¥ (r) (2-7)
is a time-periodic solution to the linearized equation (2-3).

2A. The behavior of ¥ near the origin and near the boundary. Notice that W satisfies
A rt W = —y (w' ) + (4= 3y) (') P, (2-8)

We can deduce the regularity of W from (2-8) based on the behavior of the Lane—Emden solution w. In
what follows, we summarize the results from [Jang 2014] regarding w and W.

Lemma 2.1 (regularity of w). Let 1 <o <5 be given and let w be a ball-type solution to the Lane—Emden
equation (1-20). Then:

(1) w is analytic near the origin. Moreover,
wr)=1-brr+0@*), r~0,

for some positive constant b > 0. Also, (8,2"+1 w)(0) = 0 for any nonnegative integer k > 0.

(2) 8w is uniformly bounded on (0, R) for each 0 <i < o + 2 and also w(k*”/zal‘*lw is uniformly
bounded on (0, R) for each 1 <k <2« + 1. In addition, w enjoys the integral regularity

R
/ w9/ w2 dr < 0o
0

foreach 0 < j <3a+3.

Lemma 2.2. Let V € H be the solution to (2-8). V is analytic at r = 0 and, moreover, ¥V = a + O (r)
around the origin, where a is a constant.

Lemma 2.3. Let V be the solution to (2-8) in H. Then:
(1) ¥ has the following integrability: for any 0 < 8 < «,

R R
/ w* Prtw? gr —1—/ w!' B WY dr < 0.
0 0
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Moreover, for any 7 > 1, X
[ w2t dr < 0.
0

(2) W has the following regularity: for 1 <k <2a +1,
R
/ wl+a+kr4(a'{<+1w)2 dr < oo.
0

The proofs of Lemmas 2.1, 2.2 and 2.3 can be found in [Jang 2014]. Based on the above lemmas, we
deduce that W belongs to the function spaces of interest to us, namely it has a finite total initial energy
for 1 <o < 5;see (2-12) and (2-14).

2B. Main result. We are interested in solutions (v, ¥;) of (1-25) with the form

Wt r;€) =eyi(t,r) + et r; €), (2-9)

where v is a time-periodic linearized solution given in (2-7) and € is a small positive parameter. For
given initial data for (¢, &;)|;—0 or (¥, ¥;)|;—0 having a finite energy via (2-14), we can construct local-
in-time solutions to (1-21) and hence to (1-25) for 0 < ¢ < T, where T is independent of €, by the local
existence theory [Coutand and Shkoller 2012; Jang and Masmoudi 2015; Luo et al. 2014]. We can set
e2p(t,r; €)=Y (t,r; €) — ey (t, r) to deduce that €2¢ is bounded in the corresponding energy norm.
However, ¢ could be very large when € is small. Our aim is to show that this does not happen, namely
¢ is bounded for all sufficiently small € for all 0 < ¢t < T. In order to establish ||¢|| = O(1), we will
derive the uniform-in-€ estimates of ¢. Let us first derive the equation for ¢.

Plugging the ansatz (2-9) into (1-25), using the fact that i, solves (2-3), and also using (2-2), we
obtain

wa’”4§0tt w“r4(lﬁ1),t ( 1 _ 1) _ 2wa’”4|(‘/f1)t +€§0t|2
A+2)* € A+20)4 (1+2¢)7
r’ l+a 13 2 - 13
+ 50, (w ((1 + (P ey +e w))r) 1ty ewl)r))
€ r r

— 4wt o (r)p + w“r4d>(r)i2 =0,
€

where @ (r) is the prescribed function defined by

1 "dx (w1+a)r Wy
dr)=— —w¥s?ds=—— T = _(1 —_— 2-10
(r) r3_/0 K“w s“ds o (1+a) r ( )

Notice that ®(r) > 0 for each 0 < r < R. By further using (1), = —Ay; as well as (2-2), we arrive at
I 2w @)t el
€ (1+¢)7
r’ l+a 13 2 7 I 3
6—23r w 1+r—2(r (€Y1 +€°9), —1+Vr—2(r €Yy
f

— 4w rt (g + w'rtd(r) 5 =0. (2-11)
€

worte,

1107 + dawrtyd + drewrtyn o — Awrty

+
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We are concerned with the behavior of (¢, ¢,)(t, r; €), the solutions of the initial value problem
of (2-11) with given initial data (¢, ¢,)(0, r; €) = (¢o(r), ¢1(r)). We remark that the appearance of € in
the denominator of the first and third lines in (2-11) is not harmful because f = f (/) = O (|¥/|>) = O(€?).
For the second line in (2-11) involving the second-order differential operator, at least formally, it is of
order 1 with respect to €. To make it rigorous, it needs to be treated very carefully. Notice that we have
not decomposed it into the linear and nonlinear parts yet.

Motivated by the work on physical vacuum [Jang 2014; Jang and Masmoudi 2009; 2015], we consider
the weighted energy norms: for j > k£ > 0,

R R R
EJ,kE/ a+k 4|8] k8k(pt| dr—l—/ 1+a+k 4|8J kak§0r| dr—f—/ a+k 4|a] kakgﬂl dr
0 0 0

=&/ 4 Bk L ELR (2-12)
Notice that the following relations hold:
ENN =8I for j=k=1;  EVN =& for j=1,j=k>0. (2-13)
We define the total energy & by
et J
HOE B INZA O} (2-14)
j=0 k=0

where [¢] = max{N € Z: N <a},sothat 0 <o —[a] < 1.
We also introduce the energy space

[o]+4

[o]+5
a—{«ao,«n)\ Z/ “rilofpol*dr+ Zf “rtiofer dr<oo}

We are now ready to state our main result.

Theorem 2.4. For given initial data (¢g, ¢1) € Z independent of €, let (¢, ¢;) = (@, @) (t, r; €) be the
solution of (2-11) with finite total energy for 0 <t < T satisfying (¢, ¢;)(0, r; €) = (po(r), ¢1(r)). Then,
fl<a<3 (‘—‘ <y < 2) there exists an €g = O(1/T) > 0 such that supy_, 7 Et) = 0(1) for all
O<e<ep,and,if 3<a <5 ( <y < ) there exists an €g = O (1/e“T) > 0 for some constant k > 0
such that supg_, - E@t) = O(1) for all 0 < € < €.

As a direct consequence of Theorem 2.4, we have || — e[|z = O (€?), which asserts the validity
of the time-periodic linear approximations ir; defined in (2-7) for the nonlinear solutions ¥ to (1-25)
having the form of (2-9). In fact, Theorem 2.4 recasts a recent work by Makino [2015], in which the
time-periodic linear approximations were shown for y for which y/(y — 1) is an integer and g <y <2
in a suitable weighted Sobolev space. More importantly, our theorem covers all the relevant exponents y
and it answers an open problem proposed in [Makino 2015]. We take a different approach: while in
[Makino 2015], the Nash—-Moser—Hamilton theory was used to prove the result, we use the weighted
energy estimates that have been proven to be useful to study physical vacuum states of compressible
flows [Coutand and Shkoller 2012; Jang and Masmoudi 2015].
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The energy inequalities obtained in this article yield a rather concrete upper bound for the total energy
involving €, which gives an estimate for an upper bound for € as stated in the theorem. It is noteworthy
to observe the qualitative difference on the upper bound €, between ‘31 <y < 2and g <y < %. We
recall that % < y < 2 corresponds to the stability regime of Lane—Emden stars and g <y < ;—‘ to the
instability regime [Deng et al. 2002; Jang 2008; 2014; Lin 1997; Rein 2003]. Our result indicates that for
a given large time 7', a small expansion (approximation) parameter € in the instability regime needs to be
taken much smaller than the € in the stability regime in order to guarantee the validity of the expansion
(approximation) ansatz (2-9). Even if the same A > 0 is allowed to be chosen in (2-7), the set of small
parameters € to hold up the validity of such linear approximations could be very different depending on
the value of the adiabatic exponent y. Of course, this comparison and characterization deduced from the
energy inequalities may not be optimal.

The estimates of ¢ obtained in the subsequent sections can be used to establish the existence of the
solutions i to (1-25) of the form (2-9) with the corresponding initial data of the same expansion form
having a finite total energy. We will not pursue this direction in detail in this article, but will make one
comment. In this perspective, one can fix a small parameter € first and then derive a lower bound on
T =T (¢) that guarantees the existence of the solutions. Then Theorem 2.4 implies that T = O (1/¢) for
Y > % and T = O(In(1/¢)) for g <y < %. We observe that the lifespan of the solutions having finite total
energy for a given small € > 0 may depend on whether y falls into the stability regime or not. Again,
this comparison may not be optimal; it would be an interesting problem to study the optimality of such
lower bounds.

We can also consider the limit of € — 0 and the convergence rate. Note that a maximal time 7 of the
convergence of ¥ to 0 (0 corresponds to the Lane—Emden stars) goes to infinity as € — 0, namely the
convergence to the equilibrium becomes global. And the rate of convergence may depend on whether
the value of y is in the stability regime or not. It is interesting to point out that a similar question was
studied in a completely different context, Hilbert expansion from the Boltzmann theory [Guo et al. 2010;
Guo and Jang 2010].

Finally, we remark that by no means does Theorem 2.4 imply a stability result in the usual sense, but it
gives a set of initial data having the form (2-9) of which evolutions for later times stay in the same form.
In particular, it was shown in [Jang 2014] that for ‘53 <y < ‘3‘ there exists a family of initial data for (1-21)
leading to a nonlinear instability for the Lane—Emden equilibrium and thus there’s no hope to show the
stability result for general initial data. On the other hand, for y > ;—‘, [Rein 2003] gives a nonlinear
stability result based on a variational approach. However, the result of [Rein 2003] is conditional, in that
the existence of the desired solutions was assumed without a proof. It still remains an interesting open
problem to prove a complete stability result for the Euler—Poisson system for y > ‘31 and we hope that
this work provides interesting evidence towards a satisfactory stability theory.

The rest of the paper will be devoted to the proof of Theorem 2.4. The proof consists of three parts.
First we give the L° bounds of functions in terms of our energy norms (2-12) by using Hardy inequalities.
Then we derive the energy inequalities for nonlinear instant energies (4-1) by the weighed energy method.
The estimates of the total energy involving spatial and mixed derivatives are obtained by elliptic estimates.
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The embedding results will be used to close the weighted energy estimates as well as the elliptic estimates
for the solutions of (2-11). The final step of the proof, solving differential inequalities, will be given in
Section 7.

3. L* bounds and embeddings

The goal of this section is to derive the L° bounds of ¢ and its derivatives with suitable weights by using
the energy norms introduced in (2-12) and (2-14). To this end, we will utilize the Hardy inequalities and
embedding inequalities.

3A. Hardy inequalities. We recall the following version of the Hardy inequality:

Lemma 3.1 (Hardy inequality). Let k > 1 be a given real number and let g be a function satisfying
fol sK(g? + g'») ds < oo. Then we have

1 1
/ k=2 st</ s* (g% +1g'1) ds.
0 0

For the proof of Lemma 3.1, we refer to [Kufner et al. 2007]. Since our energies involve different
weights near the origin and near the boundary, we will utilize the localized version of the above Hardy
inequalities as in [Jang 2014]. We begin by recalling the following results:

Lemma 3.2 [Jang 2014]. (1) For any function u satisfying fO3R/4 ruy > dr + f03R/4 r*ul? dr < oo,

R/2 3R/4 3R/4
/ r2|u|2drj/ r4|u,|2dr+/ rul? dr. (3-1)
0 0 0
(2) For any function u satisfying fO3R/4 rH > dr + f03R/4 ruy | dr + f03R/4 rHul? dr < oo,
R/2 3R/4 3R/4 3R/4
f Iulzdr;j/ r4|u,,|2dr+/ r4|u,|2dr+/ rul? dr. (3-2)
0 0 0 0
(3) Let a > 1 be given. For any function v satisfying flf/4 w®|v,|? dr +f1§/4 w*|v|?>dr < oo,
R R R
/ w2 |v|? dr 5/ w“lv,|2dr+/ w|v|? dr. (3-3)
R/2 R/4 R/4

We can now derive Hardy embedding inequalities.

Lemma 3.3. Let m be any nonnegative integer. Then

)2, ~Z/ r*8kul? dr-l—Z/ we e+ 2m 5Ky 12 ar., (3-4)

R R/2 R
/ |u|dr=f |u|dr+f lu,|dr =: (1) + (ii).
0 0 R/2

Proof. Consider
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By Holder’s inequality and (3-2), we obtain

R/2 i 3R/4 3R/4 3R/4 1
() 3 (f |u|2dr) 3 (/ r4|u|2dr+/ r4|8,u|2dr—|—/ r4|a,2u|2dr) .
0 0 0 0

For (ii), we first apply Holder’s inequality to get

R 5/ R 3
(i) < (/ w o tlel dr) (/ w“—[“]|u|2dr) .
R/2 R/2

Notice that flf/Z w Y dr < 00, since 0 < @ — [a] < 1 and w ~ R — r near r = R. We then apply the
localized Hardy inequality (3-3) to the second term repeatedly to deduce the result. U
Lemma 3.4. Let m be any nonnegative integer. Then

m+1

3 3R/4 R
[ 52/ r4|afu|2dr+2/ we e 2m 5k 2 g, (3-5)
k=0 "0 k=0 Y R/4

Proof. Notice that, since u is a function on the interval (0, R), u is bounded by the w1 norm:

R R
il 5/ |u|dr+/ | dr.
0 0

By applying (3-4) to each term, we obtain the desired result. (|

3B. L* bounds. A direct consequence of the above Hardy embedding inequalities is the validity of the
boundedness assumption (4-9) within our energy space.

Lemma 3.5. (1) l@l + lge| + |@ee| + [aiz P8 @y a=D/2gat2 ) < E2
g=
where §(q) =0 for g < [al], 8(q) =1 for g =[a]l+ 1, and §(q) =2 for g = [a] +2.
) lorl+ e + [a]if w291 g, 3 8
g=
where 5(q) =0 for g <[a], 8(q) =1 forq =la]l+ 1, and §(q) =2 for g = [a] + 2.

Proof. We will present the details for the terms
8z3(p» 30,0, r5(2)w1/28t4(p’ ’,Zw([a]+2)/28t[a]+38r(p‘

Other terms can be treated in the same way. To see the boundedness of 3>¢, we apply (3-5) for u = 3}¢
with m = [a] + 1:
[o]42

3 3R/4 R
”8t3gol|go j Z/ r4|8’{<8t3§0|2 dr + Z / wa*[a]+2[(¥]+2|8£{8t3(p|2 dr.
k=09 o Y R/4

Then, since w is bounded from below and above on (0, ?TR) and r is bounded from below and above on
(1R, R), we deduce that the right-hand side is bounded by &.
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To see the boundedness of 9,0, ¢, we apply (3-5) for u = 0,0,¢ with m =[] + 2:

[a]4+3

3 3R/4
18:8, 0113 3 / rHof ol dr + Z f w3 g 0 dr.
0
k=0

It is easy to see that the right-hand side is bounded by £.
For the boundedness of r*@w!/ 28,3 @, we divide into two cases: 2 < [a¢] <4 and [«] = 1. For the first
case, §(2) =0. In this case, it suffices to show the boundedness of w(a;‘ ©)>. By the Sobolev embedding,

R R
lw (@)l 3 / w(d9)>dr + / |(w(@/'9)*), | dr.
0 0
Since w, is bounded, by using the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality,

R R
lw(dp) ||OON/ |a;‘so|2dr+/ w?(9,9; 9| dr.
0

We now apply Hardy inequalities (3-2) and (3-3) to obtain

[er]+1

3R/4
lw (3} ) ||OO§Z/ r*1ofot el dr + Z/ w90 | dr

*Z/

where we have used w!**! < w*. Notice that the right-hand side is bounded by £.
When [a] = 1, we have §(2) = 1. In this case, it suffices to show that r2w(8t4 ¢)? is bounded by E.
Applying Sobolev embedding, the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and Hardy inequalities, we obtain

2 R
2w (8} ) ||OON/ EX% dr—i—/ w2|a,a,4¢|2dr52/ rrw |9kt )2 dr.
k=00

3R/4 [e]+1
0ol dr + 2/ w0k ot e dr,

Since [a] = 1, the right-hand side is bounded by £.
To prove the boundedness of r2w @142/ 28,[a]+38r<p, we first apply Sobolev embedding and use the
boundedness of w and w, to obtain

R
P2 w 250135, g oo 3 / PPl (51130, gl dr
0

R R
0 0

By Holder’s inequality,

o0 v

R R
||72w([a]+2)/281[a]+38r§0”2 _</ rzwa—[a]+[a]|at[a]+3arw|2dr+/ r4wol—[0l]+[01]+2|a§a}a]+3(p|2 dr.
0 0

Notice that the second term in the right-hand side is £[*/**!. For the first term in the right-hand side we
apply Hardy inequalities (3-1) and (3-3) to ensure that it is bounded by £[*1+3:0 and glel+41, O
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The results can be extended to other quantities involving more spatial derivatives. In the next lemma,
we present the weighted L bounds of ¢, and its time derivatives.

Lemma 3.6. We have
[a]42

Y w2 2 8, (3-6)
q=0

where §(q) =0 for q <[a], 6(q) =1 forq =[al+1,and 5(q) =2 for g = [a] + 2.

Proof. The choice of 6(g) is clear because of (3-5). We will focus on the bound near the boundary. So
we will assume that 6 (¢) =0 and ¢ is supported in (JTR, R). We will use the W!-! bound for the squared
quantity:

R R
L N ) WU LRI
0 0
R R R
= /0 wit (3] 8%p) dr + /O w? (8] 9%¢p) dr + /O w187 9%00! 8¢ dr
R R
= / w?(37029)? dr + / w231 83p)? dr,
0 0

where we have used the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and the boundedness of w. Applying the Hardy
inequality (3-3), we obtain

m+1 R
1,99 72 2 242, qak+2 2
w3 870) [0 3 D / w2 513 2| dr.
0
k=0

Choose m = [a] 42 — ¢. Then, since w!**? < w** !l and 0 <k < [a]+3 —q,

[@]4+3—q .R [a]+3—¢g
1 2 2 2 4— 2 2 o 1 1 c
lw? ™ @ 07) Nl 3 D / w2 et 4a gt 2 gr 3 3 EatkALZE O
0
k=0 k=0

Remark 3.7. The strengths of the weights appearing for 97" %¢, 8779, and 8782¢ in the previous
lemmas depend on the number of spatial derivatives as well as the number of time derivatives. This is
due to the energy structure of £.

4. The instant energy

In this section, we will introduce the various energies and establish the equivalence of the temporal
instant energy and the total energy for (¢, ¢;).
Let T > 0 be given such that the solutions to (1-21) or (2-11) satisfy the bound

sup |(Coy)(t, Pl = sup |¢(ey(t,r)+ep(t,r)| <t forall 0<t<T.
re(0,R) re(0,R)
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For each time 0 < ¢t < T, we introduce the following instant energies and the total energy for the
solutions to the ¢ equation (2-11). The higher-order (temporal) instant energy is, for j > 0,

) R a4 aj 2 R o j—y—1 38j 2 R )
515/ wdwr/ y 2 2|(r Lo)| dr—a(y)/ 4w r o (r) ] o> dr, (4-1)
o (I+9) 0 r 0

where J was defined in (1-23), and a(y) =1 for y > ;—‘ and a(y) = 0 otherwise. The total instant energy

1S
[a]+4

Et) = Z ). (4-2)

j=0

A simple computation shows — see also the equivalent expressions for L in (2-4) —

—r9, (w”“riz(r%r) =—"r*y,), —3r70, (w' )y (4-3)

Multiply this identity by ¥ and integrate to obtain

R wl+oz R R
/ r—2|(r31//),|2dr:/ w1+“r4|1//,|2dr+/ 3w rtd (r)y? dr. (4-4)
0 0 0

We observe that (4-4) gives another expression for the spatial part of the instant energy &/ if J = 1
throughout the domain for all time. However, it is not obvious we can guarantee the positiveness of £/
since J varies in time and radius. In the following lemma, we show the positivity of £/ and equivalence
of the homogeneous energy £/° for all sufficiently small € > 0.

Lemma 4.1. Suppose that £ given in (2-14) is bounded for all 0 <t < T. Then we have
=+ R/, (4-5)
where &/ and R/ satisfy the estimates
(1) (1 4+e+e2EV2)EI0 L@ 2 (14 e +€2E1/%)ET0,
@) IRI] 3 (e + 28/ ENN,
(3) |dRI/dt| 2 (€ + €28V EID,
for all sufficiently small € > O.

Proof. To extract the positive part of £/, we will rewrite the spatial part similarly as in (4-4). To this end,
from (4-3) we first obtain

1
—r’9, (w1+“J_V_1—2(r3w),) = -7 ty),
r
—33 7777, )y — 3730, (T Hw! Ty, (4-6)
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which in turn yields the integral identity
R JA+a yg—y—1
w TS TY
/ 1Y), Par
0 r

R R R
:/ w1+°‘J_”_1r4|1//r|2dr+/ 3w°‘J—V—1r4q>(r)¢2dr—/ 3,30, (J 7 Hw! vyl dr.  4-7)
0 0 0

By using (4-7), we write £/ as £/ = &/ + R/, where

R o a d1aj 12 R
. d ;
¢J :/0 —w(:l;;ﬁf dr-l—y/o wite g =445 ¢, |2 dr

R .
+ Gy - 4a() / W IR 8] P dr,
0
' R _ R ,
RJ:_3y/ r3a,(J—V—1)w1+“|ag¢|2dr+4a(y)/ 77— Dwrt®(r)|9] | dr. (4-8)
0 0

Since 3y —4a(y) > 0 for all y, we now see that &/ is positive for all y. Moreover, by (1-23), (2-9),
Taylor expansion and Lemma 3.5, we deduce the first result, which shows that ¢/ is equivalent to £/-0.
The estimate of R/ follows similarly. Here we present the detail for the bound of dR/ /dt. We start with
the second term. The time derivative of the second term consists of the two terms

R . R . .
/ JTV 25wt ()19 @) dr, / 7P Dwrt ()8 9] ¢, dr.
0 0
Then, since ®(r) <ooand |J 7V 2J;| Ze+e?EV/?and |J 77~ —1| 2 e +€%£'/2 by Lemmas 3.6 and 3.5,
we obtain the desired bounds in terms of £/, On the other hand, the time derivative of the first integral
of R/ consists of the two terms

R . R . .
/r3a,a,(J—V—1)w1+“|a,J<p|2dr, /r38,(J_7’_1)w1+°‘8,J(p8t]g0tdr.
0 0

By Lemmas 3.6 and 3.5, we see that |wd,d,(J 7 ~1)| X e +€2£!/2. Hence, by further using the localized
Hardy inequality (3-1) near the origin, we have

R ) _ R . _ _.
/ r30,0,(J 77 " Hw' 9/ | dr 5(e+6251/2)/ r2w® (8! o> dr = (e + €28V END,
0 0

For the second term, we use |wd,(J Y ~1)| X € 4+ €2£!/? as well as the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality to
get

R . .
/r3a,(JV1)w1+“atf¢a,f¢,dr

R . R .
5(e+6251/2)</ rzw“|8tj<p|2dr+/ r4w“|8t]got|2dr).
0 0 0

We apply (3-1) to the first integral to obtain the desired bound. O

Lemma 4.1 implies that, if £ is bounded, a nonlinear instant energy £/ in (4-1) is equivalent to the
homogenous energy £/-° given in (2-12) for all sufficiently small € > 0.
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The next goal is to derive the a priori estimates for £ and £ under the assumption

[a]+2
_ 2
ol + o+ loul + Y 1P OwI 2120 + (g, + gy |
q=1 [a]+2 [o]+2
+ Y PO o)+ Y w2 D201 < M, (4-9)
q=1 qg=0

where M is a fixed constant. We recall that the validity of this assumption within the total energy &
was provided in Lemmas 3.5 and 3.6. The a priori estimates consist of two parts: the temporal energy
estimates for £, and the elliptic estimates to recover all other terms in E.

We start with the energy estimates of £.

5. Weighted energy estimates

This section is devoted to the proof of this proposition:
Proposition 5.1. Suppose that (¢, ¢;) satisfy (2-11) for 0 <t < T and the corresponding total instant
energy & is bounded. Moreover, we assume (4-9). Then & enjoys the energy inequality

L g ZVE+(1—aNE+ (e +EMYE+VEVD), 5-1)

where a(y) =1 fory > % and a(y) = 0 otherwise, and € > 0 is small enough.

Remark 5.2. £ is positive for all sufficiently small € due to Lemma 4.1, Hence +/€ is well defined in
the right-hand side of (5-1).

Lemma 5.3 (£°). Suppose that (, ¢,) satisfy (2-11) for 0 <t < T and the corresponding total instant
energy & is bounded. Moreover, we assume (4-9). Then
d
dt

where a(y) was introduced in the definition of £°.

0 =XVE L (1 —a(y)E + (e + 2M)(E0+ £V, (5-2)

Proof. We begin by multiplying (2-11) by ¢ and integrating over (0, R):

£2wrt () +e¢t|2> o
€ (14+¢)7 '

Ry 1+a 1 3 2 - 1 3
+ | Solwr((1+ 50 @+, ) —1+y=ERev, ))odr
0 r r
R R f
—f 4w r* @ (r)pe; dr—l-/ war4d>(r)6—zgo, dr =0.
0 0

Rwrte, K 4,2 4 4
/ a +{)4<pl dr+f <4Aw°‘r Ui +4rew r Yo — Awryn
0 0

ml\
S}

We denote the left-hand side by Zi:l Ii. The first term ; can be rewritten as

1d (% w“r“lwtlzd /R wrte? (e(Wn)e + €2¢;)
=-=" | ———dr+2
2dt J, (404 o (I+¢) (1+¢)?

I
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where we have used (1-24). For I,, we use the boundedness of (1), and f = O (|ey; +€2¢|?) to deduce
that
11| S VEO + €0+ €% sup |¢, | £°.

For I35, we integrate by parts and use (2-1):

R plta 1 ; ) Y 1 3 3
13:— 1+—(l" (Ewl‘i‘é (p))r —1+V—(V Ewl)r (I" (ot)r dr
0 62 1’2 r2

R h
=- f w”"(—%(r%)r + —2>(r3<ot>r dr
0 r €

R y Y h
wH—Ol (__2‘]—7/_1(1‘3(p)r + (J_y_l — 1)—2(7’3§0)r + _2) (r3§0t)r dr

R 2 2
/ I e 1|(r (;02)r| dr+y(y+1)/ wlte j=r— 2] |(r (p)rl dr
0 r

Eﬂ& S~

I
R

72
R

R
Y 4
- [Cwt D L e dr - [ wt et dr.
0 0

1 2
13 13

Since J; = 3y, + 1, = 3(e (Y1), +€2¢,) +r(e(Y1)r +€%¢1,), the commutator involving J; is bounded
by (e +€>M)E. Notice that |/ 7V =1 — 1| = O(|(1/r*)(r* (e 1 +€29)),|) T € +€>M, s0 by the Cauchy—
Schwarz inequality we see that

131 3 (e+M)E°+&N.

Since i = O(|(1/r2)(r3 (e + €29)),|*), we have

2] S VE 4 (20 + &Y + e sup| L ‘p)’ 0+ &N,
It is easy to see that
R
Iy = —21 / wort® (r)e? dr (5-3)
dt J,
and also it satisfies
JARE (5-4)

Ify > , we will use (5-3) so that 14 contributes to the energy. If y < < , then we will use the estimate (5-4),
in Wthh case the contribution of £ in the right-hand side of the energy inequality will be of order 1.
For the last term, we obtain

115 2 VEO 4+ €0+ €2 sup |p|E°.
This finishes the proof. O

As Lemma 5.3 indicates, the right-hand side of the energy inequality involves higher-order energy
due to the nonlinearity and degeneracy, and thus the energy estimates cannot be closed at the physical
energy level £°. This motivates us to go beyond £°.
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The time differentiation of (2-11) yields

war4¢l[[ 4war4(pt[ (G(wl)l —+ 62(,0;)
— S w® 4 4, o 4 4 v d
(1+o)* (1+¢)7 + 8Awr Y (Y1) +4rew r (Y1) +4rew r Y ¢y

o 4 i_ o 4 ﬁ_4wa”4((¢’1)t+€§0t)((1//1)tt+690tt)
—AWE () = Awtr Y TEN3Y

At () + ep)* (€W + €290)
1+2)1°

3 1 1
—yr—za,( (J 7= 1( (P Wi +0)), )——2<r3e(x/f1)t>r))
€ I" r
fi

— 4wt d (r)g, + w“r4<I>(r) =0, (5-5)

where we have substituted J for its equivalent expression given in (1-23). We next present the estimates
for £'.

Lemma 5.4 (£'). Suppose that (, ¢,) satisfy (2-11) for 0 <t < T and the corresponding total instant
energy & is bounded. Moreover, we assume (4-9). Then

%51 S0+ eMVE + (1 —a(y)E + (e + M + M) (E + €N +eVELIVEL  (5-6)

Proof. We multiply (5-5) by ¢, and integrate it over (0, R). We denote each integral by I; for 1 <k <12.
We will estimate them term by term. /1 forms an energy plus a commutator and thus 7+ /I, can be written
as

L+ =

7

1d wor*|gy|? p /"’ wortel (e(Y), + €2 ¢)
—_— r_
2dt (1+¢)* 0 (1+2¢)7

where we have used (1-24). Note that the second term is bounded by (e +e2M)E! since (Y1), is bounded
and |¢;| < M due to (4-9).
I3 is a source term and it is easy to see that

|5l 3 VE!
due to the boundedness of i. For 14 and I5, we apply the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality to obtain
|4l + 15| S e(€° + €D,

In order to estimate /s and 17, we recall (2-2) and that f = O (|ey; +€%¢|?). Then f/e= 0|y +e¢)?)
and f;/e = O(e(y1 +€9)((Y1); + €¢;)). Hence we deduce that

ol + | I7] 3 eVE + (€2 + M) (E2+ &M).
I and Ig can be similarly estimated:

g IVEL+(e+M)E +EY and L] [ eVE + (2 +¥M + M) (E0+ &Y.
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We next move onto /19, which will give rise to another energy term. We first rewrite the fourth line
in (5-5):
3

1 1
-V :_zar (w1+a (J_y_l (r—z(r3(e(1ﬁ1); + Gz(ﬂz))r> - r_z(i‘3€(l/f1)t),>>

—_ ,1 _
=—yr’d, (w‘*“J—V—‘ :—2<r3sot)r) —yriy, (w”“uriz(ﬁ(wo,)r). (5-7)

By replacing the fourth line using (5-7), we have two terms in /g, denoted by [ 110 and / 120. For I 110, we
integrate by parts to obtain a perfect time derivative plus a commutator:

R R
1 _rd o pmy—1 L3 0 y(y+D b jmy—2, L 03~ 0
Ilo—ia A w T r—2|(r ©o)rl dr+T ; w Y Jtr_2|(r @)~ dr.

Note that J; = 3V, + 7y, = 3(e(V1), +€29,) +r(€(¥1)sr + €2@;,). Thus the commutator is bounded by
(e +€>M)EL. For I3, we first rewrite it as

R J7v 11
Iiy= -y / 7 @1edy (“’H“—e r—z(r3(w/u>f)r) dr
0

R —y—1
= _V/ rS(Pn(wHa)r
0

J —1
Tyt rwm ar

Ry e VT
+y<y+1>f0 P! T G+ dr

R —y—1
JV -1
—y f P! AW+ 1)) dr = J A oy s
0

For 112(’)1 and 112(’)3, we note that (J V"1 — 1)/e = —(y + D((P (Y1 + €9)),)/r* + ﬁ/e, where h =
0(|(7‘3(€1//1 + ezgo)),/r2|2), which yields [(J—v—1 — 1)/€] = 1+ eM. Then, from Holder’s inequality
and the regularity of i,

R LR 1
|112(33|é(1+eM)( / w“r4¢,2,dr) (/ w““(r2|<w1),r|2+r4|<w1>m|2)dr) J (L +eM)VEL
0 0

For 112(’)1, since |(w!T¥),] ~ w®, we apply the Hardy inequality near the boundary. Then, from the
regularity of v, we obtain
115! 2 (1 +eM)VEL

For 112(’)2, we first note that J, /e = (4¥, +rV,,) /e =4((Y1)r +€¢,) +r((Y1),r +€@,r). Then, from the
regularity of ¥y,

R i R
Ilﬁflﬁ( / w"‘r“so?,dr) ( f w““(r2|(w1)r|2+r4|<w1>rr|2>dr)
0 0

R S/ R 2 _
—i—e(/ u)“r4g0t2t dr) (/ w20 + rt e D) dr) (1 +evVELHVEL
0 0

2
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Next, it is easy to see that
d R
In=-24 / wirt®(r)p?dr and || 3 EL (5-8)

Ify>3 4 then I;; will contribute to the energy via (5-8). If y < < % then we will use the estimate (5-8),
in Wthh case the contribution of £! in the right-hand side of the energy inequality will be of order 1.
For the last term, since f; /€2 = 0((1//1 +e) (Y1) + ego,)), we obtain

1o IVE + e+ M)(E°+ED.
This finishes the proof of the lemma. U

Lemmas 5.3 and 5.4 give rise to the energy inequality for £° + £!. However, the right-hand side
involves M from the assumption (4-9) as well as !, In order to justify the assumption and to close the
estimates, we will carry out the higher-order estimates.

The equations for 3t ¢, 1 <i <[a]+4, can be written in the form

481(0” i—j j—1 _4(6(w1)t+62(pt)
Tron ZC"“””B Pusli ( (4 0) )

i
+ 8w r* i (Y (Y1) )+Zczj4kew P40 Ty ol =Y aw ey
j=0 j=0

=Y ea2w o T () + emz)af(
j=0

o f
€

)
a+¢)

1 . .

—yr’y, (w”“]ylr—z(ﬁa;cp)r) — 4w r* d(r)d) @
i—2

—ZC3jyr3ar( e m)
j=0

= (T =1 1 : 9
= esyry, (w”"‘ai ! (f) @ m») +urt o) -5 =0, (59)
j=0

where ¢y, ¢2; and c3; are binomial coefficients. Notice that we have used (5-7) to write the elliptic,
spatial part.
We record the high-order energy inequalities for the solutions to (5-9):

Lemma 5.5 (£, i > 2). Suppose that (p, ;) satisfy (2-11) for 0 < t < T and the corresponding total
instant energy & is bounded. Moreover, we assume (4-9). Then

—51 S (1+eM)VE +(1— a(y))é”

i
+ Z(e + XMk Zel + Z(e +e2M)’<(ZZ \/5)@ (5-10)

j=0 k=1 j=0 1=0
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Proof. We multiply (5-9) by 9! ¢, and integrate it over (0, R). We denote each integral by Ji for 1 <k <11.
As before, we will estimate them term by term. As in the case of /; in the previous lemma, the first term
Ji forms an energy plus a commutator:

1d 4|a,wt|2dr / 2wr*3] g |2 (e (Y1), + €2 )
0

h=35u A+¢) (1+¢)7

where we have used (1-24). Note that the second term is bounded by (e +e>M)E! since (Y1), is bounded
and |¢;| < M due to (4-9). For J,, we note that the second factor in the summation of the second term
in the first line of (5-9) has the form

€] () +€20] F o) + )Y, 1<k <

thus, since |¢| < 7, essentially J, consists of the following terms: for each 1 <k < j <1,

— 4’
R S - k

/ wrtdl 8, T o (ed! T (W) + €29 T o (e () + €2 ar
0

k 41 —k

i—
:e/ 40 0T 03] E Y e + o)t dr
0

R .
e / 49 00l 98] o e (W) + ) dr
0
_ 2 (5-11)

For le, we recall (1), = —A¢; and hence 8,j_k(w1), is a constant multiple of i or (i1);. By further
recalling that ¥; and (), are bounded and |¢;| X M, and by using the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we
see that

|13 2 e(e + Mg 4177,

For J22, letl <j <[ ]—i—l first. Then

|17 =€ f w2 r29] g @D/ 251 g ) G=k=D1257 7K, (e (yry), + €20  dr
0

, . R 2
< 62 Sup‘w(j—k—l)/2at]_k(pl|(€ +€2M)k_1 8[</ a—j+k+1 4|8l J+1(Pz|2 dr) .
0

2,1
‘]2

By (4-9), sup|w(j*k*1)/28,j7kgot| < M. To estimate J;"', since k > 1 we first observe that J;"' = &
when j =1, and J22’l <&~ when j =2. Now, when2 < j < [%]—i—l we apply the Hardy inequality (3-3)
near the boundary j — 2 times to obtain

j—

R
/ w*™ JHk+1 4|8l J+1(p| dr{Z‘/ oa—j+k+14+2(j-2) 4|81 ]+181(pt| dr =< Z l [+1+11
0
=0
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Now, for 122, when there exist i and j such that [’5] +2 < j <i we write

R o o -
172] = €2 f W2 w2 g @ D280 o (e (), + 200k dr
0

. . R l
S62 Sup|w(1—j)/28[l*]+1¢t|(€+€2M)k—1 /Si(/ a—i+j 4|8] k§0t| dr) ‘
0

Note that sup|w=/25! =/ T!

i — j times to get

O | <M due to (4-9). Let J22’2 be the integral in the last term; we apply (3-3)

i—j
2 2 o Z/ o— ‘+"+2(’_<’)r4|3,’_k8f<p,|2 dr ,—j Zgj_kﬂ’l'

=0

We summarize the above estimates for J;:

1
; _\z
12l 2 2 (e+eM)el + Ve E €2M(€+62M)k_1< 2: g],l>.

I<k,j<i 1<k<i O<l<j<i

Next, by using (11);; = —A{; and the boundedness of ¥r; and (),, we easily deduce that
|J5] S VEL

Likewise, a;’ = Y1 in Jy is a constant multiple of ¢ or (1), and hence, by the Cauchy—-Schwarz inequal-

i
FARED D
j=0

To estimate J5, we observe that 8tj f/€ consists of terms like

ity, we obtain

(] " 1 + €3] @) 0k + €0k )

for 0 < k < j <i. The contribution coming from ijkwl 8k1ﬁ1, ajfkgo E)"wl or ijklm 8"<p can be
bounded by eVE +€2 Z _o &’ The remaining nonlinear part can be controlled similarly as done for J
by using L> bounds and Hardy inequalities. By the boundedness of 9, ~J Y1, it would suffice to estimate

R .
63/ w"‘r48,’<pt8,j_k<p8tk<p dr.
0

By symmetry of indices, we may assume 0 <k < [ ] If k£ is O or 1, then by (4-9) the integral is bounded
by €3 M (' 4 £/7%=1) with the understanding that £~' = £°. Suppose 2 < k < [ ] Then we get

R . R . .
63/ w“r48,’(p18,]_k(p8tk(p dr :63/ w“/zrza;(p,w(“*kﬁ)/zrzat]_kcpw(kfz)/zatkgo dr
0 0
1

R =
jéa Sup|w(k—2)/28tk<p| /_5,(/ o—k+2 4|aJ —k ol dr) )
0

I3
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Due to (4-9), sup|w(k_2)/ 28,"(p| < M. For J!, we apply the Hardy inequality (3-3) k — 2 times to obtain

-2 R k—
JSIjZ/O Wk 2R T gl 12 Zgj -
1=0 1=0

We have derived the estimate of Js as
i i 1
sl 2 eVE Y e +63M(Zf;/ +¢§< ) 5,-,,) )
j=0 j=0 0<i<j<i—3
We next estimate Jg. First let j = 0. Then the third line of (5-9) essentially takes the following form
wrt @ W), + €0 KD OF i) +€df0), 0<k<i.

We may assume 0 < k < [ ] As before, it is easy to see that the contribution coming from v related
terms is bounded by NI Z j=0 €’ /. The remaining nonlinear part can be controlled similarly as in
the previous case by using (4-9) and Hardy inequality:

R o — 2
62/ wr*0; .9 * i 0f g dr jezM«/é”'(Zg’_kH’l) :
0

1=0
Now let 1 < j <i. Then the second time-differentiated term B,j ((14+¢)77) consists of the terms
€ "W+ €0 "o e+ e 1=m <.

The term ea,f""(wl)t(e W1): +62(p,)’”_1 is bounded by €(e +e2M)™ ! and thus, by the same argument
as in the previous case, the corresponding integral in Jg is bounded by

R . .
e(e+e*mym! / wer*0l g (0 T  (r)y + €01 R o) (0K (Yr1)s + €0k ) dr
0

R o
=< e(e +62M)m—1(«/5+e(5’< + gi-ihy +e2/ wr*dl g0l 0k dr>
0

k—1 %
SetetEmyn! (Je_ L@ 48T+ EMWE + «/si—f')(ZE"fk+’~l) )
=0

where we have expanded 8; ~ (((wl)t + E(pt)z) and assumed k < [%(i —j )]. The last case is of the form,
forl<m<jandk <i-—j,

1

R 5 5 5 5 5 —
€’ f wr*dl o (9 T (W) + €0 T ) (0K () + €0k @) o] " g (e (i) + 20)" T dr,
0
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which is bounded by
R

(e + M)y / 431 0 0T (W) + €0l ) (0 (1), + €k gy dr
0

R A .
Jefe+emym! (5" +&7" + e/ wrd] o0 o+ 0f @0 " gy dr
0

Js

R L. .
+ 62/ war4atl (Ptazl_]_k(/’tazk(/’taz]_m(/’t d”) )
0

Is

where we have used the boundedness of | and (i),. The estimation of .161 is similar to previous
SME +ETHLER Soletl <m<j—1.

If 1 < j <[5]+1, take the supremum of w®/~—"=1/ 237", and apply the Hardy inequality to deduce
that

nonlinear terms. First, if m = j then it is clear that J6l

j—1
<M\/E(Z€l Jj k+ll+gk+ll>

=0

If [£]+2 < j <1, then take the supremum of w~/=D/2(3;~/~ “o1 + 9%@,) when j < i, the supremum
of ¢, when j =i, and apply the Hardy inequality to obtain J = M\/E(ZJ | Eimi—kHll Bk, l)l/2
By the same argument as before, we deduce that
i—j—1
JEIM(E e VE( Y g2,
1=0

It now remains to estimate J;. 2. Here, not only j but also k will matter. Let us start with 1 < j < [ ] +1.
Due to the symmetry of indices, we can assume that k < [2 (i— ])]. Notice that, if m = j or k = 0, then
the last factor or the third factor is bounded by M and thus this reduces to the case that has been treated
before. Let 1 <m < j—land 1 <k <[5(i — j)]. We write JZ as

R . . ;
J62:/ wa/2r28[lgotw(a—k—j+m+2)/2r28tlfjfk¢tw(k—l)/28tk¢tw(j—m—l)/28[]7m(pt dr.
0

Hence by (4-9) we first see that
1

R
=M /_5,(/ k2,4 i =i “ o |2dr)2.
0

By applying the Hardy inequality (3-3) j + k — 2 times to the last term we obtain
Jj+k—2
J2—<M2\/5( Z gl J k+ll)

Now let [§]+2<j<i.If j=iorj=i—1,thenk=0o0rk =1, and thus JZ 3 M*(& +E~™).
If k =0 or k =i — j, then this reduces to the previous case. So we assume [‘5] +2<j<i-—2and
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1 <k <i—j—1. In this case, we have

R o o -
Jg:f wa/2r28tt(ptw(l—]—k—l)/Za[l*J*k(ptw(k—l)/Zatk(ptw(a—l+j+2)/2r2811 " o0 dr
0

—j—2 1

sz( ) g,-,,,+,,,)2_

1=0
We next move onto J7, which will contribute to the energy. Integration by parts yields

J7:y/ 3, (r}ol g w1 (r3a;'<p),dr
0

R 1
=%%/ W), P dr 4 TED )/ W2 Pl P dr,
0

where the commutator is bounded by (€ + e2M)E.
Jg satisfies

R
Jg:—2%/ wirt®(r)|d p*dr and |Jg| 3 E.
0

Ify > ‘3—‘, the first expression will be used, so that Jg can contribute to the energy. If y < ;—‘, then we
will use the estimation, so the contribution of £ in the right-hand side of the energy inequality will be
of order 1.

Next, for Jo, by distributing the spatial derivative we write it as

J i-2 R

9 - i—1—j , y—y—
——=Zc3,~/ dlgrwte),o (I 1) S (0] o), dr

Yoo 0

M i3 hagi—l=ia y—1y L 30
+Zc3j/0 oot w! 5 0,177 D (0l g0, dr
+ZC3]~/ w7 @0 o, + ro] 0200 dr.
, 0

We denote the integrals in the above three summations by JJ, 192, J93. We start with J91. Notice that
a’ 1= J(J ¥=1) consists of (8' == kJ)(J,)k for0 <k <i—j—2, where

8;'7]'71 —k 3( gi—i—1- k(¢)+6281 j=1= kgp) (681 == k(‘/f )r+628l j=1= k‘Pr)- (5-12)

Let j+1 <[%]. Then lwi2(1/r2) (3] )| 3 M by (4-9), and |/, ¥ = (€ +€2M)X. We also recall that
(w!'®), = —rw®®(r), where ®(r) is bounded. Thus

1

R . . . 2
FARIG —i—ezM)kM\/E(/ w“—fr4|a;‘f‘1‘kj|2dr) .
0
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From (5-12) we use the regularity of v and apply the Hardy inequality to obtain

R o R . . R . .
f w Ikl T R 2 ar < €2 +e4/ w9 T R g 2 ar +e4/ w I r019i T K, 12 dr
0 0 0
Jj+1
j 62 +E4 Zg_i—j—l—k—H,l‘ (5_13)
1=0
Hence we have |Jg| S e(e + €2 M) MV E (14 ¢( ljiol Ei_j_l_kJrl*l)l/z) forj+1< [ |- Now suppose
[’5] < j <i-—2. Then |w<i—j_2_k)/28,l_]_l_kJ| =< €+ €>M. Therefore, by further applying the Hardy
inequality,

T LT U z (& z
|Jg1 3 (e+€ My ! 51( / w“—'ﬂ“*"—zl(ﬂatf@)rlzdr) S (e+eEMH! 8'< >, 51+1+“> .
0 r

We next treat J;. Let j < [$(i —3)]. Then \wtD/2(48] 8,0, + ro] 02¢,)| 2 M by (4-9). Thus

R ) o 2
73] =2 (e +€2M)kM\/§(/ w“—fr2|a;‘f‘1"‘1|2dr) ,
0

where we have used |J;|¥ =< (e + €2M)F. Hence, this case is the same as in the previous case of J91
(see (5-13)) except for the factor r2 instead of r*. The weight r* is recovered by applying the Hardy
inequality (3-1) once. Notice that the Hardy inequality near the boundary is used multiple times in
(5-13) and thus we obtain the same result as in J91. Now suppose [%(i — 3)] < j <i—2. Then
|w—i—2=k/25= B | < €4 €*M. Therefore, by further applying the Hardy inequality,
R . . 2
|J93| ,_j (6 4 €2M)k+1M, /(C/’i (/ w(x—l+j+4+k(r2|atj ar(pt|2 4 r4|8t] arz(pt|2) dr)
0
i—j—2 1
< (E +62M)k+lM /gl'( Z Ej+2+l,l+l) .
1=0
Now J92 can be treated similarly to J93 by considering j < [%(i —3)] and j > [%(i —3)], since the nonlinear
structure and number of spatial derivatives involved are essentially the same. We omit the details.

We next move onto Jig. As in Jy, we first distribute the spatial derivative to write

i—1

Jio AN v ol BN R | .
——I—chj f for (w0, J(f)r—ﬁ(am»)r dr
R —y—1
) o JV 11\ 1 .
+ ey /0 dlgriw! ey ! Jar<7>r—2<r3<a/wo,>rdr

i—1 R —y—1
_ AN S 2l S . .
+3 e f g riw' ol ’(—E )(48,’“0#1»+a,’“(w/f1>rr)dr.
j=o 70
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We denote these summands by J 110, J 120 and J 130. Before we discuss further, we remark that, since 8,j + Yy
is a constant multiple of ¥; or (i1);, the last factor in the integral doesn’t lose derivatives at all and it is
just a nice function with a desirable regularity in our weighted spaces. We will treat Jllo and J]30. Notice
that 73 (w!*®), < r*w®. We first consider j =i — 1. Then, by recalling |(J 7' —1)/e| 3 1+€M (see the
estimation of / 120 in the previous lemma) and the regularity of 1/, we deduce that the integral is bounded
by (14 eM)~/E". The same argument yields the same bound for the case j =i — 1 of 1130. Now let

0<j<i—2. Thend '/ ((J77~1=1)/e) consists of (1/€)(d % J)(J)k for0 <k <i—j—2, where

B,i R s given in (5-12). The estimates of J 110 and J 130 can be obtained in a similar way as in the previ-
ous case. The differences are the presence of 1/¢ and that the last factor in the integral is a given function
in this case, which only makes the argument easier. As can be seen in (5-12) and (5-13), 8; AR /€ is
bounded by the total energy and the result will be 1/€ times the corresponding estimates of 191 and J93.
By the same argument, we can obtain the estimate of J 120 as 1/e times the corresponding estimates of J92.
In all cases, the leading order of the bounds is v/ &, while the leading order for Jo is € (M VE &Y.

Lastly, J1; can be estimated in the same way as in the case j =i in J5. The difference is the order of €:
i i 1
. _ : _N\2
mizVE ey elrem( el evE( ¥ oe)).
j=0 j=0 0<i<j<i-3

This finishes the proof of the lemma. U

6. Elliptic estimates

Proposition 6.1. Suppose that (¢, ¢;) satisfy (2-11) for 0 < t < T and the corresponding total energy €
is bounded. Moreover, we assume (4-9). Then & enjoys the estimates

EZN1+(U+*MHE+EM? +E+EM?E) (6-1)
for all sufficiently small € > 0.

Notice that (6-1) is trivially obtained for £/ for 0 < j < [a] + 4 because £/-° and £/ are equivalent.
Moreover, due to (2-13), it suffices to estimate Ei’k for 1 <k < j <[a]+4. We start with the simplest
case j =1 and k = 1 and then move onto the general case j > 2.

Lemma 6.2 (E"1). Suppose that (¢, ¢;) satisfy (2-11) for 0 <t < T and the corresponding total instant
energy & is bounded. Moreover, we assume (4-9). Then there exists a constant C > 0 such that
EM 14+ +MHE +EHY +EEM? + (1 +2MHEL).

Proof. In this case, because of (2-13), we only need to show that fOR w4, |? dr is bounded by the
temporal instant energy. By using (2-1) and (4-3), we rewrite (2-11) in the form

f

€

f

+ w"’r4¢(r)—2
€

y(w1+“r4(pr) = wr i +4Aw“r4w12 +4rewr* g — Aawrty
Tk
2wt () + el

(1+¢)7

h
+ By —Hwrtd(r)p +r° <w1+“—2> . (6-2)
€ r
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We will exploit the elliptic structure of the term in the left-hand side of (6-2). Square both sides of (6-2),
divide them by w®r* and integrate the result over (0, R) to get

R V2
|t P ar
0
R o.,.4 2 R R
wr®| @ | / 4,4 2 4,2, 12
= ———dr+ | w*r™Yidr+e wr dr
/0 (A+7)° ) (4 0 vilel
f dr+/Rwar4 f dr+/R wrt ) + el
0 0
R

R
a4 2(J J
+/0 wr¢1 € 62 (1+C)14
Koa 2 1 3, 14a B
+/ wrt| @ (r)el dr—i—/ rlw' =
0 0 wer? €2 .
We denote the integral in the left-hand side by I and each integral in the right-hand side by I for
1 <k <8. Itis clear that

2 2

O (r)

2
dr. (6-3)

L=E, L1, I3ee (6-4)

For I, and I5, we recall that f = O (|ey; +€%¢|?). Then, by using the boundedness of 1/ and ® as well
as (4-9), we have
L 321+ M%), Is 21+ M2

Similarly, we obtain
Is 3 1+e*m?e, 1, <0

The last term involves the full derivatives and it needs to be estimated carefully. Recall that

)

I 3 2 2 2
(€ +€)r =3V +€9) +reln)r +€or).

1
r—z(r3(61ﬁ1 +€%9)),

1 3 2
h =h<—2(r (€Y +e go)),) = 0(
r

We then see that
3 1+« h 3 1+ah(1) 3 1+a h
r’lw 2 =r’w ?-(4((1//1)r—i—e(pr)—i—r((lﬁ])rr-i—e(prr))—i-r (w ),e—,

where 1) means the first derivative of 4 with respect to the argument. By using the notation ® given
in (2-10), we write (w'*®), = —rw®®(r) and, hence, we see that Ig is bounded by

R h |2 6]
18 j/ w2+ar2
0

2
(V1) + €@ | dr

R
h
— 100 +eoldr + / W
0

R h 2
+/ wrt ()| 5| dr =13+ I3+ 3.
0

€2

Notice that [1V/e| 2 14+eM and |h/e?| 21+ €>M?. Tt is easy to see that

I3 3 (L+eM)*(1+ €28,
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For 181 and / g’ , we further employ the Hardy inequalities near the origin (3-1) and near the boundary (3-3)
respectively to deduce that

Ig+13 20+ EMHA+e2(E0+ER).
We now turn our attention to the integral / in the left-hand side of (6-3). First notice that

( l+0{r4(pr)r — wl+ar4(prr +4w1+(¥r3(pr + (wl+a)rr4(pr — wl+ar4(prr +4w1+(¥r3(pr _ warS(D(r)gpr‘

R
I=y2/ war4
0

By expanding out terms, we see that

R R
= [t dr+16f g Pdr [t @) Pl dr
0 0

Then I reads as
4we, ?
Wy + T _rq)(r)(pr

1

yz
R R k

+8_/ 2+ar3§0rr(pr dr —2f e SqD(V)(prrﬁor dr —8/ w]+°‘r4d>(r)|<pr|2dr.

0 0 0

1! 12

For I' and I, we integrate by parts to get

R R
:—4/ (w2+“),r3|¢,|2dr—12/ 221012 dr
0 0

2 R R
:4112/ w1+°‘r4<D(r)|(p,|2dr—12/ ey, 2 dr,
0

R R R
12:_/ w“r6|<1><r>|2|<pr|2+5/ w‘+“r4d><r)|<pr|2dr+/ R (r) g, | dr.
0 0

Hence we obtain

R R
[ et P [t P ar
0

! l+a 4 2 2+a (X I4a 4 2 K 14a.5
:—2+3f w Tt d(r) || dr — 4 / w Tt D (r) || dr—/ oy <I>(r)|<p,| dr.
14 0 I+ajy 0

e

It is clear that the last three terms in the right-hand side are bounded by the zeroth-order energy £°.
Combining all the estimates, we deduce the result. This finishes the proof for the case of j = 1 and
k=1. g

We now turn into the cases [a]+4 > j > 2. As in the case of j = 1, we will directly use the equation
and take advantage of the elliptic estimates. What is subtle and interesting here is to capture the correct
behavior of solutions in the normal direction 9, near the boundary.
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Lemma 6.3 (E{’k for 1 <k < j, 2 < j). Suppose that (¢, ¢;) satisfy (2-11) for 0 <t < T and the
corresponding total instant energy & is bounded. Moreover, we assume (4-9). Then there exists a constant
C > 0 such that

j j
EFZ3a+etm)y gl gt +€2(M2 ++EMH DY N 'Tvl).
1=0 m=1 [=1

Proof. Notice that because of (2-13), it suffices to show that each spatial energy term S;j * for 1 <k<j
satisfies the inequality. We will present the detail for j = 2; other cases follow by induction on j, k.
When k = 1, the spatial energy term £ r2,1 contains one temporal derivative and two spatial derivatives.
The time differentiation of (6-2) is the place to start. Notice that the time derivative does not affect the
weights at all since w and r do not change with time. Therefore, following the same procedure for £!!
in the previous lemma, we can deduce that

EX I+ U4MHE +E +EH+ A+ M)A +2(EM +E2y).

To deal with £ 3’2, which contains three spatial derivatives, we will first derive the equation for ¢,
from (6-2). By following the idea in [Jang 2014], first divide both sides of (6-2) by rw®:

y(wre, + (1 +a)w,re, +4we,)

_ Qe
A+2)*

£l ten
e (+o)

+4xrw%+4xerw1¢—xrw1§+r<1><r> + Gy —4)rd (e

M h
+ w?(“'((wl)r +e@) +r((Y1)rr + Egarr)) + 1+ a)wre_z'

Then we take 0, of both sides of the above equation and move the terms involving ¢, into the right-
hand side to get

Y (Wrep, + 2+ a)w,rey, +Swe,,)
= —y((O+a)we + (1 +a)w,re,)

! ((1rf;>4>, HAOYD, Ao - k(rw1§>r + (rcw)eiz)r
(W) +6<pt|2> -
( A+ ) TEr=Heeme),

jA0) h
+ (wT(4((¢1)r +e9) + (WD) + @)+ (1 + a)wr6—2> . (6-5)

As in the previous lemma, we square both sides of (6-5), multiply by w!**r?—here the choice of
the multiplier w!™ has been inspired by the analysis carried out in [Jang and Masmoudi 2015] — and
integrate it over (0, R) to obtain an integral inequality similar to (6-3). We denote the integral in the
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left-hand side by I and the integrals in the right-hand side by I;, 1 <k <9. For I; we apply the Hardy
inequality near the origin (3-1) to overcome stronger weights near the origin:

R
B3 [t P Pl P dr S04+
0

For I,, we obtain

I < /R T f fwttren® L / Fwlriipu e + el
oo asos o (1+0)F 0 (1+OH

ZER L (&N E20) (2 +tMPHE,

where we have applied the Hardy inequality (3-1) to the second term. Next, by the regularity of i; and
the Hardy inequality (3-1), we observe that

L4121+
For I5 and I, we note that f = f(eyr; +€2¢) = O(leyr; +€2¢|?) and f, = fD . (e(¥), +€%¢,). Hence
Is+ I 3 1+ *M2e0.
Similarly, by using the Hardy inequality (3-1) and (4-9) we have
I 31+e*M*(E0+ M.
Since (r®(r)p), = @) +r® ) ¢ +r®(r)e,, by (3-1) for the first term again we see that
Ig 3 &°.

For Iy, we note that the last line of (6-5) can be written as follows:

LD
w?(s((vfl)rr + e(prr) + r((wl)rrr + e(prrr)) + U)h(z) (4((¢1)r + 6%) + r((wl)rr + E(prr))2

AL, h
+ (2+a)er(4((v/1)r +ep) +r((V)er +€§0rr)) +( +05)wrr6_2,

where #® means the second derivative with respect to the argument. Thus Iy includes ¢, @, ¢, With
different weights and it can be treated in a similar way as we did for Ig of (6-3) in the previous lemma.
We expand it out and apply the Hardy inequalities both near the origin (3-1) and near the boundary (3-3)
to deduce that

Io 3 (14+eM)>(1 +2(E0+ENT 4 £22y), (6-6)
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What follows now is the elliptic estimate for / coming from the first term in (6-5), which will give
rise to the term £22:

R
1:/ 2 w1 @y + (2 + )W, F @y + 5w, | dr
0

R R
= [t Par @t e [ w0t i) 2ar+25 [ Cwttig, P
0 0

R R
+22+ a)f 2+ar4wr¢rrr(prr dr + 10/ 3+ar3(prrr§0rr dr
0 0

1! 12

R
+ 10(2+o¢)f w23 w, @ |? dr.
0

For I' and I, we integrate by parts to get

I : :
f W), r*w, o > dr — / 2+“r3w,|<prr|2dr—f ertw o P dr
24a 0 0

R R
G / e Pl P dr =4 [0t P dr - / W rtu,, g, P dr,
0 0 0
R R
12:—5(3+a)/ w2+awrr3|¢rr|2dr—15/ 20,2 d
0

Thus we obtain

R R
/ a1 dr+10/ a2 12d
0

R R
—1—(@-3) / Wl P dr+ @) [, P
0 0

By noting w, = —r®(r)/(1 + a), we see that the last two terms are bounded by £!'!. By combining
with all other estimates, we deduce that

ER2 14+ +e*MHE +EN+E+EM (1 + EMPH (1 +X(E04-EM 4 E22y),

By the previous lemma, the desired result follows and this finishes the proof of the case j = 2.
Other cases can be done inductively: take o, derivatives of (6-5), square it, multiply by appropriate
weights depending on the number of spatial derivatives, and exploit the Hardy inequalities and the elliptic
estimates. The procedure and the estimates are similar to the previous cases and we omit the details. [

The inequality (6-1) in Proposition 6.1 now follows from Lemmas 6.2 and 6.3 by considering a suitable

linear combination of £/** to absorb £/~1k~1 and €2 Zm L L, & into the left-hand side.
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7. Proof of Theorem 2.4

Since M < £1/2, (6-1) yields
EZ1+E+2 846482

Therefore, for all sufficiently small € > 0, we deduce that the total energy is bounded by the total temporal
energy:
EZ1+E.

Now from the energy inequality (5-1) in Proposition 5.1, we obtain
%\/E <14+ (1—a())VE+ (€ + EMWE+VE) 314+ (1 —a()IVE +eVE+ (V2. (I-1)
First let y > %, in which case a(y) = 1. So the differential inequality becomes

%\/E <14+ evVE+ (eVE)?,

which in turn gives rise to
%(dﬂ 1) < e(eV/E+ 12
Therefore, by solving this differential inequality, we deduce that
VEQO VEQO) 4 1)t
N 0) + (ev/EWO) + 1) .
1 —e(e/EQOQ)+ 1)t

Hence, in the case of y > ‘3—‘, we conclude that SUPo</<T JVE (t) 1s bounded for all sufficiently small € < ¢y,
where g = O(1/T).
Next let y < %. Then we need to solve

L VEZ1+VE+EWER

Equivalently,
%(&«/EJF D2 (EVE+1D)2+€2—1.

Let k =+/1 —€2. Then

1 1 d -
- L(EVEF1) 32k
<év@+1—k év?+l+k>m( )

VEO)((1+ k)2 —e?) + (1 +k) (e — 1)
(L+5) (1 +k— (1 = ket —e2/E(0) (e — 1))
Noticethat 1+k=14++1—€¢*=0(1)and 1 —k 262/(1 ++/1—€2) = 0(€?). Therefore, we conclude,

for y < f—*, that supy<, <7 VE(1) is bounded for all sufficiently small € < €, where €; = O(1/eT) for
some k > 0.

Thus

VEmN 3

Remark 7.1. If we fix a small € > 0 in the ansatz (2-9) instead of fixing a time 7', then the above results
would imply that (2-9) can be justifieduptot <7 = O(1/¢) for y > %‘ andt <T =0O(|ln€]) for y < ‘3—‘.
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SHARP WEIGHTED NORM ESTIMATES
BEYOND CALDERON-ZYGMUND THEORY

FREDERIC BERNICOT, DOROTHEE FREY AND STEFANIE PETERMICHL

We dominate nonintegral singular operators by adapted sparse operators and derive optimal norm estimates
in weighted spaces. Our assumptions on the operators are minimal and our result applies to an array
of situations, whose prototypes are Riesz transforms or multipliers, or paraproducts associated with a
second-order elliptic operator. It also applies to such operators whose unweighted continuity is restricted
to Lebesgue spaces with certain ranges of exponents (pg, go) with 1 < pg <2 < go < co. The norm
estimates obtained are powers « of the characteristic used by Auscher and Martell. The critical exponent
in this case is p = 1 + po/q,. We prove e = 1/(p — po) when po < p <pand a = (g0 — 1)/(q0 — p)
when p < p < qo. In particular, we are able to obtain the sharp A, estimates for nonintegral singular
operators which do not fit into the class of Calderén—Zygmund operators. These results are new even in
Euclidean space and are the first ones for operators whose kernel does not satisfy any regularity estimate.

1. Introduction

In the last ten years, it has been of great interest to obtain optimal operator norm estimates in Lebesgue
spaces endowed with Muckenhoupt weights. One asks for the growth of the norm of certain operators,
such as the Hilbert transform or the Hardy—Littlewood maximal function, with respect to a characteristic
assigned to the weight. Originally, the main motivation for sharp estimates of this type came from certain
important applications to partial differential equations. See for example Fefferman, Kenig and Pipher
[Fefferman et al. 1991] and Astala, Iwaniec and Saksman [Astala et al. 2001]. Indeed, a long-standing
regularity problem has been solved through the optimal weighted norm estimate of the Beurling—Ahlfors
operator, a classical Calder6n—Zygmund operator; see [Petermichl and Volberg 2002]. Since then, the
area has been developing rapidly. Advances have greatly improved conceptual understanding of classical
objects such as Calderén—Zygmund operators. The latter are now understood in several different ways,
one of them being through pointwise control by so-called sparse operators; see, most recently, [Lacey
2015; Lerner and Nazarov 2015]. We bring this circle of ideas to the wide range of nonintegral singular
operators, such as those considered in [Auscher and Martell 2007a]. Under minimal assumptions, we now
demonstrate control by well-chosen sparse operators and derive optimal norm estimates in weighted spaces.

From a historic standpoint, Hunt, Muckenhoupt and Wheeden [Hunt et al. 1973] proved that the Hilbert
transform is bounded on LZ) if and only if the weight w satisfies the so-called A, condition. Then the

This project is partly supported by ANR projects AFOMEN no. 2011-JS01-001-01 and HAB no. ANR-12-BS01-0013, as well as
the ERC project FAnFArE no. 637510. Petermichl is a member of IUF.
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extension for p € (1, 00) of the class 4, for weights was made legitimate by the characterization of the
Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator on L2 . These classes, as well as the “dual classes” RH, (describing
a reverse Holder property), originally in Euclidean space, are only defined in terms of volume of balls,
so this entire theory has been extended to the doubling framework. Calderén—Zygmund operators have
been proved to be bounded on LY if w € 4 p- More recently, the so-called 4, conjecture (which is now
solved) was about the sharp dependence of this operator norm with respect to the 4, characteristic of the
weight. This conjecture was solved by Petermichl and Volberg [2002] for the Beurling—Ahlfors transform,
by Petermichl [2007; 2008] for the Hilbert and Riesz transforms (see also the alternative proof by Lacey,
Petermichl and Reguera [Lacey et al. 2010]) and by Hytonen [2012] for arbitrary Calderén—Zygmund
operators. The idea of dyadic shift [Petermichl 2000] and the seminal articles on two-weight questions
of dyadic operators by Nazarov, Treil and Volberg [Nazarov et al. 1999; 2008] were very influential in
this area at that point. While [Nazarov et al. 1999] influenced earlier proofs, [Nazarov et al. 2008] was
important for later proofs. Recently Lerner [2010; 2013a; 2013b] has obtained an alternate proof of this
result, by exploiting the notion of local mean oscillation rather than dyadic shift in order to control the
norm of a Calderén—Zygmund operator by the norm of some specific operators, called sparse operators.
Most recently, Lacey [2015] and Lerner and Nazarov [2015] gave another proof, which gets around the
use of local oscillation through pointwise control.

Simultaneously, in recent years people were also interested in weighted estimates for nonintegral
singular operators in a space of homogeneous type. Even on Euclidean space, Riesz transforms vL~1/2
may be considered in several situations where we do not have pointwise regularity estimates of an
integral kernel, for example L = — div(4V) with bounded coefficients 4, or L = —A + V with some
potential V. The situation is even more difficult if we are looking at Riesz transforms on bounded
subsets (with Neumann—Dirichlet conditions), second-order elliptic operators on Lipschitz domains,
and Riesz transforms on Riemannian manifolds, for example. For all such operators, there is only a
range of exponents (pg, ¢o) where we have L? estimates for the semigroup (e ~*L); and its gradient
for p € (po,qo). Weighted estimates for such operators are more delicate, naturally restricted to these
same ranges of p. We refer the reader to [Auscher and Martell 2007a] for a recent survey about weighted
estimates.

In this current work, we aim to combine these two fashionable problems and give a modern approach
to singular nonkernel operators. This setting had been resistant to many of the ideas developed in recent
years. Indeed, we are going to adapt the approach of Lacey [2015] in order to be able to deal with
nonintegral singular operators. The main idea relies on defining a suitable maximal operator and then
controlling the operator by sparse operators (whose definition is modified from the previous works). We
describe our method in a very general setting given by a space of homogeneous type, equipped with a
semigroup. However, we point out that even in the Euclidean case our results are new, since they do
not rely on any pointwise regularity estimates of the kernel of the considered operators. Moreover, we
modify the maximal operator that we are going to use: instead of the maximal truncated operator used by
Lacey [2015], we use truncation in the “frequency” point of view (where the notion of “frequencies” has
to be understood in terms of the semigroup). Simultaneously, we will use a slightly weaker notion of
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sparse operators; both of these facts will allow us to give a proof which is simpler than Lacey’s proof.
However, we are not able to recover the full A, result in its generality: indeed, the assumptions we need
require that the considered operator satisfies a suitable decomposition in the frequency point of view (see
Remark 1.5). As shown in Section 3, that covers the main prototypes of operators. It is interesting to
observe that the proof of these sharp weighted estimates can be substantially simplified in our situation and
extended to operators whose kernel does not satisfy any regularity estimate. Recently, Bui, Conde-Alonso,
Duong and Hormozi [Bui et al. 2015] have extended Lerner’s approach for operators with kernels having
LPo-*° regularity estimates (which corresponds to the case gg = 0o, as we will see in Section 3D). We
emphasize that this work is the first one where we are able to consider the case gg < oo and where no
regularity is required on the eventual “kernel”, which (as shown in the examples in Section 3) will allow
us to deal with various situations in terms of operators and ambient spaces.

1A. The setting. Let M be a locally compact, separable metric space equipped with a Borel measure p
that is finite on compact sets and strictly positive on any nonempty open set. For a measurable subset 2
of M, we shall often denote £ (£2) by |2].

For all x € M and r > 0, let B(x, r) be the open ball for the metric d with centre x and radius r. For a
ball B of radius  and A > 0, denote by A B the ball concentric with B and with radius Ar. We sometimes
denote by r(B) the radius of the ball B. Finally, we will use u < v to say that there exists a constant C
(independent of the important parameters) such that # < Cv, and u >~ v to say that u < v and v < u.
Moreover, for a subset Q C M of finite and nonvanishing measure and f € LIIOC(M , ), we denote
by fo fdu = (1/1]) [q f du the average of f on €. We let .Il be the uncentred Hardy—Littlewood
maximal operator. For p € [1, co), we abbreviate by .Il,, the operator defined by M, (f) := (M(l fl? )) 1/p
for f € Lf;c(M, 0.

We shall assume that (M, d, ) satisfies the volume doubling property, that is,
|B(x,2r)| < |B(x,r)| forall xe M, r>0. (VD)
It follows that there exists v > 0 such that

v
|B(x,r)| < (g) |B(x,s)| forall xe M, r>s>0, (VD,)

which implies
d(x, v
1B(x,r)| < (M) 1B(y,s)| forall x,yeM,r=>s>0.
S

An easy consequence of (VD) is that balls with a nonempty intersection and comparable radii have
comparable measures.

Let us recall that, for 0 < 6 < 7, a linear operator L with dense domain %5 (L) in L2(M, ) is called
O-accretive if the spectrum o (L) of L is contained in the closed sector Sp4 :={{ € C: |arg{| < 6} U {0},
and (Lg, g) € S, forall g € D,(L).

We suppose that there exists an unbounded operator L on L?(M, ) satisfying these assumptions:
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Assumptions on L. Let L be an injective, O-accretive operator with dense domain %, (L) in L>(M, 1),
where 0 < 6 < Z.. We assume that there exist two exponents 1 < po <2 < qqo < 00 such that, for all balls
B, B, of radius /t,

_ _ _ 2
le™ L\ Lro(B,)> La0(By) < | B1| 71/ PO| By |1/ 90 ecd(Br. B /1 (1-1)

As a consequence, L is a maximal accretive operator on L?(M, i), and therefore has a bounded H
functional calculus on L?(M, it). The assumption 6 < % implies that —L is the generator of an analytic
semigroup (e 'L),~¢ in L2(M, ) (see [Albrecht et al. 1996; Kato 1966] for definitions and further
considerations). The last part in the assumption means that the considered semigroup satisfies L70-1.90
off-diagonal estimates, an extension of L2-L? Davies—Gaffney estimates. In situations where pointwise
heat kernel bounds fail (see below for examples), this has turned out to be an appropriate replacement.

In this work, we study weighted estimates for nonintegral singular operators satisfying some cancellation
with respect to this operator. We consider a linear (or sublinear) operator 7" satisfying the following
properties:

Assumptions. (a) T is well-defined as a bounded operator in L.

(b) (LPo-L90 off-diagonal estimates) There exists Ny € N such that, for all integers N > Ny and all
balls By, B, of radius /1,

v+1
2

_ _ d(By, By)*\~
ITLYN e L[ 1ro(B,)— L0 (By) < | B1| 71/ 70| By| /90 (1 + %)

(¢) There exists an exponent p| € [po, 2) such that, for all x € M and r > 0,

1
—r2 B % . . o
(][ |Te "L f | du) S inf My (TH)+ inf My, (/).
B(x,r) YEB(x,r) y€B(x,r)

B

Item (b) encodes the fact that the operator 7" has some cancellation property which interacts well with
the cancellation of the considered semigroup. Item (c) is a property which allows us to get off-diagonal
estimates for the low-frequency part of the operator 7. We point out that (b) and (c) are the main
assumptions and were already used in numerous works to replace the notion of Calderén—Zygmund
operators (see, €.g., [Auscher 2007; Auscher et al. 2004] and references therein).

We will assume the above throughout the paper. We abbreviate the setting with (M, u, L, T).

1B. Results. Consider the setting (M, u, L, T') satisfying the above assumptions. Then we claim that
such an operator satisfies weighted boundedness. Indeed, such an operator satisfies the three following
properties:

e T is bounded on L2

 For every r > 0 and some integer N large enough, 7'(/ —e™" 2L)N satisfies LP0-L90 off-diagonal
estimates (outside the diagonal); see Corollary 4.2 for a precise statement.

o T satisfies the Cotlar-type inequality of Assumption (c¢) for some p; < 2.
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We then know from [Auscher 2007, Theorems 1.1 and 1.2] —see also the earlier results in [Auscher
and Martell 2007a; Blunck and Kunstmann 2003; Auscher et al. 2004] — that T is bounded in L? for
every p € (po,qo). By [Auscher and Martell 2007a, Theorem 3.13], T also satisfies some weighted
estimates: for every p € (po.qo) and every weight w € 4/, NRH(g, /) (see Section 6 for a precise
definition of this class of weights), the operator 7" is bounded in L%. However, it is not clear from these
previous results how the quantity ||7[|;» _, ; » depends on the weight . The methods used do not tend
to give optimal estimates.
Our main result is the following:

Theorem 1.1. Consider the setting (M, v, L, T') as above. For p € (po, qo), there exists a constant cp
such that, for every weight w € A/, "RHg,/py >

o
”T“Lé’)—)LZ = Cp ([a)]An/no [w]RH(qo/p)’) ’

1 -1
cx::max{ , do } (1-2)
P—DPo qgo—7PD

with

In particular, by defining the specific exponent

Po

p:=1+ = €(po.q0),

4o
we have o« = 1/(p — po) if p € (po.pl, and & = (90 — 1)/(q0 — p) if p € [p. q0)-
Remark 1.2. In the case gy = p6, we have p = 2 and obtain a sharp qu inequality with an exponent
1

2—po

Remark 1.3. If pg =1 and gy = o0, we obtain « =max{1, 1/(p—1)} and so we reprove the 4, conjecture

(04

for such operators. Note that we are then able to prove these sharp estimates in the case of the Riesz
transform 7 = V L™!/2 in the situation where this operator does not fit the Calderén—Zygmund framework
(there is no pointwise regularity estimate of the full kernel); see Section 3.

Remark 1.4. We also prove the optimality of such estimates (in terms of the growth with respect to
the characteristic of the weight) for sparse operators, which are shown to control our operators. The
optimality also still holds for the operator itself if we know some “lower off-diagonal” estimates.

’

Remark 1.5. On the Euclidean space R, consider the canonical heat semigroup and an “arbitrary’
Calder6n—Zygmund operator 7': a linear L2-bounded operator with a kernel K satisfying the regularity
estimates

d(y,z)
d(y,z)+d(x,y)

for some € > 0 and all points x, y, z with 2d(y, z) < d(x, z). Then it is well known that 7" is L?-bounded

K(x ) = Kz )|+ [K(r. %) — K(2.3)] < ( ) d(x. )™

for every p € (1, 00). Consequently, we can check that our Assumptions are satisfied for pg = 1 and
any qo < oo as large as we want. Unfortunately, it is unclear to us if our approach could recover the
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optimal A, estimates for arbitrary Calder6n—Zygmund operators (which would correspond to g = 00).
It appears that Assumption (b) describes an extra property on the operator 7', a kind of suitable frequency
decomposition or representation (as Fourier multipliers or paraproducts, for example). It is interesting to
observe that, under this extra property, we are going to detail an “elementary” proof of the sharp weighted
estimates (simpler than all the existing proofs, such as [Lerner 2013b; Lacey 2015]), which has also the
very important property that is extends to nonintegral operators with no regularity property on the kernel.

We remark that this extra property already appeared in [Duong and McIntosoh 1999, Theorem 3],
where boundedness of the maximal operator T# (see Section 4 for the definition) in the case qo = 00
was shown, and that this is also the only place where we are using it. See also [Duong and McIntosoh
1999, Remark, p. 251]. Moreover, as illustrated in Section 3, this extra property is satisfied for the main
prototype of Calder6n—Zygmund operators.

2. Notation and preliminaries on approximation operators

2A. Notation. For p € [1,00), a subset E C M and a measure A on E, we write L?(E, dA) for the
Lebesgue space, equipped with the norm

1
1L cs.any = ( /E T dk)p.

For convenience, we forget E if E = M is the whole space and A if A = pu is the underlying measure.
Thus, L? stands for L? (M, ). For a positive function w, we write L2 for the weighted Lebesgue space,

1
e (/M 1o du)”.

For a positive function p : M — (0, 0o0), we identify the function p with the measure p du in the sense

equipped with the norm

that, for every measurable subset £ C M, we use
p(E) = / pdu.
E

For a ball B, we let So(B) = 2B and S;(B) = 2/T1B\ 2/ B for j > 1. By extending the average

notion to coronas, we let
| rau=pist [ g
S (B) S (B)

2B. Operator estimates. The building blocks of our analysis will be the following operators derived
from the semigroup (e *L),~¢. They serve as a replacement for Littlewood—Paley operators.

Two different classes of elementary operators will be needed: (P;);>q, corresponding to an approx-
imation of the identity at scale +/ commuting with the heat semigroup, and (Q;);>o, wWhich satisfies
some extra cancellation with respect to L.
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Definition 2.1. Let N > 0 and set cy = f+°° Ne=s ds/s. For t > 0, define

(N) _CNI(IL)N —tL (2_1)
and

PN = / oM % = gyar), (2-2)

with ¢ (x) := c;,l f:oo sNe 5 ds/s for x > 0.
Remarks 2.2. Let p € [pg, go] with p < oo and N > 0.

(i) Note that Pt(l) =e 'L and le) =tLe 'L The two families of operators (P,(N)),>0 and (QEN))1>0
are related by
19, PN = 1Lg (L) = -0,

(i) If N is an integer, then QgN) = (—DNcltVoNe 'L and PI(N) = p(tL)e™ L, where p is a
polynomial of degree N — 1 with p(0) = 1.

(iii) By L7 analyticity of the semigroup and (1-1), we know that, for every integer N > 0 and every 7 > 0,

PN and oW

and satisfy off-diagonal estimates at the scale +/z. See the arguments in [Hofmann et al.

2011, Proposition 3.1], for example.

(iv) The operators PI(N) and QgN) are bounded in L?, uniformly in ¢ > 0. See [Auscher and Martell
2007b, Theorem 2.3], taking into account (iii).

Proposition 2.3 (Calderén reproducing formula). Let N > 0 and p € (pg, qo). Forevery f € L?,

11m+P(N)f f in LP, (2-3)
0
lim P(N)f =0 in L”, (2-4)
t—>+o00
and
+o0 N)
f= o) f in L. (2-5)
0

In particular, it follows that as L?-bounded operators we have the decomposition

PN _ g / o & ds (2-6)

3. Examples and applications

Our assumptions on L hold for a large variety of second-order operators, for example uniformly elliptic
operators in divergence form and Schrodinger operators with singular potentials on R”, or the Laplace—
Beltrami operator on a Riemannian manifold. For more precise examples of L and references, see
Section 3B, where we give some examples of singular integral operators 7" that fit into our setting. See
also [Auscher and Martell 2006].
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3A. Holomorphic functional calculus of L. Let 0 <6 <o < 7, where 8 denotes the angle of accretivity
of L. Define the open sector in the complex plane of angle o by

Sg:={zeC:z#£0, |argz| <o}.
Denote by H(S?) the space of all holomorphic functions on S2, and let
H®(82) 1= {p € H(S) : |¢lloo < 00},

By our assumptions, L has a bounded H functional calculus on L2. Blunck and Kunstmann [2003]
showed that, under the assumption (1-1), the functional calculus can be extended to L? for p € (pg, go).

We now obtain the following weighted version: Let o > 6 and let ¢ € H*°(S2). Set T = ¢(L). We
check our Assumptions. Item (a) is a restatement of the fact that L has a bounded H°° functional calculus
on L2 Since T commutes with e ™" ZL, we can obtain (c) as a consequence of (1-1) (we do not detail
this here; similar estimates are done in the sequel). Finally, for large enough N, by adapting [Auscher
et al. 2008, Lemma 3.6] one can show that ¢(L)(tL)"N e 'L satisfies L90-L40 off-diagonal estimates.

Combining this with L?0-L90 off-diagonal estimates for e L gives (b). We therefore have:

Theorem 3.1. Let p € (po.qo) and w € Ap;p, "RHy,/py. The operator L has a bounded holomorphic
functional calculus in LE with, for every o > 60,

o
le(L) L — 12, = cpo (@, [@IRH ) 19100
forall p € H*(S?) and o as defined in (1-2).
3B. Riesz transforms. The L?-boundedness of Riesz transforms on manifolds has been widely studied
in recent years. We refer the reader to [Bernicot and Frey 2015] for recent work and references for more
details about such operators.
Several situations fit into our setting; we can consider specific operators, or specific ambient spaces, or

both. Let us give some examples; more can be studied, like Riesz transforms on bounded domains or
those associated with Schrodinger operators.

Dirichlet forms. Let (M, d, j1) be a complete space of homogeneous type, as above. Consider a self-
adjoint operator L on L? and the quadratic form ¢ associated with L, that is,

€(f.g) = [M fLg dp.

If € is a strongly local and regular Dirichlet form (see [Fukushima et al. 1994; Gyrya and Saloff-Coste
2011] for precise definitions) with a carré du champ structure, then, with I" being equal to this carré du
champ operator, assume that the Poincaré inequality (P,) holds, that is,

(]i f—]iffduzdu)iir(][BdF(f,f))é (P,)

for every f € 9(¢€) and every ball B C M with radius r.
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If the heat semigroup (e7L),5¢ and its carré du champ (/tTe™* Ly.oo satisfy LP0-1.90 off-diagonal
estimates, then it can be checked that our Assumptions are satisfied for the Riesz transform (see [Auscher

et al. 2004])
R:=TL7!? = ckr(/oo(zL)ke—’L ﬁ)
0 Vi)

for some numerical constant c; and every integer k > 1.!
In particular, for pg = 1 and g9 = oo, we get the following result:

Theorem 3.2. Consider the Riesz transform R in one of the following situations:

e Euclidean space or any doubling Riemannian manifold with bounded geometry and nonnegative
Ricci curvature (see [Li and Yau 1986)).

e In a convex doubling subset of RY with the Laplace operator associated with Neumann boundary
conditions (see [Wang and Yan 2013]).

Then, for every p € (1, 00) and every weight w € Ap, we have
; 1
||%||L5—>Lg) < [w]ﬁp with a = max{l, ﬁ}

Note that in these situations we only have Lipschitz regularity of the heat kernel; the full kernel of the
Riesz transform does not satisfy any pointwise regularity estimate and so does not fit into the class of
Calder6n—Zygmund operators (as previously studied in [Lerner 2013b; Lacey 2015]).

Second-order divergence form operators. Consider a doubling Riemannian manifold (M, d, i), equipped
with the Riemannian gradient V and its divergence operator div = V*. To a complex, bounded, measurable,
matrix-valued function 4 = A(x), defined on M and satisfying the ellipticity (or accretivity) condition
Re(A(x)) > kI > 0 a.e., we may define a second-order divergence form operator

L=1L4f:=—div(4AVf).

Then L is sectorial and satisfies the conservation property but may not be self-adjoint.

Assume that the Poincaré inequality (P,) holds on (M, d, 1t). If the semigroup (e ~*L);~ ¢ and its gradi-
ent (v/1Ve L), satisfy LP0-L90 off-diagonal estimates, then it can be checked that our Assumptions
are satisfied for the Riesz transform

Ri=VL V2= /oo VLot 9L
: & e .
0 Vi

We refer the reader to [Auscher 2007] for a precise study in the Euclidean setting of the exponents
po and ¢g¢ depending on the matrix-valued map A. For example, we have pg = 1 and g9 = oo in
dimension v = 1.

11t is known that the assumed Poincaré inequality (P5) self-improves into a Poincaré inequality (Pp,) for some p; < 2 (see
[Keith and Zhong 2008]), which allows us to check Assumption (c).
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3C. Paraproducts associated with L. Throughout this subsection we assume that the semigroup satisfies
the conservation property, which means that e 721 = 1 for every ¢ > 0, as well as the fact that the semigroup
is supposed to have a heat kernel with pointwise Gaussian bounds (which correspond to L!- L estimates).

Paraproducts with a BMO function. In recent works [Bernicot 2012; Frey 2013], several paraproducts
have been studied in the context of a semigroup. They allow us to have (as is well known in Euclidean
space) a decomposition of the pointwise product with two paraproducts and a resonant term (we also
refer the reader to [Bailleul et al. 2015] for some applications of such paraproducts in the context of
paracontrolled calculus for solving singular PDEs). Moreover, BMO spaces adapted to such a framework
have been the focus of numerous works, so it is natural (as in the Euclidean setting) to study the linear

operator given by the paraproduct of a BMO function.

1
loc

Let us recall some definitions. A BMOy function is a locally integrable function f" € L, . such that

1

5 2

T :=sup(f [ —e Lflzdu) |
B B

where we take the supremum over all balls B with radius r > 0. Such BMO spaces satisfy “standard”
properties, such as the John—Nirenberg inequality and 7'(1) theorem. In particular it is known (see
[Bernicot and Zhao 2012; Bernicot and Martell 2015]) that, since the semigroup satisfies L'-L> off-
diagonal estimates, the norm in BMOy, can be built through an L? oscillation for any p € (1, c0) and the
corresponding norms are equivalent. For some integer k, the paraproduct under consideration is

e = [ oPPr pPg 9.

Using square function estimates, we then know that ng)g is uniformly bounded in L for g € BMOy,
so that ITg is L?-bounded. Assumptions (b) and (c) are also satisfied with pg = 1 and g¢y = oo (see details
in the above references) and so we may apply Theorem 1.1 to the previous paraproduct for g € BMOp .

Algebra property for fractional Sobolev spaces. Bernicot, Coulhon, and Frey [Bernicot et al. 2015] have
used some paraproducts associated with such a framework involving a heat semigroup in order to study
the algebra property for fractional Sobolev spaces. We refer to [Bernicot et al. 2015] for more details and
references for other paraproducts associated with a semigroup. Then, up to some constant ¢, we have
the product decomposition for two functions

Jg =T (f)+TIs(g).
with the paraproduct defined by

t

Me(f) = /0 oM. pMgdl.

Fix a function g € L°°; then, for « € (0, 1), we are looking for the Lg -boundedness of Ilg, which
corresponds the to L?-boundedness of 7" := Lo/2]] gL_O‘/ 2. In [Bernicot et al. 2015], we gave different
situations and criteria under which our Assumptions are satisfied. Mainly we considered the condition,
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introduced in [Auscher et al. 2004], that, for some p € (2, 00],

supH\/Z|Fe_tL| H < 400, (Gp)
>0

p—=p

where I is the carré du champ associated with the operator L (and |I" - | is its modulus). In this way, we
may apply Theorem 1.1 to T and obtain a sharp algebra property for weighted fractional spaces, sharp
with respect to the weight. We obtain the following estimates:

Theorem 3.3. Let (M, d, jt,€) be a doubling metric measure Dirichlet space with a carré du champ (see
[Bernicot et al. 2015] for more details) and assume that the heat semigroup e 'L has a heat kernel with
usual pointwise Gaussian estimates. For some s € (0, 1) and p € (1, 00), consider the following weighted
Leibniz rule: for every weight w and all functions f, g € {h € L™ : L*/2(h) e L5},

1Lz < c@)(IL2 [z gl + I /ool L5 2gll 2 ). (3-1)

(@) (3-1) is valid for p € (1,2) and s € (0, 1) with every weight o € Ap "RH (3, ) and a constant

. . 1 1
c(@) = ([0]g,[@Rrn,,,, )" with «:= max{ﬁ, E}
(b) Under (Gy) for some q € (2,00), (3-1) is valid for p € (1,q) and s € (0,1) with every weight
w € Ap NRH 4~/ py, where ¢~ € (p, q), and a constant

1 qg —1
= U ith = , )
(@) = (ol ol ) with ai=max| Lo L

(¢) Under (Gso), (3-1) is valid for p € (1,00) and s € (0, 1) with every weight w € A, and a constant
o - — 1
c(w) = [a)]Ap with o= max{ﬁ, 1}.

Other estimates can be obtained by combining the results of this paper with the other estimates of
[Bernicot et al. 2015].

3D. Fourier multipliers. Let us also explain how we can recover the results of [Bui et al. 2015]. The
main linear result [Bui et al. 2015, Theorem C] fits into our framework and corresponds to the particular
case go = o0o. Let us focus on the application to linear Fourier multipliers.

Consider a linear symbol m on R" satisfying the Hérmander condition M (s, /), which is

1

N
sup (RS'“"“ / [9gm @I’ dé) <00
R>0 R=|§|=2R

for all |@| </, some s € (1,2] and / € (v/s, v). To this symbol we associate the linear Fourier multiplier

T(f)=Tm(f)iXerix'SM(S)f(é)dS-

For every r € (v/l,00), [Bui et al. 2015, Lemma 5.2] shows that the kernel of T satisfies some
L"-L°° regularity off-diagonal estimates. So consider a smooth function i such that v is supported on
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B(0,4)\ B(0, 1) and well-normalized with fooo @(ZS )dt/t =1 for every £. Then, with the elementary
operators

To(f): x> / T Em(E)T (1) £ (6) de,

it can be proved that our Assumptions are satisfied for po = r and go = co. Consequently, Theorem 1.1
allows us to regain [Bui et al. 2015, Theorem 5.3(a)]. Moreover, since 7' is self-adjoint, by duality we
also deduce that the kernel of 7 satisfies some L!-L"’ off-diagonal estimates. Similarly, one can then
show that our Assumptions are satisfied for po = 1 and go = r’. Consequently, Theorem 1.1 allows
us to regain [Bui et al. 2015, Theorem 5.3(b)]. So we regain the same full result as [Bui et al. 2015,
Theorem 5.3], with the exact same behaviour of the weighted estimates with respect to the weight.

The same comparison can be done for the linear part of their main result [Bui et al. 2015, Theorem C].
Under their assumptions (H1) and (H2), our Assumptions are satisfied with gy = co. We leave the details
to the reader.

4. Unweighted boundedness of a certain maximal operator

Before introducing and studying a certain maximal operator related to 7', we first explain some technical
details of off-diagonal estimates.

4A. Off-diagonal estimates. We fix an integer N > Ny (with Ny as in our Assumptions) and write,

fort > 0,
:=ToM.

Let p € (po, go)- The Calderén reproducing formula (see Proposition 2.3) gives the identity

d— / Q(N) dt

in L?. Since T is assumed to be sublinear, we can decompose the operator for f € L? into

(i< [ T4 @)

Fix ¢ > 0 and the elementary operator 7y. From Assumption (b) we know that T} satisfies LP0-1.90
off-diagonal estimates at the scale /1. Then consider a ball B of radius » > 0 with r < /¢ and its dilated
ball B:= (y/1/r)B. We have B C B and |B| < (\/1/r)"|B], so

1 v 1
(£ mrmau)” < (ﬁ)q" S jpman)”. @2)
B r = S;(B)

Lemma 4.1. Consider three parametersr, e,t > 0. Let N € N with N > max{%v +1, NO}.

(1) If r* <& <t, we have, for every ball B, of radius r and the dilated ball B s = (\/¢/7) By,

1 1
(f, ma-ermvma)® < (% ) St (fpmau)”
B s !B,

€ >0
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(2) If t < & < r?, we have, for every ball B, of radius r, every j > 3, every ball Bﬁ of radius /¢
included in Sj(By), and every function f supported on By,

1 1 1
(][ 1T (I —e™" L)Nf|qo d,u) 0 <2” J(v+1)( 2)2(][ | f|Po dﬂ)po
Bf r B,

The same estimates are true for T;(I — Pr(iv)) in place of Ty (I — e_’zL)N.

Proof. Consider the first case, 2 < & < t. We show the result for 7 (1 — P( )) and then explain how to
modify the proof in the case of 7;(1 —e™" L)N By the definition of P(é\’ ), we have

P(N) /Q(N) ds

1 r2 l%od
(][ |Tt(1—P£§V)>f|q°du) <[ (][ ITngN)fI"OdM) ds
l}\/g 0 B\/; §

Note that 7y = T Q(N) and QEN)Q(N) (s/(s + t))N Qﬁ-]p (up to a numerical constant) as well

as s + ¢ ~ t. Using Assumption (b) and (4-2) for s < r? with r? < ¢ < t, we obtain that

1 1
a0 _ (s\V a0
(f, 1me®rmean) < (5) (£ mwrioan)
B B

Hence,

&

Oz,

1

IQ
1)
>0 B s
where we used that s +¢ < 7. Since s < r2 < &, we can estimate (s/7)N (¢ /£)"/290 by (s/t)N /290 and
then deduce that, for k > 0 such that 2Kr ~ /7,

N N_

(f) 2q02—1(u+1)(][ | /|Po dﬂ)po < (r_)z (f)z 240 2_,(,,+1)(][ | f|Po du)po
t lef t t 2le

i 1
v+1

2 N 1
(" 2 (i) 2 y—(+k)(w+1) ][ | £1P0 dp Po
~ A\t r2 20+k B, '

where we used that V is sufficiently large that %N —v/(2q0) > %(u + 1). We then conclude by summing

over / and integrating over s € (0, r2).
2

In the second case, when 7 < ¢ < r=, we follow the same reasoning: with T = max{s, ¢},

1

90 min{s, ¢} N2a (1 = r2\2ps 76
(][ ITzQﬁN)fI"OdM) s(—’ ) ( : 2) (—) (][ IfI”OdM)
B T 24)r T B,

&
N_ v 1
2

1
min{s, ¢} “2q0 [t \2 __; ) Po
< | 7 I ) jw+1) ][ Po g ,
~ (max{s,t}) (,,2) . /17 dpe
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where we used that N > v + 1. We may now integrate over s and obtain the desired result.

The modifications required for the case 7;(I —e™" 2L)N

5 r N Nr2 ds
(I—e TN = (/ Le—*E ds) = / a(s)(sL)yNesL -
0 0

a(s) =s"N|{(s1.....sn) € (0. rD)N tsi 4+ sy =5} S L

are straightforward. We first observe that

2
with

Define WS(N)(L) = a(s)(sL)Ne L. Then

Nr2
2 d
(= = [y &

Now we can also write Q(N) 1//S(N) (L) = (min{s, t}/max{s, })N ®; ; with some operator O ; satisfying
LPo_]90 off-diagonal estimates, and conclude as above. O

Considering the particular case & = r?2

and, from (4-1), deduce the following result:

Corollary 4.2. For an integer N > max{%v +1, NO} andr >0, T(I — e_’ZL)N satisfies LP0-190
(strictly) off-diagonal estimates at the scale r > 0: if By and B, are two balls of radius r > 0 with
d(B1, By) > 4r, then for every function f supported on By we have

%= —(v+1) &
(f 1ra—ermpman)” < (14 CEE2) T f g g )
Bz r Bl

4B. Maximal operator. We now fix an integer N > max{%v +1, No} (and all the implicit constants
may depend on it).

, we may integrate over ¢ the two inequalities of Lemma 4.1

Definition 4.3. Define the maximal operator 7% of T by

o0
T* £(x) = sup (f T / oMy !
%gall B r(B)2
X

N
du) , XeEM,

for f e LI,

loc*
By definition of P(N) f 1 (N) ds/s, we then have

1

q0
T* f(x) = sup (][ TP (B)2f|q°du)°, xe M,

B ball

for f e LI

loc*
Lemma 4.4. Consider a sequence (ug)s of L? functions which converges (in L?) to some function u € L?
when ¢ tends to 0. Then, for almost every x € M, we have

lu(x)] Sliminf][ lug| die.
e—0 B(x,¢)
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Proof. Due to the Lebesgue differentiation lemma, we know that

lu(x)| < 1iminf][ |u|du.
e—>0 B(x,¢)

Then we split, as follows:

][ Iulduf][ Iusldu+][ — e dp.
B(x,¢) B(x,¢) B(x,¢)

The second part is pointwise bounded by JM[us — u](x), which converges in L? to 0 (due to the
L?-boundedness of the maximal function), which allows us to conclude the proof. O

As a consequence of the previous lemma with the L2-boundedness of 7" and Proposition 2.3, we
deduce the following result:

Corollary 4.5. For every function f € L? we have, almost everywhere,

TN =T /).
Proposition 4.6. The sublinear operator T* is of weak type (po, po) and is bounded in LP for every
pPE (PO» 2]

Remark 4.7. In the definition of the maximal operator, the previous boundedness still holds if we replace
the average on the ball B by any average on AB for some constant A > 1. In this case, the implicit
constants will depend on A.

Proof. We proceed in two steps:

Step 1 (L?-boundedness of T#). We first claim that 7* satisfies the following Cotlar-type inequality
(p1 €[po,2) is introduced in our Assumptions):

T* f(x) S My, (T)(x) + My, f(x), x€ M. (4-3)
Indeed, .
q0
0 = s (170 11 dn)
%ball

35X
and, since N is an integer, we have by Remark 2.2(ii), with » = r(B), that
P(N) = p(r®’L)e™" L
with p a polynomial function. We then factor as
TP(N) (Te™ L/z)(p(rzL)e r L/2)
By Assumption (c), Te™" ?L/2 satisfies some LP1-L90 estimates and, by Assumption (b) and Lemma 4.1,
both T'(1 — P(N) ) and p(rzL)e_’ L/2 satisfy LP1-LP! off-diagonal estimates at the scale r. We may

compose these two estimates in order to obtain similar estimates as Assumption (c) for TP( ) and then
directly obtain (4-3).
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This in particular implies that 7% is bounded on L2, since T is bounded on L? by assumption, and the
Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator Jl,, is bounded on L? as p; < 2.

In the second step, we now use the extrapolation method of [Auscher 2007; Blunck and Kunstmann
2003] to show that T# is of weak type (po. po), which by interpolation with the L2-boundedness will
conclude the proof of the proposition.

Step 2 (weak type (pg, po) of T%. We apply [Auscher 2007, Theorem 1.1] (see also [Blunck and
Kunstmann 2003]). As shown in Step 1, 7* is bounded on L2 By assumption, we know that (e L)~
satisfies LP0-L? off-diagonal estimates. It remains to show that T#(I — e 'L)N satisfies LP0-L? off-
diagonal estimates (not including the diagonal), where we will use (for convenience, but it could be chosen
differently) the same integer NV as the one defining the maximal operator, which is chosen sufficiently
large. More precisely, for a ball B € M of radius r and a function b € L?° with suppb € B, we will
show that

i — —r2 . - .
7B T — e Vbl asy ay S cDIBITV P IblILros). FZ3.0 (44)

with coefficients ¢ () satisfying } ;> , ¢( 7)2Y < 0.
For x € M and ¢ > 0, denote by By ¢ a ball of radius /¢ containing x. Then recall that T; = TQgN)
and

1
40 7
T*(1 —e_’zL)Nb(x) < sup(][B / Q(N) e_’ZL)Nb %‘ d,u)qo.

e>0

Let x € §j(B) for j > 3 and consider first the case r? < s. Applying Lemma 4.1(1), we then deduce that

1 N
(o)< (2} 202 ()

Since & < ¢, it follows that either 2/ > /7, in which case d(B, By ¢) ~ 2/, or 2/r < \/t, in which case
d(B, Bx,s) <2+/t. So, in both situations, we have

d(B, By ¢)? 472
1+%:1+ -

Consequently, we get

1 5 %
47
(f,, o erormmma” < (F) (- 47) (f )’
BX,S

We then have to integrate along ¢ € (&, 00) and we split the integral into two parts, depending on whether
t <4/r% ort > 4/r%. We then obtain that
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o0
f T —e " LyNp 4t

CIOd q%
1)

4j 2 1
(o) 2 L) 1) e

£ r2 t 4J 2 t

1
§2_j(”+1/2)(][ |b|P0 du)po,
B

which corresponds to the desired estimate (4-4) with ¢(j) =2~/ +1/2),
Consider now the case ¢ < r2. Again, let x € S i (B) for j > 3. We split the corresponding part of
T#(I — e_’zL)Nb(x) into
& 271N dt q0 %
T/(I—e 7" 5)Yb — du)
J 7

1
q
sup (][ |T (1 —e_rzL)Nb|q° du) ’ + sup (][
e<r2\JByx ¢ e<r2 \JBx
=:I1(x)+ I(x). 4-5)

Let S i (B) be a slightly enlarged annulus such that By C S i (B) for x € Sj(B). We estimate the
first term /;(x) in (4-5) against the maximal function, localized in S i (B) due to the restriction of the

(£..

supremum to small ¢ and the assumption j > 3. This gives, for x € S;(B),

2
I1(x) < Mgy (15, 5y T —€™ BYNb)(x).

By Holder’s inequality and Kolmogorov’s lemma (see, e.g., [Duoandikoetxea 2001, Lemma 5.16]) for /g,
we have

27 BTV | ags; ayy < 127 BITV P Mgy (L5, ) TU =7 YV 1201,

S 7TV BITV T = YNl a0 5, -
J
By Corollary 4.2, we know that T (1 —e™" 2L)N satisfies LP0-190 (strictly) off-diagonal estimates at the

scale r, thus giving (4-4) for this part with coefficients ¢(j) = 2~/ +1),
For I, on the other hand, we can directly estimate, using Lemma 4.1(2),

|Byo |90 731 — e BV N b ao(m, 1y <2 f<“+1>( ) (][ 1b]P0 du)

Therefore, we may then integrate over ¢ € (0, ¢). By taking the supremum over ¢ € (0, 72) and over x,
and using Minkowski’s inequality, we obtain (4-4) also for I, with coefficients ¢(j) =2~/ O

5. Boundedness of the maximal operator by sparse operators

As done in previous works (see for example [Petermichl 2007; Hytonen 2012; Lerner 2010; 2013a; 2013b;
Lacey 2015]), the analysis will involve a discrete stopping-time argument that relies on nice properties
associated with a dyadic structure, which is by now well-known in the context of doubling space. We first
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recall the main results and then, by using this structure, we detail the stopping-time argument to bound
the maximal operator 7# by some specific operators, called sparse operators.

5A. Preliminaries and reminder on dyadic analysis. We first recall several results about the construction
of adjacent dyadic systems (see [Christ 1990; Sawyer and Wheeden 1992; Hytonen and Kairema 2012]
for more details).

Definition 5.1. Let us fix some constants 0 < ¢g < Cy < oo and § € (0,1). A dyadic system (with
parameters cg, Co, §) is a family of open subsets (Q(l]!)oéE ,1ez satisfying the following properties:

 For every [ € Z, the ambient space M is covered (up to a set with vanishing measure) by the disjoint
union of the subsets at scale /, that is, there exists Z; with w(Z;) = 0 such that

M=|]0,uz.

aES]
e If/ >k, a € @ and B € & then either Qfgg Q’Oj or Q{ftﬂQg:@.
e For every [ € 7Z and o € &, there exists a point z(lx with
B(zh.co8") € QL € B(zL. Cos) =: B(QL). (5-1)
For a cube Q’é, k €7, a € o, we call the unique cube Qﬁ_l, B € e#_,, for which Q{; C Q]é_l the
parent of Q’O‘[. We denote the parent of Q € % by Q¢ and call Q a child of Q%.

We refer the reader to [Hytonen and Kairema 2012] for a variant where the negligible Z; does not
appear if the subsets are not necessarily assumed to be open. We also refer to a very recent survey by
Lerner and Nazarov [2015] about dyadic structures and how they are used for proving weighted estimates
of singular operators.

Then we have the following result (see [Hytonen and Kairema 2012] and references therein):

Theorem 5.2. There exist constants cqy, Cy, 8, finite constants K = K(cq, Cy, 8) and p = p(cq, Cy, §),
as well as a finite collection of families gb, b=1,2,..., K, where each % is a dyadic system (with
parameters cq, Cg, 8) with the following extra property: for every ball B = B(x,r) C M, there exists
be{l,...,K}and Q € 9° with

BC Q and diam(Q) < pr. (5-2)
We define
K
@:=|_JaP,
b=1
and call a cube Q a dyadic cube whenever Q € 9.
For every dyadic set Q € @, we let £(Q) := 8%, where the integer k is determined by

§k+1 < diam(Q) < 8¥.
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This result means that in typical situations it is sufficient to consider a dyadic system instead of the
whole collection of balls.

Definition 5.3. Given one of the previous dyadic systems ¥ and a nonnegative weight /1 € L}

loc> W€
define its corresponding maximal operator, weighted by /, by
ok, 1
My [f1x) = sup | —== [ [flhdp), xeM,
xegeak \1(Q) Jo
for every f € LllOC (hdu).
Lemma 5.4. Uniformly in k € {1, ..., K} and in the weight h, the maximal operator A/L(;jlbk is of weak

type (1, 1) and strong type (p, p) for the measure h du for every p € (1, <.

We refer the reader to [Lerner and Nazarov 2015, Theorem 15.1] for a detailed proof of this result and
more details. For completeness, we give a short proof here.

Proof. Since ./l/tib"' is L°°-bounded (and so L°°(h dit)-bounded), it suffices by interpolation to check its
weak L' (h dp)-boundedness.
Fix a function f € L'(h du). For every A > 0, we consider the set

Q) = {x € M M [f1(x) > A}

Due to the properties of the dyadic system, there exists a collection 9 := (P)pecy C gk of dyadic sets
such that Q) = (Jpey P (up to a subset of measure zero) and such that each P € 9 is maximal in Q;,

and, for every P € 2,
|

m/})|f|hd,u>k.

Due to the maximality, the dyadic sets P € 2 are pairwise disjoint and so we conclude that
h(Q) =Y hP)<r')" f |S1hdp <2 ety
Ped Ped P
which leads to weak L!(/ du)-boundedness, uniformly with respect to /. O
We will also need the weak type of a slight modification of the previous maximal function.

Lemma 5.5. Fixk € {1,..., K} and consider the maximal function
M[f1(x) ;== sup inf M[f](y), x€M,
xeQegk Y€

1
loc

forevery f € L, (hdu). It follows that M*[ f] = M| f] almost everywhere. Consequently, the maximal
operator ML* is of weak type (1, 1) and strong type (p, p) for every p € (1, 00].

Proof. Indeed, since the quantity inf,e g Ll f(y) is decreasing with respect to Q, it follows that

WA = Tim ot UL10) = A0,
diam(Q)—0
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where we have used the Lebesgue differentiation lemma, which implies the last equality for almost
every x € M. O

5B. Upper estimates of the maximal operator with sparse operators. From the previous subsection we
know that we have several dyadic grids @b forb e {l,...,K}. In the sequel, we define 9 := Ui;l b
and call any element of % a dyadic set.

Definition 5.6 (sparse collection). A collection of dyadic sets ¥ := (P) pey C D is said to be sparse if
for each P € ¥ one has

> Q) < su(P), (5-3)

Qechy(P)

where chg( P) is the collection of ¥-children of P, namely the maximal elements of & that are strictly
contained in P.

For a dyadic cube Q € &, we denote by 50 its neighbourhood
50:={xe M :d(x,Q) <4L(0)}.

Theorem 5.7. Consider an exponent p € (pg, qo). There exists a constant C > 0 such that, for all f € LP
and g € L?' both supported in 5Q for some Q¢ € D, there exists a sparse collection ¥ C D (depending
on f and g) with

‘/ Tf-gdu
Qo

A careful examination of the proof shows that, indeed, if the initial ball Q( belongs to the dyadic

1
sc X we)(f 1rman)” (£ el )

Pey

grid %P for some b € {1, ..., K}, then the whole sparse collection ¥ belongs to the same dyadic grid %°.
However, it will be important in Proposition 6.4 (to prove sharp weighted estimates for sparse operators)
to play with the different dyadic grids.

Proof. Let p € (pg,qo)- Suppose f € L? and g € LP supported in 5Q for a dyadic set Qg € . Fix
the parameter b € {1,..., K} such that Qg € 9b. For some large enough constant 1 (which will be fixed
later), define the subset

L
0
E= {x e 0o | max{illy,  f(0).Th, f(0)} > n( f Nk du) }
0
where both J(/L*QO 0 and T Eo are defined relative to the initial subset Q¢ € b as follows: for every x € Qo,
M X):= su inf L
20.pl 100 sup  inf Aty (1100
Qeab

and

q0 %
d,u)

# _ Ny, dt
TQOf(x) = sup r Q; () 7
x€QCQo \JQ L(0)?

Qeab
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We extend both ./l/t*Q o and T# by 0 outside Q.

Due to the properties of dyadlc subsets, we know that every Q € b is contained in a ball with
radius equivalent to £(Q). Thus, up to some implicit constants, J* .20 is bounded by the Hardy—
Littlewood maximal function /lp, (see Lemma 5.5) and T a is controlled by the maximal operator 7%,
So Proposition 4.6 yields that both ./l/t"é o and Té( are of weak type (po, Po)-

Then it follows that u(E) < (1/n)(Qo)- So, if i is chosen large enough, then we know that E is an
open proper subset of Qg. In the sequel, all the implicit constants will only depend on the ambient space.
For convenience, we only emphasize the dependence relative to 1, which will be useful later to show how
n can be fixed.

Consider a maximal dyadic covering of E, which is a collection of dyadic subsets (Bj); C 9® such
that

e the collection covers E: E = Uj Bj, up to a set of null measure, with disjointness of the dyadic
cubes;

e the dyadic cubes are maximal, in the sense that B]‘? N E€ # @ for every j, where we recall that BJ‘?
is the parent of Bj.

Since u(Bj) < u(E) < n~ ' 1u(Qy), if n is chosen large enough then, using the doubling property of
the measure p, we deduce that we also have

w(B7) = 11(Qo).

Due to the properties of the dyadic system, we then deduce that B]‘.’ is included in Qg, and so the
maximality of B; yields

| 0 n
max{ inf (110 ( f )"V =u(f rman)”.
yij B;-l 500

We first initialize the collection & := {Q¢}, which we are going to build in a recursive way. For B € 9,

> dt
[ oM
(B>

define the operator Tp by
£(B)2
: N), dt
Taf =T [ 0 (1sm Y

Step 1. In this step, we aim to show that, for some numerical constant Cy,

1
. < Po po( 4 )
‘/QOTf gdu'_Coleol(][Qolfl du) fQ0|g| d

Seeking that, write

TB S gdu’ (5-5)

‘/QOTf-gdu =

Tf-gdu'Jr'/ETf-gdu‘-

Qo\E
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For the first part, notice that |7Tf(x)| < Tgof(x) < n(fSQO | f|Po du)l/po for a.e. x € Qg \ E by
definition of E. Hence

1
‘/ Tf-gdu‘ < nu(Qo)(][ 1P du)” (][ g% du)qO-
Qo\E 500 Qo

For the part on E, we use the covering to obtain

'[ETf-gdu EZ/B]. TB,f-gdu‘+‘JZLj(T—TB,)f-gdu’

j

L 1
f- . _ ) F90 qo( a; )46
sJZ/BjTB,f gdu'+JZM(B,)(][Bj|(T Tg,) /| dﬂ) ][Bj|g| MK

The first sum enters into the recursion and is acceptable in view of (5-5). For the second sum, we have

RN Y PPN UED* vy dt
-\l oM | [ 0 aenn | 6o

Using the doubling property, we can estimate the first term against the maximal operator and get

1 1
o0 q0 ao o0 qo\ go
N) . dt 90 N) . dt 40
(e 0 ) < (f [, . 0 )
B;| JuB))? B¢l JU(Bj)?
¢(BY)? 90\ 25
< inf T#f(z)+(][ T/ 7 pdt )“.
zeBJ‘f B]‘.l Y

(B))? t
By the maximality of the dyadic cubes B;, we know that Bj‘.’ intersects E¢; hence, from (5-4), we have

1
. u 7o
inf T"f(z) <n |f1Pod) .
zeB]‘-’ 500
Moreover, we also know that for every dyadic set B; we have

1
ot 0 =( f e an)”.

Qo

which yields in particular that

W d
(e @
Bl Jo

A

(B))?

1 {(B¢ 2 1
qo)qo / ) (][ iTOW™) fi40 du)q" dt
~Jewpz \Jpe " t

Nk
Sn][ 1o dp )™
500

We do not detail this last inequality, since it is a simpler particular case of the next one.
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For the second term in (5-6), we use the LP0-190 off-diagonal estimates for T; = TQgN) from
Assumption (b). We have that

(5B))° C | Sk(B).
k=2

and can therefore decompose

1 2 1
de|®  \ao _ [tB) 0 gy
(f )" = [ (f 1nrsnom a)” 4
Bj 0 Bj

08))* ‘ @ 4
=< Z/O (fB |Tt(flSk(B]))|q0 d“’) T
J

k>2

£(Bj)? )
o R T

For fixed 7 € (0, £(B})?) we know that T satisfies L?0-L90 off-diagonal estimates at the scale /7. We
then cover Si (B;) by balls of radius J/t, with a finite overlap property (by the doubling property of the
measure). We then deduce that these balls R satisfy

d(R,Bj) = £(B;) and d(R,B;)~d(Sk(B)), Bj) ~ 2*L(B;).
Moreover, the number of these balls needed to cover Sk (B;) is controlled by

2’%(3;))"

i (5-7)

#(R) < (

By summing over such a covering, we get

1 1

% d(R. B, ) ( )Po
T:(f1 09 d 1+ po g
(ﬁ]w (Lm0 ) s;( £ 1717 a

4k e(B)\E [ 2ke(B)\ P, " o\
(=) (B e m ()

By Holder’s inequality with the bounded overlap property of the collection { R} with (5-7), we then have

1 1 v
70 2o (2K0(BH\pr,
Z(/ /1P du) " < (/ 1P du) °(—( ”)”0,
% /R Sk(B)) Vi
hence

(][ T.(/1 Y )qlo < (1 n 4k£(Bj)2)_u+1 (zkE(B_j))V(][ 1P )plo
Bj t Sk (Bj ) 122 ~ t \/Z Sy (Bj ) 24

1

Vi » )1’0
- 0 d .
(2k€(3j))(][sk(3,) /1 dp

A
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q0 %
du)

We therefore get

(4,

2/\

(][ Py )1710/4’(3:')2( Vi )dr
Sk (Bj) a 0 2ke(Bj) ) t
1
(][ IfI”OdM)pO
Sk (Bj)
1
Po
ssup(f Iflp"du)
k>2\J2kB;

1
4
< inf Mpof(z)sn(][ |f|”°) " (5-8)
z€BY 5Q0

L(B))?
N dt
T/O 0! )(fl(SB,-)" ;

ZA

where we used (5-4).
On the other hand,

1
/ q .
(][ |g|%0 du) < inf Mg g(2),
B; z€B;

and, using | J i Bj = E, Kolmogorov’s inequality, the fact that W(E) < u(Qp) (since n will be chosen

larger than 1) and supp g € 5Q,
oo f et an)’
Therefore, putting all the estimates together, we have shown that

L 1 1 1
40 a5 0 Po po( q{))q()
§ju<BJ (f (T=Tg,) /] du) (]g g du) <W(Qo)(][5Q0|f| ) ]{_Q0|g| ,

where the implicit constant only depends on the ambient space through previous numerical constants.
This concludes the proof of (5-5).

c \"_‘
S \"“

2 i(B)) inf Mglel)< |
J

Step 2 (recursion and conclusion). Starting from the initial dyadic cube Q, we have built a collection of
dyadic cubes (Q{ )j such that

1 1
) Po , 4
= Cow(Qo)(][ | 170 du) (][ |g|90 du)q" +
5Q0 5Q0

where /7 and g/ are both supported in SQ{ and are pointwise bounded by f and g, respectively.

g

‘/QOT/"-gdu

Moreover, the following properties hold:

(a) Small measure: for some numerical constant K,

Y u(@) < Qo).
J
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(b) Disjointness and covering: (Q{ )j are pairwise disjoint and included in Qy.

We then add all these cubes to the collection &, and rename ¥ = ¥ U (J j{Q{ }. And we iterate the

procedure. For every cube Q{ , there exists a collection of dyadic cubes (Qé’k) & such that

‘/ijj.gde'
Q)

1 1

i Po , q.
= Com@(f_ 1rma)” (£ 1eirhan)+ 3
! k

03

/Qf.k Topn /& du.
2

with the properties that f/ * and g/-* are pointwise bounded by f and g, and also:

[ =0

1(07).

(a) Small measure: ZM(Qg’k) <
T n

(b) Disjointness and covering: (Qg’k) , are pairwise disjoint and included in Q{ .

We then add all these cubes to the collection ¥, to obtain ¥ = S U J i, k{Qé’k}. We iterate this reasoning,
which allows us to build the collection ¥ with the property that

1 1
. < Po po( 44 )q(’,
‘/QOTf ¢du _ConZM(Q)(][SQlfl ) £ jeoan ).

Qe¥
Indeed, it is easy to check that the remainder term at the i-th step is an integral over a subset of measure

which tends to 0 as i goes to co. So for fixed f € L? and g € LP?" with p’ < 00, the remainder term also
tends to 0.

It remains for us to check that this collection & is sparse.

So consider O € &. By the disjointness property of the selected dyadic cubes, it is clear that any child
O € chy(Q) has been selected (strictly) after Q and in the collection ¥ generated by Q. Using the
smallness property of the measure in the algorithm, we know that summing over all the cubes R selected
strictly after Q in the collection generated by Q gives us

~ ] ~
S u(R) = Z(%) w0 = *ouo,

Reo =1 —K

We then deduce that, by choosing 7 large enough, the selected collection is sparse. O

6. Boundedness of a sparse operator

Definition 6.1 (A4, weight). A measurable function w : M — (0, c0) is an A, weight for some p € (1, 00)

if
’ p=l
[w]4, := sup (][ a)d,u) (][ w!™? du) < 00,
ball B\J B B
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with p’ the conjugate exponent p’ = p/(p — 1). For p = 1, we extend this notion with the characteristic
constant

[w]4, := sup (][Ba)d,u) (e)scsei;lfw(x))_l.

ball B

Definition 6.2 (RH, weight). A measurable function @ : M — (0, 00) is an RH, weight for some

q € (1,00) if
1 -1
[w]rn, 1= sup (][ w? d,u) (][ wdu) < 00.
ball B\J B B

For g = oo, we extend this notion with the characteristic constant

-1
[@]RH,, := sup (ess sup a)(x)) (]€9 w du) .

ball B x€B

We recall some well-known properties of the weight.
Lemma 6.3. (a) If p € (1, 00) and w is a weight, then w € A if and only ifwl_l’/ € Ay with

1-p’ _ P -1
(' ~?' L, =lw]] "

(b) (see [Johnson and Neugebauer 1991]) If ¢ € [1, o0], s €[1, 00) and w is a weight, then v € A4 NRH;
if and only if ©* € Agg—1)41 With

N S S
[w ]As(q—l)+l = [w]Aq[w]RHs'
We prove the following sharp weighted estimates for the “sparse” operators:

Proposition 6.4. Let pg, qo € [1, 00] be two exponents with py < qg, and let p € (po, qo). Suppose that S
is a bounded operator on L and that there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that for all f € L? and g € LP '
there exists a sparse collection & with

sca=e X (f e du)"l" (f, tetoan)’

Pey

=) \"_‘

p(P).

Denote

/
roi= (61_0) (ﬁ—l) +1 and §:=min{qy, po(r —1)}.
p Po

Then there exists a constant C = C(S, p, po.qo) such that, for every weight @ € A ,/p, N RHy,/py, the
operator S is bounded on LY, with

o
ISz —rp = C([@la,,,, [“)]RHmo/p)/) ;

. 1(%)/_ { 1 6]0—1}
a.=-|— )] =max , .
S\ p P—DPo qo—2P

with
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In particular, by defining the specific exponent
Po
pi= 1 + - € (PO»QO),
9o
we have o = 1/(p — po) if p € (po.pl, and a = (q0 — 1)/ (g0 — p) if P € [p. q0).

Remark 6.5. The property po < p is equivalent to the condition py < qg, and the property p < g is also
equivalent to the condition py < go. So the assumption guarantees us that

Po <P <dqo.

We note that, using extrapolation theory (as developed in [Auscher and Martell 2007a, Theorem 4.9])
and by tracking the behaviour of implicit constants with respect to the weights, a sharp weighted estimate
for one particular exponent p € (pg, qo) allows us to get the sharp weighted estimates for all the exponents
in the range p € (po, qo)- Here we are going to detail a proof which directly gives the weighted estimates
for all such exponents.

Remarks 6.6. (1) In the case where g¢ = pg, it is p = 2 and we obtain sharp weighted estimates with

wmma L1
P—Po P+Po—PDo

(2) In particular, in the situation where py = 1 and g¢ = 0o, we recover the “usual” sharp behaviour,

the power

dictated by the 4, conjecture, with the power
=y
o =max31l, ——¢.
p—1
(3) In the case gg = 0o, we obtain
o =max{l. (p— po)~'}.

which is the same exponent as in [Bui et al. 2015] and allows us to regain their result (the linear
part) as explained in Section 3D.

Remark 6.7. For a weight w, we know (see Lemma 6.3 and [Auscher and Martell 2007a, Lemma 4.4])
that

e 1=p
w € Ap/po NRHy,/py < 0:=w LA Ap//% ﬂRH(pé/p/)/ .
These are also equivalent to
0@/P) ¢ 4,

with r := (qo/p) (p/ po — 1) + 1. We have the estimates on the characteristic constants

/ ( ) /—1
[w(qo/p) ]Ar N ([w]Ap/po [w]RH(qo/p)’) aolr and [Uhp’/qé [O]RH(p6/p’)’ S ([w]AP/Po [w]RH(qo/p)’)p

Proof of Proposition 6.4. Let us define three weights,

—p/ ’ N/ ’
U::wl p, u::o’(p()/p) and U::w(‘IO/P).
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(@)

Combining the previous remark with Lemma 6.3, the fact that w € A4,/ ,, N RHy,,p) yields that v € 4,

r—1
sup (][ v d,u) (][ u dﬂ) <[vlg, < [a)](qo/p)’,
ball B\J B B

[w] = [w]Ap/po [w]RH(qo/p)”

Then u = v!~"" with

and so

where we set

the characteristic constant of the weight w in the class 4, ,, "RHy, /). Using the comparison between
dyadic subsets with balls and the doubling property of the measure p, we then deduce that

r—1
sup (][ v d,u) (][ u d,u) Svla, []90/P), (6-1)
Qea \JQ )

We know that the dual space (with respect to the measure du) of LE is Lg/. So the desired
L2 -boundedness of S is equivalent to the inequality

S @ S @IS s llgl - (6-2)

/
Let us fix two functions f € L2 and g € LZ . Then, by assumption, there exists a sparse collection &
such that

1
(S(f).g)l < e Z(fsp 170 du)”" (][SP gl du)q°M(P)-

Pey

For every P € ¥, we know that there exists a dyadic cube P such that 5P C P and u(P) < u(5P).
We split & into K collections (¥ )x=1
is a subcollection of &.

We now fix k € {1, ..., K}. For every P € ¥}, we set Ep C P to be the set of all x € P which are
not contained in any ¥ -child of P. By the sparseness property of &, we then have

x for which P € 9K, Each collection ¥} is still sparse, since it

.....

u(P) =2u(Ep)

and the sets (Ep) pey, are pairwise disjoint.
So we have

S \""

m(Ep). (6-3)

Sy Y (£ 1 du)”l‘)(ﬁwé )’

k=1 PeYy
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We then change the measure with the weight u as follows:

1 1
(1 an)™ = (f e pirman)”
L 1
= (g Jy o rereman) (f o)™ o

1
(ﬁw—l/"égqu’vdu)qo
i/ 1
(i Jpretuan)® (foan)®. e

Set o := 81 (qo/ p)’, with § := min{g[, po(r — 1)} and B := 1/ po — (r —1)/q(,. We note that < 0
is equivalent to p > p and is also equivalent to § = q(’); whereas 8 > 0 is equivalent to p < p and

Similarly, we have

(feo)

O\""

to § = po(r —1). We are first going to detail the end of the proof in the case § < 0 and then explain that
the situation 8 > 0 is very similar.

Step 1 (the case p > p, i.e., B < 0). Putting the two last estimates, (6-4) and (6-5), into (6-3) yields

1
{(S(f), &)l Z Z (u(P)[ lu _1/p°f|p°udﬂ)

k=1Pe%y B
x( [ l/qogl""vdu) (][udu) W(Ep). (66)
v(P) P

r—1
5 - ,
( ][ u du) ( ][ v du) < fw]f @0/p) (6-7)
P P
which comes from (6-1).

Since B <0and Ep C P C P with W(Ep) > %,u(P) > ¢, iw(P), where ¢, is a constant only dependent
on the doubling property of  and constants of the dyadic system, we deduce that

(ﬁudﬂ)ﬂ sc;ﬂ(][EPudu)ﬂ.

Then let us define two other weights,

S \""

where we used that

ST

w = ov?/% and ,o::a)up/p". (6-8)

1—r

. / . .
Since u = v' ™", an easy computation yields

u B /P pl/p = g1 /P 1P =1 (6-9)
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By Holder’s inequality with y := 1/(1 — ) €0, 1] and the relation
1=Z+1/+(1—y),
p p

we have
W(Ep) = fE W PP Y dp < u(Ep) P w (Ep)YI p(Ep)Y/?. (6-10)
P

Hence,

B
(][E udu) W(Ep) = u(Ep)Pu(Ep) =P < w(Ep)!/? p(Ep)V/?.

So, coming back to (6-6) we then deduce that

1
SIS S Y (u(P) / w1 gy dﬂ)

k=1Pe%y 1
x( f o™ l/qoglqovdu) o (Ep)V/7 p(Ep).
o(P)

With the dyadic weighted maximal function (see Lemma 5.4 for its definition) and since Ep C P C P,
we deduce that

(S(/). gl

< [w]® Z me@ (|u—1/p0f|po)1/1’01 fA/L@ (| —1/q0g|q0) /qow(Ep)l/P ,O(EP)I/P

PeYy

Ma

=
Il
_

1
7

1
Z (/ A/L@k | —1/pof|po)P/Pode) (/ M%b"’(|v—1/q6g|q())P’/fI6de)p )
Ep
€Fx

By Holder’s inequality and using the disjointness of the collection (Ep) pey, , One gets

”M”

K 1 1

. ot 3 ([ (o imy 2 pai ) ( [t (u gy b a )

k=1

Since p € (po, o), the dyadic maximal function ./I/L%k is L?/Po (1 dy)-bounded (uniformly in the weight u;
see Lemma 5.4) and similarly for the weight v, hence
([t e an)’

1
/

(freraan)”,

1
/

hS 1

(S(). 8)] < (o) ( [wimpi, dﬂ)

Due to the definition (6-8) of p and @, we conclude

hSTEs

S(f). 8)] < [o]? ( [1r1eo du)

which corresponds to (6-2).
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Step 2 (the case p <p, i.e., B > 0). In this situation, (6-7) still holds and, due to the choice of 4, it yields
(instead of (6-6))
1

(S(). g) <1 ]“i ( : /I‘”””fl”" d )"°
’gwwk=1Pes¢’kul_))pu e

1
/ B
x( L /|v—1/46g|46vdu)"° (][vdu) W(Ep), (6-11)
v(P)Jp P

T | 1
. S——— P |V )
P g9 6 qy po(r—1) (r=D#A

with

In particular, since we are in the situation 8 > 0, we know that ,5 < 0. We can then reproduce a similar
reasoning as in the first step, using the inequality

(o) = (f, )

We use the same weights @ and p as defined in (6-8), and the exact same computations allow us to

1—

conclude since, by definition, # = v' ="', which implies

u B =y BU—r) =B, O

7. Sharpness of the weighted estimates for the ‘“‘sparse operators”

We are going to show that the exponents we obtained previously are sharp for sparse operators. We do so
only for dimension n = 1, since higher-dimensional cases follow through minor modifications.

So let us consider the Euclidean space R, equipped with its natural metric and measure. We first state
some easy estimates on specific weights. For p > 1, the weight wy : x — |x|* belongs to 4, if and only
if —1 <a < p—1. One has

1 and [wp—l—s]Ap ~ g (=D

(W_14ela, ~ &~
ase — 0.

On the other hand, if s > 1 then w_; /44 is critical for RHy. When & — 0,

—1
[w—l/s+e]RHS ~¢& /s‘

Having these sharp estimates, we are now going to prove the optimality of Proposition 6.4. Consider
the particular sparse collection & of those dyadic intervals contained in [0, 1] that contain 0, namely
¥ ={I,:=]0,27"]:n € N}. Then & is a sparse collection. We consider sharpness in the inequality

. 1 1/q! .
D7) 7 1g190), 0 5 @ (@l a0, g g - (7-1)
1€y

where 1 < pg <2 < g¢ < oo are fixed and, to simplify the notation, we denote by (- ); the average on
the interval /.
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Proposition 7.1. For p € (po, qo), there exist functions [ and g such that, asymptotically as r — o0,
the power function ®(r) = r% is the best possible choice, where &« = 1/(p — po) if p € (po,p] and

a=(qo—1)/(qo—p)if p €[p.q0)-

Notice that for gy = oo the above sum corresponds to the pointwise-defined operator

Sf= > AN u

I<a[0,1],0€l
tested against g.
For convenience, we also will use the following notation (introduced in [Auscher and Martell 2007a]):
for a weight w,

[a)]PO,‘IO:P = [a)]Ap/po [a)]RH(qo/p)’ :

Proof. Let p € (po,p]. Consider functions f; := x > x~1/P0F ey 1 and g¢ := x > x 71/ P0+e 0 4.
One calculates, for I,, = [0, 27"] with n = 0, that

/ —
2npomne ~ g1/ Poy—neyn/po

po\1/po _
T
and
2n/p6—ns
(1—qp/ Py + qpe)'/%

N 2—n52n/p(’)

1\ 1/qq
(|g8|q0>ln 0=
by noticing that g,/ py < 1.
Hence we obtain, for the left-hand side of (7-1),
1
—
1-(3)

Choose the weight we = W p/ pg—1—¢ := X > xP/Po=1=¢ ‘which is critical for Ap/po» With

)
g~ 1/po Z o—2ne _ .—~1/po ~ g VP01
n=0

We ~ = (P/P0=D)  ag ¢ 5 0.
[ ]Ap/po

We also notice that w, is a power weight of positive exponent and therefore [w;] ~lase—0.

1/(p—po) RH(qo/p)’
Thus, [@e]pg.g0,p ~ &~ P/P0~1 and [we]p)ho 5> ~ e1/P0. We calculate

! P
| fells, = (/0 1 (—De dx) =y

o
With o, = a)sl ?" we calculate
1

1 -7
”g‘g”L”/ = (/ x(2p/_1)s—1dx)17 ~ g~ UP
oe 0

Gathering the information gives ¢ ~1/Pe=1/P"¢=1/Po on the right-hand side and e ~'&¢~1/20 on the left,
showing that the choice of ® cannot be improved for this range of p.
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Now let p € [p, qo). To treat this range, we apply what we have found before to the modified exponents
1 <qg <2< py < oo. We have seen examples of sharpness for the sum

1 1/q! 1 1/(s—qy)
ST 1), % 1glPo 7 ~ (gt P F s Ny
Iy

when gy < s < ]::(qé,pé). Indeed, with f; := x — x—l/q/0+sx[0’1], 8s =X > x_l/qo"'gx[o,l] and
we := x > |x[$/90717¢ we obtain that the left-hand side is of order 6 ~'¢~!/90, and I fellLs,, ~ e~ /% and
lgell s ~ &~ 1/5" Now observe that [p(qq. Py)] =P(Po. qo). Note also that, therefore, p(po. o) <" <qo.

Using this for s = p, it remains to calculate [08]1(,%‘36;01,;/(‘10_1’ ), where 05 = wp 7"

0e(x) = |x| @' /90=1=e)1=p) — | |=1/(a0/P) +(p=De

This weight is of negative exponent and critical for RHg, /py With [0¢]pg.q0,p ~ ¢~1/@0/P) Therefore,

[0 1(,%‘3(;)13,/(%_1’ ) eV, Gathering the information, we obtain that the left-hand side is of order

e 167140 and of order £~ 1/90=1/P¢=1/P" when using ®(r) = r?, showing that the estimate cannot be
improved. O
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EXISTENCE, UNIQUENESS AND OPTIMAL REGULARITY RESULTS
FOR VERY WEAK SOLUTIONS TO NONLINEAR ELLIPTIC SYSTEMS

MIROSLAV BULICEK, LARS DIENING AND SEBASTIAN SCHWARZACHER

We establish existence, uniqueness and optimal regularity results for very weak solutions to certain
nonlinear elliptic boundary value problems. We introduce structural asymptotic assumptions of Uhlenbeck
type on the nonlinearity, which are sufficient and in many cases also necessary for building such a theory.
We provide a unified approach that leads qualitatively to the same theory as the one available for linear
elliptic problems with continuous coefficients, e.g., the Poisson equation.

The result is based on several novel tools that are of independent interest: local and global estimates for
(non)linear elliptic systems in weighted Lebesgue spaces with Muckenhoupt weights, a generalization of
the celebrated div-curl lemma for identification of a weak limit in border line spaces and the introduction
of a Lipschitz approximation that is stable in weighted Sobolev spaces.

1. Introduction

We study the following nonlinear problem: for a given n-dimensional domain 2 C R" with n > 2, a given
f:Q— R™N with N € N arbitrary and a given mapping A : Q x RVN — R™N find u : Q@ — RV
satisfying

—div(A(x, Vu)) = —div f in €,

(I-1)
u=~0 on 0%2.

Owing to a significant number of problems originating in various applications, it is natural to require
that A is a Carathéodory mapping, satisfying the natural coercivity, growth and (strict) monotonicity
conditions. It means that

A( -, n) is measurable for any fixed n € R™ (1-2)

A(x, -) is continuous for almost all x € €2, (1-3)
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and there exist positive constants c¢; and ¢, such that for almost all x €  and all 5y, n, € RV

cilml?—ca < A(x,m)-m (coercivity), (1-4)
|AGx, )| < c2(14 1)) (growth), (1-5)
0 < (A(x,n1) — A(x, 1)) - (71 —n2)  (monotonicity). (1-6)

If for all n; # n; the inequality (1-6) is strict, then A is said to be strictly monotone.

Under the assumptions (1-2)—(1-6), it is standard to show (with the help of the Minty method [1963])
that, for any f € L%(Q; R"™N), there exists u € WOI’Z(Q; RN that solves (1-1) in the sense of distribution.
In addition if A is strictly monotone, then this solution is unique in the class of Wol’z(SZ; RVN)-weak
solutions.

An important question that immediately arises is whether such a result can be extended to a more
general setting. Namely,

whether for any f € L9(S2; RN with g € (1, 00)

9
there exists a (unique) u € Wol’q(Q; RN) solving (1-1) in the weak sense. )

If g # 2, then we call the problem of existence and uniqueness to (1-1) beyond the natural pairing. If
g >2and f e L1(Q; R™N), then f € L?(2; R"N) as well, and the standard monotone operator theory
in the duality pairing provides a WOI’Z(SZ; RY) solution to (1-1). Thus, in this case, (2) calls only for
improvement of the integrability of Vu. If ¢ < 2, then the considered question is more challenging as
the existence of an object with which to start any kind of analysis is unclear. This is the reason why,
forl <g <2, WO1 “1(Q; RN)-solutions are called very weak solutions.

Our general aim is to establish, for a given f € L7(Q2; R"*N) with g € (1, 00) \ 2, the existence of a
(unique) W(} 4(Q: RN) solution to (1-1)—(1-6), i.e., to give the affirmative answer to (2). However, for
general operators, this is not possible due to the following two reasons:

(i) the way how the nonlinearity A(x, ) depends on 7,
(ii) the way how the nonlinearity A(x, ) depends on x.

We shall discuss each of these points from two perspectives: the available counterexamples and so far
established affirmative results (that were rather sporadic and had several limitations).

First, we consider (1-1) with A depending only on 5. If ¢ > 2, then there always exists a (unique) weak
solution and the only difficult part is to obtain appropriate a priori estimates in the space Wol’q(Q; RM).
On the one hand, for general operators, such a priori estimates are not true for large ¢ > 2. This
follows from the counterexamples due to Necas [1977] and Sverdk and Yan [2002], where they found a
mapping A that does not depend on x and satisfies' (1-2)—(1-6) and showed that the corresponding unique
weak solution is not in ¢! or is even unbounded for smooth f. This directly contradicts the general
theory for ¢ >> 2. The singular behavior of solutions in the above-mentioned counterexamples is due to
the fact that the mapping A depends highly nonlinearly on the vectorial variable n. On the other hand,

INot only does the mapping A satisfy (1-2)—(1-6), it has even more structure. It is given as a derivative of a uniformly convex
smooth potential F, which makes the counterexamples even stronger.
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if g €[2, 2+¢), then the WO1 1(Q; RM) theory can be built for general mappings fulfilling only (1-2)—(1-6),
where ¢ > 0 depends on c¢; and c,. For such g, it is known that, if f € L9(; R"*N), then there exists a
solution u € WO1 “1(Q; RY) to (1-1). Such a result can be obtained by using the reverse Holder inequality
(see, e.g., [Giaquinta 1983]) and holds also for more general growth conditions, including operators of
p-Laplacian type. For the p-Laplacian itself, A(x, ) := |n|?~2n with p € (1, 00), various positive results
are known for large exponents (in this case g € (p, co) or even BMO estimates) [Iwaniec 1983; Caffarelli
and Peral 1998; Diening et al. 2012]. The theory is built on the seminal works of Uraltseva [1968] (the
scalar case) and Uhlenbeck [1977] (the vectorial case).

For ¢ < 2, the situation is even more delicate. In this case, the existence of any solution is not
straightforward at all. Indeed, a general existence theory for operators satisfying (1-2)—(1-6) alone might
be impossible to get. Up to now, the only general result holds for g € (2 — ¢, 2 + ¢) with ¢ depending
only on ¢; and ¢; and A being uniformly monotone and also uniformly Lipschitz continuous, i.e., for all
N1, m2 € RPN and almost all x € ,

|A(x, 1) = A(x, m)| < calm = n2l. (1-7)

In this case, we know that for all f € L9(2; R"*N) there exists a unique solution u € W(}’q(Q; RY)
to (1-1) whenever g € (2 —¢, 2+ ¢) [Bulicek 2012], and we also recall [Greco et al. 1997] for the result in
the so-called grand Lebesgue spaces L® (). Moreover, for a general operator satisfying only (1-4)—(1-5),
it may be shown with the help of the technique developed in [Bulicek 2012] that any very weak solution
to (1-1) satisfies the uniform estimate

fqul" dxfC(cl,cz,q,Q)/lflq dx forallge 2—¢,2+45¢). (1-8)
Q Q

However, any existence theory for ¢ “away” from 2 is either missing or impossible.

More positive results are available in the scalar case N =1 (and even for a more general class of operators
including the p-Laplacian) but for the smoother right-hand side, i.e., the case when f € W1(Q; R")
or at least f € BV(2; R"). Then the existence of a very weak solution is known; see the pioneering
works [Boccardo and Gallouét 1992; Stampacchia 1965]. Furthermore, one can study further qualitative
properties of such a solution [Mingione 2013]. Moreover, in case f € W!!(Q; R"), the uniqueness of
a solution can be shown in the class of entropy solutions [Bénilan et al. 1995; Boccardo et al. 1996;
Dal Maso et al. 1997; 1999]. On the other hand, in case f € BV(L2; R"), or more precisely if div f is
only a Radon measure, the uniqueness is not known. An exception is the case when div f is a finite
sum of Dirac measures. In that case, the study on isolated singularities by Serrin implies the uniqueness
for very general nonlinear operators including the p-Laplace equation; see [Serrin 1965; Friedman and
Véron 1986] and references therein. To conclude this part, we would like to emphasize that all results
for smoother right-hand side surely do not cover the full generality of the result we would like to have,
which may be easily seen in the framework of the Sobolev embedding. Indeed, if f € W!!(Q; R"), then

f e L"™=D(Q: R") and we see that the case g € (2, n'(p —1)) remains untouched even in the scalar case.’

2Throughout the paper, we use the notation of dual exponents g’ :=g/(g — 1).
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The second obstacle, related to (ii), is the possible discontinuity of the operator with respect to the
spatial variable. To demonstrate this in more detail, we consider the linear problem

—div(a(x)Vu) = —div f in £,

1-9
u=0 on 092, (1-9)

with a uniformly elliptic matrix a. Note here that (1-9) is a particular case of (1-1) with A(x, n) :=a(x)n
and A fulfilling (1-2)—(1-6) with N = 1. In case a is continuous and € is a ¢'-domain, one can
use the singular operator theory and show that for any f € L7(2; R") there exists a unique weak
solution u € WO1 () to (1-9) [Dolzmann and Miiller 1995, Lemma 2]. This can be weakened to the case
when a has coefficients with vanishing mean oscillations; see [Iwaniec and Sbordone 1998] or [Di Fazio
1996]. However, the same is not true in the case that a is uniformly elliptic with general measurable
coefficients. Even worse, it was shown by Serrin [1964] that for any g € (1, 2) and f = O there exists
an elliptic matrix a with measurable coefficients such that one can find a distributive solution (called a
pathological solution) v € WO1 1)\ WOI’Z(SZ) that satisfies (2-5). These pathological solutions should
be excluded as only the zero function itself is the natural solution, which of course is the unique weak
solution u € WOI’Z(Q) in case f = 0. This indicates that any reasonable theory for g € (1, 2) must be able
to avoid the existence of such pathological solutions.

Thus, to get a theory for all g € (1, 00), the counterexamples mentioned above indicate that we need to
assume more structural assumptions on A, which we shall describe in detail in the next section, where we
recall our problem, introduce the structural assumptions on A and formulate the main results of this paper.

2. Results

As discussed above, we study the problem (1-1) with a mapping A fulfilling (1-2)—(1-6). Further, inspired
by the counterexamples recalled in the previous section and also by the available positive results, we shall
assume in what follows that the mapping A is asymptotically Uhlenbeck; i.e., we will assume that there
exists a continuous mapping A : @ — RN x RV fulfilling the following:

for all ¢ > 0, there exists k > 0 such that ~
’ ’ Alx,n)—A < . 2-1
for almost all x € Q and all n € R™" satisfying || > k, ALk ) )l < el @-1)

This assumption combined with (1-4)—(1-6) implies that A necessarily satisfies
ciln> < A@n-n <ealn® forall n e R™ M. (2-2)

Although the above assumption might seem to be restrictive, it enables us to cover many cases used in
applications. The prototypical example is of the form

A(x,n)=a(x,|n|)n with Alim a(x, A) = a(x), where a € 6(Q). (2-3)
—00

Note that @ may be measurable with respect to x and the required continuity must hold only for a. The
assumptions (1-4)—(1-6) are met if a is strictly positive and bounded and if the function a(x, A)A is
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nondecreasing with respect to A for almost all x € Q. The fact that, besides (1-2)—(1-6), we will not
assume anything more than (2-1) makes our approach general.

Moreover, to obtain the uniqueness of the solution, we will consider a stronger version of (2-1). Namely,
we shall assume that A is strongly asymptotically Uhlenbeck; i.e., we will assume that there exists a
continuous mapping A : @ — RN x RV fulfilling the following:

—A(x)

for all & > 0, there exists k > 0 such that, ‘ dA(x,n) - (2-4)
- <e. -

Ran 877

for almost all x € Q and all n € satisfying |n| > k,

Concerning the example (2-3), the condition (2-4) follows if a(x, A) is differentiable with respect to A for
A>> 1 and limy_, oc]a’(x, A)A| = 0. This includes the approximations for the p-Laplace operator

a(x, |nl) = max{u, |n|?~2}  for p e (1,2),
a(x, Inl) =min{u~", [n|P~2}  for p € (2, 00),

which are (for small p) arbitrary close to the original setting.
The first main result of the paper giving the answer to (2) is the following:

Theorem 2.1. Let Q be a bounded 6'-domain and A satisfy (1-2)—(1-6) and (2-1). Then for any
f e L1(; R™NY) with g € (1, 00), there exists u € Wol’q (2; RN such that

/ A(x,Vu) -Vodx = / f-Vodx forallpe C68’1(52; RM). (2-5)
Q Q
Moreover, every very weak solution u € Wol’é(Q, RY) to (2-5) with some G > 1 satisfies

/|Vﬁ|‘1dx5C(A,q,Q)<l+f|f|qu>. (2-6)
Q Q

In addition, if A is strictly monotone and strongly asymptotically Uhlenbeck, i.e., (2-4) holds, then the
solution is unique in any class Wol’q (2; RV) with g > 1.

Notice here that (2-5) is nothing else than the weak formulation of (1-1). Next, we would like to
emphasize the novelty of the above result. First, to derive the estimate (2-6), one can use the comparison
of (2-5) with the system with A(x, n) replaced by A(x)n to end up with (2-6) provided that the left-hand
side of (2-6) is finite a priori. From this point of view, the a priori estimate (2-6) is indeed clear. On the
other hand, and what is not obvious, is that (2-6) holds for all very weak solutions to (2-5) that belong to
some Wol’é(Q; RN) for some G > 1.

Second, Theorem 2.1 implies that we can construct solutions for the whole range q € (1, 0c0), which
makes the existence theory identical to the theory for linear operators with continuous coefficients since
we know that the linear theory is not true for ¢ =1 or g = oo.

Third, Theorem 2.1 provides the uniqueness of the very weak solution for vector-valued nonlinear
elliptic systems without any additional qualitative properties of a solution, e.g., the entropy inequality. In
particular, the result of Theorem 2.1 directly leads to the uniqueness of a solution when div f is a general
vector-valued Radon measure. As this is of independent interest, we formulate this result in the following
corollary, where we shall denote by the symbol L(2; RV) the space of RY-valued Radon measures.
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Corollary 2.2. Let Q be a bounded €'-domain and A satisfy (1-2)—(1-6) and (2-1). Then for any
f e M(Q; RN), there exists u € WOI’" ~8(Q; R™NY with arbitrary & > 0 such that

f A(x,Vu)-Vodx = (f, ) forall g € €)' (2 RY). (2-7)
Q
Moreover, every very weak solution i € Wol’q(Q, RN) to (2-7) with some G > 1 satisfies for all g € (1, n’)

/QIVfth dx < C(A, g, DA+ FI5)- (2-8)

In addition, if A is strictly monotone and strongly asymptotically Uhlenbeck, i.e., (2-4) holds, then the
solution is unique in any class Wol’q (2; RY) with g > 1.

Although Theorem 2.1 gives the final answer to (2), it is actually a consequence of the following
stronger result. It shows the existence of a solution that is optimally smooth with respect to the right-hand
side in weighted spaces. For p € [1, 00), we denote by 4, the Muckenhoupt class of nonnegative weights
on R" (see Section 3 for the precise definition) and define the weighted Lebesgue space L5 (RQ) :=
{f e LY (Q); fQ|f|1’a) dx < oo}. Then we have the following result.

Theorem 2.3. Let Q2 be a bounded 6'-domain, A satisfy (1-2)—(1-6) and (2-1) and f € Lf)?)(Q; RN
for some pg € (1, 00) and wy € A p,. Then there exists a u € Wol’l(Q; RN) solving (2-5) such that for all
p € (1, 00) and all weights w € ., the estimate

/IVuI”a)dxSC(Ap(a)),SZ,A,p)(l—i—/|f|”a)dx) (2-9)
Q Q

holds whenever the right-hand side is finite. Moreover, every very weak solution i € Wo1 ’q(Q, RY)
10 (2-5) with some g > 1 satisfies (2-9). In addition, if A is strictly monotone and strongly asymptotically
Uhlenbeck, i.e., (2-4) holds, then the solution is unique in any class Wol’q(Q; RN with qg>1.

Clearly, Theorem 2.1 is an immediate consequence of Theorem 2.3. Observe that (2-9) is an optimal
existence result with respect to the weighted spaces. It cannot be generalized to more general weights,
which is demonstrated by the theory for the Laplace equation in the whole R”, where one can prove that
(2-9) holds in general if and only if @ € s4,,. This follows from the singular integral representation of the
solution and the fundamental result of Muckenhoupt [1972] on the continuity of the maximal function in
weighted spaces.

At this point, we wish to present the following corollary of Theorem 2.3. It shows that if f €
L9(82; R™N) the solution constructed by Theorem 2.3 implies an estimate in terms of a Hilbert space
that therefore inherits the spirit of duality. Denoting by M f the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function (see
the Section 3 for the precise definition), we have the following corollary.

Corollary 2.4. Let Q be a bounded €'-domain and A satisfy (1-2)—(1-6) and (2-1). Then for any
f e L9(Q; R™N) witl} q € (1, 2], there exists u € Wol’q(Q; RN) satisfying (2-5). Moreover, any very
weak solution u € WO1 1(Q; RN with some § > 1 fulfilling (2-5) satisfies the estimate

/ﬂwwcm Q f)(1+/|f|‘1dx) (2-10)
o I+ Mpyza =248 o ‘
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As mentioned above, the estimate (2-10) preserves the natural duality pairing in terms of weighted L?
spaces, and as will be seen in the proof, the estimate (2-10) plays the key role in the convergence analysis
of approximate solutions to the desired one. Indeed, the weighted L? integrability is the key property
of the system, and we wish to emphasize that the only L7-a priori information (with ¢ < 2) does not
seem to be sufficient to pass to the limit with the nonlinearity of approximating sequences. The reason
for such a speculation is that all known methods for identification of the weak limit in the nonlinearity
A(Vu) are based on the identification of the “weak” limit of A(Vu) - Vu on “large” sets. However,
having only L7-estimates with ¢ < 2, any identification of this type is impossible. On the other hand,
we believe (based on the result of the paper) that the key estimate should reflect the duality pairing with
possibly Muckenhoupt weight exactly as in (2-10). Having such an estimate, the new technique developed
in the paper allows us to reconstruct the nonlinearity, although it is governed by a weakly converging
subsequence only. It highly relies on the weighted theory that allows us to use the weighted biting div-curl
lemma; see Theorem 2.6. To support the conjecture about the only possible choice of estimates in the
weighted spaces preserving the duality pairing and reflecting the right-hand side, we quote the recent result
[Bulicek and Schwarzacher 2016]. Here the theory for general operators with measurable coefficients and
having a p-Laplacian-like structure is developed for all g € (p — €, p] with € > 0 depending only on the
nonlinearity. Observe that the L9-estimates for these p-Laplacian-like operators and g € (p — ¢, p] have
been known for some time [Lewis 1993; Greco et al. 1997] but the existence even in that case was not
possible. Moreover, we wish to mention that the proof for the a priori estimates by Lewis [1993] already
relied on the characterization of Muckenhoupt weights via the maximal operator. Therefore, we strongly
believe that the effort to establish the very weak solution for the p-Laplace problem should not be blindly
focused on obtaining L7-estimates for g < p but we should rather focus on the weighted L7 -estimates.

Next, we formulate new results that are on the one hand essential for the proof of Theorems 2.3 and 2.1
but on the other hand of independent interest in the fields of harmonic analysis and the compensated
compactness theory. These results are mainly related to two critical problems: first to the a priori
estimate (2-9) and second to the stability of the nonlinearity A (x, Vu) under the weak convergence of Vu.
To solve the first problem, we use the linear system as a comparison to provide (2-9). The weighted theory
for linear problems is known for 2 = R” in the case of constant coefficients (see, e.g., [Coifman and
Fefferman 1974, p. 244]) but seems to be missing for bounded domains and linear operators continuously
depending on x. Therefore, another essential contribution of this paper is the following theorem.

Theorem 2.5. Let Q@ C R" be a bounded 6'-domain, » € A, for some p € (1,00) be arbitrary and
A € Q(Q; RN>nxNy satisfy for all z € R"™N and all x € Q

cilnl* < Ax)n-n <calnf? (2-11)

with some positive constants ¢ and c¢y. Then for any f € LY (S RN there exists unique v €
W, (2 RV) solving

/A(x)w(x)-v(p(x)dxzff(x)-w(x)dx for all ¢ € €)' (2; RY) (2-12)
Q Q
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and fulfilling
/|Vv|f’wdx < C(sz,wpw),p,cl,cz)/|f|f’wdx. (2-13)
Q Q

In addition, if v € Wol‘q(Q; RN) for some g > 1 fulfills (2-12), then v = v.

We wish to point out that we include natural local weighted estimates in the interior as well as on the
boundary that are certainly of independent interest (see Lemmas 5.1 and 5.2).

The second obstacle we have to deal with is an identification of the weak limit, and for this purpose,
we invent a generalization of the celebrated div-curl lemma.

Theorem 2.6 (weighted, biting div-curl lemma). Let Q@ C R" be an open bounded set. Assume that

for some p € (1,00) and given w € , we have a sequence of vector-valued measurable functions
(a¥, bk),fil 1 Q — R" x R" such that

supf la*|Pw + |b¥)7 0 dx < o0. (2-14)
keN JQ

Furthermore, assume that, for every bounded sequence {ck},fil from W(:’OO(Q) that fulfills

Vb =% 0 weakly* in L®(R),

there holds
lim | b*.-vcfdx =0, (2-15)
k—)OO Q
lim [ afo,,c* —dso,cfdx=0 foralli,j=1,... n. (2-16)

k—o0 Jo

Then there exists a subsequence (a*, b*) that we do not relabel, and there exists a nondecreasing sequence
of measurable subsets E; C Q with |2\ E;| — 0 as j — 00 such that

a*—a weakly in L! (2; RY, (2-17)
bk —~b weakly in L' (Q; R"), (2-18)
a*-b*w —~a-bw weaklyin L' (E;) for all j € N. (2-19)

The original version of this lemma, first invented by Murat [1978; 1981] and Tartar [1978; 1979], was
designed to identify many types of nonlinearities appearing in many types of partial differential equations.
However, they assumed stronger assumptions on a* and b* than (2-15)—(2-16), which lead to (2-19)
for E; = Q. To be more specific, they did not assume weighted spaces and considered w = 1 and they
required that (2-15) hold for any c* converging weakly in W!:? and (2-16) for any c* converging weakly
in W7, The first result more in the spirit of Theorem 2.6 is due to Conti et al. [2011], who worked
with @ = 1 and kept (2-15)—(2-16) but assumed the equi-integrability of the sequence a* - b*. Such a
result is then based on the proper use of the Lipschitz approximation of Sobolev functions introduced
in [Acerbi and Fusco 1984], which we shall use here as well. The first use of the biting version of this
result is in [Buli¢ek 2015], where the very similar technique for identification of the nonlinearity as in
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this paper is used but yet without the presence of Muckenhoupt weights. In this paper, we finally use
the full strength of the weighted biting div-curl lemma, which is able to cover a borderline case in two
ways: the integrability assumptions on a* and b* are minimal with respect to Lebesgue spaces (2-14)
and the convergence assumptions (2-15)—(2-16) on div(b*) and curl(a*) are minimal. In addition, exactly
this version of the div-curl lemma was one of the key results of this manuscript used in the recent paper
[Buli¢ek and Schwarzacher 2016] to treat the p-Laplacian problem.

The proof of Theorem 2.6 relies on the original proof but is completed by using the Chacon biting
lemma [Brooks and Chacon 1980; Ball and Murat 1989] and also a very improved Lipschitz approximation
method in the framework of weighted spaces, which is yet another essential result of the paper.

Theorem 2.7 (Lipschitz approximation). Let Q2 C R" be an open set with Lipschitz boundary. Let
g € Wy (2 RY). Then for all » > 0, there exists a Lipschitz truncation g* € W, > (Q2; RN) such that

g'=g and Vg=Vg in{M(Vg) <1}, (2-20)
Vg < IVglximvey<ny + CAxim(veg)>ny almost everywhere. (2-21)

Further, if Vg € LE(Q; RVN) for some 1 < p < oo and w € A, then

/lVg)‘|pa)dx§C(&’lp(Q),Q,N, p)f|Vg|pwdx,
& ¢ (2-22)

/IV(g—gA)I”wdxSC(&%(Q),Q,N, p) Vgl wdx.
Q QN{M(Vg)>1)

This result has its origin in the paper [Acerbi and Fusco 1988]. The approach was considerably
improved and successfully used for the existence theory in the context of fluid mechanics; see, e.g.,
[Frehse et al. 2000; Diening et al. 2008; 2013; Diening 2013] or [Breit et al. 2012; 2013] for divergence-
free Lipschitz approximation. However, these results do not contain the weighted estimates (2-22) and
for this reason we also provide its proof in this paper.

Finally, for the sake of completeness, we present straightforward generalizations of the above results.
First, we establish the theory for the nonhomogeneous Dirichlet problem.

Theorem 2.8. Let Q be a bounded 6'-domain, A satisfy (1-2)—(1-6) and (2-1), f € LE(S2; R™N) and
ug € WH(Q; RN) be such that Vuy € Lf)?)(Q; R™N) for some pg € (1, 00) and wy € Ap,. Then there
exists a solution u of (2-5) such that u — ugy € WOI’I(Q; R™N), and for all p € (1, 00) and all weights
w € dp, the estimate

/|Vu|1’a)dx5C(Ap(a)),Q,A,p)<1+/(|f|p+|Vuo|”)a)dx) (2-23)
Q Q

holds whenever the right hand side is finite. Moreover, every very weak solution u of (2-5) fulfilling i —ug €
Wol’q(Q, RN) with some G > 1 satisfies (2-23). In addition, if A is strictly monotone and strongly asymp-
totically Uhlenbeck, i.e., (2-4) holds, then the solution is unique in any class W59 (S; RN) with § > 1.

Second, we remark that, for the theory for (1-1), the assumptions (2-1)—(2-4) are not necessary and
can be weakened.
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Remark 2.9. At this point, we wish to discuss possible relaxations of the conditions (2-1) and (2-4)
that might be useful for further application of the theory developed here. The proofs of existence or
uniqueness do not require that the matrix A(x, ) converge uniformly to a continuous target matrix A(x)
but rather that the two matrices are “close” for values || > k for some k. Indeed, it is possible to quantify
the necessary closeness in accordance with the ellipticity and continuity parameters of A(x) and 9€2. A
different relaxation of (2-1) and (2-4) could be done in a nonpointwise manner by replacing the pointwise
asymptotic conditions by asymptotic conditions in terms of vanishing mean oscillations (VMO).

We conclude this section by highlighting the essential novelties of this paper:

(1) A complete unified WO1 1 (2; RN )-theory for nonlinear elliptic systems with the asymptotic Uhlenbeck
structure satisfying (1-2)—(1-6), (2-1) and (2-4) has been developed in such a way that the theory is
identical with that for linear operators with continuous coefficients: Theorems 2.1 and 2.8. Moreover,
the new estimate suitable for numerical purposes is established in Corollary 2.4.

(2) A maximal regularity in weighted spaces of any very weak solution is established as well as its
uniqueness, which in particular leads to the uniqueness of very weak solutions to the problems with
measure right-hand side: Theorem 2.3 for the nonlinear case and Theorem 2.5 for the linear setting.

(3) A new tool in harmonic analysis, the Lipschitz approximation method in weighted spaces, is
developed: Theorem 2.7.

(4) A new tool for identification of a weak limit of the nonlinear operator, the biting weighted div-curl
lemma, is invented: Theorem 2.6. Such a tool has a potential to improve the known methods in
compensated compactness theory in significant manner.

To summarize, this paper proposes a new way to attack more general elliptic problems than those discussed
in Section 2. Indeed, it seems that the only missing point in the analysis of more general problems,
e.g., the p-Laplace equation, is the formal a priori estimates beyond the duality pairing. Once such
a priori estimates are available, one can follow the method introduced in this paper and gain an existence
and uniqueness theory for general problems beyond the natural duality. Indeed, the first step in this
direction was already done in [Buli¢ek and Schwarzacher 2016], where more general operators having
the p structure are treated.

The structure of the paper is somewhat in reversed order. After introducing some auxiliary tools and
some necessary notation in Section 3, we first prove the main Theorems 2.1 and 2.3 in Section 4. For that
result, we use the (technical) theorems, which are each independently proved in Sections 5-8. Finally
Section 9 is dedicated to the proofs of the corollaries.

3. Auxiliary tools

3A. Muckenhoupt weights and the maximal function. We start this part by recalling the definition of

the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function. For any f € Llloc([R{”), we define

Mf(x) = sup ]é Oy i ][ )l dy = F )l dy,

R>0 Br(x) |BR(X)| JBrx)



VERY WEAK SOLUTIONS TO NONLINEAR ELLIPTIC SYSTEMS 1125

where Bg(x) denotes a ball with radius R centered at x € R”. We shall use similar notation for vector- or
tensor-valued functions as well. Note here that we could replace balls in the definition of the maximal
function by cubes with sides parallel to the axes without any change. We will also use in what follows
the standard notion for Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces. Further, we say that w : R* — R is a weight if it
is a measurable function that is almost everywhere finite and positive. For such a weight and arbitrary
measurable 2 C R”, we denote the space L. (Q) with p € [1, c0) as

1/p
LP(Q):= {u Q= RS fllpr = (/Qlu(xﬂ”w(x) dx) < oo}

Note that our weights are defined on the whole space R". Next, for p € [1, 0c0), we say that a weight o
belongs to the Muckenhoupt class 54, if and only if there exists a positive constant A such that for every

ball B C R"
, 1/(p'=1)
(][ wdx)(][ a)<1’1>dx) <A if p e (1, 00), (3-1)
B B

Mw(x) <Aw(x) if p=1. (3-2)

In what follows, we denote by A ,(w) the smallest constant A for which the inequality (3-1) or (3-2)
holds. Due to the celebrated result of Muckenhoupt [1972], we know that w € o, is for 1 < p < 00
equivalent to the existence of a constant A" such that for all f € L?(R")

/lelpa)dx §A//|f|pwdx. (3-3)

Further, if p €[1, 00) and w € A, then we have an embedding LP(Q)— LIIOC(Q) since for all balls B C R”

1/p ) 1/p' 1 1/p
][Ifldxf (][Ifl"de> (][ a)(pl)dx> s(sdp(w))”"< flfl"wdx) .
B B B w(B) Jp

In particular, the distributional derivatives of all f € LP are well defined. Next, we summarize some

properties of Muckenhoupt weights in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1 [Turesson 2000, Lemma 1.2.12]. Let w € A, for some p € [1, 00). Then w € s, for all g > p.
Moreover, there exists s = s(p, Ap(w)) > 1 such that w € L} (R") and we have the reverse Holder

1/s
(][ o’ dx) < C(n, Ap(a)))][ wdx. (3-4)
B B

Further, if p € (1, 00), then there exists 0 = o (p, Ap(w)) € [1, p) such that w € A,. In addition, w € s,
is equivalent to =P~V ¢ Ap.

inequality, i.e.,

In the paper, we also use the following improved embedding L2 (Q) — L?OC(Q) valid for all w € o4,
with p € (1, 00) and some g € [1, p) depending only on A ,(w). Such an embedding can be deduced by a
direct application of Lemma 3.1. Indeed, since w € 4, we have w @D ey - Thus, using Lemma 3.1,
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there exists s = s(A,(w)) > 1 such that

1/s
(][ w S dx) < C(Ap(w))][ =P dyx.
B B

Consequently, for g :=sp/(p+s—1) € (1, p), we can use the Holder inequality to deduce that

1/q 1/p 1/(sp)
q b4 —s(p'=1)

1 1/p
SC(Ap(w))(m/BIfI”de> : (3-5)

which implies the desired embedding.
The next result makes another link between the maximal function and # ,-weight.

Lemma 3.2 [Torchinsky 1986, p. 229-230; Turesson 2000, p. 5]. Let f € LIIOC(R”) be such that M f < oo
almost everywhere in R". Then for all « € (0, 1), we have (M f)* € s . Furthermore, for all p € (1, 0c0)
and all o € (0, 1), there holds (M f)~*~1 ¢ Ap.

We would also like to point out that the maximum w; V @, and minimum w; A w; of two 54 ,-weights
are again o ,-weights. For p =2, we even have A (w| A w2) < A(w;) + Az(w2), which follows from the
simple computation

1 1 1
][ww\wzdx][ dxi[(][andx)/\(][a)zdx)] — 4+ —dx
B B W1 AW B B BW®W @

< Az(wy) + Az(w2). (3-6)

3B. Convergence tools. The results recalled in the previous sections shall give us a direct method for
a priori estimates for an approximative problem (1-1). However, to identify the limit correctly, we use
Theorem 2.6, which is based on the following biting lemma.

Lemma 3.3 (Chacon’s biting lemma [Ball and Murat 1989]). Let Q be a bounded domain in R", and let
{v"}°2, be a bounded sequence in L' (). Then there exists a nondecreasing sequence of measurable

subsets E; C Q with |Q2\ Ej| — 0 as j — o0 such that {v"},en is precompact in the weak topology
ole(Ej),for each j € N.

Note here that precompactness of v" is equivalent to the following: for every j € N and every ¢ > 0,
there exists a § > 0 such that for all A C E; with |[A| <J and alln € N

/ V"] dx <. (3-7)
A

3C. Li-theory for linear systems with continuous coefficients. The starting point for getting all a priori
estimates in the paper is the following:

Lemma 3.4 [Dolzmann and Miiller 1995, Lemma 2]. Let Q be a €'-domain and B € 6 (2, RN xnxN)

be a continuous, elliptic tensor that satisfies for all n € RN and all x € Q

ciln* < B(x)n-n <calnl? (3-8)
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for some cy, ¢y > 0. Then forany f € L9(R; RNy with q € (1, 00), there exists unique w € W(}’q(Q; RM)
solving
—div(BVw)=—divf inQ

in the sense of distribution. Moreover, there exists a constant C depending only on B, q and the shape
of Q such that

IVwllzo@) < C(B, g, DI fllzw- (3-9)

4. Proof of Theorems 2.1 and 2.3

First, it is evident that Theorem 2.1 directly follows from Theorem 2.3 by setting w = 1, which is surely
an ¥ ,-weight. Therefore, we focus on the proof of Theorem 2.3. We split the proof into several steps.
We start with the uniform estimates, which heavily rely on Theorem 2.5, then provide the existence proof,
for which we use the result of Theorem 2.6, and finally show the uniqueness of the solution, again based
on Theorem 2.5.

4A. Uniform estimates. We start the proof by showing the uniform estimate (2-9) for arbitrary u €
Wol’q(Q; RY) with ¢ > 1 solving (2-5). Without loss of generality, we can restrict ourselves to the case
g € (1, 2). First, we consider the case when f € LZ)(Q; RN with some weight @ € s4,. For j € N, we
define the auxiliary weight w; :=w A j(1 + M|Vu|)? ~2. Then it follows from Lemma 3.2 and the fact
that g € (1, 2) that w; € s{,. Moreover, we have

Ar(@)) < Ax(@) + Ar(j (1 4+ M|Vu)?7?) = Az(@) + Ao((1+ M|Vu)? %) < C(u, w)

and also that Vu, f € Lij(Q; R"*N). Next, using (2-5), we see that for all ¢ € %8’1 (2; RM)

/A(x)w-wdx:f(f—A(x,W)+A(x)W)-V<pdx. (4-1)
Q Q

Since the right-hand side belongs to LZ)/ (€2; R™N), we can use Theorem 2.5 and the assumptions (1-5)
and (2-2) to get the estimate

/|W|2w,. dxfC(A,Az(wj),sz,cl,cz>/|f—A(x,Vu)+A<x)w|2w,~dx
Q Q
5C(A,u,w,§2,c1,cz)</|f|2a)jdx+/|A(x,vu)—A(x)vu|2w,-dx>
Q Q

5cui,u,w,sz,cl,cz)/(|f|2+k2)w,- dx
Q ~
|A(x, Vi) — A(x)Vul?

(Vulzk) [Vul?

+C(A, u,, R, c1,¢2) |Vul*w; dx.

Finally, we set
2. !

e = =
2C(A,u, w, 2, cy,c2)
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and according to (2-1) we can find k such that
|A(x, Vi) — A(x)Vul? - 1
|Vu]? T 20(Au,0,Q,01,00)
provided that |Vu| > k. Inserting this inequality above, we deduce that

5 1
/qu|2a)jdx5C(A,u,a),Q,cl,cz)/(|f|2+k2)a)jdx—|—§/IVulza)jdx.
Q Q Q

Since we already know that Vu € LZ,]_ (Q; R™N) and k is fixed independently of j, we can absorb the
last term into the left-hand side to get

[ 1vuPo; @ < clumw. 2 e [ QP+ Doyar
Q Q

Next, we let j — oo in the above inequality. For the right-hand side, we use the fact that w; < w, and for
the left-hand side, we use the monotone convergence theorem (notice here that w; /" w since M|Vu| < oo
almost everywhere) to obtain

/|Vu|2wdx§C(A,u,w,sz,c1,c2)<1+/|f|2wdx).
Q Q

Although this estimate is not uniform yet, since the right-hand side still depends on the A, constant
of (1 + M|Vu|)?=2, it implies that Vu € L2 (Q; R**") for the original weight w. Therefore, we can
reiterate this procedure; i.e., going back to (4-1) and applying Theorem 2.5, we find that

f|W|2wdx5C(A,Az(w),Q,cl,cz)f|f-A(x,Vu)+A(x)Vu|2wdx
Q Q

scmiAz<w>,Q,cl,cz>/<|f|2+k>wdx
Q ~

|A(x, Vu) — A(x)Vu|?
\Vu|>k} |Vu|?

+C(A,A2(w),9,cl,cz)/ |Vul>w dx.
{

Since we already know that Vu € L2 (Q; R"V), we can use the same procedure as above and absorb the
last term into the left-hand side to get

fqu|2wdx 5C(cl,cz,Az(w),sz,A)(1+/|f|2wdx). (4-2)
Q Q

We would like to emphasize that the constant C in (4-2) depends on w only through its A,-constant.
Therefore, by the miracle of extrapolation [Cruz-Uribe et al. 2006, Theorem 3.1] (see also [Rubio de
Francia 1984]) applied to the couples (Vu, f), we can extend this estimate valid for all sd,-weights to all
o p-weights. In particular, we find that

/|Vu|pa)dx5C(cl,cz,Ap(w),Q,A)(l—l—f|f|pa)dx) foralll1 <p <ooand we A,
Q Q

which is just (2-9) from our claim.
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4B. Existence of a solution. Let f € LL(Q; R™") with some p € (1, 00) and w € s, be arbitrary.
Then according to (3-5), there exists some gq € (1, 2) such that L2 (Q) < L%(Q). Therefore, defining
wo = (14+Mf)%~2, we can use Lemma 3.2 to obtain that wg € s, and it is evident that f € LiO(Q; RN,

The construction of the solution is based on a proper approximation of the right-hand-side f and a
limiting procedure. We first extend f outside of 2 by zero and define f* := fx ¢|<x)- Then f* are
bounded functions, | f*| 7 | f| and

f*— f strongly in L}, N L (R"; R™N), (4-3)

For such an approximative f*, we can use the standard monotone operator theory to find a solution
uk € Wy (2 RV) fulfilling

/ A(x, Vi) - Vo dx =f X Vedx forall g € Wy?(22; RY). (4-4)
Q Q
Hence, we can use the already proven estimate (2-9) to deduce that
[t fonay = cenex xon. 2. (14 [ 17 Pon )
Q Q
= C(c1, €2, qo, f, Aa(wo), A)<1 +/ | f1Pwo dx)
Q
<Cler, 2, A, f ). (4-5)

Using the estimate (4-5), the reflexivity of the corresponding spaces, the embedding LiO(Q) — L(Q)
and the growth assumption (1-5), we can pass to a subsequence (still denoted by u*) such that

uk = weakly in W, % (2; RY), (4-6)
Vi — Vu  weakly in L2 NL%(Q; R™MY), (4-7)
A(x,Vu*) =~ A weakly in L] NL%(Q; R™M). (4-8)

Next, using (4-5)—(4-7), the weak lower semicontinuity and the unique identification of the limit u
in WI1(Q), we obtain

/|VM|2wodx < Cler, o2, An(an), 2, A)(Hf |f|2wodx). (4-9)
Q Q

The last step is to show that u is a solution to our problem, i.e., that it satisfies (2-5). Using (4-4), (4-3)
and (4-8), it follows that

/A'Vgodx:/f‘vwdx forallgoecﬁg’l(ﬂ;[R{N). (4-10)
Q Q

Hence, to complete the existence part of the proof of Theorem 2.3, it remains to show that

A(x) = A(x, Vu(x)) in Q. (4-11)
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To do so, we use® Theorem 2.6. We denote a* := Vuf and b* := A(x, Vu¥). By using (4-5) and (1-5),
we find that (2-14) is satisfied with the weight wy. Also the assumption (2-15) holds, which follows
from (4-3), (4-4) and (4-10). Finally, (2-16) is valid trivially since akisa gradient. Therefore, Theorem 2.6
can be applied, which implies the existence of a nondecreasing sequence of measurable sets E; such that
|2\ Ej| — 0 and

Ax, Vu*) - VuFwg = A-Vuwy  weakly in L'(E;). (4-12)

For any B € LZO(Q; R™N), we have that Bwg and also A(-, B)wp belong to L%/MO(Q; R**NY) . and

(0]
therefore using (4-7) and (4-8), we can observe that

(A(x, Vu*) — A(x, B)) - (Vu* — B)wg — (A — A(x, B)) - (Vu — B)wy weakly in L'(E;). (4-13)

Due to the monotonicity of A, we see that the term on the left-hand side is nonnegative and consequently
its weak limit is nonnegative as well and we have that

f (A—A(x,B))- (Vu—B)wydx >0 forall BeL (R”")andall jeN. (4-14)
Ej

Therefore, it follows that

f(A—A(x,B))-(w—B)wode/ (A—A(x, B))- (Vu — B)w dx,
Q Q\E;

\Ej
and letting j — oo (note that the integral is well defined due to (4-7) and (4-8)) and using the fact that
|2\ Ej| — 0 as j — oo and the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, we obtain

/ (A—A(x, B))-(Vu—B)woydx >0 forall B e LZ)O(Q; RNy,
Q
Hence, setting B := Vu — ¢G where G € L®(2; R"™") is arbitrary and dividing by &, we get
/ (A—A(x,Vu—¢G))-Gwydx >0 forall G € L¥(Q; R"™*V).
Q

Finally, using the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, the assumption (1-5) and the continuity
of A with respect to the second variable, we can let ¢ — 04 to deduce

/ (A—A(x, Vu))-Gwodx >0 forall G € L®(Q; R™N).
Q

Since wy is strictly positive almost everywhere in €2, the relation (4-11) easily follows by setting, e.g.,

_ A—A(x,Vu)
14+ |A—A(x, Vu)|

Thus, (4-10) follows and u is a very weak solution.

3Althou‘gh Theorem 2.6 is formulated for vector-valued functions, it is an easy extension to use it also for matrix-valued
functions, which is the case here.
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4C. Uniqueness. Letuy, u; € Wol’q(Q; RY) with q > 1 be two very weak solutions to (2-5) for some
given f € L (Q; R™N), where p € (1, 00) and w € s p. Then it directly follows that

/ (A(x, Vuy) — A(x, Vup)) - Vo dx =0 for all ¢ € €)' (2 R™M). (4-15)
Q

First, consider the case that f € L?(2; R"*"). Then using the result of the previous part, we see that
Ui, Uy € WO1 ’2(9; RY), and therefore due to the growth assumption (1-5), we see that (4-15) is valid for all
RS WOI’Z(Q; RY). Consequently, the choice ¢ := u| — u» is admissible, and due to the strict monotonicity
of A, we conclude that Vu; = Vu, almost everywhere in 2 and due to the zero trace also that u; = u5.

Thus, it remains to discuss the case f ¢ L?(Q2; R"*V). But since f € L) (Q; R™N) with p > 1 and o
being the s ,-weight, we can deduce that f € LP0(Q; R"*V) for some py > 1; see (3-5). Consequently,
following Lemma 3.2, we can define the s{,-weight wg := (1+M f)P°~% and we get that f € LLZUO(SZ; RNy,
Therefore, the weighted a priori estimates imply that Vu; € LiO(Q; R"™N) for i = 1, 2. Hence, defining
a new weight w" := 1 A (nwp), which is bounded, we also get that for each n the solutions satisfy
Vu; € Lz)n (Q2; R™N). Moreover, we have the estimate A»(w") < A>(1)+ Az (nwgy) = 14+ Az (wp) < C(f).
Hence, rewriting the identity (4-15) into the form

/ A(x)(Vu; —Vus) - Ve dx =/ (A(X)Vuy — A(x, Vuy) — (A(x)Vup — A(x, Vup))) - Vo dx, (4-16)
Q Q
which is valid for all ¢ € %8’1(9; R"*N), we can use Theorem 2.5 to obtain
/ |Vui — Vi |0 dx < c/ [A(x)Vuy — A(x, Vup) — (Ax)Vur — A(x, Vun)) [P dx  (4-17)
Q Q

with some constant C independent of n. Moreover, due to the properties of the solution and w”, we can
deduce that the integral appearing on the right-hand side is finite. In order to continue, we first recall the
following algebraic result, whose proof can be found at the end of this subsection.

Lemma 4.1. Let A fulfill (1-4), (1-5), (2-1) and (2-4). Then for every & > 0, there exists C such that for
all x € Q and all 1y, 1y € RN

|Ax, 1) — ACx, m2) — A) (1 — m2)| < 811 — mal + C(3). (4-18)

Next, using the estimate (4-18) in (4-17), we find that for all § > 0
/Q|Vu1 —Vu 0" dx < C /Q 8|Vuy — Vus 0" + C(8)w" dx. (4-19)
Thus, setting § := 1/(2C), we can deduce that
/;Z|Vu1—Vu2|2w”dx§C(8)/Qw”dx§C, (4-20)

where the last inequality follows from the fact that €2 is bounded and @™ < 1. Hence, letting n — 00 in
(4-20), using that " /' 1 (which follows from the fact that wg > 0 almost everywhere) and using the
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monotone convergence theorem, we find that
/ |Vu; — Vuy|>dx < C.
Q
Hence, we see that u; —u, € Wol ’Z(Q; RY). In addition, using (4-18) again,
/|A(x,Vu1)—A(x,Vu2)|2dx
Q

52/|A(x,vM1)—A(x)Vul —A(x,Vu2)+A(x)vM2|2dx+2/|A(x)w1 — A(x)Vuo|* dx
Q Q

§C(1+/|Vu1—Vu2|2dx> <C.
Q

Therefore, (4-15) holds for all ¢ € WO1 2(82; RN and consequently also for ¢ := u; — u, and the strict
monotonicity finishes the proof of the uniqueness. It remains to prove Lemma 4.1.

Proof of Lemma 4.1. Let 6 be given and fixed. According to (2-1) and (2-4), we can find k > 0 (depending
on §) such that for all x € Q and all || >k

|A(x, n) — A(x)n| ‘aA(x,m
1 n

To prove (4-18), we shall discus all possible cases of values 1; and 1. Recall here that § and & are already
fixed.

— A(x)

< i (4-21)

The case |n1| < 2k and |n;| < 2k. In this case, we can simply use (1-5) to show that
|AGe, 1) — A(x, m2) — A@) (1 — )| < CA+ ||+ [n2]) < C(1 +4k)

and (4-18) follows.
The case |n1| <2k and |n2| > 2k. In this case, we again use (1-5), which combined with (4-21) leads to

_ A — A(x, b
|AGe, 1) — AG, m) — A@) (1 — 12)] < C+ i) + (x)'”lm' (x, 12) |nz|sC<1+2k)+%

8 _
SC(1+2k+|n1|)+M < C+40) + 8ln2 — ).

Therefore, (4-18) holds. Moreover, the case |n;| > 2k and || < 2k is treated similarly.

The case |n1| > 2k and |n;| > 2k. First, let us also assume that

12l <2[m —n2| and  [m| < 2|1 —n2l. (4-22)
In this setting, we use (4-21) to conclude

Ax)n — A(x, 1)
[n1]

F)
< Z(Iml +1n20) < 8lm —na2l,

il ‘Au)nz — A(x,m)
[12]

|A(x, m1) — A(x, m2) — A(x) (1 — )| < n2]
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which again directly implies (4-18). Finally, it remains to discuss the case when at least one of the
inequalities in (4-22) does not hold. For simplicity, we consider only the case when || > 2|n; — 12|
since the second case can be treated similarly. First of all, using the assumption on 7; and 1, we deduce
that for all r € [0, 1]

(711
[t + A =)l =1Im —t —n2)| = |m|—tin —n2| > |771|—|771—772|272k-

Hence, since any convex combination of #; and 1, is outside of the ball or radius k, we can use the
assumption (4-21) to conclude

|A(x, 12) — A(x, 1) — A) (2 — )|

I'd -
/0 E(A(x, tna+ (1= 1)) — AQ) (tn2 + (1 = 1)) dr

_ /l(aA(x,mz+<1—t>m>
o \ atm+dA—=1)n)

and (4-18) follows. Il

1
)

E/ —|n2 —n1ldt < 8|2 —m|
0o 4

—/i<x>)<n2 — ) dt

5. Proof of Theorem 2.5

We start the proof by getting the a priori estimate in the standard nonweighted Lebesgue spaces, which is
available due to Lemma 3.4. Let us fix a ball Q¢ such that 2 C Q. Since w € A, we can use (3-5) to show
that for some ¢ > 1 we have L (Q¢) = L9(Qp). Thus, f € L (Q; R™N) implies that f € L9(; R™N).
The starting point of further analysis is the use of Lemma 3.4, which leads to the existence of a unique
solution u € WO1 “4(Q; RN) to (2-12) with the a priori bound

B 1/q ) 1/4
(fmrfdx) SC(A,é,Q)(/IfquX) .
Q Q

Consequently, using (3-5), we deduce

1 ; 1/q 1 » 1/p
—_ Vv d CA,p, 2, 4A dx } 5-1
(|Qo|/9' ! x) =crp ”(“’))(w<Qo)/Q'f"" ) -1

It remains to prove the a priori estimate (2-13). We divide the proof into several steps. In the first one, we

shall prove the local (in €2) estimates. Then we extend such a result up to the boundary, and finally we
combine them to get Theorem 2.5.

5A. Interior estimates. This part is devoted to the estimates that are local in €2; i.e., we shall prove the
following:

Lemma 5.1. Let B CR" be a ball, w € s4,, arbitrary with some p € (1, 00) and A € L*°(2B; RN xnxNYy
arbitrary satisfying

cllnl2 <A(X)n-n < C2|77|2 forall x € 2B and all n € RN
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Then there exists 6 > 0 depending only on p, cy, c2 and A ,(w) such that, if
[A(x) —A(y)|<6§ forallx,ye?2B,

then for arbitrary f € LEQ2B; R™N) and u € WH4(2B; RN) with some § > 1 satisfying

/A(x)Vu(x)-Vga(x)dx:/ f(x)-Vo@x)dx forall g € €)' (2B;RY),
2B 2B

the following holds:

1/p 1/p 1/p B 1/q
<][|Vu|pa)dx) §C< |f|pa)dx) +C(][ wdx) ( [Vu|? dx) , (5-2)
B 2B 2B 2B

where the constant C depends only on p, cy, ¢z and A ,(w).

Proof. First, we introduce some more notation. For w, we denote w (S) := f ¢ @ dx. Next, using Lemma 3.1,
we can find ¢ € (1, §) such that w € s,,. Note here that u € W4(2B; RY), which follows from the
fact that 2B is bounded. In what follows, we fix such ¢ and introduce the centered maximal operator
with power ¢

1/q
(My(8)(x) = sup(][ Igl"dy) .
B, (x)

r>0

Since M, (g) = (M(|g]?))"/1, we see from the definition and the choice of g (which leads to w € Apq(RY))
that the operator M, is bounded in L (R™). We shall also use the restricted maximal operator

1/q
(M;(8))(x) = sup (][ |g|‘fdy) :
By (x)

p>r>0

and it directly follows that for every Lebesgue point x of g
18O < (M7 () (x) < (My(8))(x).
The inequality (5-2) will be proven using the proper estimates on the level sets for |Vu/| defined through
0, :={x e R"; My(x25Vu)(x) > A}.

Please observe that O, are open. Next, we use the Calderén—Zygmund decomposition. Thus, for fixed
A > 0and x € BN Q;, using the continuity of the integral with respect to the integration domain, we can
find a ball O, (x) such that

A< ][ |x28Vul?dx <219 and ][ IxogVul?dx <209 forall r >r,. (5-3)
Ory (¥) 0r(x)

Next, using the Besicovich covering theorem, we can extract a countable subset Q; := Q,, (x;) such that
the Q; have finite intersection, i.e., there exists a constant C depending only on #n such that for all i € N

#jeN: QinQ; #2) <C.
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In addition, it follows from the construction that

0,nB={JinB). (5-4)

ieN

1/q
A:=< |Vu|qu) ,
2B

and it directly follows that for any Q C R”

1/q |2B| 1/q
|x25Vu|? dx <\—) A
0 10|

Consequently, assuming that A > 22" A, we can deduce for every Q; that

1/q /q 1/q
2MA <A< < I)(zBVulqu) < (ﬂﬂ) A =22n/4 (ﬂ) A
Qi |Qil 120l

Since g > 1, this inequality directly leads to |2Q;| < |B|. Therefore, using the fact that Q; = Q,, (x;)
with some x; € B, we observe that 2Q; C 2B. Moreover, it is evident that for some constant C depending

Then we set

only on the dimension n
1Qil = C(m)|Qi N BY. (5-5)

Since w € 9, the above relation implies (see, e.g., [Stein 1993, §V.1.7])
w(Qi) = C(n, Ap(w))w(Q; N B). (5-6)
Next, for arbitrary € > 0 and k > 1, we introduce the redistributional set

Ul = O N{x € R"; My(f x2)(x) < eA}.

&
Finally, we shall assume the following (recall that § comes from the assumption of Lemma 5.1):

there exists k > 1 depending only on ¢y, ¢, n, p,

’ NULNB|<C(cy,ca, HQil. (5-7
and A, (@) such that for all s€ (0, 1) and all 1 =27 o |21 VerNBI=Cler.mE)IQ- G-7)

We postpone the proof of (5-7) and continue assuming that it holds true with fixed k such that (5-7)
is valid. Hence, using (5-7), the Holder inequality and the reverse Holder inequality (which follows for
s ,-weights from (3-4)) and (5-6), we obtain for some r > 1 depending only on n, p and A ,(w)

0 N Us)tk N Bl)l/r/
10l
<Cn, p, Ap(w), c1, ) e+ 8" w(Qi) < Cn, p, Ap(w), c1, c2) (e + )" w(Q: N B).

1/r
w(QiNUL NB) < C(”)IQ:'I(][ ddx) (
Qi

By using the finite intersection property of the Q;, we find

o(UlxNB) < Cn, Ap@), c1,¢2) (e +8)" (0, N B). (5-8)
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Finally, using the Fubini theorem, we obtain

(o.¢]

f|VM|pwdx = p/ooa)({(Vu)XB > APAP~1dr < APw(B) —|—p/ A lw(0, NB)Ydr.  (5-9)
B 0 A

Therefore, to get the estimate (5-2), we need to estimate the last term on the right-hand side. To do so,
we use the definition of U j « and the substitution theorem, which leads for all m > kA to

m m m )\‘
[ eonmes [ lewifnpas M’lw({Mq(fsz)>8;})dA
\ |

A kA kA

G-8) e [ o=t k¥
<C(e+5$) / AP a)(O)L/kﬂB)d)»—f—— |Mq(f)(23)|pa)dx
kA peP Jpn

, m/k
SC(p,q,s,Ap(a)))/ |f|f’wdx+c1<l’(s+5)1/’/ Al w (0, N B)dr
2B A

kA
§C(p,q,8,Ap(w))f |f|ﬂwdx+CkP(e+5)1/f’/ AP lw (0, N B)da
2B A

m
+CkP (e +8)V/" / APl w(0, N B)da,
kA

where we used the fact that w € 54, /,. Finally, assuming (note that k is already fixed by (5-7), and at
this point, we fix the maximal value of é arising in the assumption of Lemma 5.1) that § is so small
that CkP§'/"" < % we can find & € (0, 1) such that Ck” (¢ + HY < 3. Consequently, we absorb the last
term into the left-hand side, and letting m — oo, we find that

/Oo,v’—‘w(m NB)dr < C(k, p.q. Ap(w))<f | f1Pwdx + A”w(B))-
kA 2B

Substituting this into (5-9), we find (5-2). To finish the proof, it remains to find £ > 1 such that (5-7)
holds.
Hence, assume that 9; "NBNU g)‘ « 7 9. Then it follows from the definition of U, j . that

1/q
(][ |f|q dx) <2"gA. (5-10)
20;

For A > 22" A (which implies 2Q; C 2B), we compare the original problem with

—div(A;Vh) =0 in20;,
h=u ond2Q;),

(5-11)

where the matrix A; is defined as A; := A(x;). Lemma 3.4 ensures the existence of such a solution (just
consider u — h with zero boundary data). Moreover, the matrix A; is constant and elliptic and therefore
we have the local L™ — L! estimate for 4, i.e.,

sup |Vh| §C][ |Vh| dx, (5-12)
(3/2)Qi 20;
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where the constant C depends only on n, ¢; and c,. Further, since u solves our original problem, we find

—div(A;V(u—h)) =—div((A—A))Vu— ) in2Q;,
u—h=0 on 320;.

Therefore, we can use Lemma 3.4 to observe

][ [V —h)|?dx < C][ |A—A,~|"|Vu|qu+C][ [f19dx < C(e9+689)A1, (5-13)
ZQ, ZQz 2Q1

where for the second inequality we used (5-3), (5-10) and the assumption that |[A(x) — A(y)| < ¢ for
all x, y € B. Then using the definition of Q;, we see that, for all y € Q; and all r > r; /2, we have that
B, (y) C B3, (x;) and Q; C B3, (x;). Consequently,

][ |x28Vu|? dXS3"][ Ix28Vu|?dx <6"117,
Br(y) B3y (x)

where we used (5-3). Choosing k > 6" and assuming that ¢, § < 1, we get by the previous estimate,
the sublinearity of the maximal operator and the weak Harnack inequality (5-12) that for all x € Q; N
{M;(Vu) > kr}

My (Vu)(x) = M7 (Vu) (x) < M2 (VR) (x) + M (Vu = Vi) (x)

1/q
< C<][ |Vh|9 dx) + M2 (Vu = Vh)(x) < Ch+ M7 (Vu — Vi) (x).
20;

Hence, setting k := max{C + 1, 6"}, we can use the weak L?-estimate for the maximal functions and the
estimate (5-13) to conclude

C
(Mg (Vi) > KA} 0 Qil < [(M7"2(Vu = Vi) 22} 0] < — / IV (u—h)|? dx
20;
=C(e+9IQil.
which finishes the proof of (5-7) and Lemma 5.1. Il

SB. Estimates near the boundary. In this part, we generalize the result from the previous paragraph and
extend its validity also to the neighborhood of the boundary.

Lemma 5.2. Let Q@ C R" be a domain with €' boundary, » € A, be arbitrary with some p € (1, 00) and
A € L®(Q; RMN>nXNY pe arbitrary satisfying

ciln?> < A@)n-n<canl* forallx € 2B and all n € R™N
Then there exists r* > 0 and § > 0 depending only on 2, p, c1, ¢ and A ,(w) such that, if

sup  |A(x) =AY =9,

X, yEQ|x—y|<r*
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then for arbitrary f € L (Q2; R™N) and u € Wol’q (2; RN) with some § > 1 satisfying
/ AVu-dex:/ f-Vedx forallgoecég’l(ﬂ; RY)Y, (5-14)
Q Q

we have for all xg € Q and all r < r* the estimate

3 r/q
][ |Vu|”a)dx§][ lelpwdx—l—][ a)dx(][ C|Vu|qu) . (5-15)
By (x0)NS2 Boy (x0)NS2 Boy (x0)NS2 Boy (x0)NS2

First notice that in case By, (xg) C €2 the inequality (5-15) follows from Lemma 5.1. Therefore, we
focus only on the behavior near the boundary. Hence, let xo € 32 be arbitrary. Since Q € ¢!, we know
that there exist o, 8 > 0 and rg > 0 such that (after a possible change of coordinates)

Br‘g ={, x); x| <, alx') =B <x, <a(x)} C L,
B, i={(, xp); ¥ <@, a(x)) < x, <a(x’)+ B} C Q.

Here, we abbreviated (xy, ..., x,) := (x/, x,,). Moreover, we know that for all r < r(/2 it holds that
By (xg) N Q2 C B,Jg and By, (xo) N 2° C B, . In addition, we have a € @' ([—a, ]*") and Va(0) = 0.
For later purposes, we also denote

By, = B, UB, U{(x,x,); [X'| <a, a(x') = x,)
and define a mapping T : B} — B, as
T(x', x) = (x',2a(x") —x,)  with J(x) := VT (x), ie., (J(x))ij := 0y, (T (x));.

It directly follows from the definition that |det J(x)| = 1 and also that T and 7! are ¢' mappings.
Finally, we extend all quantities into B, as follows:

- u(x) for x € B,
u(x) = 1 0
—u(T~'(x)) forxe B, ,
~ Ax for x € BT,
Ax) = ( )—1 1\ T (-1 0
J(T ' x)A(T 'x)J' (T~'x) forxe B,
s (x) for x € B,
f(x) = f -1 ] _0
—J(T ' x)f(T7"(x)) forxe B, .
~ w(x) for x € B},
o(x) = L 0
(T (x)) forxe B, .

It also directly follows from the definition and the fact that u has zero trace on d€2 that it € wla (Byy; RM).
Finally, we show that for all ¢ € €)' (B,,; RV) the following identity holds:

/Ava-wdx:/ f-Vedx. (5-16)
B

) B )
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For this, we observe that for any ¢ € <60 (Bro, RY) and ¢ =¢oT € %8 1(Bro, RY)
(Avﬁ_f).vgodx:/ (AMU( )au"(x) fu( )) 8(,0”“()() dx
By, By, XJ ax;
v A —1
:/ ( TG ;T ) gy ))aw)“(T )
Xj 0x;
T )aéﬂ(Tloc)) o
( Ay )8<T TE A A I Tr oo A
oo U 29"
( A ) P 0 w0 - T >) W g
—/}ﬁ (A(X)Vu(x) — f(x)) - Vo(x) dx.
In particular, for all ¢ € <€>0 1(Bro, RY)
(AVi— f)-V(poT Hdx = —/ (AVu — f)-Vedx. (5-17)
By, B
Thus, if we define for ¢ € %8’1 (Byy; RY) the function
_ (poT*l on B, ,
o {w on B,
then @ € €)' (B,,; RN) and (5-17) implies
/ (AVii— f)-Vgdx =0.
By,
Therefore,
| @va-fvear= [ Gvi-f)-ve-pac= [ Gvi-f)-vie-pan
B, B, By,

Using (5-17) again, we get
/ (AVii— f)-Vedx = —/ (AVu— f)-V((g —p) o T ") dx.
By, B,;
Since (¢ — @) o T~' =0 on 3R, we finally deduce with the help of (5-14) that

/ (AVii— f)-Vodx =0
By,

for all g € €)' (B,,; RY), which proves (5-16).

Consequently, we see that (5-16) holds, and therefore, we shall apply the local result stated in Lemma 5.1.
To do so, we need to check the assumptions. First, the ellipticity of A can be shown directly from the
definition and the fact that J is a regular matrix. Moreover, the constant of ellipticity of A depends only
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on the same constant for A and on the shape of 2. Further, to be able to use (5-2), we need to show small
oscillations of A. Since T is @l

sup |[A(x)— A< sup [JX)A@X)IT(x) = T(MAMIT ()]

x,yeBrB x,yeBr*(')
=C sup [A(x)—AW|+C sup [J(x)—J(yl
x,yeB,J(r) x,yeB%

Similarly, we can also deduce that

sup  |A(x) =A< sup [J@x)AX)JIT(x) — A®Y)]

xeB,%,yerg x,yerg
<C sup |A(x)—AQ)|+C sup |[Jx)AX)JT (x) — Ax)|
x,yeBrJ(r) xEB,JB
<C sup |A(x)—A(y)|+C sup |Va(x)|.
x,yeBr*(') xeB,TS

Therefore, due to the continuity of J and the fact that Va(0) = 0, we see that for any § > 0 we can find
r* > 0 such that

8
C sup |[J(x)—J(y)|+C sup |Va(x’)|<§.

+ +
x,yeBr* xeBr*

Thus, assuming that

1)
sup [A(x) — A()| < 5
x,yeQ;Clx—y|<r*

we can conclude that

sup |A(x) —A(y)| < 8.
x,yEB,*

We find é§ > 0 and fix r* such that all assumptions of Lemma 5.1 are satisfied and we consequently have

1/p B 1/p 1/p B 1/q
(][ |va|f’adx) §C(][ |f|PcT)dx) +C<][ c~odx> (][ \Vii|d dx)
B+ (x0) Box(x0) Byx (x0) Byx(x0)

and (5-15) follows directly.

SC. Global estimates. Finally, we focus on the proof of Theorem 2.5. Recall that the ball Qg is a superset
of Q. Since A is continuous, we can find for any § > 0 some r* such that

sup  |A(x) —A(y)[ =4.

X,y€Q|x—y|<r*

Therefore on any sufficiently small ball, we can use the estimate (5-15). Since Q has ¢! boundary, we
can find a finite covering of 2 by balls B; of radius at most equal to r* such that | B; N 2| > ¢|B;|. Then
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it follows from (5-15) and (5-1) that

/i
) ) w(2B;) i Y
/Q|W| wdxgcfg|f| wdx+C) TG Q|Vu| dx

i

r/q
SC/|f|pwdx+C(p,c},A,§2)w(Qo)</|Vu|‘? dx) §C(A,Q,Ap(w))/|f|pa)dx,
Q Q Q

which finishes the proof of Theorem 2.5.

6. Proof of Theorem 2.6

We start the proof by observing that (2-14) leads to the estimate
/ la* - b¥lwdx < / ld*|1Pw + |PX|P wdx < C.
Q Q

Consequently, we can use Lemma 3.3 to conclude that there is a nondecreasing sequence of measurable
sets £; C Q fulfilling |22\ Ej| — 0 as j — oo such that for any j € N and any ¢ > 0 there exists a § > 0
such that for each U C E; fulfilling |[U| <§

sup/ la* - b lw dx < supf ld*|Pw+ |BX|P wdx <e. (6-1)
keN JU keN JU

Consequently, for any E;, we can extract a subsequence that we do not relabel such that

a*-b*w —~a-bo weakly in L'(E)), (6-2)

where a - bw denotes in our notation the weak limit. Further, since L% () and Lf;(Q) are reflexive, we
can pass to a (nonrelabeled) subsequence with
ar —a weakly in L?(2; R"),

, (6-3)
by — b weaklyin L? (Q; R").

Our goal is to show that
a-bw=a-bw almosteverywhere in 2. (6-4)

Indeed, if this is the case, then it follows that not only a subsequence but the whole sequence fulfills (6-2).
Since w € #,, we can find by (3-5) some g > 1 such that LP(Q) < L9(). This implies

a* —~a weakly in LY(Q; R"). (6-5)

Moreover, since the mapping g — gw'/* is an isometry from L} (2) to L*(£2), we also have
a*o'? —~ aw'’?  weakly in L?(2; R"), (6-6)
P*o'/? —~ bo'P" weakly in LP (Q; R"). (6-7)

Then, extending a* by zero outside €2, we can introduce d* such that

Ad¥ =a* inR":
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i.e., we set d¥ :=a* % G, where G denotes the Green function of the Laplace operator on the whole R”.
Then, using (6-5), we see that

d* —~d weakly in W24 (R"; R"), (6-8)
where
Ad=a inR".

In addition, using (2-14) and the weighted theory for Laplace equation on R” [Coifman and Fefferman
1974, p. 244], we can deduce

V2d* —~ v2d weakly in LP(R"; R"™"™"), (6-9)

Hence, to show (6-4), it is enough to check whether

b (@* =V divd")w —b-(a —Vdivd)w weakly in L' (E)), (6-10)
b* -V (divd")w — b - V(divd)w weakly in L' (E}), (6-11)
for all j e N.
First, we focus on (6-10). Assume for a moment that we know
lim /lak—a+V(diV(d—dk))|tdx =0 (6-12)
k—o0 Jo

for all nonnegative T € %(£2). Then for any ¢ € L*(E)),

lim [ b*-(@* = Vdivd")we dx
k—o00 E;
=lim [ b (a=Vdivd)wpdx+ lim [ b (@ —a+ Vdiv{d — d")we dx
k— 00 E; k— 00 E;

() / b-(a—Vdivd)opdy + lim | 5" (a" —a+Vdivd —d*)wp dx
E; —JE;

J

and (6-10) follows provided that the second limit in the above formula vanishes. However, we first notice
that (for a subsequence) (6-12) implies that

b*. (ak —a+Vdiv(d — dk))a)(p — 0 almost everywhere in . (6-13)

Second, using (6-8) and (6-6), we see that for any U C E;

1/p'
f|bk-(a"—a+Vdiv<d—d’<))w<p|dxsc||w||oo||a"—a||Lg<Q></ |b"|”’a>dx) :
U U

Then the equi-integrability (6-1) also guarantees the equi-integrability of the sequence (6-13), and
consequently, the Vitali theorem leads to

lim b* - (a* —a + Vdiv(d — d"))we dx =0,

k— o0 E;
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which finishes the proof of (6-10) provided we show (6-12). First, it follows from (2-16) and (6-5) that
for a subsequence that we do not relabel 9y, af — 8xjaf‘ — 0y,aj — x;a; strongly in (Wol”(Q))* for all

i,j=1,...,n. Therefore, by the regularity theory for Poisson’s equation, we find that
dy,db — 0, df — d,,d; —d,d; strongly in W7 () (6-14)
foralli, j=1,...,nandallr €[1, g), where g > 1 comes from (6-5). Moreover, using the definition of dk,

n n
af — 0y, divd* =) " 0% dY — 0,0, dfy = D B, (B, df — 0y;dy),
m=1 m=1

X, X, X
. mm m=" ] Jom

and with the help of (6-14), we see that (6-12) directly follows and the proof of (6-10) is complete.
The rest of this section is devoted to the most difficult part of the proof, which is the validity of (6-11).
For simplicity, we denote ek := divd¥, and due to (6-8) and (6-9),

& —~e  weakly in W (R, (6-15)

loc

Vek — Ve weakly in LP(R"; R"), (6-16)
where e = divd. Since we are interested only in the convergence result in 2, we localize e by a proper
cutting outside 2. To be more precise on the ball B (recall that it is a ball such that Q2 C B), we set

k. Jk
ep=e't

with T € @(B) being identically one in 2. In addition, we can observe that

b —~ep  weakly in Wy!(B), (6-17)

Vek — Vep weakly in LE(B; R"). (6-18)

Indeed, the relation (6-17) is a trivial consequence of (6-15), and for the validity of (6-18), it is enough to
show that

/|W’;|Pwdx <C.
B

Since |Ve’l§| < C|Veék| + Clek — () 5| + C|(e¥) 5|, where e’l‘g denotes the mean value of ¢* over B, it
follows from (6-15) and (6-16) that we just need to estimate the term involving lek — (eF) g|. But using
the pointwise estimate |eX — (e¥)g| < C(B)M (Ver),

/B|e’g — (Y plPwdx < ch IM(VeM)|Pwdx < CA,,(@)/R IVek|Pwdx < C,

where we used the properties of o ,-weights. Finally, since 3113 € Wol’1 (B), we can apply the Lipschitz
approximation (Theorem 2.7), which implies that for arbitrary fixed A > A and for any k£ we find the
Lipschitz approximation of e’é on the set B and denote it by e%k. Then thanks to Theorem 2.7, for any A,
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we can find a subsequence (that is not relabeled) such that

Vet ~* Vel weakly* in L%(B; R"), (6-19)
Vet —~ Vel weakly in LE(B; R"), (6-20)
it — el strongly in €(B). (6-21)

Please notice that we do not have any a priori knowledge of how the limit 6)1} can be found; we just know
that it exists.

In the next step, we identify the weak limit of bk . Ve’l;’k. Due to (6-3) and (6-19), we see that
this sequence is equi-integrable and consequently poses a weakly converging (in the topology of L')
subsequence. Therefore, to identify it, it is enough to show that for all n € @(£2)

lim Qb"-w’g*ndx:/gza-wgndx.

k— 00

However, using (2-15), (6-19) and (6-21), we can deduce that

lim | &% Vel ndx = lim
k—oo Jo k— 00

Qbk.(Ve];’}‘—Ve%)ndx—l—/gb-Ve%ndx:/;)b.Ve%ndx

and therefore

b Vet ~b. Vel weakly in L1(Q). (6-22)

Finally, let ¢ € L°°(E ) be arbitrary and C := C(||¢|l«). Then we check the validity of (6-11) as follows:

hm

/(bk V(divd*) —b- V(dlvd))a)cpdx‘ Jim

/ (b* Vel —b-Vep)wp dx

< lim / b Ve —b-Vel)wp dx +Climsup/ 16|V (e, — ™) duc
k— o0 E; k— 00 Ej
+ b V(ep — ep)wg dx
bk Vet —b.ve), 2(16k| |V e | + b Vel
f (b - Vel eB)de‘wumsupf e (14| V 5" + bl Vep) dx‘
k—)oo 1+ew k—oo |JE; l+ew

+ Climsup/ |1V (el — M) | dx +
j

k— 00

/b-V(eB—eﬁ)a)godx‘
E;
ew?| bk ||V ek
§C1imsup/ M—i—Climsup/ 1641V (¢, — 7)o dx
El 1+86() E:

k— 00 k— 00

+

2 A
+C / 0PIV gy o 4+ D+ A + V), (6-23)
E

/:E b-Viep —e)[;)a)(p dx T eo

J

J
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where the last identity follows from (6-22) since ¢®/(1 + ew) is a bounded function whenever & > 0. In
the next step, we show that all terms on the right-hand side vanish when we let ¢ — 04 and A — oo. To
do so, we first observe that thanks to Theorem 2.7 and the weak lower semicontinuity

Vel —~ Vel weakly in L2 (2 R"), (6-24)

Kr ek weakly in Wh(Q), (6-25)

/ |Veh|? 4| Ve |Podx < Clikminf/ |Vek |7 +|Vek|Pwdx < C. (6-26)
Q — JB

Therefore, applying the Holder inequality, we have the estimate
/ b||Veh|wdx < C.
Ej

Consequently, using the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem (and also the fact that w is finite
almost everywhere), we deduce

w?

lim IV)=C hm |b||VeB|

e—>04 e—>04

dx =0. (6-27)

For the second term involving ¢ the key property is the uniform equi-integrability of b¥ stated in (6-1).
Indeed, applying the Holder inequality and (6-26) we have

lim (I) = Chmsuphmsup/ |b¥||Ve ,;}A|8a) |90|

e—=>0y e—04 k—o0

1/p' . 1/p
) (/ [Vey )‘lpa)dx)
w >1/P
dx
1))
’ Ew /p
- Climsuplimsup(/ 1b*1P w dx)
s—>0, k—oo EjNfw=)} l14+ew

) 1/p
< Climsup(/ |bk|”wdx> .
k— 00 E;N{w>A}

Since |{w > A}| < C/A, we can use (6-1) and let A — oo in the last inequality to deduce

< Climsuplimsup(/ 16517 w
Ej

e—>04 k—o0

< Climsuplim sup(/ 1b*”
e—>0; k—o0 E;N{w>A}

w2
lim sup lim sup lim sup / |bk||V |ﬂ dx =0. (6-28)
E; l1+ew

A—o0 &0y k—o00 I
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Next, we let A — oo in all remaining terms on the right-hand side of (6-23). Using (2-22) and the Holder
inequality,
lim sup(Il) = C lim sup lim sup/ |b¥| IV(ell; — elé’k)la) dx
Ej

L— 00 r—o0  k—oo

= C lim sup lim sup IkaIV(elfg — €1§A)|w dx

r—o00  k—00 /E,m{M(veg)>x}

r—o0  k—oo

1/p
< Clim sup lim sup </ 1b|1P w dx) =0, (6-29)
EjN{M(Vek)>1)

where the last inequality follows from the fact that |[{M (Ve’l‘g) > A} < C/X and (6-1). Finally, we are left
to show

lim (1) = lim f b-Vieg —eg)axpdx' =0. (6-30)
A—>00 A—00 E;

However, to get (6-30), it is enough to show that
Ve% — Vep weakly in L7 (Q; R").

Due to (6-26), we however have that there is some eg € W4 (Q) such that

eh ~ep  weakly in Wh(Q),

Vel — Vep weakly in LP(2; R™).
Hence, due to the uniqueness of the weak limit, it is enough to check that ez = ep. To do so, we use the
compact embedding Wh(Q) > L1 (Q) to get
lleg —eglli = lim /le),;—egldxz lim lim |e§’x—eg|dx
r—>00 Jo A—>00k—00 Jo
— lim lim ek
A=>00 k=00 Jon(M(Vek)>1)

< lim lim [le&* — ek [, 12N (M (Vek) > A}]/7 < € 1im A7V =0,
k— o0 A—>00

A—00

— el dx

and consequently (6-30) holds. Hence, using (6-27)—(6-30) in (6-23), we deduce (6-11) and the proof is
complete.

7. Proof of Theorem 2.7

This part of the paper is devoted to the proof of Theorem 2.7. All statements except (2-22) are already
contained in [Diening et al. 2013, Theorem 13] (see also [Diening 2013] for a survey on the Lipschitz
truncation). The first inequality of (2-22) follows directly from the second one, so it is enough to prove
the second estimate.

It follows from (2-20) and (2-21) that

IV(g — g r <IIV(g— g xmme=nllr
<IVegxmvg=iullr +cllixmve=ilpe-
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We need to control the second term in the last estimate. Let us consider the open set {M (Vg) > A}. For
every x € {M(Vg) > A}, there exists a ball B, (y)(x) with

A<f [Vg|dx <2A. (7-1)
B, (x)

These balls cover {M(Vg) > A}. Next, using the Besicovich covering theorem, we can extract from this
cover a countable subset B; that is locally finite, i.e.,

#jeN; BiNB; #} <C(n). (7-2)
Using (7-1) and (7-2), we have the estimate

Ixmeg=nly, = o(M(Ve) > 1) <) 1 w(B)

po L \VeD
=Y(f wetar)om <3 f waros(f o0 var) T wa
i ! i i i

< dp(w) Zf IVglPwdx < C(n)sd,(w) Vgl wdx.
T JBi {(M(Vg)>2r}

This directly leads to the inequality
I X g=2llp < C)sty @) P IV g X vgy=1 2+

which proves the desired estimate (2-22).

8. Proof of Theorem 2.8

We present only a sketch of the proof here since all steps were already justified in the proof of Theorem 2.3.
Hence, to obtain the a priori estimate (2-23), we observe that

/Q A(X)(Vu = Vug) - Vodx = /Q(f — A(x)Vug+ A(x)Vu — A(x, Vu)) - Vo dx,
which by the use of Theorem 2.5 (note here that u — ug has zero trace) and (2-1) leads to
/Q|Vu — VuplPwdx <C /Q(lflf’ + | Vuo|? + |A(x)Vu — A(x, Vu)|?)w dx
<C(e) /Q(|f|p + [Vuo|” + Do dx +8f9|Vu|”wdx.

Consequently, choosing ¢ small enough and using the triangle inequality, we find (2-9). The existence is
then identically the same; we just also need to approximate 1 by a sequence of smooth functions such that

u’5 — up strongly in whi(Q; RV).
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Finally, for the uniqueness proof, we use a similar procedure and see that if #; and u; are two solutions then
fQ A(x)(Vu; — Vup) - Vo dx = /Q(A(x)(wl —Vuy) + A(x, Vuy) — A(x, Vuy)) - Vo dx,

and since u; —up € WO1 ’(;(Q; R"), we may now follow step by step the proof of Theorem 2.3.

9. Proofs of corollaries

Proof of Corollary 2.2. The proof of Corollary 2.2 is rather straightforward. Indeed, for a given measure
f € M(2; RY), we can use the classical theory and find v € Wol’” ~5(Q; RY) for all ¢ > 0 solving

/ Vu-Vedx = (f,¢) forallpee)!(Q;RY).
Q
Then it follows that u is a solution to (2-7) if and only if it solves
/ A(x, Vu) - Vo dx = / Vu-Vedx forall g € €)' (2; RY). (9-1)
Q Q

Thus, we can now apply Theorem 2.1 with f := Vv and all statements in Corollary 2.2 directly follow. [J

Proof of Corollary 2.4. We show that Corollary 2.4 can be directly proved by using Theorem 2.3. Indeed,
by setting
wi=1+MHI2=MA+D)

where we extended f by zero outside €2, we can use Lemma 3.2 to deduce that w € s, provided that
lg —2| < 1. Since g € (1, 2), we always have |g — 2| < 1 and therefore w € ;. Consequently, we can
construct a solution # according to Theorem 2.3. Next, using (2-9) and the continuity of the maximal
function, we can deduce

/%dx=/|Vu|2wdx<C(A () Q)(l+/|f|2wdx>
o (1+Mf)>d o =R o

~ I

~cunw. o1+ [ i o)

< ClAr (), sz)(l +/ (M) dx) <c . q)(l +f TG dx>,
Q Q

which is nothing else than (2-10). O
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ON POLYNOMIAL CONFIGURATIONS IN FRACTAL SETS

KEVIN HENRIOT, IZABELLA EABA AND MALABIKA PRAMANIK

We show that subsets of R” of large enough Hausdorff and Fourier dimension contain polynomial patterns
of the form

(, x+A1y, .., x+ Ay, x+HAY+0Oe,), xeR', yeR",

where A; are real n x m matrices, Q is a real polynomial in m variables and e, = (0, ..., 0, 1).

1. Introduction

We investigate the presence of point configurations in subsets of R” which are large in a certain sense.
When E is a subset of R" of positive Lebesgue measure, a consequence of the Lebesgue density theorem
is that E contains a similar copy of any finite set. A more difficult result of Bourgain [1986] states that
sets of positive upper density in R” contain, up to isometry, all large enough dilates of the set of vertices
of any fixed nondegenerate (n—1)-dimensional simplex. In a different setting, Roth’s theorem [1953]
in additive combinatorics states that subsets of Z of positive upper density contain nontrivial 3-term
arithmetic progressions.

When a subset £ C R is only assumed to have a positive Hausdorff dimension, a direct analogue of
Roth’s theorem is impossible. Indeed Keleti [1999] has constructed a set of full dimension in [0, 1] not
containing the vertices of any nondegenerate parallelogram, and in particular not containing any nontrivial
3-term arithmetic progression. Maga [2011] has since extended this construction to dimensions n 2> 2. The
work of Laba and Pramanik [2009] and its multidimensional extension by Chan et al. [2016] circumvent
these obstructions under additional assumptions on the set £, which we now describe.

When E is a compact subset of R”, Frostman’s lemma [Wolff 2003, Chapter 8] essentially states that
its Hausdorff dimension is equal to

dimg E = sup{a €[0,n): sup w(B(x,r))r % <oo forsome u e Jl/L(E)},
xeR?, r>0
where AL(E) is the space of probability measures supported on E. On the other hand, the Fourier dimension
of E is

dimg E = sup{,B € [0,n) : sup ||+ 1€])P/? < 0o for some € JI/L(E)}.
SER”
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It is well-known that we have dimg(E) < dimg(E) for every compact set E, with strict inequality in
many instances, and we call £ a Salem set when equality holds. There are various known constructions
of Salem sets [Salem 1951; Kaufman 1981; Bluhm 1996; 1998; Kahane 1985; Laba and Pramanik
2009; Hambrooke 2016], several of which [K6rner 2011; Chen 2016] also produce sets with prescribed
Hausdorff and Fourier dimensions 0 < 8 < « < n.

In a very abstract setting, one may ask whether it is possible to find translation-invariant patterns of the
form

Q(x,y) =, x+o1(y),....x +@(y) (1-1)

in the product set E x --- x E, where the ¢; : @ C R" — R" are certain shift functions. When
n+m > (k4 1)n, the map ® is often a submersion of an open subset of R"*” onto R®*1D” and then
one can find a pattern of the desired kind in £ via the implicit function theorem. A natural restriction
is therefore to assume that m < kn in this multidimensional setting. Chan et al. [2016] studied the case
where the maps ¢;(y) = Ay are linear for matrices A; € R"*", generalizing the study of Laba and
Pramanik for 3-term arithmetic progressions, under the following technical assumption:

Definition 1.1. Let n, k, m > 1 and suppose that m = (k —r)n+n’ with 1 <r <k and 0 < n’ <n. We

say that the system of matrices Ay, ..., Ay € R"™ is nondegenerate when
AT ... AT
rk |: ) .Ikr+1] =(k—r+Dn
In xn "0 nxn
for every set of indices {ji, ..., ji—r+1} C {0, ..., k}, with the convention that Ay = 0,, .

Requirements similar to the above arise when analyzing linear patterns by ordinary Fourier analysis in
additive combinatorics [Roth 1954], and there is a close link with the modern definition of linear systems
of complexity one [Gowers and Wolf 2010]. The main result of [Chan et al. 2016] gives a fractal analogue
of the multidimensional Szemerédi theorem [Furstenberg and Katznelson 1978] for nondegenerate linear
systems when the Frostman measure has both dimensional and Fourier decay. We only state it in the case
where n divides m for simplicity.

Theorem 1.2 (Chan, Laba and Pramanik). Letn,k,m > 1, D > 1 and «, B € (0, n). Suppose that E is a
compact subset of R" and 1 is a probability measure supported on E such that'

w(B(x,r)) < Dr* and |i@E)|<Dn—a) P(1+E)F?

forallx e R", r > 0 and & € R". Suppose that (Ay, ..., Ay) is a nondegenerate system of n X m matrices
in the sense of Definition 1.1. Assume finally that m = (k —r)n with 1 <r < k and, for some ¢ € (0, 1),
k 2(kn—
[§—|n <m <kn, (knTlm) +e<B<n, N—CikmeDA)SU<H

In fact, this theorem was proved in [Chan et al. 2016] under the more restrictive condition | (£)| < D(1 + |& |)_ﬁ/ 2 for
a fixed constant D. However, by examining the proof there, one can see that the constant D = Dy may be allowed to grow
polynomially in n — ¢, as was the case in the original argument of [Laba and Pramanik 2009].
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for a sufficiently small constant ¢, k m.e,p,(a;) > 0. Then, for every collection of strict subspaces Vi, ..., 'V,
of R"™™  there exists (x, y) € R"™™™ \ VyU---UV, such that

(x,x+A1y,...,x+Aky)eEk+1.

Note that the Hausdorff dimension « is required to be large enough with respect to the constants
involved in the dimensional and Fourier decay bounds for the Frostman measure. A construction due to
Shmerkin [2015] shows that the dependence of « on the constants cannot be removed.

In practice, Salem set constructions provide a family of fractal sets indexed by «, and it is often possible
to verify the conditions of Theorem 1.2 for « close to n; this was done in a number of cases in [Laba
and Pramanik 2009]. The requirement of Fourier decay of the measure u serves as an analogue of the
notion of pseudorandomness in additive combinatorics [Tao and Vu 2006], under which we expect a set
to contain the same density of patterns as a random set of the same size.

In this work we consider a class of polynomial patterns, which generalizes that of Theorem 1.2. We
aim to obtain results similar in spirit to the Furstenberg—Sarkézy theorem [Sarkézy 1978; Furstenberg
1977] in additive combinatorics, which finds patterns of the form (x, x + yz) in dense subsets of Z. A
deep generalization of this result is the multidimensional polynomial Szemerédi theorem in ergodic
theory of [Bergelson and Leibman 1996; Bergelson and McCutcheon 2000] (see also [Bergelson et al.
2008, Section 6.3]), which handles patterns of the form (1-1) where each shift function ¢; is an integer
polynomial vector with zero constant term. By contrast, the class of patterns we study includes only one
polynomial term, which should satisfy certain nondegeneracy conditions. We are also forced to work with
a dimension n > 2, and all these limitations are due to the inherent difficulty in analyzing polynomial
patterns through Fourier analysis. On the other hand, we are able to relax the Fourier decay condition on
the fractal measure needed in Theorem 1.2.

Theorem 1.3. Letn,m,k >2, D > 1 and a, B € (0, n). Suppose that E is a compact subset of R" and
W is a probability measure supported on E such that

w(B(x,r)) < Dr* and |i@E)|<Dn—a) P(1+E)F?

forallx e R*, r > 0 and § € R". Suppose that (Ay, ..., Ay) is a nondegenerate system of real n x m
matrices in the sense of Definition 1.1. Let Q be a real polynomial in m variables such that Q(0) = 0 and
the Hessian of Q does not vanish at zero. Assume furthermore that, for a constant By € (0, n),

(k—Dn<m<kn, PBo<B<n, nN—CpynimDbD,A)Q <U<N

for a sufficiently small constant cg, n k.m.p,(A;),0 > 0. Then, for every collection Vi, ..., V, of strict
subspaces of R"*", there exists (x, y) € R"™ ~ (VU---UV,) such that

(X, x A1y, ..., X+ A1y, X+ Ay + O(y)ey) € EFFL (1-2)

where e, = (0,...,0, 1).

Our argument broadly follows the transference strategy devised by Laba and Pramanik [2009] and
its extension by Chan and these two authors [Chan et al. 2016]. However, the case of polynomial
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configurations requires a more delicate treatment of the singular integrals arising in the analysis. The
weaker condition on 8 is obtained by exploiting restriction estimates for fractal measures due to Mitsis
[2002] and Mockenhaupt [2000]. A more detailed outline of our strategy can be found in Section 3. By
the method of this paper, one can also obtain an analogue of Theorem 1.2 with the same relaxed condition
on the exponent §, and we state this version precisely in Section 9.

For concreteness’s sake, we highlight the lowest-dimensional situation handled by Theorem 1.3. When
k =n =2 and m = 3, this theorem allows us to detect patterns of the form

Y1 V1
0
PR P P
X2 X2 X2 OWy1, y2, ¥3)
V3 V3

for matrices A;, A> € R**3 of full rank such that A; — A, has full rank and for a nondegenerate
quadratic form Q in three variables. We may additionally impose that y;, y2, y3 € R \ {0} by setting
V; ={(x, y) € R’: y; =0} in Theorem 1.3. For example, when A| = [(1) (1) 8], Ay = [? 8 (1)] and Q(y) =|y/|%,
we can detect the configuration

|:X1] [Xl +y1:| [ X1+ y3 :|
] m+nl tn+yi+yi+y3
with y1, ¥, ¥y3 € R~ {0}. However, we cannot detect the configuration

(@, x+y,x+)), xeR, yeR\{0},

for then we have n = m = 1 and k = 2, and the condition m > (k — 1)n is not satisfied.

Note also that, in the statement of Theorem 1.3, one may add a linear term in variables yi, ..., y,, to
the polynomial Q without affecting the assumptions on it. This allows for some flexibility in satisfying
the matrix nondegeneracy conditions of Definition 1.1, since one may alter the last line of Ay at will. For
example, the degenerate system of matrices [(1) (1) 8], [8 8 (1)] and the polynomial Q(y) = |y|? give rise to

|:x1:| |:x1+y1:| |:x1+}’3 :|
ol e+l [e+yP?
Rewriting | yI2=y1 +y2 4+ y3 + Q1(y), we see that Q; still has nondegenerate Hessian at zero and the
configuration is now associated to the system of matrices [(1) (1) 8], [0 v 1], which is easily seen to be

111
nondegenerate. One possible explanation for this curious phenomenon is that, by comparison with the

the configuration

setting of Theorem 1.2, we have an extra variable at our disposition, since m > (k — 1)n > [%k—|n
Finally, we note that there is a large body of literature on configurations in fractal sets where Fourier
decay assumptions are not required. Here, the focus is often on finding a large variety (in a specified
quantitative sense) of certain types of configurations. A well-known conjecture of Falconer [Wolff 2003,
Chapter 9] states that when a compact subset £ of R"” has Hausdorff dimension at least %n, its set
of distances A(E) = {|]x — y| : x, y € E} must have positive Lebesgue measure. This can be phrased
in terms of E containing configurations {x, y} with |x — y| = d for all d € A(E), where A(E) is
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“large”. Wolff [1999] and Erdogan [2005; 2006] proved that the distance set A(E) has positive Lebesgue
measure for dimg £ > %n + % and Mattila and Sjolin [1999] showed that it contains an open interval for
dimy E > %(n + 1). More recently, Orponen [2015] proved using very different methods that A(E) has
upper box dimension 1 if E is s-Ahlfors—David regular with s > 1. There is a rich literature generalizing
these results to other classes of configurations, such as triangles [Greenleaf and Iosevich 2012], simplices
[Grafakos et al. 2015; Greenleaf et al. 2014a], and sequences of vectors with prescribed consecutive
lengths [Bennett et al. 2015; Greenleaf et al. 2014b].

In a sense, the configurations studied in these references enjoy a greater degree of directional freedom,
which ensures that they are not avoided by sets of full Hausdorff dimension. By contrast, a Fourier decay
assumption is necessary to locate 3-term progressions in a fractal set of full Hausdorff dimension (as
mentioned earlier) and, in light of recent work of Méthé [2012], it is likely that a similar assumption is
needed to find polynomial patterns of the form (1-2). It is, however, possible that our nondegeneracy
assumptions are not optimal, or that special cases of our results could be proved without Fourier decay
assumptions.” Loosely speaking, we would expect that configurations with more degrees of freedom are
less likely to require Fourier conditions, but the specifics are far from understood and we do not feel that
we have sufficient data to attempt to make a conjecture in this direction.

2. Notation

We define the following standard spaces of complex-valued functions and measures:

C(%([R{d) = {continuous functions on [REd},
S’(Rd) = {Schwartz functions on Rd},
C62"’([#?%") = {smooth compactly supported functions on R?},
@’ +([F\R”l) = {nonnegative smooth compactly supported functions on R},

A/L+(Rd) = {finite nonnegative Borelian measures on R? }.

Similar notation is employed for functions on T¢. We write e(x) = e*”* for x € R. We let £ denote
either the Lebesgue measure on R? or the normalized Haar measure on T¢. We let do denote generically
the Euclidean surface measure on a submanifold of RY. When f is a function on an abelian group G and
t is an element of G, we denote the 7-shift of f by T'f(x) = f(x +1). When A is a matrix we denote its
transpose by AT. We also write [n] = {1, ..., n} for an integer n and Ny = N U {0}.

3. Broad scheme

In this section we introduce the basic objects that we will work with in this paper. We also state the
intermediate propositions corresponding to the main steps of our argument, and we derive Theorem 1.3
from them at the outset.

2 After this article was first submitted for publication, a result of this type was indeed proved by losevich and Liu [2016].
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We fix a compact set E C R" and a probability measure p supported on E. For technical reasons, we
suppose that E C [ 1€ 6 ; 6] We fix two exponents 0 < 8 < o < n, as well as two constants D, D, > 1,
where the subscript in the second constant indicates that it is allowed to vary with o. We assume that the
measure p verifies the following dimensional and Fourier decay conditions:

w(B(x,r)) <D (xeR", r>0), (3-1)
|26 < Da(1+1EDTF2 (£ € RY). (3-2)
We suppose that the second constant involved blows up (if at all) at most polynomially as « tends to n:

Dy < (n— o) 00, (3-3)

We also let k > 3 and we consider smooth functions ¢y, ..., ¢ : 2 C R" — R", where Q is an open
neighborhood of zero. We are interested in locating the pattern

S, y) =0, x+@1(y), ..., x +@(y) (3-4)

in EX*1, While this abstract notation is sometimes useful, in practice we work with the maps

(@1 - k(M) = (Ary, ..., Ak—1y, Ary + Q(Ven), (3-5)
where (Aq, ..., Ax) is a nondegenerate system of n x m matrices in the sense of Definition 1.1 and
0 € R[y1, ..., vl is such that Q(0) = 0 and the Hessian of Q does not vanish at zero. We also fix a

smooth cutoff ¥ € 62°, (R™) supported on €2 such that i > 1 on a small box [—c, c]" and the Hessian
of Q is bounded away from zero on the support of 1. This cutoff is used in Definition 3.2 below. We
take the opportunity here to state an equivalent form of Definition 1.1 when m > (k — 1)n.

Definition 3.1. If m > (k — 1)n, we say that the system of matrices (A;)i<i<x With A; € R™™ is

nondegenerate when, for every 1 < j < k, and writing [k] = {i1, ..., ix—1, j}, the matrices
[A] ... AT ..o AQL, [(A] —AD) ... (A] | —A])]
(where the hat indicates omission) have rank (k — 1)n.
We also state a few notational conventions applied throughout the article. When (A, ..., Ag) is

a system of n x m matrices, we define the kn x m matrix A by AT = [A{ e AZ]. Unless mentioned
otherwise, we allow every implicit or explicit constant in the article to depend on the integers n, k, m, the
constant D, the matrices A; and the polynomial Q, and the cutoff function . This convention is already
in effect in the propositions stated later in this section.

We start by defining a multilinear form which plays a central role in our argument.

Definition 3.2 (configuration form). For functions fy, ..., fr € $(R"), we let

A(fo, -5 fr) = / - Jo) filx +o1(0) - -+ fiu(x + @ (y)) dx ¥ (y) dy.

In Section 4, we show that the multilinear form has the following convenient Fourier expression:
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Proposition 3.3. For measurable functions Fy, ..., F;, on R" and K on R we let
AN(Fy, ..., Fi; K) =/ Jol=d1 = =8RG - Fr () K (§) d§ (3-6)
(R
whenever the integral is absolutely convergent or the integrand is nonnegative. For all fy, ..., fi € F(R"),
we have

A(an""fk):A*(fO""vf;(;J),

where J is the oscillatory integral of Definition 4.1.

We may extend the configuration operator to measures whenever we have absolute convergence of the
dual form:

Definition 3.4. When Ao, ..., Ax € AT (R") are such that A*(JAg|, ..., [Acl; |J]) < oo, we define
A, s i) = Aoy -y i ).

When A ; € #(R"), this is compatible with Definition 3.2 by Proposition 3.3.

The next step, carried out in Section 5, is to obtain bounds for the dual multilinear form evaluated at
the Fourier-Stieltjes transform of the fractal measure . Such bounds hold only in certain ranges of «, 8
and under certain restrictions on n, k, m.

Proposition 3.5. Let By € (0, n) and suppose that, for a constant ¢ > 0 small enough with respect to n, k
and m,
k—1n<m<kn, Bo<B<n, n—cfpsa<n. (3-7)
Then
AR - AL 1D Spy (=)0, (3-8)

Recalling Definition 3.4, we see that A(u, ..., n) is well-defined under the conditions (3-7). In
practice, we will need slight variants of Proposition 3.5, which are discussed in Section 5. In the same
section, we obtain singular integral bounds for bounded functions of compact support.

Proposition 3.6. Suppose that m > (k— 1)n. Then there exists € € (0, 1) depending at most on n, k and m
such that the following holds: for functions fy, ..., fir € €2°(R") with support in [ ! 1]",

T2
. o~
Ao SIS TT 1505 - L 11GE
0<j<k

In Section 6, we construct a measure detecting polynomial configurations, by exploiting the finiteness
of the singular integral in (3-8) and the uniform decay of the fractal measure.

Proposition 3.7. Let By € (0, n) and suppose that (3-7) holds. Then there exists a measure v € M+ (R*T™)
such that

o vll=Am, ..., ©w,
e v is supported on the set of (x, y) € R"* x Q such that (x,x +¢1(¥), ..., x + ¢ (y)) € EFF1,
e V(H) =0 for every hyperplane H < R"™™,
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In Section 7, we show how to obtain a positive mass of polynomial configurations in sets of positive
density, through the singular integral bound of Proposition 3.6 and the arithmetic regularity lemma from
additive combinatorics.

Proposition 3.8. Suppose that m > (k — 1)n. Then, uniformly for every function f € €2°(R") such that
Supp f C [—%. 5] 0< f<land [ f=1 € (0, 1], we have

A(f,.... )2 L.

In Section 8, we show how to obtain a positive mass of configurations by a transference argument, by
which the fractal measure u is replaced by a mollified version of itself which is absolutely continuous
with bounded density, allowing us to invoke Proposition 3.8.

Proposition 3.9. Let By € (0, n) and suppose that
k—Dn<m<kn, PBp<B<n, n—cBy<a<n
for a sufficiently small constant c(By) > 0. Then

A(i, ..., n)>0.

At this stage we have stated all the necessary ingredients to prove the main theorem.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. We may assume that £ C [—1—16, %]n after a translation and dilation, which does
not affect the assumptions on u, (A;) and Q except for the introduction of constant factors in bounds. By

Proposition 3.7, there exists a measure v € T (R"*™) with mass A(u, ..., u) supported on
X={(, ) eR" xQ:(x,x+ A1y, ..., x+ A1y, x + Ay + Q(Ve,) € EFH'}

and such that v(V;) = 0 for every collection of hyperplanes Vi, ..., V, of R"*". We have therefore
proven the result if we can show that [|v]| = A(u, ..., u) >0, for then v(X \ (Vi U---UV,)) > 0 and the
set X (V1 U---UV,) cannot be empty. We may apply Proposition 3.9 to obtain precisely this conclusion
when « is close enough to n with respect to By (and the other implicit parameters n, k, m, D, A, Q). U

To conclude this outline, we comment briefly on the role that the Fourier decay hypothesis plays in
our argument. Using the restriction theory of fractals, the assumption (3-2) is used together with the ball
condition (3-1) in Appendix B to deduce that || 1|2+, < oo for an arbitrary ¢ > 0, provided that « is close
enough to n (depending on ¢). The Hausdorff dimension condition (3-1) alone does yield information
on the average Fourier decay of p, via the energy formula [Wolff 2003, Chapter 8], but this type of
estimate seems to be insufficient to establish the boundedness of the singular integrals we encounter.
Section 5 on singular integral bounds and Section 7 on absolutely continuous estimates only use the
Fourier moment bound above. On the other hand, the estimation of degenerate configurations in Section 6
and the transference argument of Section 8 exploit in an essential way the assumption of uniform Fourier
decay.
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4. Counting operators and Fourier expressions

In this section we describe the various types of pattern-counting operators and singular integrals that
arise in trying to detect translation-invariant patterns in the fractal set of the introduction. First, we
define an oscillatory integral which arises naturally in the Fourier expression of the configuration form in
Definition 3.2.

Definition 4.1 (oscillatory integral). For & € (R")* and # € R™ we define
B®) = [ e+ A3+ 60 QI dy. T =
Rm

We now derive the dual expression of the configuration form announced in Section 3.

Proof of Proposition 3.3. By inserting the Fourier expansions of fi, ..., fr and using Fubini, we have
A(fos ..oy f) = / / So) fi(x +@1(3) -+ fiu(x + @ (y)) dx ¥ (y) dy
Rt JRm

[ je-fe /R Solr)el(Er 4+ -+ &) - x] dx

(Rm)*

X/me[fl Q)+ B o)W () dy dE - .

Recalling Definition 4.1 and the choice (3-5), we deduce that

NG fo(—=&1— - =8 fiED -~ fuG) T () d&; - - - d&. O

(R

We single out a useful bound for the configuration operator, typically used when the A; are either the
measure u or a mollified version of it.

Proposition 4.2. For measures Mg, . .., Ax € T (R"), we have
k
[AGho, - 2] < [T IR - A Aol ™5, 1Rl =53 171D,
=0

where the left-hand side is absolutely convergent if the right-hand side is finite.

Proof. This follows from Definition 3.4 and the successive bounds

A Gos .., 3 D] <[

ey POE T H BT ED ] POl ()]0

k
< H||i,-||§o/(w|io<sl+---+sk)|l8|Xl<sl)|l8---|ik<§k>|”|J<s)|ds. O
j=0

In some instances we will need a slightly more general multilinear form, as follows.
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Definition 4.3 (smoothed configuration form). For functions fy, ..., fi € $(R") and F € F(R"*™), let

Afore fis F) = / /mm, WA AG OO - it + O dr () dy.  (@1)

Proposition 4.4. For functions fy, ..., fr € F(R") and F € S(R"™™), we have

k
A(fo. .- fi F) =f F(k,0) fo—rc =1 ==& [ ] fi € To (&) dE dic db.
R” x Rm (R”)k j:l
Proof. By inserting the Fourier expansions of F, fi, ..., fr and using Fubini, we obtain

Afore fis F) = / /mm, WA fi(r 910 -+ filx +oe(y)) dx ¥ (y) dy

:/Rn le:"(x,é’) fl(él)-..f(ék)/wfo(x)e[(fc+gl+...+§k),x]dx

Rk

xf 0 y+E - 1)+ +Er oY () dy &, - - - d& di d6

=/ F(x,0) fol—kc =& — - = &) fiED) - - &) Jp(§)dEdicdo. O
R x R (Rm)*

5. Bounding the singular integral

This section is devoted to the central task of bounding the singular integral (3-6) when the kernel K
involved is the oscillatory integral Jy from Definition 4.1. We will rely crucially on the following decay
estimate:

Proposition 5.1. Assuming that the neighborhood Q2 of zero has been chosen small enough, we have
[To(E) S (14 |ATE+0) ™" (E e R, 0 eR™). (5-1)

Proof. By Definition 4.1, we have Jy(§) = [ (AT€ + 0, &,,), where
[0 = [ o3+ i QONp ).

Consider the hypersurface S = {(y, Q(y)) : y € Supp(¥/)} of R™*!: then our assumptions on Q mean
that S has nonzero Gaussian curvature. Observe that [ is the Fourier transform of 1} dog, where oy is the
surface measure on S and ¥ is a smooth function with the same support as . Therefore it satisfies the
decay estimate [Stein 1993, Chapter VIII]

s YDl S A+ [+ 1 me D2
uniformly in (¥, y41) € R™H!, which concludes the proof. (|

The main result of this section is a bound on the singular integral for functions in L® for a range of s
depending on n, m, k. In practice we will apply the proposition below when s is close to 2, which requires
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the parameter m’ to be larger than (k — 1)n, and when the functions F; are powers of || or bounded
functions supported on [—1, 11"

Proposition 5.2. Let 1+ % <s <k+1and m' > 0, and write
Kow &) =(1+|ATE4+0)"? (& @®) 0eR™.

Let Fy, ..., Fy be nonnegative measurable functions on R". Provided that

2(k+1),
N

m > 2kn — (5-2)

we have, uniformly in 6 € R™,
A*(F(), Y 'S K@,m’) S,s,m’ ”FO”S T ”Fk”s

The first step towards the proof of this proposition is to bound moments of the kernels Ky , on certain
subspaces. Consider the k 4 1 linear maps (R")* — R" given by

E> -G+ +&) =6, & § (I1<)j<k).

For every 0 < j < k and n € R", the set {§ € (RMk - &; = n} is an affine subspace of (RM* of
dimension (k — 1)n. Recall that AT : R* — R™, so that in the regime m > (k — 1)n we expect
(14+]AT-|)~! to have bounded moments of order g > (k —1)n on each of the subspaces {§; = n}, under
reasonable nondegeneracy conditions on the matrix A. As the next lemma shows, what is needed is
precisely the content of Definition 3.1.

Proposition 5.3. Let 0 < j < k and suppose that m > (k— 1)n. Then for g > (k — 1)n we have, uniformly
inneR"and 6 € R™,

/ (1+|ATE+0) ¢ do(€) <, 1.
§j=n

Proof. First note that the assumptions of Definition 3.1 mean that AT is injective on {£ : §; =0} for 0 < j <k.
To see that, observe that the conditions

ATE=0,5=0= £=0 (0<j<k)

can be put in matrix form

AI AT AT
J kg = =0 (1<j<
[0 L 0]£ 0=£§=0 (I<j<h,
AI AZ
|:In><n Inxn E_0=> S_O‘

Since m +n > kn, the (m+n) x kn matrices above have empty kernel if and only if they have rank kn, a
set of conditions which is easily seen to be equivalent to that of Definition 3.1.
Now let

1=f (1+|ATE+0))"7do (§).
§j=n
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We parametrize the affine subspace {&; = n} by & = R’ + &,, where &’ runs over (R")X, &, € (R)F is
picked so that (&,); =7, and R € O(R*") is a rotation mapping the subspace R*=D" to {&; = 0}. We
obtain

I :f (1+|ATRE + ATE, +6])77dE’,
R*&—=1n

and we write B = ATR € R™*¥" which is injective on R*~D"_ Consider the orthogonal decomposition
ATE, +6 = BE, g+ with & 9 € R&"D" and y € (B(R®~D"))L, and observe that, by Pythagoras and
injectivity,

|BE' + ATE, 4+ 6| = |B(E +&0)+ 7> |BE +&.0) 218 +E& 0l

Via the change of variables & <— &' +§, ¢,

1< / (14 1&') 7 &',
R(kfl)n

which is bounded for ¢ > (k — 1)n, uniformly in n € R”". |
Proposition 5.4. Let Fy, ..., F; be nonnegative measurable functions on R". Let t € (0, 1) and let
p, p' € (1, 4+00) be parameters with % —|— = 1. Let H > 0 be a parameter and suppose that K is a

nonnegative measurable function on R™ such that

KEP do)<H (neR", 0<j<k).
&i=n
Then

k _k
, k+1
A (Fo,.... F K) <H'P'| |( / F,-(n)’p(k“)/kdn>
. Rn
Jj=0

1 1

o BTy

(/ F](n)(l T)p'(k+1) dn) .
R

Proof. We write I = A*(Fy, ..., Fi; K). By a first application of Holder,

Sl

1= HF E)™IVK (&) d
R”)k

(/Rn)k(]_[ F; (51))”’ dE) X (/Rn)k(l_[ Fi(€)) )(1—1)17 K dg)

= (INV? x (L)V7'. (5-3)

1
/

<=

We can rewrite I as follows:

k k 1
k
Il:/ HFJ(%'j)rpd'S:/ H( [1 Fj@j)rp) dE'
( n)k j:0 ( n)k i—0

0<j<k
J#i
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By Holder, we can then reduce to integrals each involving only k of the &;:

k 1
I < 1—[(/ [T Fiepme+vrs d§>k+1'
i=0

®D* o j<k
J#

Recall that £y = &; + - - - + &, so that after appropriate changes of variables each inner integral splits and
we have

1 k k

k 1
l_[( [ f F(n)”’<"+“/’<dn)k“=l_[(/ F;(n)”’“*”/"dn)k“. (5-4)
Rn

i= 0<j<k Jj=0
J#i

To treat the integral I, we separate variables by Holder, and then integrate along slices [Nicolaescu 2011]:

12=/R )kHF NI K€ de

k 1

< H([Rn)k Fj(éj)(lfr)P'(k+1)K(§)pl dE>k+1

=0
1

ﬂ(f Fj(m“—”ﬂ("*”(f K(&)P/do@))dn)k“.
neR” &j=n

=0 J

Inside each inner integral we use the fiber moment condition, so that eventually

1

/ k+T1
<H l_[ (/ F; (n)(l—f)P (k+1) dn) ) (5-5)

The proof is finished upon inserting (5-4) and (5-5) into (5-3). O

It remains to determine the parameters (t, p) in Proposition 5.4 that lead to a bound involving a single
L® norm.

Corollary 5.5. Suppose that 1 + % < s < k+ 1. Then there exist unique parameters Tt € (0, 1) and
p € (1, 00) depending on k and s such that

k+1
k

s =

pt=(k+1p'd-1), (5-6)

where % + pi =1, and for such (t, p) we have

’il_5+i,, (5-7)
s p p

1 k+1 ]

i) 8)
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Proof. Starting from (5-6), and dividing by kkil p in the first identity and by % pp’ in the second, we
obtain the equivalent identities
k s k1 k
T=ri, (E+—)r_—. (5-9)

Inserting the left-hand expression of 7 in the right-hand identity, we deduce the relation (5-7). This is
easily solved in p and p’, and one finds that

1 1 (k+1 ) 1 1 ( k+1 )
-1 (g N
p k—l( s and p k-1 k s )
which in particular recovers (5-8). It can be checked that % € (0, 1) under the given conditions on s.

Inserting this value of % in the first identity of (5-9), we find that

T_L(l_L)
T k—1 k+1/°

which again lies in (0, 1) for the given range of s. 0

Proof of Proposition 5.2. Apply Proposition 5.4 with K(§) = (1 + |AT§ + 6])~"7% and the choice of
parameters (7, p) from Corollary 5.5. By (5-7), this gives
k k
IV(Fo, ..., Fis KL< HYP TTALF 1) &/ PP/ 0D = 5P TT |,
j=0 j=0

where H = max; sup, , /§j=n(1 + |ATE + g))—rm/2 do (§). Via Proposition 5.3 and (5-8), we have
H <. 1 provided that
m’>m=2<k—w>n. O
p s
From Proposition 5.2, we now derive useful bounds on the dual form A*, which are needed to develop
the results of Sections 6-8. In the course of the proof, we refer to a restriction estimate from Appendix B,
which states essentially that /1 is in L>*¢ when B remains bounded away from zero and « is close enough
to n. Recall the notation 7% f = f(k + -) from Section 2.

Proposition 5.6. Let By € (0, n) and suppose that, for a constant ¢ > 0 small enough with respect to n, k
and m,

k—1n<m<kn, Bo<B<n, n—cfpsao<n.
Then there exists € € (0, 1) depending at most on n, k and m such that

Arl— Arl— ~1l—e. 1-
sup  AN(THIAlE @l a5 el ) < oo,
(x,0)eR" xRm

ALl TR D Sp (=)0

Proof. Let g, 6 € (0, 1) be parameters. Recalling the majoration (5-1), we apply Proposition 5.2 to
Fo=T“|/1|'~¢ and F; = |2|'~¢ for i > 1, with parameters m’ = (1 —&)m and s = (2+8)/(1 —&). The
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condition (5-2) is fulfilled when m > (k — 1)n and ¢, § are small enough with respect to n, k, m. We
obtain, uniformly in ¥ € R” and 6 € R™,

AT 110 A5 1l ) Sew AT IS = N5 .
By Proposition B.3 and (3-3), we conclude that
AT R0 AT el ) Sy (10— )0,
and the second bound follows since |J| < |J |1-e. Il

Proof of Proposition 3.6. Let ¢ € (0, 1) be a parameter. By Proposition 4.2 and (5-1), we have
IAfor o SIS TT 151G - A (Lol =5, o 1A 55 (L AT ) ™/2). (5-10)

0<j<k

For & small enough with respect to n, k, m, we may apply Proposition 5.2 with s =2/(1 —¢) and m’' = m,
together with Plancherel:

A fol 5 LA AT DT ST A1 e llsa—e)
=[T5oo /515"
=[T5oo I1£50,°
<o IA515e,

where we used the assumption Supp( f;) C [—%, %]n in the last line. Inserting this bound in (5-10) finishes
the proof. U

6. The configuration measure

In this section, we aim to construct the measure v € M (R"*™) specified in Proposition 3.7. We make
extensive use of the singular integral bounds derived in the previous section. Our treatment is similar to
that of [Chan et al. 2016], but we work in a more abstract setting. We assume throughout this section that
the dimensionality conditions (3-7) are met, so that singular integral bounds are available.

We start with the proper definition of v, which is the content of the next proposition (recall Definition 3.2
and Proposition 3.3). We define an extra shift function ¢y = 0 for notational convenience.

Proposition 6.1. Define the functional v at F € $(R"™™) by
(V, F) Z!E}})A(Mav ---7/‘1’8; F)a

where e = * ¢, for an approximate identity ¢, with ¢ € €27, (R"). Then v is well-defined and we have,
for every F € $(R"™),

W, Fy=AN(@t, ..., [ F) and (v, F)| < |[Flloo A, .. ., 1),

where the integrals defined by the right-hand sides converge absolutely. Therefore v extends by density to
a positive bounded linear operator on 6.(R"™™).
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Proof. By Proposition 4.4, we have

k
A(ua,---,ug;F)=/R+ Fe,0) | (k=& —--—&) [ ] ) JoE)he (&, ) d& dic b,
j=1

(R)k

where h. (€, k) = <]3(—8(K +&1 4+ &) ]_[];:1 ¢?(8§,‘). Since . is bounded by 1 in absolute value and
tends to 1 pointwise as &€ — 0, the limit of A (e, ..., ie; F) as € — 0 exists and equals A*(f1, . . ., ji; F)
by dominated convergence, since we have uniform boundedness of

k
fw |1€“<A<,e>|f(R )km<x+a+-~-+sk)|]_[m(sjnue(sndsdxde
j=1

< sup A*<|T“m,m|,...,|m;|Je|>></

|F(x,0)| dk dO < oo,
(k,0)eR" xR™ Rn+m

via Proposition 5.6 and the majorations | Jy| < |Jy |'=¢ and |a] < Q' C. Recalling Definitions 3.2 and 4.3
and using the positivity of ., we also have

[(v, F)| = lim |A(te, - - -, fe; F)| < | Flloo lim A (e, ..., te)-
e—>0 e—0

By Fourier inversion (Proposition 3.3) and another instance of the dominated convergence theorem,
exploiting the finiteness of A*(|f, ..., |i|; |J]) provided by Proposition 5.6, we obtain

(v, F)| < ||F||oogli§g)A*</1£, o fles I = 1 Flle A (s . .., 15 ).

This last quantity equals || F ||l A(K, . .., ) by Definition 3.4. O

Proposition 6.2. When defined, the measure v of Proposition 6.1 is supported on the compact set

X={(x.y) € ExSuppy: (x,x +¢1(»), ... x + () € EXT'}.

Proof. We can rewrite X = (E x Supp ) N &~ 1(EF), where ® is the smooth map defined by (3-4), so
that X is closed and bounded, and therefore compact. Since its complement X¢ is open, it is enough to
show that (v, F)) =0 for every F' € €2° . (R"™*™) such that Supp F C X°. By compactness we know that
there exists ¢ > 0 such that

m i(kd(x +¢j(y),E)>2c>0 forall (x,y) e Supp FN(R" x Supp¢).

0<j<

On the other hand,

k
(v, F) = lim Fe,p) ] me(r + 0, () dx ¥ () dy.
£=0 JSupp FN(R" xSupp ¥) i=0

For ¢ small enough, since . is supported on E + B(0, C¢) for a certain C > 0, the integrand above is
always zero. (|

Proposition 6.3. We have ||v| = A(u, ..., ).
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Proof. Consider the compact set X from Proposition 6.2, and the larger compact set
Y ={(x,y) €R" x Supp ¢ :d(x +¢;(y), E) <1 for 0< j <k}.

Pick a smoothed ball indicator F € €2°, (R"*™) such that F =1 on Y. Since v is supported on X C Y,
we have

k
V(R = (v, F) = 1111(1) F(x,y) l_[ Me(x +@j(y) dx ¢ (y) dy.
€=V JR xSupp ¥ j=0

Since (x, y) — ]_[1]{.:0 pe(x +¢;(y)) is supported on Y for & small enough, we therefore have
(R = lin}) A(e, ...y Le).
E—>
By the same reasoning as in the end of the proof of Proposition 6.1, again using A*(||, ..., |]; |J]) < o0
provided by Proposition 5.6, we find eventually that |[v| = A(u, ..., ©). Il

We now turn to the last expected feature of the configuration measure v, which is that it has zero mass
on any hyperplane.

Proposition 6.4. We have v(H) = 0 for every hyperplane H of R"*™™,

Proof. Consider a hyperplane H < R"*™ and a rotation R € 0,1, (R) such that H = R(R"*"~1 x {0}).
Consider parameters L > 1 and 6 € (0, 1]. We consider a Schwartz function Fs of the form

FsoR=yx(—)& ;), 1
ror=x(7)5(5 (61
where x € P(R"*"~1) and E € ¥(R) are nonnegative with x > 1 on [—1, 17"~ and E(0) > 1. Writing

H; = R([—L, L™~ x {0}), we therefore have v(H;) < (v, Fs), and it is enough to show that (v, Fjs)
tends to 0 as 6 — O for every fixed L > 1. By Proposition 6.1, writing y = (k, 8) € R" x R™, we have

k
vor=[ /( i 0 [T e o8t ay 62
j=1

We assume that x and E have been chosen so that their Fourier transforms are supported on cen-
tered balls of radius 1, which is certainly possible. Recalling (6-1), we therefore have, for every
(u,v) € RMm=-1 xR,

|Fs 0 R(u, v)| = |Fs o R(u, v)| S L™ ™11 cp1 -8 1y csor. (6-3)
We next show how to obtain some uniform y-decay from the other factor in the integrand of (6-2).

By (3-2) and (5-1), since 8 < n < m, we have

k k
AGe+E1+ - +E) [ TIRED T @) S A+lc+E1+ - +&D P2 [ [A+IE D20+ ATE+0)) ™/
Jj=1 j=1

S (| +E 4 - A& +|E |+ - & | FATE+O]) P2,



1170 KEVIN HENRIOT, IZABELLA LEABA AND MALABIKA PRAMANIK

Using this in conjunction with the triangle inequality and the decompositions 6 = (AT§ +6) — ZIJ‘.:I A;S j
andc =k +&+---+&)— 21;21 &, we deduce that

k
G+ &+ + 8 [ [IAEDTo@)] So A+l + 10D 7% < (4 1y 2. (6-4)
j=1
Let ¢ € (0, 1) be the small parameter in the statement of the proposition. At this point we have two
parametrizations y = (x, 8) = R(u, v) with (k, 0) € R* x R" and (u, v) € Rm=1 % R. By integrating
in (u, v) coordinates in (6-2) and bounding 1:"3 (y) via (6-3), we obtain

-1
(v, F3)| 5/ . Lzt - L7718 1m0
Ret+m=l xR

k
(/ At s+ sl [ m(s,-)nJe(«snd&) du dv.
(R") i
j=1
By pulling out an e-th power of the inner integrand and using (6-4), we infer that

(v, F3)l Sa / o L g / 8 Tyjesmr + (11w, v)) =72
RVL m— R

k
([, e+ 800t~ T 1) 101!~ de ) duc

j=1

S osup AR(TEANTE AT AT 1) X 6/ (1+ o)~ dv.
(Kc,0) R xR ] <81

The supremum above is finite by Proposition 5.6 and for & small enough the last factor is bounded by §°#/2.

Therefore (v, Fs) — 0 as § — 0, as was to be shown. (|

Proof of Proposition 3.7. It suffices to combine Propositions 6.1-6.4, recalling that we assumed (3-7) in
this section. U

7. Absolutely continuous estimates

In this section we verify that absolutely continuous estimates are available when the shifts in (3-4) are
given by polynomial vectors and the singular integral converges. We work with the notation of abstract
shift functions.

The strategy, as in the regularity proof of Roth’s theorem [Tao 2014], is to use the U? arithmetic
regularity lemma to decompose a nonnegative bounded function into an almost-periodic component,
an L? error, and a part which is Fourier-small. The precise version of the regularity lemma that we
need is found in Appendix A. To neglect the contribution of Fourier-small functions, we use the fact
that the counting operator is controlled by the Fourier L° norm for bounded functions, in the sense of
Proposition 3.6. To show that the pattern count for almost-periodic functions is high, we need uniform
lower bounds for certain Bohr sets of almost-periods, the proof of which will occupy subsequent parts
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of this section. We define a Bohr set of T" of a frequency set I' C Z", radius 6 € (0 ] and dimension
=|I'l < oo by
B=B[T,8)={xeT": || -x|| <§ forall £ eT}. (7-1)

We first prove the following conditional version of Proposition 3.8:

Proposition 7.1. Suppose that m > (k — 1)n and, uniformly for every Bohr set B of T" of dimension d
and radius § > 0,

Plyel—c,cl":o1(),....,0(y) € B} 245 1.

Then, for every function f € €2°(R") supported on [—%, %]n suchthat0< f <land [ f =7 € (0, 1],
we have

A(fo o R

Proof. We let « : (0, 17— (0, 1] be a decay function and ¢ € (0, 1] be a parameter, both to be determined
later. Write the decomposition of Proposition A.2 with respect toeandkas f=fi+ o+ fr=g+ f3.

Note that f1, g = 0 and f1, f>, f3, g are supported in [ I 4—1‘]" and uniformly bounded by 2 in absolute

value. Expanding f = g + f3 by multilinearity and using Proposition 3.6 together with the Fourier bound
on f3 in (A-5), we obtain

A = AG o 0+ 0(X MG i 0) = A, -, )+ Ole(e,d ™, 8)) (7-2)

for an ¢ € (0, 1) depending at most on n, k, m. Recall that we assumed that ¥ is at least 1 on a
box [—c, ¢]™ in Section 3, and let

E={yel-c.cl":01(»),....0(y) € B}, (7-3)

where B is the Bohr set of Proposition A.2. For reasons that shall be clear later, we first restrict integration
to the set E, using the nonnegativity of g:

Alg,...,8) > / </ g- T‘/’l(}) T“”‘(})gdi) dy.
E n

Next, we focus on the decomposition g = f| + f> and exploit the L> bound on f, in (A-5) by Cauchy—
Schwarz in the inner integral:

A(g,...,8) > / (f g T(ﬂl(y) Tt/)k(y)gdgg) dy
E n
2/( fl'T(pl(y)fl"‘TWk(y)fldo%_Z/ *---wa(y)fz---*dﬁf)dy
E Rn n

2/( fl-TW”fl---T¢k<y>f1d§£—0(e)) dy.
E Rn

Finally, we use the almost-periodicity estimate for f; in (A-5) and the definition (7-3) of E to replace the

shifts of f; by itself:
A(g,...,g)>/(/[ f"“dEB—O(s))dy-
E —

LT
22
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By nesting of L? ([—% %]n) norms and the nonnegativity of fj, we infer that

k+1
A(g,---,g)>/((/[ : fi dSE) —0(8)) dy = L(E) - (""" = 0(e)).
E 11

272

k

Choosing & = ct**! with a small ¢ > 0, and recalling (7-2) and the assumption on E, we obtain

A(fyooos ) Z e, d DT — 0@ (et a7 8)7).
Choosing k' (s, d ™", 8) =" (¢(8, d~")e)'/?', recalling that d, §~' <., 1 <, 1, we obtain
Afyeos )2 5e@,d7 T 201 O

It remains to determine a lower bound on the measure of the intersection of preimages of a Bohr set by
the shift functions. This can be done when the shift functions are polynomial vectors, by reduction to a
known diophantine approximation problem, and in fact there will be a series of intermediate reductions.
We let d denote the L°° metric on R” or R and we define

1<i<n

Xl = d(x, 2") = max d(x;, Z)

for x € R". In all subsequent propositions in this section we also liberate the letters n, k, m from their
usual meaning, and we indicate the dependencies of implicit constants on all parameters. Our objective is
to prove the following statement:

Proposition 7.2. Lett,m,n,l,d > 1. Let Q1, ..., Q; : R™ — R" be polynomial vectors with components
of degree at most | and such that Q;(0) =0 foralli € [t]. For&,...,&; € R", we have

${y el—c. " :11Qi(y) &illv <& forall (i, j) €[] x[dl} Zetmsdn 1.
Our first reduction is to a finite system of conditions on monomials modulo 1.
Proposition 7.3. Letl,m>1and X ={0, ..., 1} ~{0}. Forevery I € X, letd; € Ny and &; € R, Then?
Py el—c.c” :y'&llyar <e forall 1 €X} Zeimap -

Proof that Proposition 7.3 implies Proposition 7.2. Let X ={0, ..., [}~ {0} and write Q; = Zke[n] Qirex
with Qi =Y, cx ayk)yl. For every I € X we defined; =t+d+n and & = (agik).fjk)(i,j,k) € Titd+n,
to make the following observation:

1Qi(y)-&;llr<e forall (i, ))€[t] x[d]

= | D) Py Ep| <e forall G, )) € [r] x [d]
ke[n] IeX T
i £
= Iy alPeilr < o forall G.j.k) €l] x[d]x[n]. I € X
n
I
= Iy & l7a; < o forall I € X.
n m

3Here and in the sequel we set RO = {0} and [|0[|;0 = 0, so that the conditions involving a space RO are void.
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Applying Proposition 7.3 with ¢ <— ¢/nrl™ and (d;, &) as above, we find a lower bound on the quantity
under study which depends only on ¢, [, m, ¢, d, n. (|

Our second reduction consists in a straightforward induction, which reduces the dimension of the
problem to 1.

Proposition 7.4. Let1 > 1, d;,...,dy e Nyand & e R4, ... & e R%. We have
Py el—c.cl:1y/&llya; <e forall jelll} Zerw 1.

Proof that Proposition 7.4 implies Proposition 7.3. We induct on m > 1, the case m = 1 being precisely
Proposition 7.4. Assume that we have proven the estimate for dimensions less than or equal to m, and
write a tuple I € {0, ..., Dm0} as T = (J, i) With J € {0, ..., 1} and ip4q > 0. We distinguish
the conditions involving y,,+; or not by Fubini:

Ply € [—c, " 11y & llya, < e forall I e X}

2/ 1 1[Iy’ yirierlva, < e forall (J,imr) =1 € X]dyi - dym dymr1
[7C,C]m+
=/ 1[Iy"&llya, <& forall (J,0)=1 € X]
[—c,cm
/ Iy -y erllpe <e forall (J,ims1) =1 € X tipr1 = 1]dymsr dyr - - dym.
[—c,c]

By first applying the induction hypothesis with m =1 at fixed yy, ..., y,, and then by applying another
instance of the induction hypothesis, we find that this quantity is indeed bounded from below by a positive
constant depending only on ¢, [, m and (dj). O

Our final reduction is a simple discretization argument, which reduces the problem to the following
known diophantine approximation estimate (see also [Green and Tao 2009, Proposition A.2; Baker 1986,
Chapter 7]).

Proposition 7.5 [Lyall and Magyar 2011, Proposition B.2]. Letl > 1 and dj, . ..,d; € Ny. Let o; € R%
fori=1,...,land N > 1. We have

N7'#{Inl <N : Infa;llye; <& forall j €[} Zera,) 1.

Proof that Proposition 7.5 implies Proposition 7.4. Consider a scale N > 1 going to infinity. Write each
ly|<casy=@n+u)/N withneZand u € (—3, 1], so that y/ =n//N/ + O;(1/N) for every j € [I].
For N large enough with respect to (§;), ¢ and /, we therefore have

ni L

NJ S

T

i &
178l <& = :.
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This yields
P{y el—c,cl: lly’&jllqe; < e forall je[l]}

n+u 1
> = : < =
> E if{y N lu| < >

[n|<cN/2

kil
NJ

< £ forall je[l]}
-H—dj 2

cN

> —1 < 2.

<e forall je [l]}.
T

Applying Proposition 7.5 concludes the proof. 0

To conclude this section we may now derive the absolutely continuous estimates stated in Section 3.

Proof of Proposition 3.8. It suffices to combine Propositions 7.1 and 7.2, recalling the shape (3-5) of our
shift functions. |

8. The transference argument

This section is concerned with proving that A(u, ..., u) > 0, by the transference argument of [Laba
and Pramanik 2009] exploiting the pseudorandomness of the fractal measure u as « — n. We start by
recalling the decomposition of [Chan et al. 2016, Section 6] of the fractal measure p into a bounded
smooth part (a mollified version of ) and a Fourier-small part (the difference with the first part). This is
the part of the argument where one lets « tend to n in a certain sense, and then the Fourier tail exhibits
very strong, exponential-type decay in n — «.

Proposition 8.1. There exists a constant Cy > 0 depending at most on n and D, and a decomposition
= 1 + po, where iy = fd2, f e ®R), 0K f<Cy, [f=1,Supp f C[—3 5] Il <2IAl
fori e{l1,2} and

fzlloo < (n —a) O W e=B/Q+AH e

Proof. Let L > 1 be a parameter. Consider a cutoff ¢ € 62°(R") such that [¢ =1, Supp¢ C B(O, 1%)
and 0 < ¢ < C for a certain Co = Co(n) > 0, and define ¢ = L"¢(L-). Let f = u=*¢r and consider the
decomposition = 1 + po with uy = f d¥ and uy = o — 1. We can already infer that f >0, [f =1,
| il < 2| fori =1, 2 and Supp 41 C [—5. 3], since we assumed that E C [— 5. 15| in Section 3.

Next, we show that f is bounded. Since ¢ has support in B(0, 1/(16L)), by (3-1) we have

| _
- < n O[‘
* 16L>] s GoDL

rw= [ P10~ 1) () < gl - [ B(
B(x,1/(16L))
Choosing L = ¢!/~ we deduce that
[ flloo < CoDe =: Cy.

Finally, we bound the Fourier transform of fi,. Observe that, for every & € R",

fi2(8) =ﬁ(§)(1 —é(%)). (8-1)
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Since f ¢ =1, we always have |1 — qAS(S /L)| < 2. On the other hand, since ¢ has support in B(O, %), we

have
()= 20 (1=(5)
1—¢(2)| = 1—e(>2))d
‘ ¢<L)‘ B(O,1/16)¢(X) ‘\L !

By inserting these two last bounds in (8-1), we obtain

Il
~ L

1

28] S min(l, T

)I[L(&)I-

Consequently, by (3-2) and (3-3) we have
. _ : €1\ . _
2] < (=)~ mm(l, ) min(1, [E17F7%).

By considering separately the ranges || > L% @+F) and |£| < L @+P) we find that
12E) < (n — o) OWDL=P/CHH)
Recalling our choice of L, we have
1f2E)] < (n— ) OWe=B/QHHn—a), -

We now establish the positivity of A(u, ..., i), using the previous decomposition, with the main
contribution from the absolutely continuous part estimated by Proposition 3.8, and the other contributions
bounded away by Proposition 5.6.

Proof of Proposition 3.9. We consider the decomposition u = w1 + o from Proposition 8.1, and expand
by multilinearity in

At =€ NG CL /O O (Y A ks ),

where the sum is over 2t! — 1 terms and the stars denote measures equal to either i or w,. By
Proposition 3.8, we deduce that, for a certain constant ¢ > 0, we have

A(M,...,u)20—0(ZA(*,...,M2,...,*)).
By Proposition 4.2, we have, furthermore, for any ¢ € (0, 1),
At o) == O(l 2l A A%, . 1A 25 1 TD).

By taking ¢ to be that appearing in Proposition 5.6, and inserting the Fourier bound on u, from
Proposition 8.1, we find that

A, ... ) =c— Oﬁo ((n _ O[)*O(1)e*6~ﬁ0/(2+ﬁ0)(n*t¥))’

where we used the monotonicity of x/(2 4 x). This can be made positive for « > n — c(fo, €) with
c(Bo, €) > 0 small enough. O
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9. Revisiting the linear case

In this section we indicate how the method of this article may be modified to obtain the following extension
of Theorem 1.2, which allows for any positive exponent of Fourier decay for the fractal measure. For
simplicity we only treat the case where n divides m, which already covers all the geometric applications
discussed in [Chan et al. 2016].

Theorem 9.1. Letn, k,m > 1, D > 1 and a, B € (0, n). Suppose that E is a compact subset of R" and
W is a probability measure supported on E such that

w(B(x,r) < Dr* and |a(€)| < Dmn—a) P+ g)F?

forall x e R", r > 0 and & € R". Suppose that (Ay, ..., Ay) is a nondegenerate system of n X m matrices
in the sense of Definition 1.1. Assume finally that m = (k —r)n with 1 <r < k and, for some By € (0, n),

%(k—l)n<m<kn, Bo<B<n, n——CupimpyDA)<A<N

for a sufficiently small constant ¢ i m gy, D,(A;) > 0. Then, for every collection of strict subspaces
Vi, ..., Vg of R"™ there exists (x, y) € R"™ \ VyU---UV, such that

(x, x+ A1y, ..., x+ Apy) € E¥TL

Note that the condition on m is equivalent to that of Theorem 1.2. We only sketch the proof of
Theorem 9.1, since it follows by a straightforward adaption of the methods of this paper, with the only
difference lying in the treatment of the singular integral.

We start by stating a slight generalization of Holder’s inequality that was already used (forl =k-+1,r =k)
in the proof of Proposition 5.4. We write ([l]) for the set of subsets of [/] of size r.

Proposition 9.2. Ler (X, M, L) be a measure space and let 1 < r < [. For measurable functions
Fi,..., F: X — C, we have

[BICES I G

Jell] Jj€s
Proof. First observe that, for arbitrary real numbers ay, ..., a; > 0, we have
/G
M= T (o)
jelll SE([i]) jes

Next, let I = [, [T,¢ | Fj1dx and apply Holder’s inequality in

jell

1_/ 1_[ (ﬂ'“) /C:l')dxg bl |:/<l_[|F|>(£)/(£i)dk}l/(i).

l]) jes (l]) jes

-1

r—1

A quick computation shows that (*) /(:Z}) =/r, which concludes the proof. O
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We now place ourselves under the assumptions of Theorem 9.1, and in particular we assume that
the matrices Ay, ..., Ay are nondegenerate in the sense of Definition 1.1. We also write Ay = O, xn
throughout. This matches the framework of this paper except that now Q =0.

We fix a smooth cutoff i € ‘6?0 , (R") which is at least 1 on a box [—c, c]". We define the oscillatory
integral

1€ = [ eTe w0y =P -AT5) ©-1)
RI‘I
The counting operators are now defined by*

A(fo, -5 Ji) =fn . fox) fi(x +Ary) -+« fi(x + Ary) dx ¥ (y) dy,

A(Fo, ..., Fi; J) = f Fo(=§1 —---—&)F1(51) - Fi(5p) J (§) d§,

Rk

for functions f;, F; € $(R"), and we have A(foy, ..., fr) = A*(fo, R fk; J) as before.
Since we assumed that y € €2°(R™), it follows from (9-1) that

TSy (1+1ATEN~Y (9-2)

for every N > 0. Via some matricial considerations (as in [Chan et al. 2016, Lemma 3.2]), it can be
checked that Definition 1.1 is equivalent to the requirement that AT : R¥* — RK"~"” is injective on each
subspace of the form

(£ e RY: (&) jes =),

where S is a subset of {0, ..., k} of size r and n € R"™, and we write §y = —(&; + - - - + &) as before.
Now consider an arbitrary subset S of {0, ..., k} of size r. By (9-2) one quickly deduces that

f@) TEF do®) <, 1 (g >0, e ®)), 9-3)
j)jes=n

in the same manner as in the proof of Proposition 5.3.

In our linear setting one may naturally obtain a better range of m for which the multilinear form A* is
controlled by L*® norms. The next proposition demonstrates this, and it is applicable to our problem only
when (k+1)/r > 2, or equivalently m = (k —r)n > %(k — Dn.

Proposition 9.3. We have

|A*(Fo, ..., Fi; DI S WFollksnr -+ 1 Fill k1)) r-

“4In fact, one could work without cutoff functions in the y variable, as was done in [Chan et al. 2016], which simplifies the
estimates somewhat. Here we keep smooth cutoffs to stay closer to the framework of the article.
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Proof. Write I = A*(Fy, ..., Fx; J)and [0, k]={0, ..., k} for the purpose of this proof. By Proposition 9.2,
we have

k QY
I< / TIEEy-17@* D de< T (/ [TFiEn® D@ d&)
(R j=0 Se([O;k]) (Rmyk jes
Integrating along slices, and invoking (9-3), we obtain
ey
1< I] (/ l_IFj(nj)“‘“)/r(/ MG do(&)) dn)
se(°4) ®RD" es (&j)jes=n
1
S T1 (/ [Tyt d’?) :
SE(lO;kJ) ([Rn)r jES
Therefore each inner integral splits and we have
¢ CEDrCh
1< I (H / i dn) = |1 ( / Fim dn) :
se () Njes T jel0dg MR
Since (kfl)/(rfl) = (k+1)/r, it follows that I < ]_[jelo’kJ | Fjll (k+1)/r» as was to be shown. O

With Proposition 9.3 in hand, it is a simple matter to adapt the rest of the argument in this paper. In fact,
one would need a slight variant of that proposition involving a shift 6, as in the case of Proposition 5.2.
From such a proposition one may deduce the natural analogues of Propositions 5.6 and 3.6, which will
impose the same conditions on « and 8, and a distinct condition m > %(k — 1)n on m. With these singular
integral bounds in hand, the arguments of Sections 6—8 go through essentially unchanged, and one obtains
Theorem 9.1 by the process described at the end of Section 3.

Appendix A: The arithmetic regularity lemma

In this section, we derive a version of the U? arithmetic regularity lemma, following Tao’s argument
[2014], with minor twists to accommodate functions defined over R" instead of T". This set of ideas
itself originates in [Bourgain 1986], albeit in a rather different language. We include the complete proof
since the exact result we need is not stated in a convenient form in the literature.

We defined a Bohr set of T” of a frequency set I' C Z”, radius § € (0, %] and dimension d = |I'| < o0
in (7-1). We define the dilate of a Bohr set B of a frequency set I" and radius § by a factor p € (0, 1]
as B(I', §), = B(T', pd). Note that B(I', §) = ¢~1(28 - Q) for the cube Q = [—%, %]" and the morphism
¢ R > T4 x> (& -x)ger. We can find a cube covering of the form Q C |J,.,(r + 68 - Q) with
IT| =T11/81¢ < (2/8)¢, and therefore

1=1p""(QI<Y o't +5- Q).

teT
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By the pigeonhole principle, there exists ¢ € T such that |¢p~! (1468 Q)| > (%B)d and, since ¢! (t+8- Q) —
¢~ '(t+6- Q) C B, we deduce that

|B| = |B(T, 8)| > (18) forall § € (0,1]. (A-1)

Now consider the tent function A(x) = (1 —|x|)* on R, which is 1-Lipschitz, bounded by 1 everywhere,
and bounded from below by % on [—%, %] For any Bohr set B, we define functions ¢p, v : T" — C by

_ 95
o5’

so that f vg =1 and %1 B, SVB < 1p. The function vp is essentially a smoothed normalized indicator

o= a5 sup e 1), v

function of the Bohr set B, and its most important properties are summarized in the following proposition:

Proposition A.1. For any Bohr set B of frequency set I' C 7" and radius § € (O, %], we have

gl < (38)7¢, (A-2)
1T vs — vl < (26) o for te B, peO.1] (A-3)
Pp(E)=1+0() forEeT. (A-4)

Proof. Note that f ¢ > %lBl 2l = %(%S)d by (A-1), which implies the first estimate. For every x, r € T",
we also have

1y=d| A (] 1
pe-+0 = s < 2(39) [ (Fsup G +0l) = A5 sup e 1 )

When t € B,,, we have ||§ - t]| < pé for every & € I', and therefore |vp(x +1) —vp(x)| S (%8)_‘1,0 since
A is 1-Lipschitz, and we have established the second estimate. To obtain the third, consider £ € I" and
observe that, since vp is supported on B and ||€ - x|| < § for x € B, we have

93(5)2/ VB(X)e(—E'X)dx:(lJrO(S))/ vp=1+0(). [
B

Proposition A.2. Let ¢ € (0, 1] be a parameter and let « : (0, 113 — (0, 1] be a decay function. Suppose
that f € €2°(R") is such that 0 < f < 1 and Supp f C [—%, %]n Then there exists a decomposition

f=fi+ fat fywith f; € 62R"), Supp fi C[—5. 3] Ifill <1, fi =0, i+ /220, [fi=[Ff
as well as a Bohr set B of dimension d <., 1 and radius § 2., 1 such that

IT"fi = fillo <& forall teB, If2ll2 <, 1 f3ll ooy < xce.d ™, 6). (A-5)

Proof. We initially consider f as defined on the torus T", by identification with its 1-periodization from
the cube [—%, %]n Consider sequences of positive real numbers

28282262 and l2m=2---Znp=---



1180 KEVIN HENRIOT, IZABELLA LEABA AND MALABIKA PRAMANIK

to be determined later. We define sequences of frequency sets I'; and Bohr sets B; of dimension d;, and
measures v;, inductively for i > 0 by

Tip1 =i U{f] = nipi} U U{|9j| Zni+1},  Biy1=BTi41,0i+1),  Vig1 =Vp,,,. (A-6)

j=0
We initialize with I'g = {e1, ..., e,}, §p < %, By = B(I'y, o) and vy = vp,, so that dy = n and, by the
definition (7-1) of Bohr sets, we have B; C [—% é] for all i. Note that, by Chebyshev, we also have a

dimension bound

IF12 119112
div1 <di + 2 S22

2
’71+1 =0 M1
By Plancherel and the bound (A-2), it follows that

d; < ~5805-08i—1,di—1.,1; I @=D. (A-7)

We start by finding a piece of the Fourier expansion of f which is small in L2. To this end observe that

k
YO IfrL2fiE=21f13<2

i=0 F,-H\F,-

By Chebyshev’s bound, it follows that
2 4
. S €
#{ogzgk: Sz 5} <5
[ipa\T
Choosing k = [4/ 82'| , we obtain the existence of an index 0 < i < k such that
> 1P (A-8)
FipoNT

We now decompose f into three pieces fi, f», f3: 1" — C defined by
f=rxvi+(fxvip— fxv)+(f = fxvip) = it Lo+ f3

Since f takes values in [0, 1] and f v; = 1, the functions fi, f>, f3 take values in [—1, 1] by simple
convolution bounds. It is also clear that f; and f + f> are nonnegative and [ f; = [ f.
Let us first analyze the L?-small piece. By Plancherel and (A-8), we have

Lf e vin = fovills =D 1 F )P0y (m) — D (m)
mezn"
2 ~
ST+ D PR =i, (A-9)
mGFiU(Z”\F1+2)
Form € I'; C T'j4+1, by (A-4) we have |D; 41 (m) — V;(m)| < 8i41 +8;. For m & ';45, the definition (A-6)
of I';4 implies that |D; (m)| < ;42 and |D;11(m)| < n;42. Inserting these bounds into (A-9), we obtain

I £ % vigr — f*vill3 < 362+ O + 81 + mig2) < &7, (A-10)
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provided that §;, n; < ce? for all j.
Next, let us focus on the almost-periodic piece. Introducing a parameter p; € (0, 1], we deduce
from (A-3) that, for t € B,,, we have

IT'f % vi = £ #villoo < IFIIT Vi = villoo Sn 8, “ i <e, (A-11)

choosing p; = Cn83;1i. We write S,- = p;6;, and from (A-7) we see that Si depends at most on n, ¢, &g, ..., §;
and n,...,n;.
Finally, we consider the Fourier-small piece. By Fourier inversion,

ICf = f % vie) Moz = sup | fm)|[1 = D1 (m)].

mezZ"

For m € T'; 41, we have |1 — D;11(m)| < 8;41 by (A-4), while for m ¢ I'; 1, the definition (A-6) of I'; 4
shows that | f (m)| € nj+1. Therefore

ICf = £ xvie) M@y S 8ivt +mig1 < cxle, d ', 8) (A-12)
for a small constant ¢ > 0 provided that we choose the §; and n; recursively satisfying
max (841, ni+1) = cmin(k (e, d; ', §;), €7).

At this stage we have obtained the desired bounds (A-5) over T" and for a Bohr set §,- = B;(I';, S,-), and
from (A-7) and the construction of the §; it follows that d; <., 1 and §; 2., 1.

To finish the proof we now consider the functions fi, f>, f3 as functions on R" supported on [—% %]"
Since f and the Bohr sets measures v; are supported on [—%, é]" the convolutions f *x v; over T" may
be readily interpreted as convolutions over R”, and the functions f; are supported on [—%, }L]n The
properties (A-10) and (A-11) are readily viewed as holding over R", thus we only need to verify that f3
has the appropriate Fourier decay at real frequencies. We claim that, since f3 has support in [—i, 4—11]",
we have || f:’, ooy S f3|| 1<(zny and, by taking the constant ¢ in (A-12) small enough, we obtain the
desired Fourier decay estimate. To prove this claim, consider a smooth bump function x equal to 1 on

[—Alf, Alf]n For & € R", expanding f as a Fourier series yields

f®) =f HExEe(—E - x)dr =) fs(k)/ x(@e(k—§)-x)dx =Y )R (E—K).
[—1/4,1/41" kezn R" kezn
Using the smoothness of y, it follows that, uniformly in & € R",

|BEOIS 1 fsllm@n D A+1E = kD™ Sl fallie ). O

kez"
Appendix B: Uniform restriction estimates for fractal measures

In this section we obtain restriction estimates for fractal measures satisfying dimensionality and Fourier
decay conditions, with uniformity in all the parameters involved. We liberate x, « and 8 from their usual
meaning and track dependencies on all parameters, such as the dimension . To facilitate our quoting of the
literature, we first recall the functional equivalences in Tomas’s 7*T argument [Wolff 2003, Chapter 7].
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Fact B.1. Suppose that i € MT(R") and p € (1, +00), and that p’ is given by % + pi =1. Let R > 0.
The following statements are equivalent:

120 < RUFN oy oy forall fe SR, (B-1)
lg dellLr@n < RIgl 20 forall g € L2(dp). (B-2)

We now fix two exponents 0 < 8 < o < n and two constants A, B > 1, and we restrict our attention to
probability measures © on R” satisfying

w(B(x,r)) < Ar® xeR", r=>0), (B-3)
@< BA+ENTF2 (& eR. (B-4)
We define the critical exponent
4(n — )
po=2+ —5 (B-5)

so that the Mitsis—Mockenhaupt restriction theorem [Mitsis 2002; Mockenhaupt 2000] states that each of
the inequalities in Fact B.1 holds for p > pq for a certain constant R = R(A, B, «, B, p, n). We wish
to use (B-2) with g = 1 and p = 2 + § with a fixed small § > 0, which is possible when « is close
enough to n by (B-5), but to be useful this requires some uniformity in «. The constants in [Mitsis 2002;
Mockenhaupt 2000] can be given explicit expressions in terms of the parameters involved, and in fact one
could likely adapt the version of Mockenhaupt’s argument in [Laba and Pramanik 2009, Proposition 4.1],
to relax the condition 8 > % there to 8 > 0. We provide instead a direct derivation from the estimate of
[Bak and Seeger 2011], which includes explicit constants.

Proposition B.2. Let fy € (0, n). There exists Cp g, > 0 such that, when > By, the estimate (B-1) holds
for p > po with R = C,, g, max(A, B)P/?P.

Proof. Apply [Bak and Seeger 2011, Equation (1.5)], replacing a <— o, b < %,3, d<n, p<p,so
that ¢ =2p/ po; and note that o and 8 belong to the compact interval [ By, n]. Since g > 2 for p > po, by
nesting of L*(du) norms this yields

||f||L2(dM) < f Lo < (Cn,ﬁo)z/qu/q'Z/p"Bl/q'(l_z/pO)llfllL,,/(Rn)
< Co gy max(A, BY"CP|| £l gy O

Alternatively, one may choose to track down the dependencies on constants in Mitsis’s simpler argument
[2002], which would lead to a similar estimate for the constant R in (B-1), up to a harmless (for our
argument) factor (p — po)~'. Via Proposition B.2, it is now possible to bound the moments of /i of order
slightly larger than 2 when « is close enough to n, with only a moderate dependency of constants on «.

Proposition B.3. Let § € (0, 1) and By € (0, n). Suppose that | is a probability measure satisfying (3-1)
and (3-2). Then, uniformly for n — %ﬁsﬁo <a <nand By < B <n, we have

1ill21s Spon Dol
Proof. We consider the exponent p = 2+ §. Recalling (B-5), we have p > py in the stated range of o. We
can therefore invoke Proposition B.2 with A = D < 1 and B = D,, so that the extension inequality (B-2)

holds for g = 1 with R <, Do/” O
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FREE PLURIHARMONIC FUNCTIONS ON NONCOMMUTATIVE POLYBALLS

GELU POPESCU

We study free k-pluriharmonic functions on the noncommutative regular polyball B,, n=(ni, ..., n;) e N,
which is an analogue of the scalar polyball (C"1); x - - - x (C");. The regular polyball has a universal model
S :={8; j} consisting of left creation operators acting on the tensor product F 2(H,,l) QX --QF 2(an) of
full Fock spaces. We introduce the class T, of k-multi-Toeplitz operators on this tensor product and prove
that 7, = span{.A}.A,} ST, where A, is the noncommutative polyball algebra generated by S and the
identity. We show that the bounded free k-pluriharmonic functions on B, are precisely the noncommutative
Berezin transforms of k-multi-Toeplitz operators. The Dirichlet extension problem on regular polyballs
is also solved. It is proved that a free k-pluriharmonic function has continuous extension to the closed
polyball B, if and only if it is the noncommutative Berezin transform of a k-multi-Toeplitz operator in
span{A*.A,} Il

We provide a Naimark-type dilation theorem for direct products U:jl X oo X U:jk of unital free semigroups,
and use it to obtain a structure theorem which characterizes the positive free k-pluriharmonic functions
on the regular polyball with operator-valued coefficients. We define the noncommutative Berezin (resp.
Poisson) transform of a completely bounded linear map on C*(S), the C*-algebra generated by S; ;, and
give necessary and sufficient conditions for a function to be the Poisson transform of a completely bounded
(resp. completely positive) map. In the last section of the paper, we obtain Herglotz—Riesz representation
theorems for free holomorphic functions on regular polyballs with positive real parts, extending the classical
result as well as the Kordnyi—Pukdnszky version in scalar polydisks.

Introduction 1185
1. k-multi-Toeplitz operators on tensor products of full Fock spaces 1190
2. Bounded free k-pluriharmonic functions and the Dirichlet extension problem 1204
3. Naimark-type dilation theorem for direct products of free semigroups 1209
4. Berezin transforms of completely bounded maps in regular polyballs 1216
5. Herglotz—Riesz representations for free holomorphic functions with positive real parts 1227
References 1232
Introduction

A multivariable operator model theory and a theory of free holomorphic functions on polydomains which
admit universal operator models have been recently developed in [Popescu 2013; 2016]. An important
feature of these theories is that they are related, via noncommutative Berezin transforms, to the study of
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MSC2010: primary 47A13, 47A56; secondary 47B35, 46L.52.

Keywords: noncommutative polyball, Berezin transform, Poisson transform, Fock space, multi-Toeplitz operator, Naimark
dilation, completely bounded map, pluriharmonic function, free holomorphic function, Herglotz—Riesz representation.
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the operator algebras generated by the universal models as well as to the theory of functions in several
complex variables. These results played a crucial role in our work on the curvature invariant [Popescu
2015a], the Euler characteristic [Popescu 2014], and the group of free holomorphic automorphisms on
noncommutative regular polyballs [Popescu 2015b].

The main goal of the present paper is to continue our investigation along these lines and to study the
class of free k-pluriharmonic functions of the form

F(X) = Z Z Z Aa:p) X101 “Xk,akXT,ﬁl‘ "X/t,ﬁk’ aw;p) €C,
meZ myeZ a,-,ﬂ,-e[F,J{,
ot |=m;", |/3i\l=m,'+

where the series converge in the operator norm topology for any X = {X; ;} in the regular polyball
B, () and any Hilbert space H. The results of this paper will play an important role in the hyperbolic
geometry of noncommutative polyballs [Popescu > 2016]. To present our results we need some notation
and preliminaries on regular polyballs and their universal models.

Throughout this paper, B(#) stands for the algebra of all bounded linear operators on a Hilbert space H.
We let B(H)™ X+ X B(H)"™, where n; € N:={1,2, ...}, be the set of all tuples X := (X1, ..., Xx)

in B(H)" x ---x B(#H)" with the property that the entries of X, := (X; 1, ..., X;,,) commute with the
entries of X; := (X;,1,..., X;n,) forany s, t € {1, ..., k}, s # t. Note that the operators X; 1, ..., X »,
do not necessarily commute. Let n := (ny, ..., nt) and define the polyball

Py(H) :=[B(H)"' 11 X+ ¢ [BH)™]4,
where
[BAO =Xy, Xo) € BAD" 1 IXi XT 4+ X Xpl < 1), neN.

If A is a positive invertible operator, we write A > 0. The regular polyball on the Hilbert space H is
defined by
B,(H) :={X € P,(H) : Ax(I) > 0},

where the defect mapping Ax : B(H) — B(H) is given by
AX = (id— CDXI)O- : 'o(id— (ka)

and Py, : B(H) — B(H) is the completely positive linear map defined by

n
Oy, (Y):=> Xi;YX}, YeBH).
Jj=1

Note that if kK = 1 then B, (*) coincides with the noncommutative unit ball [B(#)"'];. We remark
that the scalar representation of the (abstract) regular polyball B, := {B,(H) : H is a Hilbert space} is
B, (C) = Py (C) = (C")1 x -+ - x (C™)y.

Let Hy, be an n;-dimensional complex Hilbert space with orthonormal basis e, ..., e;i. We consider
the full Fock space of Hy,, defined by F*(H,,) :=Cl1 & @, Hy.". where Hy," is the (Hilbert) tensor
product of p copies of H,,. Let [Fj[l, be the unital free semigroup on n; generators g’i, ey gfl[ and the
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identity gé. Set efx = e}l Q- -- ®ej‘fp ifa = gj.l- . g;l € [F;Z_ and eg :=1 € C. The length of o € [Fj[[, is
defined by |a| :=0 if o _gé and o] :=pifa _gjI gj with ji, ..., jp € {1 , n;}. We define the
left creation operator §; ; acting on the Fock space F 2(H ) by setting S; je,, := eg, , o€ [F+’_, and the

operator S; ; acting on the Hilbert tensor product F?(H,,)®---® F?(H,,) by settlng

Siji=19---QI”S5;I®---QI,
= = = =
i — 1 times k — i times

wherei e {l,...,k}and j € {1,...,n;}. We define S := (S, ..., Sx), where S; :=(S;1,..., Sin), Or
write S := {5, ;}. The noncommutative Hardy algebra F;° (resp. the polyball algebra A,,) is the weakly
closed (resp. norm closed) nonselfadjoint algebra generated by {S; ;} and the identity Similarly, we
define the right creation operator R; ; : . F? (Hp,) — FZ(H ;) by setting R; ]e = ey, fora € [I:Jr and
the corresponding operator R; ; acting on F?(H,)® - ® F*(H,,). The polyball algebra R, is the
norm closed nonselfadjoint algebra generated by {R; ;} and the identity.

We proved in [Popescu 2016] (in a more general setting) that X € B(H)"' x - -- x B(H)"™ is a pure
element in the regular polyball B,(H)™, i.e., limy, o CI)?E,_ (I) = 0 in the weak operator topology, if
and only if there is a Hilbert space D and a subspace M C F 2(Hn1) QK --QF 2(an) ® D invariant
under each operator S; ; ® I such that X7 = (S; ; ® I)| 42, under an appropriate identification of H
with M+, The k-tuple S := (81, ..., Sk), where S; := (S;.1,..., Sis,), is an element in the regular
polyball B, (®'_, F2(H,))" and plays the role of left universal model for the abstract polyball B, :=
{B,(H)~ : H is a Hilbert space}. The existence of the universal model will play an important role in this
paper, since it will make the connection between noncommutative function theory, operator algebras, and
complex function theory in several variables.

Brown and Halmos [1963] showed that a bounded linear operator T on the Hardy space H?(D) is
a Toeplitz operator if and only if S*TS = T, where § is the unilateral shift. Expanding on this idea,
a study of noncommutative multi-Toeplitz operators on the full Fock space with n generators F2(H,,)
was initiated in [Popescu 1989; 1995] and has had an important impact in multivariable operator theory
and the structure of free semigroup algebras (see [Davidson and Pitts 1998; Davidson et al. 2001; 2005;
Popescu 2006; 2009; Kennedy 2011; 2013]).

In Section 1, we introduce and study the class T,, n:= (1, ..., ni) € N, of k-multi-Toeplitz operators.
A bounded linear operator T on the tensor product F 2(H,,l) Q- --QF 2(an) of full Fock spaces is called
a k-multi-Toeplitz operator with respect to the right universal model R = {R; ;} if

R TR;; =5uT, s,te{l,....n},

forevery i € {1, ..., k}. We associate with each k-multi-Toeplitz operator T a formal power series in
several variables and show that we can recapture 7 from its noncommutative “Fourier series”. Moreover,
we characterize the noncommutative formal power series which are Fourier series of k-multi-Toeplitz
operators (see Theorems 1.5 and 1.6). Using these results, we prove that the set of all k-multi-Toeplitz
operators on ®f:1 F?(H,,) coincides with

Span{A;An}_SOT = span{A;i.An}'WOT,
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where A, is the noncommutative polyball algebra.

In Section 2, we characterize the bounded free k-pluriharmonic functions on regular polyballs. We prove
that a function F : B,(H) — B(H) is a bounded free k-pluriharmonic function if and only if there is a k-
multi-Toeplitz operator A € T, such that F(X) =By[A] for X € B,,(#), where By is the noncommutative
Berezin transform at X (see Section 1 for the definition). In this case, A = SOT-lim,_,{ F(rS) and there
is a completely isometric isomorphism of operator spaces

®:PH®(B,) —> Tn, O(F):=A4,

where PH* (B,,) is the operator space of all bounded free k-pluriharmonic functions on the polyball.
The Dirichlet extension problem [Hoffman 1962] on noncommutative regular polyballs is solved.
We show that a mapping F : B,(H) — B(H) is a free k-pluriharmonic function which has continuous
extension (in the operator norm topology) to the closed polyball B,(H)~, and write F € PH (B,,), if
and only if there exists a k-multi-Toeplitz operator A € span{.A%.A,} "I such that F(X) = Bx[A] for
X € B,,(H). In this case, A =lim,_,| F (rS), where the convergence is in the operator norm, and the map

@ : PH(B,) — span{A: A, )1l &(F):=A,

is a completely isometric isomorphism of operator spaces.

In Section 3, we provide a Naimark-type dilation theorem [1943] for direct products F, := I]:;f1 XX [F;“k
of free semigroups. We show that a map K : F, x F,” — B(£) is a positive semidefinite left k-multi-
Toeplitz kernel on F, if and only if there exists a k-tuple of commuting row isometries V.= (Vi, ..., Vi),
Vi=(Vi1,..., Vi), onaHilbert space K D £ —i.e., the nonselfadjoint algebra Alg(V;) commutes with
Alg(V;y) for any i, s € {1, ..., k} with i # s —such that

K(o,w)= PV, V,

& a,weF,f,

and K =V, ri+ Vo&. In this case, the minimal dilation is unique up to isomorphism. Here, we use the
notation Vo := Vi 5y Vig, if 6 = (01,...,00) € F,f,and V; 5, :=V; j,--- Vi if 0 = g§.1 . -gj.p ekt
and V; . := I. For more information on kernels in various noncommutative settings we refer the reader
to the work of Ball and Vinnikov [2003] (see also [Ball et al. 2016] and the references therein).

We prove a Schur-type result [1918], which states that a free k-pluriharmonic function F on the
polyball B, is positive if and only if a certain right k-multi-Toeplitz kernel I'f, associated with the
mapping S — F(rS) is positive semidefinite for any r € [0, 1). Our Naimark-type result for positive
semidefinite right k-multi-Toeplitz kernels on F," is used to provide a structure theorem for positive free
k-pluriharmonic functions. We show that a free k-pluriharmonic function F : B, (H) — B(E) ®min B(H)
with F(0) = [ is positive if and only if it has the form

F(X)= Z PeViVs|. ® Xo X,
(@.B)eR

where V = (Vy, ..., Vi) is a k-tuple of commuting row isometries on a space K O & and &« = (1, . . ., &) is
the reverse of ¢ = (cxy, ..., ag), i.e., &; = gl’fk . gfl ifo; = gl’fl . gl’fke [F,J{i. The general case, when F (0) >0,
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is also considered. As a consequence of these results, we obtain a structure theorem for positive k-harmonic
functions on the regular polydisk included in [B(H)]; X¢- - - X [B(#H)]1, which extends the corresponding
classical result in scalar polydisks [Rudin 1969].

In Section 4, we define the free pluriharmonic Poisson kernel on the regular polyball B,, by setting

PR, X) := ZZ Z ta R R g R g ®Xia Xea X g Xi g
mieZ my€l o;,Bief) iefl,... .k}
o=, |8y =
for any X € B,, (), where the convergence is in the operator norm topology. Given a completely bounded
linear map w : span{R;R,} — B(E), we introduce the noncommutative Poisson transform of p to be the
map Pu : B,(H) = B(E) Qmin B(H) defined by

(Puw)(X) :=alP(R, X)l, X € B.(H),
where the completely bounded linear map
fi=pn®id: span{Ri R} @pin B(H) = B(E) ®min B(H)

is uniquely defined by 1(A®Y) := u(A)®Y for any A € span{R;R,} and Y € B(#). We remark that,
in the particular case whenn; =---=n, =1, H=K=C, X =(Xy,..., Xp) € D, and W 1s a complex
Borel measure on TX (which can be seen as a bounded linear functional on C(T¥)), we have that the
noncommutative Poisson transform of u coincides with the classical Poisson transform of y [Rudin 1969].

In Section 4, we give necessary and sufficient conditions for a function F : B,(H) — B(E) Qmin B(H)
to be the noncommutative Poisson transform of a completely bounded linear map p : C*(R) — B(E),
where C*(R) is the C*-algebra generated by the operators R; ;. In this case, we show that there exist a
k-tuple V.=(Vi,..., Vi), Vi=(Vi1,..., Vi), of doubly commuting row isometries acting on a Hilbert
space K, i.e., C*(V;) commutes with C*(V;) if i # j, and bounded linear operators Wi, W, : £ — K
such that

F(X)=Wi@D[Cx(V)*Cx(V)IW2®1), X € B,(H),
where '
Cx(V)=UAx(D'H][U = Via ® X} =+ = Vi, @ X7, )7\
i=1

In particular, we obtain necessary and sufficient conditions for a function F : B,(H) — B(E) Qmin B(H)
to be the noncommutative Poisson transform of a completely positive linear map w : C*(R) — B(E). In
this case, we have the representation

FX)=W*"®@ DICx(V)"Cx(V)IW®I), Xe&By(H).
In Section 5, we introduce the noncommutative Herglotz—Riesz transform of a completely positive

linear map w : span{R;R,} — B(E) as the map Hu : B,(H) — B(E) @min B(#H) defined by

k
(HW)(X) = /1(2 [[0-R i ©@Xii— =R, ©Xin) ™ = 1)
i=1
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for X := (Xy,..., X)) € B,(H). The main result of this section provides necessary and sufficient
conditions for a function f from the polyball B, () to B(£) ®min B(H) to admit a Herglotz—Riesz-type
representation [Herglotz 1911; Riesz 1911}, i.e.,

fX)=Hw)(X)+iJf0), XeB,(H),

where p : C*(R) — B(&) is a completely positive linear map with the property that u(R;Rg) =0
if RyRg is not equal to R, or R), for some y € F;". In this case, we show that there exist a k-tuple
V=W...,V), Vi=(Vi1,..., Viy), of doubly commuting row isometries on a Hilbert space }C and
a bounded linear operator W : £ — I such that

k
f(X)=W* @1)(2 ]_[(1 -Vi®Xii—--- =V, ® Xin) ' — I)(W®I) +i3f(0)
i=1

and W*VyVgW =0 if R} Rg is not equal to R, or R} for some y € F,’.

We remark that, in the particular case when n| = - - - = ny = 1, we obtain an operator-valued extension
of the integral representation for holomorphic functions with positive real parts in polydisks [Koranyi and
Pukanszky 1963].

1. k-multi-Toeplitz operators on tensor products of full Fock spaces

In this section, we introduce the class T, of k-multi-Toeplitz operators on tensor products of full Fock
spaces. We associate with each k-multi-Toeplitz operator T a formal power series in several variables
and show that we can recapture 7' from its noncommutative Fourier series. Moreover, we characterize the
noncommutative formal power series which are Fourier series of k-multi-Toeplitz operators and prove
that T, = span{.A*.A,} 5T, where A, is the noncommutative polyball algebra.

First, we recall (see [Popescu 1999; 2016]) some basic properties for a class of noncommutative
Berezin-type transforms [1972] associated with regular polyballs. Let X = (X1, ..., Xi) € B,(H)~ with
Xi=(Xi1,..., Xin). Weuse the notation X; o, :=X; j,--- X ;, if :g;1 .- -g;p € [F,;Li and Xl.’g(;) =1.
The noncommutative Berezin kernel associated with any element X in the noncommutative polyball
B, (H)~ is the operator

Kx:H— FX(H,)®---® F*(Hy,) ® Ax(I)(H)
defined by

Kxh:= > e, ® @y @Ax(D'?X] 5 Xiph, hek,
where the defect operator Ax (/) was defined in the introduction. A very important property of the

Berezin kernel is that KXX?jj = (S;fj QI)Kx foranyi € {1,...,k}and j € {1, ..., n;}. The Berezin
transform at X € By () is the map By : B(Q}_, F*(Hy,,)) — B(H) defined by

k
Bxlgl:=Kx(e® 1) fKx, g¢ B(® FZ(Hn,-)).
i=1
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If g is in the C*-algebra C*(S) generated by S; 1, ..., S;,,, where i € {1, ..., k}, we define the Berezin
transform at X € B, (H)~ by

Bxlg]:= lim Kx(g®LK.x, geC*(S),

where the limit is in the operator norm topology. In this case, the Berezin transform at X is a unital
completely positive linear map such that

BX(SaS;):XaX;;, ot,ﬂel]:;:'lx...x[[?"

ng’

where Sy := 814, Sk if 0 :=(a1,..., ) € E{l X - X [F,J{k.

The Berezin transform will play an important role in this paper. More properties concerning non-
commutative Berezin transforms and multivariable operator theory on noncommutative balls and poly-
domains can be found in [Popescu 1999; 2013; 2016]. For basic results on completely positive and
completely bounded maps we refer the reader to [Paulsen 1986; Pisier 2001; Effros and Ruan 2000].

Definition 1.1. Let £ be a Hilbert space. A bounded linear operator A € B (5 ® (X)f:l F*(H, i)) is called
k-multi-Toeplitz with respect to the universal model R := (R, ..., Ry), where R; ;= (R; 1, ..., R; ;,), if

(I£®R;‘jg)A(I€®Rl,Z)=6SIAs s’t€{17~~'ani}’

forevery i € {1, ..., k}.

A few more notations are necessary. If @, y € F,\", we say that y <, w if there is o € F, \ {go} such
that w = oy. In this case, we set w \, y := o. Similarly, we say that y <; w if there is o € F; \ {go}
such that @ = yo and set w \; y := 0. We denote by & the reverse of « € F;}', i.e., @ = g;, -+ - g, if
=g g, €F’. Notice that y <, w if and only if 7 <; @. In this case we have (0 \,y)~ =@ \; 7. We
say that w is right comparable with y, and write w ~ y, if any one of the conditions w <, y, y <, w or
w = y holds. In this case, we define

f r ’ — r f ’

cj(w,y)::{w\ry ify < o and Cr(w’y):{y\w if o<y
80 if w<,y orw=y, 80 if y<,worow=y.
Letw=(wq,...,wr)andy =(y1, ..., &) bein [F:[I X+ X [F,J{k. We say that @ and y are right comparable,
and write @ ~ y, if for each i € {1, ..., k}, any one of the conditions w; <, ¥;, ¥; <, w; Or W; = ¥;

holds. In this case, we define

f (@, y) = (cf (@1, 1), ... (@, ) and ¢ (@,y):=(c; (@1, ), ..., ¢ (@, y).  (1-1)

Similarly, we say that @ and y are left comparable, and write @ ~1c y, if @ ~. y. The definitions of
c;r (@, y) and ¢; (@, y) are now clear. Note that

Hw,y)" =¢(@,7) and ¢ (@, p) =c¢ (@, 7).

For each m € Z, we set m™ := max{m, 0} and m~ := max{—m, 0}.
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Lemma 1.2. Leta=(ay, ..., ) and B=(B1, ..., Bi) be k-tuples in F;} x- - - xF} such that a;, p; e[F,J{[
fori e{l,...,k} with |o;| =m;, |B;l =ml.+ andm; € 2. If y = (y1, ..., y) and w = (w1, . .., wy) are

k-tuples in ¥ x - x [, then the inner product

(Sl,ozl' .. Sk,akSik,ﬂl. . 'S;:,ﬂk(e)l/l ® . .®e)lik)’ eLIUl ® . .®e§)k>
is different from zero if and only if @ ~. y and (a1, ..., ox; B, - .., Br) = (¢ (@, ¥); ¢ (@, p)).

Proof. Under the conditions of the lemma, S; 4, S}k’ﬂj = S}k’ﬂj Sio forany i, jef{l,....k}, a; € [F,J[l,
and B; € [F:[j. Note that the inner product is different from zero if and only if f;w; = «;y; for any
i€{l,..., k}. Letm; € Z and assume that |o;| =m; > 0. Then B; = g; and, consequently, w; = «;y;.
This shows that y; <, wj, c;L (i, yi)) =0a; and ¢, (w;, ¥;) = gé. In the case when |8;| = m:r > (, we have
o = gf) and B;w; = y;. Consequently, w; <, ¥, cjr (wi, Vi) = g(i) and ¢, (w;, ;) = Bi. Wheno; =8, = gé,
we have w; = y;. Therefore, the scalar product above is different from zero if and only if @ ~. ¥y and
@1,y Bra e B = (€ (@, 9): ¢ (@, p)). O

If B;, y; € B} and, foreachi € {1,...,k}, Bi <¢yi or i = y;, then we write 8 <, .

Lemma 1.3. Given a k-tuple y = (y1, ..., y) € Ff x -« x F} , the sequence

ni?
(S Sk,aksik,ﬁl‘ .. SZ,ﬂk(e;lxr ®--- ®€f’k)}

consists of orthonormal vectors if «;, B; € I]:,Ti, iefl,....k} withm; € Z, || =m;, |Bi| = mf
and B < y.

Proof. First, note that Sy 4, - - Sk,akST’ﬂl- . S’jﬁk (e)l/1 Q- - ®e ) 7 0 if and only if S ﬂ (e .) 7 0 for each
i €{1,...,k}, which is equivalent to 8; <, y; or B; = y;. Therefore B <[ Y.

Fixie{l,...,k}and y; € [FJr We prove that the sequence {S; o, S; 5 y} consists of orthonormal
vectors if o;, f; € [F,J{,_ have the followrng properties:

(1) If |a;| > O then B; = gé, and if |B;| > O then «; = gé.
(i) Bi <¢vi-

Indeed, let (a4, B;) and (o, B)) be two distinct pairs with the above-mentioned properties. First, we
consider the case when gé # B <¢ ;. Then o; = gé and, consequently, S; 4, 7 5 y = e;'/[\z B Similarly,
if g, # B; <¢ vi then = g; and, consequently, Si,a,‘S;ﬁ;e;/,- = e;i\“gi Since (oz,f Bi) # (af, B)), we
must have Bi # Bi, which implies ei,i\z 5 L ei,l_\l Bl On the other hand, if 8] = g then «; € [F,J{i and
Ay /S* ,e = eyey, Let VB It follows that S; a/S*ﬁ/e’ LS O/S*ﬂ/e’

The second case is when B; = gO Then «o; € [F+ and S; o, S* ﬁ y = eq;ey,. As we saw above,
Si.al S ﬂ,e is equal to erther eq)ey, (when B = go) or ey\ B (when g, # B; <¢ ¥;). In each case, we have
Si.a! S LSSt

LB Vi i.B] V >
complete the proof of the lemma. O

e which completes the proof of our assertion. Using this result one can easily
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We associate with each k-multi-Toeplitz operator A € B(S ® ®f:1 F 2(H,,,.)) a formal power series

ZIOED DD Y Arwmibip) ®Star SeaStp Sihp,
m€Z my €l ai,ﬂiE[F,Ti,iE{l ..... k}

loj |=m;, |Bi|=m
where the coefficients are given by
<A((¥1,---,Olk§ﬁl ..... ﬁk)h,g) = (A(h ®x),€®y), h,ﬁ ES, (1-2)

andx =x1 Q- Qxk, y=y1 ®- - ® y with

xi=¢ey, and y; =1 if m; >0,
{l ﬁ, yl | A (1_3)

x;=1 and y,-:ef;li if m; <O,
foreveryi € {1, ..., k}.

The next result shows that a k-multi-Toeplitz operator is uniquely determined by is Fourier series.
Theorem 1.4. If A, B are k-multi-Toeplitz operators on £ Q ®f:1 F2(Hn,.), then A = B if and only if
the corresponding formal Fourier series @4 (S) and ¢p(S) are equal. Moreover, Aq = ¢4 (8S)q for any
vector-valued polynomial

1 k
q= Z h(wl ,,,,, wk)®ew1®'”®ewk’
a),'e[F,fi,ie{l ..... k}
lwi|<pi
where hy, . o) €€ and (p1, ..., pr) € Nk,
Proof. Let @ = (wy, ..., w;) and y = (y1, ..., ¥x) be k-tuples in [F,J{l X e X [F;fk, and let h, b’ € £. Since

A is a k-multi-Toeplitz operator on £ ® ®f: W F (H,,), we have
(Ah®e, ® - ®¢€). h'®e, @+ ®el,)
=(AUc®R1 5 Rij)(h®1), I @ Ry 45, Ri.p ) (W @ 1))

_ Aoy @t W) if @~y
0 otherwise,

where ¢ (w, ) and ¢ (w, y) are defined by (1-1). Consequently,

1 kN _ 1 k
Ah® €y ® ®e)/k) - Z A(cr*(w,}');c?(w,y))h Qe & - ®e,
w=(w1,..., wk)e[Ff{l ><-~~><[F;rk
W™~y
is a vector in £ ® ®f:1 F?(H,,). Hence, we deduce that, for each y = (y1, ..., ) € Ffox-ox [F,J{k,
the series
k
Y Aty Act @i @ (1-4)
wel) x-
@~y
is WOT-convergent. Due to Lemma 1.3, given ¥y = (y1,..., ¥x) € [F,J{1 X -0 X [F,J{k, the sequence

(Star St S, St g (el ® - @ ek )}, where az, f; € FLi € {1,..., k) withm; € Z, |oy| =my,
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|Bi| = m:r and B <y y, consists of orthonormal vectors. Note that, in this case, we also have & ~;. 8 and,
consequently, A, B = At (. B):cr (@.p))- Hence, and taking into account that the series (1-4)

is WOT-convergent, we deduce that

PaS)(h®e) @ ®e},)
= Z Z Z A(al ----- ak:ﬂl,---,ﬁk)h@)slym' . Sk,aksik,ﬂf"slj,ﬂk(e)l/. ®"'®e)]ik)

meZ mrel q; Bie [|:Jr i€ k}

lexi | =m; |/31| m

is a convergent series in £ ® (X)i-‘:1 FZ(H,,,.). Lety =1, ..., ) and w = (w1, ..., w) be k-tuples in
Ft x---xFf. According to Lemma 1.2, the inner product

(Sl,()(]' .. Sk,aksik,ﬁl' . 'S;:,ng(e)l/l ® . .®e§k)’ ei}l ® . .®e§)k)

is different from zero if and only if @ ~. ¥y and («y, ..., a, B1, ..., Bx) = (cjr(w, V)¢, (@,y)). Now,
using (1-4), one can see that

(paS)(h®ey ®--®efy). h' ®e), ®---®el, )

= Z Z Z <A(0l1 ----- ag; By ﬁk)h’h/>

VA Z o B;eFt. i
e e al,ﬂléFni,tE{l,...,k} X (Sl,al' : ‘Sk,ozksik,ﬁl' ’ 'S;:,ﬁk(e)l/l ®-- '®e)]ik ’ ec{n Q- '®e£k>

loi|=m; ", |Bi|=m;
_ A wyia @t i) if @~y
0 otherwise,
- (A(h®e)1,l ®"'®e)€k)’h/®ei)1 ®...®e§)k)

forany h, " € £, and y = (y1, ..., ¥) and @ = (w1, ..., ;) in [F,J[1 X - X [F,J{k, which shows that
Ag = ¢4 (S)q for any vector-valued polynomial in £ ® ®f: W F 2(H,,). Therefore, if the formal Fourier
series g4 (S) and @p(S) are equal, then A = B. Il

When G is a Hilbert space, C(4.5) € B(G), and the series

> Y Cup and Tpi= ) Y. Cwp

meZ,m<0 a,ﬂe[F: meZ,m=>0 a,ﬂe[F,‘l*'
la|=m~, |Bl=m* la|l=m~, |Bl=m*

are convergent in the operator topology, we say that the series

Y Y Cap=Ei+

me”Z a, ,BEEF:[
loe|=m~, |Bl=m~
is convergent in the operator topology. In what follows, we show how we can recapture the k-multi-Toeplitz
operators from their Fourier series. Moreover, we characterize the formal series which are Fourier series
of k-multi-Toeplitz operators. Let P denote the set of all vector-valued polynomials in £ ® ®f.‘:1 F2(H,),
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i.e., each p € P has the form
1 k
4= ) e ®, ® e,
wie[F,J{l_,ie{l ..... k}

where Ay, w) € € and (p1, ..., pr) € NX.

.....

Theorem 1.5. Let {A(q,,...ap:B:....50) } be a family of operators in B(E), where a;, B; € F+
|Bil =m, mi e Zandie{l,..., k}. Then

P8 = > Z AraiiBro ) @ St Sk ST g Sk g,

mieZ myel w;, ﬁ,e[F* ie{

e il =m;,

i |= m; |/31‘ m;r

is the formal Fourier series of a k-multi-Toeplitz operator on £EQ ®f=1 F 2(H,,l.) if and only if the following
conditions are satisfied:

(i) Foreachy = (y1,...,y) €} x--- xF} the series

ng’

*
Z A(c, T (@.9):cr (o, y))A(Cr (@,);¢r (@,7))

weﬂfl X ><[F+

W~y

is WOT-convergent.
(ii) If P is the set of all vector-valued polynomials in € @ ®f:1 F 2(Hnl. ), then

sup  sup [le(rS)pll < oo.
rel0,1) peP,|Ipli<1

Moreover, if there is a k-multi-Toeplitz operator A € B(S ® ®f:1 FZ(H,,,.)) such that ¢ (S) = @ (S), then
the following statements hold:

k . .
@ @)= Y D Aoy O TS o S ST S
m€Z mkela,-,ﬂ,-e[ﬁji,ie{l ..... k}

loj |=m;, |Bi|=m;

is convergent in the operator norm topology, and its sum, which does not depend on the order of the
series, is an operator in

span{f*g : f. g € B(E) @min Aa} 1l
where A, is the polyball algebra.
(b) A =SOT-lim,_; ¢(rS) and

1A= sup [lo(rS)ll = lim flp(rS)[ = sup llp(S)ql.
rel0,1) q€P,llqlI<1

Proof. First, we assume that A € B (8 ® ®f:  F 2(Hn,. )) is a k-multi-Toeplitz operator and ¢ (S) = ¢4 (S),
where the coefficients A, .. :8,.....5) are given by (1-2) and (1-3). Note that (i) follows from the proof
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of Theorem 1.4. Moreover, from the same proof and Lemma 1.3 we have ¢4 (S)(h ® e},l ® e)/ik) and,
consequently, 4 (rS)(h ® ejl,1 R ® e';k), r €10, 1), are vectors in £ ® ®f:1 FZ(H,H) and

lim ¢4 (r$)(h ®ey, @ - @e’;k) =pa(S)(h®e), ® - ®ey)=Ah®e, ®@---®ey) (15

forany y = (y1, ..., ¥) in [F % [F,J[k and i € £. Note also that, due to (i) and Lemma 1.3, we have
0a(r1 Sy, ..., reSp)(h ®e ® ®e ) € 5®®le FZ(H,,I.) for any r; € [0, 1), i € {1, ..., k}. Now,
we show that the series

k
lovi [+18i
ORI Awl,...,ak;ﬂl,...,m@(nr;* St Sy 81
i=1

meZ myel w;, ﬂlel]:Jr ie{l,..., k}

lovj |=m; Iﬁz\ m;

is convergent in the operator norm topology and its sum is in span{f*g : f, g € B(E) Qmin An} 1,
where A, is the polyball algebra. We denote the series above by @4 (r1Si, ..., 7 S;). Since A is a
k-multi-Toeplitz operator, it is also a 1-multi-Toeplitz operator with respect to Ry := (Rk.1, ..., Rk n,), the
right creation operators on the Fock space F?(H,,). Applying Theorem 1.4 to 1-multi-Toeplitz operators,
we deduce that A has a unique Fourier representation

Va0 =Y Y Cappo®SkaSip
me€l oy, prel,

lak |=mp, | Bel=m;f

where Cy:5,) € B(E® ®{<:—11 FZ(H,,i)). Moreover, we can prove that, for any r; € [0, 1),

Ya(reSe) = Y S A G ® Sk i, (1-6)
myeZ ak,ﬂkE[F,Tk
o=y |Bil=m
is convergent in the operator norm topology. Indeed, since ¥4 (Sx) is the Fourier representation of the
1-multi-Toeplitz operator A with respect to Ry := (Rk.1, ..., Rk, ), item (i) implies, in the particular
case when y; = gf, that > w cFi Clu: ) Clap:gty 18 WOT- convergent Since A* is also a 1-multi-Toeplitz

operator, we can similarly deduce that the series Y preFy, C (g ﬂk)C is WOT-convergent. Since

(g6:80)
Sk.1s -+, Sk.n, are isometries with orthogonal ranges, we have
@ 1/2
Ok *
H Z C(Olk§g](§) ® Tk Sk’“k - (ak;gS)C(ahgé) ’
a/‘e[F ok |=m
1/2

’

73] *
H Z C(g o) BTk Sk,ﬂk Z C(gé;ﬁk)c(gg;ﬂk)
BelFs, . |Bel=m ey,

for any m € N. Now, it is clear that the series defining ¥4 (1 Sx) is convergent in the operator norm
topology and, consequently, ¥4 (rSk) belongs to

k—1 -l
spanif*g fig€ B(€®® FZ(Hn,-)) ®minAnk} )

i=1



FREE PLURIHARMONIC FUNCTIONS ON NONCOMMUTATIVE POLYBALLS 1197

where A, is the noncommutative disc algebra generated by Sk 1, ..., Sk.», and the identity. For each
ie{l,....k},weset& :=EQF*(H,)®- - ® F*(Hy,).
The next step in our proof is to show that

1pA(rkSk) = Bf:gk [A] = (ng—l ® K:;{S,\)(A ® IFZ(an))(ng,I ® KrkSk), (1_7)

where K5, : F>(Hy,) — F?(H,,) ® Dy,s, C F>(H,,) ® F*(H,,) is the noncommutative Berezin kernel
defined by

Kusé&= Y e ®Ays (DS} 8 &€ F (Hy),

Brefa,
and D5, := Ap s, (D (F2(Hy). Lety = (y1, ..., ) and @ = (@1, . . . , &) be k-tuples in Ff > - - xFF,
set ¢ := max{|yx/|, |ok|}, and define the operator
Qq = Z Z Clon:p) ® Sk S;ck,ﬂk‘
mreZ,mi|<q (xk,ﬂkE[F,Jfk

o |=mp, | Bel=m}

Since ¥4 (Sk) p = Ap for any polynomial p € P, a careful computation reveals that

(BEG[Al(h®@e), @ ®ek ). W ®el, @ ®ek, )

— ((A ® IFZ(an))(h ®€71/1 R---Q e)k/;;ll () Krksk (e]k/k)), h/ ®€(101 R---Q e];k*}I ® KrkSk (ef()k)>
B <(A ® IFZ(an))( Z h® 6)1/1 Q- ® e)]ik_—ll ® e(])clk Q Apsy (I)l/zs;ck,ak (ellik))’

OtkE[F,Tk
Y H®e, @ @ @ ® A5l >”25Z,ﬂk<eﬁ>k)>

BreFa,

= Z Ah® e)l/l ®--® e)lik_—ll ® egtk) ® ArkSk(I)l/ZSl?,otk (el)ik)’
Olke[F,Tk
X Wael, @0l @dk © 8 ()81

Brela,

o0 o0
LY Y Y ted0-edlad)ned 0 ad od)

m=0 p=0 oy eFy PreF,)

jotgl=m [Bel=p X (Apes (D'2SE o (€8), Ars, (D28} 5 (eh)
q q

=22 2 D (0h®ey, @ @e @eg), h ®ey, ® @ Be)

m=0p=0a,eF;, ik,

lotgl=m [Bel=p X (A, (D285 o, (€5, Ars (D28 5 (eh))

o0 (@]
=22 > D2 {0h®ey @ @ ®e) h ®ey, @ Bey ! @)

=0 =0 0y, fhc,

log|=m |Bel=p X (A5 (D28} o (€5, Ars, (D'2SF 4 (b))
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= ((Qq ® IFZ(an))(h ® ell/l Q- ®ek_l ® Krksk(el}jk))’ h'® E(L] Q- ®e£]j)k_—11 ® Krksk (ef)k))

Vk—1
= (Bf:f?k[Qq](h ® e)lfl Q- ®e]]ik)’ h' ®66101 Q- ®e§)k>
= Z Z <(C(0lk;/3k)®rllcak|+|ﬂklskvak‘g;,ﬂk)(h®e)1/1 ®”'®e)lik)’h/®eclo1 ®- ”®e§)k)
myeZ,|mi|<q Otk,ﬂkéﬂ:;rk

o |=mp, |Bel=m}

=(YarSH(h ®e), @ ®el), W @el, @+ ®ek )

for any h, h’ € £. Consequently, (1-7) holds for any r¢ € [0, 1). Hence, and using the fact the noncommu-
tative Berezin kernel K, g, is an isometry, we deduce that

1Ya(reSOll < |All, e €10, 1).
Moreover, one can show that
A = SOT- lim1 YA (reSy).
Ig—>

Indeed, due to (i) (for 1-multi-Toeplitz operators), we have || 4 (r Sk) p— ¥4 (Sk) pll — 0 as rp — 1 for any
polynomial p € &1 ® FZ(H,,k) with coefficients in & _1. Since ¥4 (Sy)p = Ap and ||[Ya (re Sk) || < || Al
for any ry € [0, 1), an approximation argument proves our assertion.

Now, we prove that the coefficients C(y,.4,) € B (5 ® ®f‘;11 F 2(Hn,.)) of the Fourier series 4 (Sx) are
1-multi-Toeplitz operators with respect to Rx_; := (Rk—1.1, ..., Rk—1.n._,). Foreachi e {1,...,k—1},
s, t € {1,...,n;}, and any vector-valued polynomial p € £ ® ®le F Z(Hn,-) with coefficients in &,
Theorem 1.4 implies

Z Z [(ng—z ® R?js)c(akiﬁk)(lgk—z ®Ri)® Sk,ﬂlk Slt,ﬁk](p)
mpel abﬂkeﬁa

el =i, |Be|=my = (e @ R )Va(S) (e ® Ri 1) (p)
= ® R )A(: ® Ri 1)(p)
=35t A(p) = 85t ¥ a(Si)(p)
=8 Y Y Clonpo ® Sk Sip) (D).

myel Olk,ﬂkE[F,Tk

lo|=my, | Bel=m;
Hence, we deduce that
(g, ® R ) Clayipy gy, ® Riy) = 85 Ciay )

foranyie{l,...,k—1}ands,t €{l,...,n;}, which proves that C(,.,) is a 1-multi-Toeplitz operator
with respect to Ry_1 := (Rk—1,1, ..., Rk—1,n,_,). Consequently, similarly to the first part of the proof,
C (a8 has a Fourier representation
Vi po (Sk1) = Y > Clanor i Bt o) ® Sk—1ax1 Sk—1,p,_, (1-8)
my_1€Z o—1,Br—1€F}

Ng—1
- +
log—11=my_y, | Be—11=my_,
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where C, | 081,80 € B(Ek—2). Moreover, as above, one can prove that, for any r,_; € [0, 1), the
series Y(a,: g0 (k—1Sk—1) is convergent in the operator norm topology, and its limit is an element in

span{f*g : f, g € B(Ek—2) Qmin An,_, )11,

where A4, | is the noncommutative disc algebra generated by Sx_11, ..., Sk—1,,_, and the identity. We
also have

im Vo0 Tk—18k—1) P = Clay:p) P

rr—1—1

for any vector-valued polynomial p € & ® F2(H,,_,). As in the first part of the proof, setting

B,e;itlsk71 [I/l] = (ng,2 ® K:;(—lsk—l)(u ® IFZ(anil))(ngfz ® Krkflskfl)’ ue B(gl’l—l),

one can prove that

Vi Te=15k-1) =B o [Clapn]  and Wi 0 (r—1Sk=D | < 1Ciay 0l (1-9)

for any r,_1 € [0, 1). Moreover, we can also show that

Cloy:p) = SOT_rkl,illgl Yiew: o) Tk—1Sk—1)-
Now, due to (1-6), (1-7), (1-8) and (1-9), we obtain
(B 5, ®idp(r2m, 10 Brs A

_ t loel+18
= Y B o [Clappl @ TS o S g
myel Olk,ﬁke[F;rk

lo|=mp, | Bel=m}

= Z Z Z Z rllcmklrllc’ikfllC(Otkfl,ak;ﬂkfl,ﬂk)

my€el mp_1€Z ak,ﬁke[F,fk ap—1.Br-1€FF

ny_ * *
! ® Sk_lsak—lSk—l,ﬂk,1 ® SksakSk,,Bk’

_ + _
lok|l=my, | Be|l=mj lok—1l=m;_y, 1Bk—1 |:m}:r,1

where the series are convergent in the operator norm topology. Continuing this process, one can prove

that there are some operators Cq,,...a;:8,....5) € B(E) such that the series (181, ..., rcSk) given by

Z e Z Z r/l{mkl . Flml‘c(al,.--,ak;ﬂl ..... 50 ® Sty Sk,akST,ﬁ] e S;,Bk

WIkEZ m1€Z (X,‘,ﬁieﬂ:;,ie{l ..... k}

loi |=m;, | Bil=m;"
is convergent in the operator norm topology and
_ ext . ext : ext
(p(rlSI, ,rkSk) == [BrlSl ®1d3(®£{:2 FZ(H,,I.))]O[BQSZ®1dB(®f:3 Fz(Hni))]O" + O rkSk[A]' (1—10)
Since the noncommutative Berezin kernels K,,s,, i € {1, ..., k}, are isometries, we deduce that

loriSi, ..., eSOl < Al ri €[0, D).
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Note that the coefficients of the k-multi-Toeplitz operator ¢ (7S, ..., r¢Sk) satisfy the relation

M Clr i pohs £) = (0181, . SO (BB X), (£ Y)), (1-11)

where x, y are defined as in (1-3). Since A is a k-multi-Toeplitz operator, so is ¥;, := Bf:gA [A]= Y a(reSk)

and, iterating the argument, we deduce that

. t t
=B, ®idg g o, lo- -0 B [A]

is a k-multi-Toeplitz operator. In particular, Y,, , is a 1-multi-Toeplitz operator with respect to

.....

Ry :=(Ry1,.... Ry ). Applying the first part of the proof to ¥, ., we deduce that

.....

SOT—rlliinl[Bfl"gl ®idpgt  prga, I¥rrd = Yrroy
Continuing this process, we obtain

SOT-lim - - SOT- lim, [B7s, ® gy, pa, I¥ra.n ] = A

ri—1

Consequently, using (1-10), (1-11) and (1-2), we deduce that
(C(Oll ..... ak;ﬂl,...,ﬂk)h’£> = <A(h®x)a£®y> = (A(Oll ..... Olk,ﬂl,...,ﬂk)h5£>v

which shows that @4 (r1S1, ..., 78k) = @(r1 81, ..., rS) for any r; € [0, 1). Hence, we obtain

(PA(FlSl,---,rkSk):Z"'Z Z ”l‘cmk""rlm”

myel mieZ g, /Sleﬂ:+ ief{l,...,k}

Jexi | —m » 1Bil —m

X Ay Bro ) @ Star Sk St Sk i

where the series are convergent in the operator norm topology. Moreover, due to (1-10), we have
loa(riSt, ..., eSO < IIAll, ri €[0, 1).

Due to (1-5), we have

lim Pa(rS)(h®e), ® - ®es)=Ah®e, @ Q).

Since |[@a(rS1, ..., rS;)| < ||A]l, an approximation argument shows that
SOT—lim1 0a(rSy, ..., rS) =A. (1-12)
r—
Let € > 0 and choose a vector-valued polynomial ¢ € P with ||g|| = 1 and ||Ag]|| > ||A|| — €. Due
to (1-12), there is ro € (0, 1) such that |@a(roS1, ..., 708:)q|l > ||All — €. Hence, we deduce that
sup,cjo.ny lea(rSi, ..., rSll = IIAll.
Now, let 1, rp € [0, 1) with r; < rp. We already proved that g(S) := @a(r2S1,...,78) is in

span{f*g : f, g € B(§) ®min An}"I. Due to the von Neumann-type inequality [1951] from [Popescu
2016], we have ||g(rS)|| < ||lg(S)|| for any r € [0, 1). In particular, setting r = r; /rp, we deduce that

loa(riSt, ..., 1S < llga(@2S1, ..., 2801l
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It is clear that lim, | ||@a(rSy1, ..., rSi)|| = ||All. On the other hand, since Ag = @4(S)g for any
vector-valued polynomial g € £ ® ®f:1 FZ(Hn,.), we deduce that [|A|| = sup,ep 4y<1 19(S)gll.

Now we prove the converse of the theorem. Let {A(q, ... a;:4.....5, ) be a family of operators in B(E),
where «;, B; € I]:,J{l_, la;| =m;", |Bi|l = ml.+, m; € Zandi € {l,...,k}, and assume that conditions (i)
and (ii) hold. Note that, due to (i), ¢(S)p and ¢(rS)p, r € [0, 1), are vectors in £ ® ®f:1 FZ(Hnl.) and

rlgr} p(rS)p=9(S)p

for any p € P. Since SUP pep, | pl<1 lo(rS)p|l < oo, there exists a unique bounded linear operator
A, € B(E®Q®'_, F2(H,,)) suchthat A, p=(rS)p forany p e P. If f € EQR'_, F2(Hy,) and {py,} is
a sequence of polynomials p,, € P such that p,, - f as m — 0o, we set A, (f) := limy,— 00 @(rS) pp.
Note that the definition is valid. On the other hand, note that

sup  [lo(S)pll < oo.
PeP.lpli<l

Indeed, this follows from the facts that lim,_{ ¢(rS)p = ¢(S)p and SUP ,ep | pli<1 le(rS)pll < oc.
Consequently, there is a unique operator A € B (5 ® ®f: W F 2(Hnl.)) such that Ap = ¢(S)p for any p € P.
Since lim, 1 A,p = lim,—1 (rS)p = ¢(S)p = Ap and sup, g 1) [|Ar|l < 0o, we deduce that A =
SOT-lim,_, 1 A,.

Now we show that A is a k-multi-Toeplitz operator. First, note that Sy o, - - Sk« ST g~ S¢ g, 18 @
k-multi-Toeplitz operator for any «;, §; € [F,J[i, ie{l,....k}withm; € Z, |a;| =m; and |B;| = mjr Itis
enough to check this on monomials of the form /& ® e}l,1 R --® e’;k. Consequently,

(Is @R Do(r$)Us ® Ri)p =8up(rS)p, s,tefl,... n},

forany p € P andeveryi € {1, ..., k}. Hence, A, has the same property. Taking » — 1, we conclude that
A is a k-multi-Toeplitz operator. On the other hand, if x :=x1 ® - - - Q@ xk, y = y1 ® - - - ® yy satisfy (1-3)
and h, £ € £, we have

(Ah®x),L®Yy) = lil'ri<Ar(h ®x),L®Y)
= 1irr{ (prS)(h®x), LR y)
= IIII}(I’ZL] laiHlﬁilA(al ..... ai; By .Bk)h’ €>

,,,,, a:Bien B £).
Therefore,

¢(8):= Z o Z Z Ay, Bron ) @ Stiar Sk ST,ﬁf o S;:»ﬁk
mieZ myeZ ai,ﬂ,-elF,Ti,ie{l ..... k}

loj |=m, |Bi|l=m;

is the formal Fourier series of the k-multi-Toeplitz operator A on £ ® ®f:1 F2(H,). O
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Theorem 1.6. Let {A,, ..o p....p0)) be a family of operators in B(E), where a;, B; € I]:;Z, ;| =m;,
|Bil =m, mieZandie{l,... k), and let

i

p(S):=y Y > Ay B @ St Sk ST g, Sk g,
mieZ 'nkEZa;,ﬂ;e[Fj,’i,ie{l ..... k}

lai |=m;, |Bi|=m;
1 1

be the associated formal Fourier series. Then ¢(S) is the formal Fourier series of a k-multi-Toeplitz
operator Aon £ Q® ®f: W F Z(Hn,-) if and only if the series defining ¢(rS) is convergent in the operator
norm topology for any r € [0, 1) and

sup lg(rS)|l < oo.
ref0,1)

Moreover, if A is a k-multi-Toeplitz operator on £ @ ®f:1 F2(H,,), then p(rS) = BYS[A] and

SOT-lim B[A] = A, where Bi¥[ul:= (Is @ K}9)u® Iy 2, )(Ie ® Kys). u € BE),

and K, g is the noncommutative Berezin kernel associated withrS € By, (®f:1 F 2(H,,l.)).

Proof. Assume that ¢ () is the formal Fourier series of a k-multi-Toeplitz operator A on £ ®®le F Z(Hn,- ).
Then Theorem 1.5 implies that ¢ (rS) is convergent in the operator norm topology and

IAll= sup [lg(rS)I.
rel0,1)

We recall that the noncommutative Berezin kernel associated with rS € B, (@f: W F 2(Hn,,)) is defined on
Q_, F2(H,,) with values in ®'_, F>(Hy,,) ® D,s C (Q_, F2(Hn)) ® (R, F2(Hy,)), where

k

Dys = Ars(l)(® FZ(Hn,.)).

i=l
Lety =(y1’ --"Vk)’w=(wla ...,CL)k) € [F;:_l Xoees Xl]:r-l_k’ Setq 5=maX{|V]|» |Vk|’ |a)1|’ e |a)k|}’ and
define the operator

Iy = Z T Z Z Ao i) @ SdS;v

mieZ,|mi|<q mreZ,mi|<q oc,',,B,'e[F,Tk,ie{l ..... k}

lovj |[=m7, |Bi|l=m;
1 1

where we use the notation Sg 1= Si,¢; " Sk.o If &€ 1= (21, ...,00) € I]:,J{l X +o0 X I]:,J{k. We also set
ey i= e(}“ Q- ®e§k. Note that

(BE[Al(h®ey), ' Qey)
= (I K[)(A® gy oy, VUe®Krs5)(h®@ey),  ®Deo)

=<(A®1®;<1F2<H,,,.>> Y h®e®A5(D)'S5e). Y. h’®eﬂ®Ars<l>1/zs;<ew>>

acFl, xxF BeF, xxFf,
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= > Y (Ar®e)®Ars(D)'2S(ey). W @ep® Ars(D)'*Sj(ew)

oce[F,J{l ><~-><[Ff{k ﬁe[Ff{] ><-~-><[F,J,rk

= > > (Ah®eq). W ®ep)Ars(1)'7S3(ey). Ars(D)'2 S5 (e0))

acFf, xxFf, BeF!, x-xFi,

= > > Y (T ®eq), W @ep)(Ars(D)!/*Si(ey), Ars(D)'*Sj(ew))
mi€Z,lmi|<q my€Z,|lmg|<q ot,-,ﬁ,-e[Fn*k,ie{l,.“,k}

loi|=m], | Bil=m]
= > Y (Ty(h®@ew). ' ®ep)(Ars(D)' Sk (ey). Ars(1)'/? S5 (ew)
aclf xxFy BeR!, xxFy
={Ie @Kl ) Ty ® gy oy, ) Ue @ Krs)(h®ey), h' ®ea)
= (Bi§[T1(h®ey), h' ®ey)
— Z . Z Z ((Atr,.on i) ®rzf'(=](|(¥i|+|ﬁi|)sas;)(h®ey)’ W ®ey)

mi€Z,|m|<q my€l,Imi|<q a;,ﬁ;e[Fj,’k,ie{l ..... k)

loj |=m7, |Bi|l=m;

=(Qa(rS1,....rS)(hQ@ey), h' ®ey).

Consequently, we obtain
BO[Al = a(rSi,...,rS), rel0,1),

which proves the second part of the theorem.

To prove the converse, assume that {A,..  «:p....4)} 1S a family of operators in B(£), where
o, Bi € I]:,J{t_, lai| =m; ", |Bil = ml.+, m; € Zandi €{l,...,k}, and let ¢(S) be the associated formal
Fourier series. We also assume that ¢(rS) is convergent in the operator norm topology for each r € [0, 1)
and that

M := sup |le@S)| < oo.
rel0,1)

Note that ¢(rS) is a k-multi-Toeplitz operator and

k + -
0(r8)(h®e, ® - -®e), ) = > ri (T DT OIDA s (0 B0, ® B,
w:(wl,...,wk)eIFf{l ><~~-><U:n+k
[Clagi 4
is a vector in £ ® ®f:1 FZ(H,,i). Hence, we deduce that, foreach y = (y1, ..., y%) € [F,J[l X oo X [F:{k,

- - 2017112 2
<rZz=1(C,(w,y)+cr(w,)’)) 3 A;*J(w,ym(w’y))A(cm,ym(w,y))h,h>5||¢(rS)|| k)% < M||h||

+ +
nl><---><|]:nk

O™~y

welF

for any r € [0, 1) and h € £. Taking r — 1, we get condition (i) of Theorem 1.5. Applying Theorem 1.5,
we deduce that ¢(S) is the Fourier series of a k-multi-Toeplitz operator. O
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We remark that, due to Theorem 1.6, the order of the series in the definition of @4 (7 Sy, ..., rS;) (see
Theorem 1.5(a)) is irrelevant.

Theorem 1.7. Let n = (ny, ..., n;) € NK and let T, be the set of all k-multi-Toeplitz operators on
EQR'_, F2(Hy,). Then

Tu=span{f*g: f, g € B(E) ®min Aa) " = span{f*g: f, g € B(E) Omin Au} " ",
where A, is the polyball algebra.

Proof. Let
G:=span{f*g: f, & € B(E) @min An}l "I
According to Theorem 1.5, if A € T, and @4 (S) is its Fourier series, then g4 (rS) € G for any r € [0, 1)

and A = SOT-lim ¢4 (rS). Consequently, T, C GSoT, Conversely, note that each monomial S Sg,

a, B el x---xFl, isak-multi-Toeplitz operator. This shows that, for each Y € G,

Ie@R )Y @ R; ;) =8yY, s,te{l,...,n,

for every i € {1, ..., k}. Consequently, taking SOT-limits, we deduce that G3°T C T;,, which proves
that GSOT = T,.

Now, if T € GWVOT an argument as above shows that T € T, = GSO9T Since GSOT ¢ GWVOT | we conclude
that 7, = GSOT = gWOT, O

Corollary 1.8. The set of all k-multi-Toeplitz operators on ®f:1 F?(H,,) coincides with
span{.A,";.A,,}'SOT = span{.A; A, yWVOT,

where A, is the polyball algebra.

2. Bounded free k-pluriharmonic functions and the Dirichlet extension problem

In this section, we show that the bounded free k-pluriharmonic functions on B,, are precisely the
noncommutative Berezin transforms of k-multi-Toeplitz operators and solve the Dirichlet extension
problem for the regular polyball B,,.

Definition 2.1. A function F with operator-valued coefficients in B(E) is called free k-pluriharmonic on
the polyball B, if it has the form

F(X) = Z Z Z A(Oll ,,,,, ;B ﬂk)®X1,Ol1'"Xk,akXT,ﬂl"'XZ,ﬂk’
meZ myel a,v,,B,ve[Fj,'l_,ie{l,...,k}
laj |=m, | Bil=m
where the series converge in the operator norm topology for any X = (X1, ..., Xi) € B,(#), with
Xi=Xi1,...,Xin), and any Hilbert space H.
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Due to the remark following Theorem 1.6, one can prove that the order of the series in the definition
above is irrelevant. Note that any free holomorphic function on B, is k-pluriharmonic. Indeed, according
to [Popescu 2015b], any free holomorphic function on the polyball B, has the form

fX=>">" > Ao ®Xia Xio,. X €By(H),
mieN myeN a,-e[F;rl_, iefl,....k}
ot |=m;

where the series converge in the operator norm topology. A function F : B,,(H) — B(E ® H) is called

bounded if

[l :== sup [[F(X)| <oo.
XeB,(H)

A free k-pluriharmonic function is bounded if its representation on any Hilbert space is bounded. Denote
by PHZ°(B,,) the set of all bounded free k-pluriharmonic functions on the polyball B, with coefficients
in B(§). Foreachm =1, 2, ..., we define the norms || - ||,, : M,,(PHZ(B,)) — [0, 00) by setting

ILFijImllm := sup [I[F;j (X)Im I,

where the supremum is taken over all n-tuples X € B, (#) and any Hilbert space . It is easy to see that
the norms || - [|,,, m = 1,2, ..., determine an operator space structure on PHZ°(B,), in the sense of Ruan
(see, e.g., [Effros and Ruan 2000]).

Let T, be the set of all k-multi-Toeplitz operators on £ ® ®f:1 F2(H,,). According to Theorem 1.7,
we have

Tu=span{f*g: f, g € B(E) @min An} T,

where A, is the polyball algebra. The main result of this section is the following characterization of
bounded free k-pluriharmonic functions:

Theorem 2.2. If F : B,,(H) = B(E) Qmin B(H), then the following statements are equivalent:
(1) F is a bounded free k-pluriharmonic function;
(i1) there exists A € T, such that
F(X)=BY'[Al'=(Us @ K})(A® 1) (I @ Kx), X € B,(}).
In this case, A = SOT-lim, _, | F(rS). Moreover, the map
®:PHX(B,) — Tu, P(F):=A,
is a completely isometric isomorphism of operator spaces.

Proof. Assume that F is a bounded free k-pluriharmonic function on B,, and has the representation from
Definition 2.1. Then, for any r € [0, 1),

F(rS) € span{f*g: f, g € B() ®min An} "'

and, due to the noncommutative von Neumann inequality [Popescu 1999], we have sup, €[0.1) |F(rS)| =
| Flloo < 00. According to Theorem 1.6, F (S) is the formal Fourier series of a k-multi-Toeplitz operator
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AeB(EQQ;_, F?(Hy,)) and A=SOT-lim,_,; F(rS) € T,. Using the properties of the noncommutative
Berezin kernel on polyballs, we have

F(rX)=:®@ Ky)[F(rS)® Inl(l: ® Kx), X € B,(H).

Since the map Y +— Y ® I, is SOT-continuous on bounded subsets of B(E ®Q,_ F 2(H,,L,.)), we deduce
that
SOT-lim1 F(rX)= s ®@Ky)I[AQ ;]I ® Kx) = BY'[A].

Since F is continuous in the norm topology on B, (#), we have F(r X) — F(X) as r — 1. Consequently,
the relation above implies F(X) = Bg}“[A], which completes the proof that (i) implies (ii).
To prove that (ii) implies (i), let A € T, and F(X) := B}’}“[A] for X € B,,(H). Since A is a k-multi-
Toeplitz operator, Theorem 1.5 shows that it has a formal Fourier series
(p(S) = Z Z Z A(al,...,ak;ﬂl,...,ﬂk)®Sl,a1“'Sk,leS)]k,ﬂl' "S]f,ﬁk

mieZ myel o:,-,,B,-e[F,Tl_,ie{l ..... k)

loi [=m;, | Bil=m
with the property that the series ¢(rS) is convergent in the operator norm topology to an operator in

span{f*g: f, g € B(E) ®min An}""I. Moreover, we have A = SOT-lim,_, | ¢(rS) and

IAll= sup [lg(rS)I.
rel0,1)

Hence, the map X — ¢(X) is a k-pluriharmonic function on B, (#). On the other hand, due to Theorem 1.6,
we have ¢(rS) = BY§[A], where

B = (s @ Ki)U® gy oy Ve ®Kys), € B,

i=1
and K, g is the noncommutative Berezin kernel associated with S € B, (®le F 2(H,,l.)). Note that
p(rX) =B e(rS)] = (s @ KY)[prS) ® In]1(Is ® Kx).
Now, using continuity of ¢ on B, (#) and the fact that A = SOT-lim, | ¢(rS), we deduce that

¢(X) = SOT-lim p(rX) = BY'[Al = F(X), X € B,(H).

To prove the last part of the theorem, let [F;;],, € M,,(PHZ’(B,)) and use the noncommutative von
Neumann inequality to obtain

I[Fijlmll = sup |[F;j(X)]lull = sup |[Fij(rS)]nll-
XeB,(H) rel0,1)

On the other hand, A;; := SOT-lim,_,| F;;(rS) is a k-multi-Toeplitz operator and

FijrS)=(U: @K/ 5)(A;j; ® Iek | r2n, ) Ue ® Krs).
Hence, we obtain

sup [[[F;;(rS)]mll < IAijInll-
ref0,1)
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Since [A;j]n := SOT-lim, [ F;; (rS)],, we deduce that the inequality above is in fact an equality. This
shows that @ is a completely isometric isomorphisms of operator spaces. (|

As a consequence, we can obtain the following Fatou-type result concerning the boundary behaviour
of bounded k-pluriharmonic functions.

Corollary 2.3. If F : B,,(H) = B(E) Qmuin B(H) is a bounded free k-pluriharmonic function and X is a
pure element in B, (H)~, then the limit

SOT—lin} F(rX)
r—
exists.

Proof. If X is a pure element in B, ()™, then the noncommutative Berezin kernel Ky is an isometry
(see [Popescu 2016]). Since F is free k-pluriharmonic function on B,,, we have

F(rS) € span{f*g : f, g € B(E) ®min Aq} "
and F(rS) converges in the operator norm topology. Consequently,
F(rX)= s ®Ky)[F(rS)® Inl(le ® Kx).

Since F is bounded, Theorem 2.2 implies SOT-lim, .| F(rS) = A € T, and sup_, _; | F(rS)|| < oo.
Using these facts in the relation above, we conclude that SOT-lim,_, | F (r X) exists. U

We denote by PHZ(B,) the set of all free k-pluriharmonic functions on B, with operator-valued
coefficients in B(£), which have continuous extensions (in the operator norm topology) to the closed
polyball B, (#)~ for any Hilbert space H. Throughout this section, we assume that # is an infinite-
dimensional Hilbert space. In what follows we solve the Dirichlet extension problem for the regular
polyballs.

Theorem 2.4. If F : B,,(H) — B(E) Qmin B(H), then the following statements are equivalent:

(1) F is a free k-pluriharmonic function on B, (H) such that F (rS) converges in the operator norm
topology as r — 1.

(ii) There exists A € P :=span{f*g: f, g € B(E) @min An} I such that
F(X)=B$'[Al, X € B,(H).

(iii) F is a free k-pluriharmonic function on B, (H) which has a continuous extension (in the operator
norm topology) to the closed ball B,,(H)~.

In this case, A =lim,_,1 F(rS), where the convergence is in the operator norm. Moreover, the map
¢ :PH:(B,) > P, P(F):=A,

is a completely isometric isomorphism of operator spaces.
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Proof. Assume that (i) holds. Then F has a representation

F(X) = Z Z Z A(Oll ~~~~~ ai; By ﬁk)®X1,¢¥1'"Xk,akXT,ﬂl"'Xlt,ﬂk’
mi€Z my€Z ai,ﬁie[F;fi,ie{l,...,k}

loj |=m, |Bi|1=m}

where the series converge in the operator norm topology for any X = (X1, ..., Xy) € B, (#). Since the
series defining F'(rS) converges in the operator topology, we deduce that

A= 1irr} F(rS)eP. (2-1)

On the other hand, we have
BY'[F(rS)]= (¢ ® Ky)[F(rS) ® In](Is ® Kx) = F(rX)
for any r € [0, 1) and X € B, (H). Hence, and using (2-1), we deduce that
BYA]l = rh_l)nl F(rX)=F(X),

which proves (ii). Now we show that (ii) implies (i). Assuming (ii) and taking into account Theorem 1.7,
one can see that A is a k-multi-Toeplitz operator. As in the proof of Theorem 2.2, the map defined by
F(X) :=B$'[A], X € B,(H), is a bounded free k-pluriharmonic function. Moreover, we proved that

F(rS) =BJ%[A]l, rel0,1), (2-2)

F(rS) € P and also that A = SOT-lim,_,; F(rS) and || A| = sup, g 1) | F(rS)||. Since A € P, there is
a sequence of polynomials qm in S, Sg such that g,, — A in norm as m — oo. For any € > 0, let N e N
be such that |A — g, || < e for any m > N. Choose § € (0, 1) such that ||Be’“[qN] gnll < %e for
any r € (8, 1). Note that

IBFSIA] = All < IBSSLA — gnll + IB5§Ian] —anll + llgy — Al S A — gyl + 53¢ <€

for any r € (8, 1). Therefore, lim, | Bf’g‘[A] = A in the norm topology. Hence, and due to (2-2), we deduce
that lim, . F(rS) = A in the norm topology, which shows that (i) holds. Since H is infinite-dimensional,
that (iii) implies (i) is clear.

It remains to prove that (ii) implies (iii). We assume that (ii) holds. Then there exists A € P such
that F(X) = B;’}“[A] for all X € B,(#H). Due to Theorem 2.2, F is a bounded free k-pluriharmonic
function on B, (H). For any Y € B, (H)~, one can show, as in the proof that (ii) implies (i), that
F(Y) :=lim,_, | Be’“[A] exists in the operator norm topology. Since ||Be’“[ ]l < |1A]| for any r € [0, 1),
we deduce that ||F (Y)|| <||A|| for any Y € B,,(H)~. Note also that F is an extension of F. Lastly, we
show that F is continuous on B,,(#)~. To this end, let € > 0 and, due to the equivalence of (ii) and (i),
we can choose ry € [0, 1) such that |[A — F(rgS)|| < %e. Since A — F(r9S) € P, we deduce that

IF(Y) = F(roY)| = | Lim Biy[A] = F(rY)|| < limsup | BSY[A] — F(rY)|| < [A — F(roY) | < 3¢

r—1
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forany Y € B,,(H) ™. Since F is continuous on B, (H), there is § > 0 such that | F (roY) — F(roW)| < %e
for any W € B, (H)~ with |[W — Y| < §. Now note that

IF(Y) = F(W)|| < |F(Y) = FroY)|| + | F(r0Y) — FroW)|| 4+ | F(roW) — FE(W)|| < €

for any W € B,(H)™ with |[W —Y| <. Il

3. Naimark-type dilation theorem for direct products of free semigroups

In this section, we provide a Naimark-type dilation theorem for direct products [F,J{1 XoeeX [F,J[k of unital free
semigroups, and use it to obtain a structure theorem which characterizes the positive free k-pluriharmonic
functions on the regular polyball with operator-valued coefficients.

Consider the unital semigroup F," :=F,| x --- x F} with neutral element g := (g, ..., gb). Let
o=(w,...,op) and y = (1, ..., ¥%) be in [F;f1 X oo X [F,J[k. We say that @ and y are left comparable,
and write @ ~. y, if foreach i € {1, ..., k}, one of the conditions w; <; ¥;, ¥; <; w; or w; = y; holds

(see the definitions preceding Lemma 1.2). In this case, we define

(@, y) = (@1, ), ....c/ (0, %) and ¢ (@, ) :=(¢; (@1, 1), ---, ] (@, Vi),

where

o\iy ify<o, y\ro if o<y,

CT(w,V):={ .
20 if y<jworw=y.

) and ¢; (w,y):= {
80 ifw<y orw=y,

We say that K : F, x F,- — B(€) is a left k-multi-Toeplitz kernel if K (g, g) = Iz and

Ko, w)— {(I)f(cl*(a,w);cl(a,w)) if o~ ®,

otherwise.

The kernel K is positive semidefinite if, for each m € N, any choice of 41, ...h,, € £, and any 0@ :=

(al(i), . a,fi)) € F;f, it satisfies the inequality

m
> (K@, a)h, hi) = 0.
i,j=1

Definition 3.1. Amap K : F," x F, — B(£) has a Naimark dilation if there exists a k-tuple of commuting
row isometries V = (Vy, ..., Vx), Vi=(Vi1, ..., Vi), on a Hilbert space I D &, i.e., the nonselfadjoint
algebra Alg(V;) commutes with Alg(V;) forany i, s € {1, ..., k} with i # s, such that

K(o,®) = P:V}V, o,weF,.

|
The dilation is called minimal if £ = \/we Fi Vo€.

Theorem 3.2. A map K : F,} x F, — B(H) is a positive semidefinite left k-multi-Toeplitz kernel on the
direct product F,| of free semigroups if and only if it admits a Naimark dilation.
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Proof. Let Ky be the vector space of all sums of tensor monomials ) Fies® hg, where {hq} ;. P isa
finitely supported sequence of vectors in H. Define the sesquilinear form (-, - ), on Ko by setting

<Z o®ho. ) ea®h;> = ) (K@ 0ho hyhu, o hy €H.

weF; oeF; Ko w,0cF;

Since K is positive semidefinite, so is (-, - )i,. Set N :={f € Ko: (f, f) =0} and define the Hilbert space
obtained by completing Ko/N with the induced inner product. Foreachi € {1,...,k}and j €{l,..., n;},
define the operator V; ; on Ky by setting

V,-,j( Z e,@h,) = Z e @ ® o | @ ey @ g @ ® o, @ hg.

mEF,fr o=(oy,..., O'k)EF,,Jr

Note that if p € {1, ..., n;} then

(5 woa)o (X ewois)

weF," oeF, Ko
= Z (K(Ol’ ce5 01, gjaia Oitly s Ok W1y« oo, Wi—1, gpa)[, Wity onns a)k)hw, h;—)?—[
w,0cF,
|2 wser (K(o, @h, hy)y if j=p,
0 otherwise.
Hence and using the definition of (-, -)x,, we deduce that, for each i € {1, ..., k}, the operators
Vi1, ..., Vi, can be extended by continuity to isometries on X with orthogonal ranges. Note also that,

ifi,se{l,....k},i#s, je{l,...,n;}andt €{l,...,ng}, then
VijiVii(eo) @ Qeq ®@h) =5 Q@+ Qey_ ®€g;0, Q€ Qe ®és,, Qs & Qes Qh
when i < s. This shows that V;; Vs, = V,;V;;. Since
(eg®h,eg @) = (K(g, g)h, W)y = (h, )3, h,h e,
we can embed H into K by setting & = e, ® h. Note that, for any w, 0 € F, and h, i’ € H, we have
(VIVoh, h')ic = (Voh, Voh') i = (€0 @ h,ee @ h')ic = (K (07, @)h, h')y.

Therefore, K (0, @) = Py V;V,l,, forany o, @ € F,;\. Since any element in Ky is a linear combination
of vectors V;h, where o € F, n+ and h € H, we deduce that I = \/wE Fif Vo H, which proves the minimality
of the Naimark dilation.

Now we prove the converse. Let V = (Vy, ..., V,) and V; =(V; 1, ..., Vi,,) be k-tuples of commuting
row isometries on a Hilbert space K D H. Define K : F, x F,” — B(H) by setting K (0, @) = PV Voly
for any o, @ € F,'. Assume that o, w € F, and 6 ~|c w. Using the commutativity of the row
isometries Vi, ..., Vi, we can assume without loss of generality that there is p € {1, ..., k} such that
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W <[ 01, .., Wp [ 0p, Opi] Sy Wpil, - .., 0k <. Since each V; = (V; 1, ..., Vi 5,) is an isometry, we
have V", V; s = &;1. Consequently, and using the commutativity of the row isometries, we deduce that
<V1,a)1 e Vk,wkh’ vl,al te Vk,Ukh/>

= (Vz,a)z' o Vk,a)kh’ Vl,U]\]CU] V2,02' s Vk,O'kh/>

= (VZ,wz' . Vk,a)kh’ VZ,O'z' . Vk,O'k V],(T| \1w1 hl)

— /
- (VP+1swp+1 T Vkswkh’ Vp“l‘],U]H—l T Vk,U/{ Vlagl\lwl T vagp\lwph >
_ /
- <Vp+1vw1)+l\1(7p+l Vp+2,a)p+2' o Vk»wkh’ Vp+2,o'p+2' o Vkvo'k Vlao'l\lwl e vaap\lwph )

/
= <VP+2,wp+2' Vi Vp+laa)p+l\lap+lh’ VP+2,Up+z' “ Vio Vl,Ul\zwl' e vaap\lwph )

/
= <Vp+1va+1\lap+1 T Vk,wk\ltfkh’ Vlyal\lwl' o Vpﬁp\zwph )

= (Vlfm\]a)l' o ;,ap\zwp Vp+lswp+l\l(7p+l T Vk,wk\lﬁkh’ hl)
for any h, h’ € H. Therefore, for any o, @ € F,f, we have

if 0~ o,

*
Py ch(a,w) Ver@.o |7—l

Ko 0)=Pu¥y VwiH - {O otherwise
_[K(c] (o, @); ¢/ (0,w) if 6~
1o otherwise,

and K (g, g) = I. This shows that K is a left k-multi-Toeplitz kernel on F,. On the other hand, for any
finitely supported sequence {h},cp+ of elements in H, we have

2

Y (K@ 0o he) = Y (PuV;Voluho, he) = H Y Voho| =0.
w,0cF,; w,0cF,; weF,
Therefore, K is a positive semidefinite left k-multi-Toeplitz kernel on F,". 0

We remark that the Naimark dilation provided in Theorem 3.2 is minimal. To prove the uniqueness of
the minimal Naimark dilation, let V' = (V{, ..., V), V/ = (Vl’ rrees Vl/ n;)» b€ @ k-tuple of commuting
row isometries on a Hilbert space X' D H such that K (o, w) = Pf(V;)*VQ/)
with the property that £ =\, Fi V.M. For any x, y € 1, we have

|,, forany o, w € F,} and

(Vox, Vay)e = (K(@, @)x, )y = (P} (V))*V)x, yho = (Vox, Vi ¥

Consequently, the map
W( > V,,ha) =Y Vihs.
ocF;f oeF;f

where {hq},cp+ 1s any finitely supported sequence of vectors in A, is well-defined. Due to the minimality
of the spaces K and K’, the map extends to a unitary operator W from K onto K. Note also that
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WV, ;= X/ifjW foranyi e{l,...,k}and j € {1,...,n;}, which completes the proof of the uniqueness
of the minimal Naimark dilation.

We should mention that there is a dual Naimark-type dilation for positive semidefinite right k-multi-
Toeplitz kernels. A kernel " : F,” x F,” — B(€) is called right k-multi-Toeplitz if T (g, g) = I¢ and

(i (o, w); ¢ (0,w) if 6~ o,

F(a,w):{

0 otherwise,

where ¢ (0, ®), ¢, (0, ®) are defined by (1-1). We say that I" has a Naimark dilation if there exists a
k-tuple W = (Wy, ..., W), W; =W, 1,..., W;p,,), of commuting row isometries on a Hilbert space
K > & such that I'(6, @) = P W:W,|. forany o, w € F,.

Theorem 3.3. Amap I': F, x F,t — B(H) is a positive semidefinite right k-multi-Toeplitz kernel on F,-
if and only if it admits a Naimark dilation. In this case, there is a minimal dilation which is uniquely

determined up to isomorphism.

Proof. We only sketch the proof, which is very similar to that of Theorem 3.2, pointing out the differences.
First, K is the vector space of all sums of tensor monomials ) _ Fl € ®hg, where {hg}, o P is a finitely
supported sequence of vectors in H, while the sesquilinear form (-, - ), on K is defined by setting

< Y ea®ho Y es ®h§,> = Y (T(o, @he. ).
weF,; oeF,f Ko w,0€F,
Foreachi e {l,...,k}and j € {1, ..., n;}, we define the operator W; ; on Ky by setting
W,-,j< > e ®h(,> = ) 5, ® R, Qe 5065, ®®es ®hy.
ocF, o=(01,....01)eF,
Taking into account the relations
o, w) =¢(@,@ and ¢ (0,0 =¢ (0,d),

we deduce that

PHW;WQ,|H _ {PHW;}(U@)WCI(U@)H if o ~1.c w,
0 otherwise,
T (0, ®) ;¢ (0, ®)7) if 0 ~cw,
- {O otherwise,
[(cf(6,®);¢,(6,®)) if 6~ @,
- {O otherwise,
=I(0,®)

for any o, @ € F,". The rest of the proof is similar to that of Theorem 3.2. We leave it to the reader. [J
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Let F be a free k-pluriharmonic on the polyball B, with operator-valued coefficients in B(£) with

representation
FX)=) ) Z Ar.asiproe) ® Xta - XeaXi g X G-D)
mi€Z myel q;, /3,E|]:+ ief k}
|oej |=m;” |ﬂl| m
where the series converge in the operator norm topology for any X = (X1, ..., Xi) € B,(#H), with

Xi:=(Xi1, ..., Xin), and any Hilbert space H. We associate to F the kernel I'r : F, x F,t — B(£)

given by

if 0~ w,

A -
p(o, ®) = {0 (e (0,0);¢7 (0,0) (3-2)

otherwise.
One can easily see that I'p is a right k-multi-Toeplitz kernel on F, . In what follows, we prove a
Schur-type result for positive k-pluriharmonic functions in polyballs.

Theorem 3.4. Let F be a k-pluriharmonic function on the regular polyball B,,, with coefficients in B(E).
Then F is positive on B, if and only if the kernel I'r, is positive semidefinite for any r € [0, 1), where F,
stands for the mapping X — F(rX).

Proof. Forevery y :=(y1, ..., ) € Bl x---xF}  wesete, := e}l,I - -- ®e)’ik and Sy := 81, Sk.y-
Let F be a k- pluriharmonic function with representation (3-1). Taking into account Lemma 1.2, for each
y,a)e[F,J{l x[F;fk, r€[0,1), and h, ' € £, we have

k . .
(FUS)(h®ey) W' ®ea)=Y Y Y (At prpohs B )rEi=1 (S She) ey)

mieZ myeZ (X[,,B[G[F,T,,

k . .
- rz":'(la"ﬂﬂ' <A(cr<w,y>;c:<w,y))h’ W) if @~y
0 otherwise,

= (T (@, y)h, 1.

Hence, we deduce that the kernel I'f, is positive semidefinite for any » € [0, 1) if and only if F(rS) >0
for any r € [0, 1). Now, let X € B,(H) and let r € (0, 1) be such that (1/r)X € B, (). Since the
noncommutative Berezin transform B/, x is continuous in the operator norm and completely positive,
so is id ® B(1/r x. Consequently, we obtain

F(X)=0d®Bu/nx)[F(r$)]1=0, X € B,(H).
Note that if F is positive on B,, then F(rS) > 0 for any r € [0, 1). U

Corollary 3.5. Let f : B,(H) — B(E) Qmin B(H) be a free holomorphic function. Then the following
statements are equivalent:

(1) Nf = 0 on the polyball B,,.
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i) Mf(#S)=0foranyr €[0,1).
(iii) The right k-multi Toeplitz kernel I'y, 1, is positive semidefinite for any r € [0, 1).
Let us define the free k-pluriharmonic Poisson kernel by setting
P, X)i=) ) > Ve Yea i Yes ® Xt XeaXip o Xip

mieZ myel a;,ﬂ;e[ﬂ:,ie{],...,k}

loi|=m", | Bi|=m;
i i

forany X € B,(H) andany ¥ = (Y1,...,Y;) with Y; = (Y;1,...,Y;,,) € B(K)" such that the series
above is convergent in the operator norm topology. Let 2 C F," x F, be the set of all (e, 8) where
a=(ar,...,00), B=(B1,..., fr) € F,} aresuchthata;, B e Ff, |ai| =m;, |Bi| =m;" for some m; € Z.

Theorem 3.6. A map F : B,(H) — B(E) Qumin B(H) with F(0) = I is a positive free k-pluriharmonic
function on the regular polyball if and only if it has the form

F(X)= Y PeV;Vg|, ®XuX},
(o, B)eQ2

where V. = (Vy, ..., Vi) is a k-tuple of commuting row isometries on a space K O & such that

Yo PeViVgl @IS, S5 =0, refo, D),
(o, B)e2

and the series is convergent in the operator topology.

Proof. Assume that F is a positive free k-pluriharmonic function which has the representation (3-1)
and F(0) = I. Due to Theorem 3.4, F(rS) > 0 and the right k-multi-Toeplitz kernel I'f, is positive
semidefinite for any r € [0, 1). Taking limits as r — oo, we deduce that I'r is positive semidefinite
as well. According to Theorem 3.3, I'r has a Naimark-type dilation. Therefore, there is a k-tuple
V =(Vi,..., Vi) of commuting row isometries on a Hilbert space K O € such that I' (¢, @) = Pc V V|,
for any o, w € F,". Using (3-1) and (3-2), we deduce that

FX)= ) PeViVg|, ®XoX},
(o, B)e
where the convergence is in the norm topology. This shows, in particular, that F (rS) is convergent.
To prove the converse, assume that V = (Vq, ..., V;) is a k-tuple of commuting row isometries on a
space C D & such that

D PeViVsl @rtfls,s5 >0, relo, ), (3-3)
(a,p)e2
and the convergence is in the operator norm topology. Let X € B,(#) and let r € (0, 1) be such that
(I/r)X € B,(H). Since the noncommutative Berezin transform B/, x is continuous in the operator
norm and completely positive, so is id ® B(j /- x. Consequently, we obtain

F(X) ::(id®B(1/r)X)( > nggvﬁ|g®r'“'+ﬂlsas;>zo, X € B,(H). O
(o, B)e
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We remark that the condition (3-3) is equivalent to the condition that the kernel defined by the relation
Tv(0,®) = rlotel p vy, | for any o, @ € F," is positive semidefinite. We should also mention
that one can find a version of the theorem above when the condition F(0) = I is dropped. In this case,
F(0)=A® I with A > 0 and we set

Ge =[(A+€le) V?QI(F+ele @ D[(A+€ele) 211, €>0.

Since G, is a positive k-pluriharmonic function with G.(0) = I, we can apply Theorem 3.6 to get a
family V(e) = (Vi (€), ..., Vi(€)) of k-tuples of commuting row isometries on a space K¢ D & such that

FX)=lim Y (A+ele) [PeVi@V(©)|](A+ele)? ® XaX,
(o, B)e

where the convergence is in the operator norm topology.

Definition 3.7. A k-tuple V = (Vj, ..., Vi) of commuting row isometries V; = (V; 1, ..., Vi ;) is called
pluriharmonic if the free k-pluriharmonic Poisson kernel P(V, rS) is a positive operator for any r € [0, 1).

Proposition 3.8. Let V =(Vi,..., Vi), Vi= Vi1, ..., Vin,), be a k-tuple of commuting row isometries.

Then V is pluriharmonic in each of the following cases:
(1) k=1andn; e \.

(ii) V is doubly commuting, i.e., the C*-algebra C*(V;) commutes with C*(Vy) if i, s € {1,...,k}
withi # s.

(i) ny=---=ng = 1.

Proof. 1t is easy to see that V is pluriharmonic if the condition in (i) is satisfied. Under the condition (ii),
the proof that V' is pluriharmonic is similar to the proof of Theorem 4.2(i), when we replace the universal
operator R with V. Now, we assume thatn; =---=ng=1. Then V = (Vy, ..., Vi), where Vi, ..., V;
are commuting isometries on a Hilbert space IC. It is well known [Sz.-Nagy et al. 2010] that there is
a k-tuple U = (Uy, ..., Uy) of commuting unitaries on a Hilbert space G D K such that U;|x = V;
fori e {1, ..., k}. Due to Fuglede’s theorem (see [Douglas 1998]), the unitaries are doubly commuting.
Due to (ii), P(U, rS) is a well-defined positive operator for any r € [0, 1), where the convergence
defining the free k-pluriharmonic Poisson kernel P (U, rS) is in the operator norm topology. On the other
hand, we have
PV, rS) =(PcQDPU, rS)|1C®®f.‘:1 F(H,) >0,

which completes the proof. O

Proposition 3.9. Let V = (Vy, ..., Vi) be a pluriharmonic tuple of commuting row isometries on a
Hilbert space K and let £ C K be a subspace. Then the map

F(X) =P ®@DPWV, X)lggn, X € Bu(H),

is a positive free k-pluriharmonic function on the polyball B, with operator-valued coefficients in B(E)
and F(0) = 1.
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Moreover, in the particular cases (i) and (ii1) of Proposition 3.8, each positive free k-pluriharmonic
function F with F(0) = I has the form above.

Proof. Since V is a tuple of commuting row isometries, the free k-pluriharmonic Poisson kernel P(V, rS)
is a positive operator for any r € [0, 1) and so is the compression (P @ I)P(V, rS>|5®®L1 F2(H,,)" Let
X € B,(H) and let r € (0, 1) be such that (1/r)X € B, (#). Since the noncommutative Berezin transform
id ® B(1,)x 1s continuous in the operator norm and completely positive, we deduce that

F(X):=Pe@DPV, X)|legn 20, X € By(H),

where the convergence of P(V, X) is in the operator norm topology. Therefore, F' is a positive free
k-pluriharmonic function on the polyball B, with operator-valued coefficients in B(£) and F(0) = I.
To prove the second part of this proposition, assume that F is a positive free k-pluriharmonic function
with F(0) = I. According to Theorem 3.6, F has the form

FX)= ) PeViVs| ®XoX},
(a,B)e2

where V = (Vy, ..., Vi) is a k-tuple of commuting row isometries on a space K O £ and the convergence
of the series is in the operator norm topology. Since in the particular cases (i) and (ii) of Proposition 3.8
V is pluriharmonic, one can easily complete the proof. O

We remark that the theorem above contains, in particular, a structure theorem for positive k-harmonic
functions on the regular polydisk included in [B(H)]1 X¢- - - X [B(#H)]1, which extends the corresponding
classical result on scalar polydisks [Rudin 1969]. In the general case of the polyball it is unknown if all
positive free k-pluriharmonic functions F' with F(0) = I have the form of Proposition 3.9.

4. Berezin transforms of completely bounded maps in regular polyballs

We define a class of noncommutative Berezin transforms of completely bounded linear maps and give
necessary and sufficient conditions for a function to be the Poisson transform of a completely bounded or
completely positive map.

Let #H be a Hilbert space and identify the set M,,(B(#)) of m x m matrices with entries from B(#)
with B(H™), where H™ is the direct sum of m copies of H. Thus we have a natural C*-norm
on M,,(B(H)). If X is an operator space, i.e., a closed subspace of B(#), we consider M,,(X) as a
subspace of M,,(B(#)) with the induced norm. Let X, ) be operator spaces and let u : X — ) be a
linear map. Define the map u,, : M, (X) — M,,(Y) by u,, ([x;;]) := [u(x;;)]. We say that u is completely
bounded if [|u|ch :=sup,,>1 |umll < oo. If lullcb < 1 then u is completely contractive; if uy, is an isometry
for any m > 1 then u is completely isometric; and if u,, is positive for all m then u is called completely
positive. For basic results concerning completely bounded maps and operator spaces we refer to [Paulsen
1986; Pisier 2001; Effros and Ruan 2000].
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Let K be a Hilbert space and let u : B(®f:1 F 2(H,,,.)) — B(K) be a completely bounded map. It is
well known (see, e.g., [Paulsen 1986]) that there exists a completely bounded linear map

k
/l = ,u®id: B<® Fz(Hn,-)> ®min B(H) — B(IC) Omin B(H)

i=1

such that A(f ®Y):=u(f)®Y for f e B(@ﬁ;l F%(H,,)) and Y € B(H). Moreover, ||llco = [l it]lcb
and, if u is completely positive, then so is . We introduce the noncommutative Berezin transform
associated with p as the map

k
B, : B(® FZ(Hn,J) x By(H) = B(K) ®min B(H)
i=1
defined by
k

Bu(A, X) = A[CxA® Iy)Cx], Ac B(® FZ(H,,I,)), X € B,(H),
i=1

where the operator Cy € B(®f:1 FZ(H,,I.) ® 7—[) is defined by

k
Cx = (gt o, @ Ax(D"D U~ R @ X — — R, @ X[,

i=1
i=1

and the defect mapping Ay : B(H) — B(#H) is given by
AX = (id—q)Xl)o---o(id—CDXk),

where @y, : B(H) — B(H) is the completely positive linear map defined by

Oy, (Y):=Y X;;YX}, YeBH).

j=1

We need to show that the operator / — R; 1 ® X', — - — R; , ® X;k,n,- is invertible. Let Y = (Yy, ..., Y%)
with ¥; := (Y1, ..., Yi,) € B(H)". We introduce the spectral radius of Y by setting

1
. 2(p1+--+pr)
r(Y):= limsup Z YoY, 1 ‘ ,
(Pro-wPOEZY, ai€Fl, lail=pi
iefl,...k}
where Yy =Yy 4 Vi for o= (a1, ...,a) € K} x - xF} and Yo, := Y- Yij, for a; =

g?l s g;'.p € [F,J{i. We remark that, when k = 1, we recover the spectral radius of an n;-tuple of operators,
. . 1/2
re,r(Y;) = 11mp—>oo“ Zﬂiéﬂ:»fi,lﬁil:p Yip: ifﬁi | / P Note also that

r(Y)=r(Ri1®Y' + -+ Rin,®Y )

and r(Y;) <r(Y) foranyi € {1, ..., k}. Consequently, if 7(¥Y) < 1 then r(¥;) < 1 and the spectrum of
R ® Yi’fl +--+R,® Y:n,- is included in D := {7z € C: |z| < 1}. In particular, when X € B, (), the
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noncommutative von Neumann inequality [Popescu 1999] implies r(X) < r(¢S) =t for some ¢ € (0, 1),
which proves our assertion.

Proposition 4.1. Let B, be the noncommutative Berezin transform associated with a completely bounded
linear map | B(®f.‘:1 F*(H,,)) — B(K).

() If X € B, (H) is fixed, then
k
Bu(-. X): B(® F2<Hn,.>> — B(K) ®min B(H)
i=1
is a completely bounded linear map with ||B, (-, X)|lcb < el Cx 112

(ii) If w is selfadjoint, then B, (A*, X) = B, (A, X)*. Moreover, if u is completely positive then so is
the map B, (-, X).

(iii) If A € B((X)i.‘:1 F*(H,,)) is fixed, then the map
B,(A,-): By(H) = B(K) Qmin B(H)
is continuous and ||B,.(A, X)|| < |ullew|AIICx |I* for any X € Bu(H).

Proof. Parts (i) and (ii) follow easily from the definition of the noncommutative Berezin transform
associated with . To prove (iii), let X, ¥ € B, (#) and note that

1B (A, X) = Bu(A, V)| < InllICx(A® L) (Cx — Cy)ll + Il (Cx — Cy)(A® L)Cy |l
< InlllAINCx = Cy IAICx I + 1ICy [D-

The continuity of the map X +— B, (A, X) will follow once we prove that X + Cy is a continuous map
on B,(#H). Note that

k k k

ICx—=Cyl < IAx (DI JU=Rx) T =[ =Ry |+l Ax (D) 2= Ay (DT U -Rx ™",
i=1 i=1 i=l1

where Ry: :=1 — Ri1 ® X[| —--- — Ri, ® X[, . Since the maps X > ]_[le(l — RX;f)_l and

X — Ax(I)'/? are continuous on B, (#) in the operator norm topology, our assertion follows. The
inequality in (iii) is obvious. U

We remark that the noncommutative Poisson transform introduced in [Popescu 1999] is in fact a
particular case of the noncommutative Berezin transform associated with a linear functional. Indeed, let t
be the linear functional on B((X)f:l FZ(Hni)) defined by 7(A) := (A(1), 1). If X € B, (#) is fixed, then
B:(-,X): B(®f:1 FZ(H,”)) — B(H) is a completely contractive linear map and

(B:(A, X)x,y) =(Cx(A® I1))Cx(1®x),1®y), x,yeH.
Hence, we have
B.(A,X)=Ky(A®I)Ky,
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where K is the noncommutative Berezin kernel at X. Note also that if A € B (®i“:1 F Z(Hn,-)) is fixed,
then B; (A, -): B,(H) — B(#) is a bounded continuous map and ||B; (A, X)|| < ||A| for any X € B, (H).

We mention that, if ny =---=ny =1, H=Cand X =A = (A1, ..., Ax) € D, then we recover the
Berezin transform of a bounded linear operator on the Hardy space H*(D), i.e.,

k
B.(A,2) =] [ = M)Ak k), A € B(H* (DY),

i=1
where k; (z) := ]—[le(l —Xizi)Vandz=(z1, ..., zx) € DX,
Define the set
A:={(o,®w)eF, xF,:0~cwand (6,0) = (¢ (0,),¢ (o,w))}. 4-1)
Set A :={(6,®) : (06, w) € A} and note that
A:={6,®)eF xF :6~.&and (6,0 = (c](6,®),c, (6,))}

Moreover, we have A = A. In the case (0, w) € A, one can easily see that c;r (0,w) = c;“ (0, w) and
¢ (0,w)=c, (0,w).

In what follows, we introduce the noncommutative Poisson transform of a completely positive linear
map on the operator system

Ry Rau:=span{RyRg o, B F x - xFl},

where R := (Ry,..., Ry) and R; := (R; 1, ..., R; ;) is the n;-tuple of right creation operators (see
Section 1). Regard M,,(R;R,) as a subspace of Mm(B((gf-‘:1 Fz(Hnl.))). Let M,,(R;R,) have the
norm structure that it inherits from the (unique) norm structure on the C*-algebra M,, (B (®f~‘:1 F*(H,))).
We remark that

R, R, =span{R Rp : (o, f) € A} = span{R};RB c(a, B) € A},

where A = A is given by (4-1). If p : R, R, — B(E) is a completely bounded linear map, then there
exists a unique completely bounded linear map

f=pn®id: RERy" I @min B(H) > B(E) @min B(H)
such that

AAQY)=u(A)®Y, AcRiR, YcBH).

Moreover, ||t]lcb = |1t llcb and, if u is completely positive, then so is [L.
We define the free pluriharmonic Poisson kernel by setting

P(R,X) := ZZ Z RT,&I'"Rz,dle,ﬁl'“Rk,Bk®X1y0‘1"'Xkﬂk HEREED ¢
mel myel a,-,ﬁ,-e[F;fi,ie{l ..... k)

i |=m;, |Bi|l=m]
1 1
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for any X € B,,(#), where the convergence is in the operator norm topology. We need to show that the

latter convergence holds. Indeed, note that, for each i € {1, ..., k} and r € [0, 1), we have
Wi = Z Z R;k,&i Riﬁi ®r|ai|+|ﬁilsi~°‘f :ﬂi
m;eZ o:,-,ﬁ,-e[F,fl_

loj |=m;, |Bil=m]

:p,.liinoo< DR @rIS + > Ri,,§1®”|’3i|57fﬂi)v

aiEﬂ:ni ﬂien:ni
O<la;|=<pi 0=<IBi|=pi

where the limit is in the operator norm topology. One can easily see that

Wy Wi =P(R,rS)

— 1 “ e 1 “ e *.,... *,, ~ e ~
T plhinoo pl}linoo Z Z Z Lay Rk,ale,ﬁl Rkﬁﬁk
mieZ myel a;,ﬂ[e[F;fi,ie{l,...,k} Zk (il H18:D)
< < K o |+18:
lmil=<p lmi|<px loj|=m, 1By |=m* @ri=laltlbilg .8 .

X Sik’ﬂl“ 'S;{k’ﬂk.

Therefore, the series defining P(R, rS), i.e.,

DIREEDY 3 o REG R G R ® P (A Sy Sy o ST g ST
mieZ myel oy, Bk, iefl,... .k}
|Oli|=m,-i, |Bi|=m;"
are convergent in the operator norm topology. We remark that, due to the fact that the operators Wy, ..., Wi
commute, the order of the limits above is irrelevant. Fix X € B, () and let r € (0, 1) be such that (1/r)X
is in B, (H). Since the noncommutative Berezin transform B/, x is continuous in the operator norm, so
18 id ® B(1/)x. Consequently, applying id ® B/, x to the relation above, we deduce that

(id®B/nx)[P(R,rS)]
=p111_r)noo...pkh_r>noo Z Z Z Ta Ria R g R

meZ mel  o;,BieFt,ie{l,... .k} % %
Imil<pi  Iml<pe M ®X1,a1"'Xk,OlkXLﬂl”.XkuBk’

i |[=m7, |Bil=m;

where the limits are in the operator norm topology. This proves our assertion. Now, we introduce the
noncommutative Poisson transform of a completely bounded linear map u : R; R, — B(E) to be the
map Pu : B,(H) = B(E) Qmin B(H) defined by

(Pw)(X) :=a[P(R, X)], X € B,(H).

The next result contains some of the basic properties of the noncommutative Poisson kernel and the
noncommutative Poisson transform.

Theorem 4.2. Let ju: R, R, — B(E) be a completely bounded linear map.
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(1) The map X — P(R, X) is a positive k-pluriharmonic function on the polyball B,,, with coefficients
in B((gf.‘:1 FZ(H,”)), and has the factorization P(R, X) = CyCx, where

Cx = (g Fz(m@AX(I)W)]'[(I Ri®X; = —Rin ®X;,)7".
i=1

(i1) The noncommutative Poisson transform P is a free k-pluriharmonic function on the regular
polyball B, that coincides with the Berezin transform B,.(1, -).
(iii) If u is a completely positive linear map, then P is a positive free k-pluriharmonic function on B,,.
Proof. The fact that X — P (R, X) is a free k-pluriharmonic function on the polyball B,, with coefficients
in R R, was proved in the remarks preceding the theorem. Setting A; := R; ; ®rS;‘j = —Rip, ®rS*
foreachi € {1, ..., k}, we have
W; = Z Z Ri; R, ; @r“Ibls, , 57,

m;€Z a;,Bi E[F,J{i

loi|l=m;", |Bi|=m;
= —A) =T+ -ADH
= =ADTHT = A) =T = ADUT = A)+ T = ADIT =AD"

#y—1 l * -1
= (I _Al) [1®f=1 FZ(HVL[') ® (I®f=1 Fz(Hn[-) —Zr Sl ]S[ 1)}(1 _Al) .

j=1
Recall that R; ;R;; = R; ;R; ; and R,-,SR;?J = R;‘."tR,;s forany i, j € {1,..., k} with i # j and for any
sefl,...,n;}and r € {1, ..., n;}. Similar commutation relations hold for the universal model S. Since
PR, rS)=W;--- W and Wy, ..., W, are commuting positive operators, we deduce that

k
P(R.rS) = (]‘[(1 ~ R\ ®rSii—--— R, @rs,-,n,.rl)
i=1

k
x(UQAsI)[[U-Rii@rSf = —Ri, ®rS}, )"
i=1
for any r € [0, 1), and P(R, rS) = C’¢C,s > 0. Now, let X € B,(#) and let r € (0, 1) be such that
(I/r)X € B,(H). Since the noncommutative Berezin transform B/, x is continuous in the operator
norm and completely positive, so is id ® B(j /) x. Consequently, applying id ® B(i,-)x to the relations
above, we deduce that

PR, X)= (id®B(]/r)X)['P(R, rS)]

k k
=[[u-R;\®Xi1— - —R}, ®Xin) ' URAx (D) [ [U-R; 1 ®X] | — - -—Ri n, ®X], )"
i=1 i=1
= CxCyx,

which completes the proof of (i).
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Using the results above and the continuity of /i in the operator norm, we deduce that the noncommutative
Berezin transform B, (1, -) associated with u coincides with the Poisson transform P . Indeed, we have

B, X) = (CxCx)

=> ) > WRT 5 Ry o Ry g R ) ® X oy Xeoy X1 g, X5,
meZ my€el ai,ﬂieﬂ:f{i,ie{l ..... k}

Joi | =y, | 1=m
= A(P(R, X))
= (Pi)(X)
for any X € B, (H), where the convergence is in the operator norm topology of B(KX ® H). This proves (ii).

Note also that the Poisson transform P is a free k-pluriharmonic function on B,, with coefficients in B().
If 11 is completely positive, then so is 1. Using the fact that 4 (C3Cx) = (Pu)(X), we deduce (iii). [

Consider the particular case when ny = --- =ny =1, H=K =C, X = (Xy,..., Xy) with
Xj=r jeief € D, and u is a complex Borel measure on TX. Note that & can be seen as a bounded
linear functional on C(T¥). Consequently, there is a u+nique bo+unded linear functional /1 on the operator
system generated by the monomials S;n' cee S,Tk STml . -S;:m" ,Where m,...,myeZ,and Sy, ..., Sk
are the unilateral shifts acting on the Hardy space H2(T*), such that

/jL(S’lnf .. SIT;S;"'”T. .. SZ’”:) = (™. .. oM Php=imier e_iml:r(pk)’ my,...,mgeZ.

Indeed, if p is any polynomial function of the form
"

- - my my —m; m k
p(zls---sZkaZI,--ka):Za(ml ..... mk)Z]I"'Zkkzll"'Zkks (le’zk)E[D)a

where a(y, ... m,) € C, then, due to the noncommutative von Neumann inequality [Popescu 1999], we have

|la/(p(Slv R Sk? ikv sty S;:))| = |/L(p(ei¢lv e ’ei(ﬂk’ e—iwl’ sty e_i(pk))|
< lullip(Sts ooy Sy STo s SO

Therefore, i is a bounded linear functional on the operator system span{.A%.4,}!I"I. Note that the
noncommutative Poisson transform of 1, i.e., B, (1, -), coincides with the classical Poisson transform

of /. Indeed, for any z = (1'%, ..., rre!%) € D¥, we have
- — + +
AP Pr o*D * P
B,(l,z) = Z M(Sll..,pkksl 1"'Sk k)Zfl.”ka
(P15 PR)ELE
= Z M(Elpl...g‘l’k)zfl...zll;k
(P1,.... pr)EZ*
= X ([ )
k
(P1+een pr)EZE T

-/ ( 2. n’”'---rk'”'e"'“(@“*"”~--e”’k<9k‘*"“)dm>= [ Peodue.
Tk Tk

(P1.eer Pr)EZF
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where
P(z,8) =P, (01 —@1) - PG — 1), ¢ =(¥, ..., e%) eTk,

and P.(0 —¢) = (1 —r?)/(1 —2r cos(9—¢) +r?) is the Poisson kernel of the unit disc (see [Rudin 1969]).
We recall that A denotes the set of all pairs (@, B) € F,” x F,7, where F,\ :=F; x--- xF}, with
the property that & ~c 8 and («, B) = (cl+(oz, B).c; (e, B)). We remark that (a, B) € A if and only
if (e, /§) € A. As before, we use the notation & = (&, ..., &) if ¢ = (a1, ..., o) € F}.
Throughout the rest of this section, we assume that £ is a separable Hilbert space.

Lemma 4.3. Let u : R; Ry, — B(E) be a completely bounded linear map. For each r € [0, 1), define the
linear map p, : R, Rn — B(E) by

wr(RyRg) :=r' ™ Pl (RyRg). (@, B) € A,

where |et| ;= |o1| + - -+ o] if ¢ = (a1, ..., ) € Ff. Then
(1) w, is a completely bounded linear map;
(1) lleelleb = supo<p <y lirller = limy— 1 [[1r llebs
(iii) pr(A) = w(A) in the operator norm topology as r — 1 for any A € R, Ry;
@iv) if u is completely positive, then so is u, for any r € [0, 1).
Proof. Let

PR R):= )  awpRiRs aep eC,

(a,B)eA'CA
card(A")<Rg

and 0 < ry < rp < 1. Using the noncommutative von Neumann inequality [Popescu 1999], we deduce that

<l Il p(R*, B

ler (P(R*, R)|| = lu(p(riR*, riR))|| = H Kr, (P(:—;R*v :—;R))

In particular, we have ||, || < ||u]l for any r € [0, 1). Similarly, passing to matrices over R, R,, one
can show that [, b < [[irllco if O <71 < rp <1, and [[rllep < [l for any r € [0, 1). Now,
one can easily see that ,(A) — w(A) in the operator norm topology as r — 1 for any A € R;R,,
and || ulleb = supg<, -1 llrllcb- Hence, and using the fact that the function r — ||u,|[cp IS increasing
for r € [0, 1), we deduce that lim,_, | ||, ||cp €xists and it is equal to || it||cp-

To prove (iv), note that u,(p(R*, R)) = M(BrR[p(S*, S)]). Since the noncommutative Berezin
transform B, g and u are completely positive linear maps and p(R*, R) is unitarily equivalent to p(S™, S),
we deduce that p, is a completely positive linear map for each r € [0, 1). U

Let F be a free k-pluriharmonic function on the polyball B,,, with operator-valued coefficients in B(E),
with representation

F(X)y=) Y Y Awaipropy ® Xia X XT g Xi g,
meZ mkelai,ﬂie[ﬁ‘fi,ie{l ..... k}

loj |=m7, |Bi|=m;
1 13
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We associate to F' and each r € [0, 1) the linear map vr, : R R, — B(£) by setting

vi,(RER) :=r""PIAG,  oip pos (@, B) €A, (4-2)

..........

We remark that vg, is uniquely determined by the radial function r +— F(rS). Indeed, note that, if
X=X1Q - Qxk, y=y1 Q- Q yi satisfy (1-3) and &, £ € £, we have

(Fr$)(h®x),L@y) = (r*MPlAg,  op. . poh, €)= (i, (RERDK, L), (&, B) € A.

In what follows, we denote by C*(R) the C*-algebra generated by the right creation operators R; ;,
wherei € {1,...,k}and j €{l,...,n;}.

Theorem 4.4. Let F : B,,(H) — B(E) ®min B(H) be a free k-pluriharmonic function. Then the following
statements are equivalent:

(1) There exists a completely bounded linear map p : C*(R) — B(E) such that F = P .
(i) The linear maps {vF, },c[0,1) associated with F are completely bounded and supg., _; ||VF, llcb < 00.
(iii) There exist a k-tuple V.= (V1, ..., Vi), Vi= Vi1, ..., Vi), of doubly commuting row isometries
acting on a Hilbert space K and bounded linear operators Wi, W, : £ — K such that
F(X) =W DICx(V)"Cx(V)IW2®1),

where

k
Cx(V)=U@Ax(D'"H][U - Via ® X} =+ = Vi, ® XF, )7\

i,n;
i=1

Moreover, in this case we can choose (i such that ||it|cb = Supg<, -1 |VF, [lcb-

Proof. Assume that (i) holds. Then

F(X)= Z Z Z (R 5 R R G R g)®Xia X X X gy
mieZ myeZ ai,ﬂie[F;rl_,ie{l ..... k}
lej|=m;, |Bi|=m;
for any X € B, (#), where the convergence is in the operator norm topology. Set A q;g) := u(RZ R B-) for
any (a, B) € A. Consequently, for each r € [0, 1), we have

v, (RERg) :=r*PIL(RER;), (a, B) € A.

We recall that (a, B) € A if and only if (a, ﬁ) € A. Applying Lemma 4.3, we deduce that {vg } is a
completely bounded map and

lulrzr, b = sup [|vE, [lcb < 00,
0<r<l1

which proves that (i) implies (ii).



FREE PLURIHARMONIC FUNCTIONS ON NONCOMMUTATIVE POLYBALLS 1225

Now, we prove that (ii) implies (i). Assume that F is a free pluriharmonic function on B, with
coefficients in B(£) and such that condition (ii) holds. Let {g;} be a countable dense subset of R, R.
For instance, we can consider all the operators of the form

p(R*,R) := > a.p) Ry R,

(a,B)eA: |e|<m,|B|<m

where m € N and the coefficients a( g) lie in some countable dense subset of the complex plane. For
each j, we have ||vg, (g;)|| < M||q;| for any r € [0, 1), where M := sup_, _; [|VE, ||cb.

Due to the Banach—Alaoglu theorem [Douglas 1998], the ball [B(£)]), is compact in the w*-topology.
Since £ is a separable Hilbert space, [ B(€)]), is a metric space in the w*-topology which coincides with
the weak operator topology on [B(€)],,. Consequently, the diagonal process guarantees the existence
of a sequence {r,,};_, such that r,, — 1 and WOT-lim,, .| v, (g;) exists for each g;. Fix A € R; R,
and x, y € £ and let us prove that {(vg, (A)x, y)}
so that [lg; — All < €/BM||x|[[y]). Now we choose N so that |((vf, (q;) — v, (q;)x, y)| < %e for
any m, k > N. Due to the fact that

| 1s a Cauchy sequence. Let € > 0 and choose g;

((VE,, (A) =vE, (A)x, y)| < [(vE, (A=g)x, )|+ |((VE,, (@) = vE, @))x, )|+ |(vE, (q;—A)x, )]
<2M| x|yl A=g;ll+[((VE,, (@) = vE, (@), »)|,

we deduce that {((vFrm (A) — VF,, (A))x, y)’ < € form, k > N. Therefore,

CD(.X, )’) = (vFrm (A))C, )7>

lim
m—00
exists for any x, y € £ and defines a functional ® : £ x £ — C which is linear in the first variable and
conjugate linear in the second. Moreover, we have |®(x, y)| < M| A|/|lx]||ly| for any x, y € £. Due to
the Riesz representation theorem, there exists a unique bounded linear operator B(£), which we denote
by v(A), such that ®(x, y) = (v(A)x, y) for x, y € £. Therefore,

V(A) = WOT—rliLn1 vp, (A), A€eR,Ra,
and [[v(A)|| < M||A]. Note that v : R; R, — B(€) is a completely bounded map. Indeed, if [A;;],
is an m x m matrix over R;R,, then [v(A;j)], = WOT-limrkﬁl[vFrk (Aij)Im- Hence, [[[v(A;i)]nll <
M||[A;j]n]l for all m, and so ||[v]|c, < M. Note also that v(R;Rﬁ) = A@:p) for any (e, B) € A, where
A(«:p) are the coefficients of F'. By Wittstock’s extension theorem [1981; 1984], there exists a completely
bounded linear map u : C*(R) — B(E) which extends v such that ||u||cp = [|V|leb. Since F = Pu, the
proof of (i) is complete.

Now, we prove the equivalence of (i) with (iii). If (i) holds, then according to Theorem 8.4 from
[Paulsen 1986] there exist a Hilbert space K, a x-representation 7 : C*(R) — B(K), and bounded operators
Wi, Wy : € — K with ||| = || W1 ||| W2]| such that

w(A) =Win(A)W2, A€ C*(R). (4-3)
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Set V;j .= m(R; ;) fori € {1,...,k} and j € {1,...,n;} and note that V = (V,..., V}), V; =
Vi1, ..., Vin;), 1s a k-tuple of doubly commuting row isometries. Using Theorem 4.2, one can easily
see that the equality F' = Pu implies the one from (iii). Now, we prove that (iii) implies (i). Since
the k-tuple V = (V1, ..., V,), Vi=(Vi1, ..., Vin), consists of doubly commuting row isometries on
a Hilbert space /C, the noncommutative von Neumann inequality [Popescu 1999] implies that the map
7 : C*(R) — B() defined by

(R Rp) :=Vo Vg, a,BeF,,
is a *-representation of C*(R). Define y : C*(R) — B(E) by setting u(A) := Win(A)W,, A € C*(R),
and note that p is a completely bounded linear map. Using the relation
F(X) =W D[Cx(V)*Cx(V)IW,®1)
and the factorization P(V, X) =Cx(V)*Cx (V) (see also Theorem 4.2), we deduce that F(X) =Pu(X)
for X € B,(H). O

We introduce the space PH!(B,) of all free k-pluriharmonic functions F on B,, such that the linear
maps {VF, },e[0,1) associated with F are completely bounded and set || F|[; := supy<, 1 [VF, b < 00. As
a consequence of Theorem 4.4, one can see that || - ||| is a norm on PH!(B,) and (PH'(B,), || |1) is a
Banach space that can be identified with the Banach space CB(R,; R, B(£)) of all completely bounded
linear maps from R R, to B(E).

Corollary 4.5. Let F : B,(H) — B(E) ®min B(H) be a free k-pluriharmonic function. Then the following
statements are equivalent:

(i) There exists a completely positive linear map | : C*(R) — B(E) such that F = P .
(i) The linear maps {VF, }re0.1) associated with F are completely positive.
(iii) There exist a k-tuple V.= (Vi, ..., Vi), Vi= Vi1, ..., Vi), of doubly commuting row isometries
acting on a Hilbert space K D & and a bounded operator W : £ — K such that
F(X)=W*@ D[Cx(V)*Cx(V)IWQI).

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Theorem 4.4. Note that for (i) implies (ii) we have to use
Lemma 4.3(iv). For the converse, note that if vg., r € [0, 1), are completely positive linear maps then

v lleo = llve, (DI = lve I = 1A gl
where g = (g(l), cee g’é) is the identity element in F,". As in the proof of Theorem 4.4, we find a
completely bounded map v : R, R, — B() such that
v(A) = WOT- lim1 vr, (A), A€eR,Ra.

rlll%
Since vg,, r € [0, 1), are completely positive linear maps, one can easily see that v is completely positive.

Using Arveson’s extension theorem [1969], we find a completely positive map w : C*(R) — C which
extends v and such that || u]|lcb = ||v|lcb. We also have that F' = P u. Now, the proof that (iii) is equivalent
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to (i) uses Stinespring’s representation theorem [1955] and is similar to the same equivalence from
Theorem 4.4. We leave it to the reader. O

An open question remains. Is any positive free k-pluriharmonic function on the regular polyball B,
the Poisson transform of a completely positive linear map? The answer is positive if k = 1 (see [Popescu
2009]) and also when ny = - - - = ny (see Section 3).

5. Herglotz—Riesz representations for free holomorphic functions with positive real parts

In this section, we introduce the noncommutative Herglotz—Riesz transform of a completely positive
linear map ¢ : R, R, — B(€) and obtain Herglotz—Riesz representation theorems for free holomorphic
functions with positive real parts in regular polyballs.

Define the space

RH(B,) :=span{i f : f € Hole(B,)},

where Holg (By,) is the set of all free holomorphic functions in the polyball B,, with coefficients in B().
Let7: B((X)i.‘:1 F*(H,,)) — C be the bounded linear functional defined by 7(A) = (A1, 1). We remark
that the radial function associated with ¢ € RH(B,), i.e., r — ¢ (rR) for r € [0, 1), uniquely determines
the family {v,, },¢[0,1) of linear maps vy, : R, R, — B(£) defined by (4-2). Indeed, note that

Vg, (R) := (1d®@ T)[(I ® RY)@(rR)],

Vg, (Rg) := (iId® 7)[p(rR)(I ® Ry)],
forany & = (a1, ..., ) € F,f := F:{l X oo X [F,J{k, where & = (&1, ..., ) and Ry := Ry 4, - - Ry, , and
vy, (RyRg) = 0 if Ry Ry is different from R, or R} for some y € F,". Consider the space

RHI(B,,) = {(p € RH(B,) : vy, is completely bounded and supg—, _; [V, [lcb < oo}.

If p € RH'(B,,), we define @l := supg<, -1 Vg, llcb- Denote by CBo(R;, Rn, B(E)) the space of all
completely bounded linear maps A : R, R, — B(E) such that A(R; Rg) = 0 if R} Rp is not equal to R,,
or R}, for some y € F,f.

Theorem 5.1. (RH'(B,), |- |l1) is a Banach space which can be identified with the Banach space
CBo(R;Rnu, B(E)). Moreover, if ¢ : By(H) — B(E) ®min B(H) is a function, then the following
statements are equivalent:

() ¢ is in RH'(By).
(ii) There is a unique completely bounded linear map 11, € CBo(R;; Ry, B(E)) such that ¢ = P i,

(iii) There exist a k-tuple V.= (V1, ..., Vi), Vi= Vi1, ..., Vi), of doubly commuting row isometries
on a Hilbert space K and bounded linear operators Wi, W, : € — K such that

p(X) =W DICx(V)"Cx(M(W>® 1)

and WiVyVgWa =0 if R} Rg is not equal to Ry or R} for some y € F,f.
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Proof. Define the map W : CBg (R Ry, B(E)) — RH!(B,) by W (1) :=Pu. To prove the injectivity of ¥,
let 11, o bein CBo (R Ry, B(E)) such that W (1) =W (12). Due to the uniqueness of the representation
of a free k-pluriharmonic function and the definition of the noncommutative Poisson transform of a
completely bounded map on R, R,, we deduce that j11(Ry) = n2(Re) and wi(R;) = n2(R;) for
acFf x---xFf, and u1(RyRg) = j2 (R Rp) = 0if Ry Ry is not equal to R), or R for some y € F,f.
Hence, we deduce that @ = us.

By Theorem 4.4, for any ¢ € RH! (B,) there is a completely bounded linear map p1, e CB(R Ry, B(E))
such that ¢ =P, and ||@|l1 = || it llcb- This proves that the map W is surjective and || Py |l1 = [l itg llch-
Therefore, (i) is equivalent to (ii).

Now, the latter equivalence and Theorem 4.2 imply

P(X) = (Puy)(X) = 1,(CxCx), X € By(H), (5-1)
where
k
Cx =gt pm,)® Ax(D)'?) 1_[(1 —R®X;, — - —Rin,®X/,)7".
i=1
Due to Wittstock’s extension theorem [1984], there exists a completely bounded map @ : C*(R) — B(E)
that extends p, with ||t llco = [|P|lcb. According to Theorem 8.4 from [Paulsen 1986], there exist a

Hilbert space K, a x-representation 7 : C*(R) — B(K), and bounded operators Wi, W, : £ — K with
[ @[l = IW1l[[W2] such that

®(A) = Win(A)W,, AeC*R). (5-2)

Set V; j:=n(R; ;) forie{l,...,k}and j € {l,...,n;} and note that V = (Vi, ..., V) is a k-tuple of
doubly commuting row isometries V; = (V; 1, ..., Vi ). Using (5-1) and (5-2), one can deduce (iii). The
proof that (iii) implies (i) is similar to the proof of the same implication from Theorem 4.4. U

Consider now the subspace of free holomorphic functions H'(B,) := Hol(B,,) N PH'(B,) together
with the norm || - ||;. Using Theorem 5.1, we can obtain the following weak analogue of the F. and
M. Riesz theorem [Hoffman 1962] in our setting.

Corollary 5.2. (H'(B,), || - |l) is a Banach space which can be identified with the annihilator of R, in
CBo (R Rn, B(E)), ie.,

(Ry)* :={u € CBy (RiRu, B(E)) : n(Ry) =0 forall @ € F,", |a| > 1}.

Moreover, for each f € H'(B,), there is a unique completely bounded linear map |1 f € (R such
that f =Puy.

Given a completely bounded linear map u : R; R, — B(E), we introduce the noncommutative
Fantappie transform of pu to be the map Fu : B, (H) — B(E) @min B(H) defined by

k
(F)(X) = ﬁ(]_[(l —R; ®Xi1—---—R}, ®x,-,n,.>—1)
i=1
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for X := (X1, ..., Xx) € B,(H). We remark that the noncommutative Fantappi¢ transform is a linear
map and Fu is a free holomorphic function in the open polyball B, with coefficients in B(E).

Let u: R; R, — B(E) be a completely positive linear map. We introduce the noncommutative
Herglotz—Riesz transform of u on the regular polyball to be the map Hu : B,,(H) — B(E) @min B(H)
defined by

k
(H)(X) := ;l<2 [Ta-R ®@Xii—— R, ©Xin) ™' — 1)
i=1
for X := (X1, ..., Xx) € Bu(H). Note that (Hw)(X) = 2(Fu)(X) — u() ® 1.

Theorem 5.3. Let f be a function from the polyball B, (H) to B(E) Qmin B(H). Then the following
statements are equivalent:

(1) f is a free holomorphic function with R f > 0 and the linear maps {vy, 1, },<[0,1) associated with R f
are completely positive.

(i1) The function [ admits a Herglotz—Riesz representation
F(X) = (Hp)(X)+i3f(0),

where p : C*(R) — B(E) is a completely positive linear map with the property that u(R, Rg) = 0 if
R, Rg is not equal to Ry, or R}, for some y € F,.

(iii) There exist a k-tuple V.= (Vi, ..., Vi), Vi= Vi1, ..., Vi), of doubly commuting row isometries
on a Hilbert space K and a bounded linear operator W : £ — K such that

k
f(X)=W* ®I)(21_[(I -Vi®Xi—--- =V, ® Xin) ' — I)(W@ N+i3f0)
i=1
and W*Vy VgW =0 if R, Rg is not equal to Ry, or R}, for some y € F;.
Proof. We prove that (i) implies (ii). Let f have the representation f(X) =), £ A ® Xo. Due
to Corollary 4.5, there exists a completely positive linear map u : C*(R) — B(E) such that W f = Ppu.
Consequently, we have

) =5(A +A%), wRa) =3A%,), 1R =340 forallaeF,, |a|>1,

and M(RZRg) = 0 if R, Rg is not equal to R, or R}, for some y € F,". Using the definition of the
Herglotz—Riesz transform, we obtain

k
(H)(X) = ﬁ(z [Ta-R ®@Xii—— R, ©Xin) ™' — 1)

i=1

= ) Aw®@Xa+ A ®1 —3(Ag) + A7) @1

acF,
= f(X) = 3(Aly = Ag) ®1
= [(X) =i3 (0.
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which proves (ii). Now we prove that (ii) implies (i). Assume that (ii) holds. Then
FX)=2(Fu)(X) —u) @I —iI f(0)

is a free holomorphic function on the polyball B,,. Taking into account that (R, Rg) =0 if R, Rg is not
equal to R, or R}, for some y € F,", and using Theorem 4.2, we deduce that

S(FX)+ F(X)
= L(Hw)(X) + (Hw)(X)*)
K k
= ll(l_[(l ~ R ®Xii—— R, ®Xin) I+ [0 - R ®X — -~ R, ®X;k’"i)_l>
i1 i=1
= A(P(R, X)) = 0.

Therefore, N f is a free k-pluriharmonic function such that i f = Pu. Due to Corollary 4.5, we deduce
that the linear maps {vy 1, },¢[0,1) associated with ) f are completely positive.

Now, we prove that (ii) implies (iii). Assume that (ii) holds. According to Stinespring’s representation
theorem [1955], there is a Hilbert space K, a *-representation 7 : C*(R) — B(K) and abounded W :£ — K
with ||(D)] = [|W]? such that ©(A) = W*n(A)W for all A € C*(R). Setting V; ; := m(R;;) for all
ie{l,...,k}and je{l,...,n;},itis clear that the k-tuple V = (V1, ..., Vx), Vi=(Vi1, ..., Vi), con-
sists of doubly commuting row isometries. Note that, if R, Rg is not equal to R,, or R}, for some y € F,,
then

W*VVgW = W*n(R:Rp)W = u(R:Rp) =0.

Now, one can easily see that the relation f(X) = (Hu)(X) +iJf(0) leads to the representation in (iii),
which completes the proof.

It remains to prove that (iii) implies (ii). To this end, assume that (iii) holds. Since the k-tuple
V=WVi,...,Vi), Vi=(Vi1,..., Vin,), consists of doubly commuting row isometries on a Hilbert space
IC, the noncommutative von Neumann inequality [Popescu 1999] implies that the map 7 : C*(R) — B(E)
defined by

(R Rp) :=Vo Vg, a,BeF,,
is a x-representation of C*(R). Define i : C*(R) — B(E) by setting w(A) := W*r (A)W. It is clear that
W is a completely positive linear map and (iii) implies

k
f(X)= ﬁ<2 [[0-R @Xii— - R, ®Xin)™' = 1) +i3£(0).
i=1
Note also that

1W(RERg) = W (RERGW = WV VgW =0

if R; Rg is not equal to R,, or R;‘j for some y € F,f . This shows that (ii) holds. O



FREE PLURIHARMONIC FUNCTIONS ON NONCOMMUTATIVE POLYBALLS 1231

In the particular case when n; = - -- = ny = 1, we obtain an operator-valued extension of Koranyi—
Pukanszky integral representation for holomorphic functions with positive real part on polydisks [Kordnyi
and Pukanszky 1963].

In what follows, we say that f has a Herglotz—Riesz representation if Theorem 5.3(ii) is satisfied.

Theorem 5.4. Let f : B,(H) — B(E) Qmin B(H) be a function, where n = (n1, ..., ng) € N, If f admits
a Herglotz—Riesz representation, then f is a free holomorphic function with R f > 0.

Conversely, if f is a free holomorphic function such that R f > 0, then there is a unique completely
positive linear map  : R, + Ry, — B(E) such that

fY)=HnKkY)+iSf0), Ye %Bn(H)-
Moreover,

fX) =2 KuR)@Xa—pn(H®1, X €By(H).

acF,

Proof. The forward implication was proved in Theorem 5.3. We prove the converse. Assume that f has
the representation

fX)=) Aw®Xe, XeBy(H). (5-3)

acF;
First we consider the case when %(A(g) + Az‘g)) = I¢. Since N f > 0 and N f(0) = I, Theorem 3.6 shows
that there is a k-tuple V = (V1, ..., Vi) of commuting row isometries on a space K D £ such that
NfFX)= Y. PeViV|.® XoXj.
(0,w)eF, xF;
The uniqueness of the representation of free k-pluriharmonic functions on B, implies

1Aw ifacF B=g,

PeVi Vgl = %Afﬂ) if Be Ff,a=g, (5-4)
0 otherwise.

Set T; j ;= (1/k)V; j fori e {1,...,k} and j € {1, ..., n;}. According to Proposition 1.9 from [Popescu
2016], the k-tuple T := (11, ..., Ty), T; := (Ti1, ..., T; ), is in the closed polyball B, (K). Using
Theorem 7.2 from [Popescu 2016], we find a k-tuple W := (W, ..., Wy) of doubly commuting row
isometries on a Hilbert space G D K such that Wl.*jj|,C = Tl*] foralli e {1,...,k}and j € {1,...,n;}.
Define the linear map u : C*(R) — B(E) by setting

W(RGRY) = Pe[PcWW| ], « BeF,.

Note that p is a completely positive linear map with the property that p(R /;) = (1/2k'8 |)A;"ﬂ) and
W(RZ) = (1/2k1*N) Ay if o, B € F,;F witha # g and B # g, and (1) = I¢. Consequently, (5-3) and (5-4)
imply

FX)=2)" KR @ Xa —pu(H® 1, X € By(H).

acF;
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Setting Y := (1/k) X, we deduce that

fN) =2 uRY) K™Y, —puh®1

acF,

k
= [L(z ]—[(1 — R\ ®kY;1—- - — R}, ®@kY; )" — 1)
i=1

= (Hp)(kY)

for any Y € (1/k)B,(H), which completes the proof when A ) = Ic. Now, we consider the case when
C = %(A(g) + A’(“g)) > 0. For each € > 0, define the free holomorphic function

ge = (Cioy+e) V[ f+ele @ [](Cq) +el)™'/?

and note that 9ig.(0) = I. Applying the first part of the proof to g., we find a completely positive linear
map e : C*(R) — B(E) with the property that

1 _ _
He(Rp) = 275 (Cig) + €D 2 ATy (Cg) + D)7 /2

and
1

~ 2kl

ifa, B € F,f witha # g and B # g, and (1) = I¢. Setting v (§) := (C(g) +61)1/2[,L€(§')(C(g) +el)'/?
for all £ € C*(R), one can easily see that v, is a completely positive linear map with the property
that ve(Rp) = (1/2k|ﬂ|)Ajﬂ) and ve(R%) = (1/2k1*)A () if @, B € F,” with & # g and B # g, and
Ve(I) = C(g) +€l¢. Following the proofs of Theorem 4.4 and Corollary 4.5, we find a completely positive
linear map v : C*(R) — B(€) such that v(§) = WOT-lim¢,_,¢ v¢, (§) for & € C*(R), where {¢} is a
sequence of positive numbers converging to zero. Consequently, we have v(Rﬁ) = (1/2kIB ‘)Az‘ﬂ) and
V(RY) = (1/2k1¥) A g if &, B € F,S with o # g and B # g, and v(I) = C(g)- As in the first part of this
proof, one can easily see that

e (RE) (Cigy+€l) ' 2A@)(Cigy+el)™/?

F) = (HO)KY) FiSFO). ¥ € LB, (H).
and

FX) =2 KR ®Xe —v()®I, X €By(H). O

acF,
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BOHNENBLUST-HILLE INEQUALITIES FOR LORENTZ SPACES
VIA INTERPOLATION

ANDREAS DEFANT AND MIECZYSEAW MASTYLO

We prove that the Lorentz sequence space {2,,/(m+1),1 1S, in a precise sense, optimal among all sym-
metric Banach sequence spaces satisfying a Bohnenblust—Hille-type inequality for m-linear forms or
m-homogeneous polynomials on C". Motivated by this result we develop methods for dealing with
subtle Bohnenblust—Hille-type inequalities in the setting of Lorentz spaces. Based on an interpolation
approach and the Blei—Fournier inequalities involving mixed-type spaces, we prove multilinear and
polynomial Bohnenblust-Hille-type inequalities in Lorentz spaces with subpolynomial and subexponential
constants. An application to the theory of Dirichlet series improves a deep result of Balasubramanian,
Calado and Queftélec.

1. Introduction and classical results

In seminal work, Bohnenblust and Hille [1931] proved that there exists a positive function f on N
such that, for each n and every m-homogeneous polynomial on C”", the £,-norm with p = 2m/(m + 1)
of the set of its coefficients is bounded above by the constant f(m) times the supremum norm of the
polynomial on the unit polydisc D". The primary interest of this result is that f(m) is independent of
the dimension »n and, moreover, the exponent 2m /(m + 1) is optimal. This result was a key point in the
celebrated solution by Bohnenblust and Hille of Bohr’s absolute convergence problem for Dirichlet series
(see, e.g., [Bohnenblust and Hille 1931; Bohr 1913; Defant et al. 2016; Defant and Sevilla-Peris 2014]).

Recently, more sophisticated results were obtained and successfully applied to verify several long-
standing conjectures in the convergence theory for Dirichlet series (and intimately related complex analysis
in high dimensions). A striking improvement was given in [Defant et al. 2011], proving that f(m) in fact
grows at most exponentially in 7, and a recent result even states that f(m) is subexponential, in the sense
that for every € > 0O there is a constant C(¢g) such that f(m) < C(g)(1 + &) for each m € N [Bayart et al.
2014b]. Estimates of this type proved to be useful in many different areas of analysis, for example the
modern #€,-theory of Dirichlet series and (the intimately connected) infinite-dimensional holomorphy (see,
e.g., [Bayart et al. 2014a; Defant and Sevilla-Peris 2014]), the study of summing polynomials in Banach
spaces (see [Albuquerque et al. 2014; Defant et al. 2012; Dimant and Sevilla-Peris 2013], for example),
and even in quantum information theory (see [Montanaro 2012]) and more generally in Fourier analysis
of Boolean functions. A good general reference in this area is the recent book of O’Donnell [2014].

Mastyto was supported by the Foundation for Polish Science (FNP).
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Our aim is to prove multilinear and polynomial Bohnenblust—Hille inequalities in the setting of Lorentz
spaces. In the remainder of this introduction we give more precise details on the state of the art of BH
inequalities (multilinear and polynomial) and isolate the two natural problems that mainly concern us.

We will consider Banach sequence spaces (X(/), || - ||lx) of C-valued sequences (x;);cy, which are
defined over arbitrary given (index) sets /. In what follows, Lorentz spaces will play an important role.
Given 1 < p <ooand 1 <¢g < oo, the Lorentz space £, 4(I) (£, 4 for short) on a nonempty set I consists
of all x = (x;);es for which the expression

| (Cres 79kl — (e — 1)2/2)2) i g < oo,
”x”enq - 1/p.,* : — (1)
supgey k' /P x; if g = o0,
is finite. Here, as usual, for a given x = (x;);es € Loo(I), we denote by x* = (x;‘) jeJ the nonincreasing
rearrangement of x, defined by

X7 =inf{A >0:cardfi € I : |x;| > A} < j}, JjeJ,

where J = {1,...,n} whenever card I = n, and J/ = N whenever / is infinite. The expression (1) is
anorm if ¢ < p and a quasinorm if ¢ > p. In the second case, |- ||, , is equivalent to a norm. Of course,
{p,p is the Minkowski space £, since the map x — x* is an isometry.

The following two finite index sets will be of special interest: for each m, n € N,

./‘/L(m,]’l)z{i:(ll,.,lm)lkEN,lflkfn} and }(m,n)={jEM(m,n)ij1§j2§-~-§jm}.

Below we explain the two inequalities we are interested in, the so-called multilinear and polynomial
Bohnenblust-Hille inequalities, and we motivate the two problems we intend to handle.

The multilinear BH inequality. Given a Banach sequence space X (defined over arbitrary index sets)
and m € N, we denote by

BHY"'(m) € [1, 0]

the best constant C > 1 such that for each n and every complex matrix a = (a; ); eu(m,») We have

[(@i)i esommllx < Cllalloo, 2)
where
lalloo = sup Z a,-xil1 x|
NG i oo <1 i = (i evnsim) €l(m )
1<k<m

For the sake of completeness we give a short review of the history of the inequalities of the form (2),
emphasizing those results, old and very recent, which are of relevance to this article. (For more on that
we once again refer to [Defant and Sevilla-Peris 2014].) The case m = 2 reflects a famous result of
Littlewood [1930]:

BHZ"/‘; (2) < 0.
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Solving Bohr’s so-called absolute convergence problem on Dirichlet series, Bohnenblust and Hille
[1931] studied the case of arbitrary m and proved that

mult
BHZZm/(m-i—l) (m) < ©0. (3)

This result was improved by [Blei and Fournier 1989; Fournier 1987] showing that, even,

It
BH;}“zum/(er]).1 (m) < co. 4)

In Section 4 we give a modified version of their proof from [Blei and Fournier 1989].
Finally, Bayart, Pellegrino and Seoane-Sepulveda [Bayart et al. 2014b] showed that the constants in (3)
are subpolynomial in the following sense: there is a constant ¥ > 1 such that for all m we have

BH?zu;:/(mH)(m) <kem=1/2, )

where y is the Euler—Masceroni constant. Note that there exists a uniform constant C > 0 such that, for

any finite index set /,
[€p (1) = £p,1 ()] = C log(card I); (6)

hence, by (5), there exists § > 1 such that, for each m, n and every matrix (a; ); es(m,n)

1@2)i e l2m /41,1 < m° (log ) aloo.
In view of this, and comparing with (4) and (5), the following natural question appears:

Problem 1. Does there exist a constant § > 0 such that for each m we have

BHI‘gulitt/(m—i-l),l (m) = m5?

We provide far-reaching partial solutions extending all results mentioned before. The main contributions
are given in Theorems 6 and 12.

The polynomial BH inequality. Every m-homogenous polynomial

P(z) = Z cqz®

aeN
lor|=m
in n complex variables z = (zy, ..., z,) € C" can be uniquely rewritten in the form
P(z) = Z CiZjy* Zjpms @)
J€g(m,n)

and we denote its supremum norm by

[Pllo = sup

1(zi)7 =1 leo=1

Cijl"'ijn .
J=(1,....in)€$(m,n)

Given a Banach sequence space X (defined over an arbitrary index set) and m € N, we denote by

BHY (m) € [1, o0]
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the best constant C > 1 such that, for each n and every m-homogeneous polynomial P as in (7), we have

(c;j(P))jesmmlx < CIP|oo- €))

Let us again give a short review of the most important results on such inequalities (for more information,
again see [Defant and Sevilla-Peris 2014]).
By inventing polarization, Bohnenblust and Hille [1931] deduced from (3) that

pol
BHKZm/(ern (m) < oo. ®)

The fact that p = 2m/(m + 1) is optimal here was a crucial step in the solution of Bohr’s so-called
absolute convergence problem. Again, mainly motivated by problems on the general theory of Dirichlet
series and holomorphic functions in high dimensions, the first qualitative improvement of the constants
was done in [Defant et al. 2011]: for every & > 0 there is a constant C(g) > 0 such that, for all m,

BHY (m) < C(e)(V2+ &)™ (10)

Lom/om+1)

Bayart et al. [2014b] proved that these constants are even subexponential in the following sense:

pol m
BHbm/(mH)(m) <C(e)(1+¢e)". (11)

We are going to see that a standard polarization argument extends (9) to Lorentz spaces:

pol .
Bszm/(mH)’l(m) < 00; (12)

but the following problem will turn out to be much more challenging:

Problem 2. To what extent do (10) and (11) hold when we replace 3, (;m+1) by the Lorentz sequence
space Lom)m+1),17

Concerning the extension of (10), our main result is given in Theorem 14.

Why do Lorentz spaces play an essential role within the context of Bohnenblust—Hille inequalities?
We prove (see Theorem 1) that, among all symmetric Banach sequence spaces X satisfying a multilinear
or polynomial Bohnenblust-Hille inequality as in (2) or (8), the sequence space X = £5,,/(m+1),1 is the
smallest one (and in this sense the “best”).

2. Preliminaries

Throughout the paper, for a given finite set {X; };c; of Banach spaces which are all contained in some
linear space ¥, we denote by €P;; X; the Banach space of all x € (");¢; X; equipped with the norm

Ixlg,e, x: = D Ixlx,-

iel

For each m € N we denote by Jl(m) and $(m) the union of all M(m,n) and $(m,n), n € N, respectively.
We define an equivalence relation in Al(m,n) in the following way: i ~ j if there is a permuta-
tion o of {1,...,m} such that (i1,...,im) = (jo@1): - - -+ Jo(m))> and denote by [i] the equivalence class
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of i € M(m,n). The following disjoint partition of M(m, n) will be very useful:

Mem,my =) [jl

Jj€g(m,n)

For 1 <k <m, let ;. (m) denote the set of all subsets of {1, e m} with cardinality k. We denote the
complement of S € Pr(m) in {1,...,m} by S.IfSe P (m), then let M(S, n) be the set of all indices
i:S—{1,...,n},so0in the special case S = {1, ..., k} we clearly have that M(k,n) = M(S, n). Finally,
fori e M(S,n)and j € ./l/L(S\,n) we define i @ j € Jl(m,n) through

Y i onS,
i = ~
J j on S.
Given m, n, k e N with 1 <k <m and 1 < p, g < oo, we define the norm || - ||, k,p,q) ON the

space CM:1) of all matrices a = (a;); M(m,n) DY

pla\1/p
lallonn ke = 2. ( 2 ( 2 ""'@f'q) ) ’

SEPy(m) “ieM(S.n) " jeu(S,n)

and denote the corresponding Banach space by

P &S S).

SePy (m)

Clearly, this is the £1-sum of all Banach spaces £, (S)[{, (§)], where £,(S)[{4 (§)] is, by definition,
CUmm) normed by

pla\1/p
||“”£p(S)[eq(§)]:( > ( > |ai®i|q) ) :

ieM(S,n) " jeu(S,n)

We will consider (classes of) Banach lattices. Of particular importance are symmetric spaces. We
recall that a Banach lattice £ on a measure space (2, X, i) is said to be symmetric if g € £ and
| fIle = llglle whenever ur = g and f € E. Here juy denotes the distribution function of f, defined
by ur(A) = pu{t € Q:|f(t)| > A} for A > 0. Throughout the paper, by a Banach sequence lattice on a
finite or countable set / we mean a real or complex Banach lattice E on the measure space (1,27, )
(on [, for short), where w is the counting measure. In the case when E is symmetric, E is said to be a
symmetric Banach (sequence) space.

A symmetric space E is called fully symmetric whenever it is an exact interpolation space between
L1(w) and Loo(p); that is, for any linear operator 7: L (i) + Loo(it) = L1(1t) + Loo(it) such that
1Ty (y—>Ligo <1 and [ T||p .. (u)—>Loo (1) < 1 we have that T maps E into £ and ||T||g—g < 1. It
is well known that symmetric spaces that have the Fatou property or have order continuous norm are fully
symmetric (see [Bennett and Sharpley 1988; Krein et al. 1982], for example).
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We will need the concept of discretization of a Banach lattice. Let (€2, X, i) be a measure space and
letd = {Qk},?;l C X be a measurable partition of €2, i.e., 2 = U,ICVZI Qp, where Q; N Q2; = & for each
i,je{l,...,N}withi # j. Then, given a Banach lattice X on (2, X, u), the discretization X¢ is
the Banach space of all simple functions f € X of the form f = Z,Q;l §xxo, € X, equipped with the
induced norm from X.

The notion of Lorentz spaces over arbitrary measure spaces will be essential in what follows. Given a
measure space (€2, 2, 1) and 0 < p <00, 0 < g < oo, the Lorentz space L, 4(2, ) (Lp,q(2) or Lp 4,
for short) is defined to be the space of all (equivalence classes of) measurable functions f* on €2, equipped
with the quasinorm

((q/p) J& f*@)9:9/ P~ ar) T if ¢ < oo,
sups.q /7 f*(1) if ¢ = oo

where f* is the decreasing rearrangement of f', defined on [0, c0) by

1/, =

fH() =inf{s > 0: pus(s) <t}.

(We adopt the convention inf & = 00.) In the case when €2 = [ is a nonempty set with counting measure j,
the space L, 4(£2, ) in fact coincides with the Lorentz sequence space £, 4 (1) already defined in (1).
Indeed, in this case, given a function f = x on Q = I we have x/ = f*(¢) forevery t € [k—1,k), k € J,
where J = {1,...,card [ } if [ is finite and J = N if / is infinite. Thus || /|, , = llxll¢, ,, where the
latter norm is as defined by the formula (1).

We recall that the Kéthe dual space (£p,1)" of the Lorentz space £,,1 = £p,1(I) coincides with the
Marcinkiewicz space m,, which consists of all complex sequences x = (x;);es such that

k
1
(g™ :sup—g xF < oo,
4 Py kl/pj=1 J

and which, with this norm, forms a Banach space. Moreover, we note that by standard comparison with
the integral of % on [1, N], we have for each N € N and every « € (0, 1),

N

Y

Combining this inequality (for « = 1/ p) with x; < k=1/p [xlle, o for k € J yields

(13)

mp =4{p,co

up to equivalent norms:

?”x”mp < llxlle, 0o = I1Xllm,. X € £p,co-

(As usual we write 1/p’ :=1—1/p.) Many of our arguments will be based on interpolation theory. Here
we recall some of its basic concepts and provide some special facts we are going to use. Recall that if
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A = (Ag, A1) is a quasinormed couple then, for any a € Ag + A1, we define the K-functional
K(t,a; A) = inf{||aolla, +t|la1lla, :ao+a1 =a}, t>0.

For 0 <6 < 1 and 0 < g < o0, the real interpolation space (Ao, A1)g,q is the space of all a € Ag + A,
equipped with the quasinorm

* s AR
fallog = ( [k 00 4

with an obvious modification for ¢ = oo.

The following well-known and easily verified interpolation property holds: if (Ao, A1) and (By, B1)
are two quasinormed couples, T is a map from (Ag, A1) to (Bo, By) (i.e., T: Ao + A1 — By + B,
and the restrictions of 7' to A; are bounded from A; to B; for each j € {0, 1}) with the quasinorms
M; =||T:A; — Bj||,then T: (Ao, A1),y — (Bo., B1)g,q is also bounded and, for its quasinorm M, we
have

M<M}mf.

Lorentz spaces arise naturally in the real interpolation method since most of their important properties can
be derived from real interpolation theorems. We briefly review some basic definitions. The pair (L1, Lso) is
especially important for the understanding of the space L, 4. It is well known that, for every f € L1+ Loo,

K(t, fi L1, Leo) :/Otf*(s)ds:tf**(t), t>0.

Hence, for each 6 € (0, 1),

t

1fll6.g = (/()Oo[tl_gf**([)]q ﬂ)l/q.

An immediate consequence of Hardy’s inequality is the following well-known formula, which states that,
forl<p<oo, 1 <g<ocand§ =1-1/p,

(L1, Loo)B,q =Lpg:
and, moreover,

1
?IIfII(Ll,LOO)e,q <1 lepq = Ifllzi.Loore -

The following result will be used (which follows from the more general Theorem 4.3 of [Holmstedt
1970]): Let 1/p=(1—0)/po+6/p1, 0 < po, p1 <00, po# p1 and 0 < g < oo. Then, up to equivalent
norms, we have

(me Lpl)e,q =Lpg.
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More precisely,
—1g—min(1/g,1/ po) —min(1/¢,1/p1) ( P Ve

C 0 ’ (1 - 9) ’ g “f”Lp,q

SN pg L py o
1/q

< co—mn(1/a.1/po) (| _ 9)—max(1/q,1/p1)(£) £ (14)
— q p.q9°

where C > 0 is a universal constant.

We will also make intensive use of complex interpolation, and denote by [Ag, A1]¢ the complex
interpolation spaces as defined, for example, in [Calderén 1964]. We recall that if X and X are two
complex Banach lattices on a measure space (€2, X, ) then

[Xo. X1]o = X070 x9, (15)

with equality of norms provided one of the spaces has order continuous norm; here, following Calderdn,
we denote by X(}_G Xle the Calderén space of all x € L%(jt) such that |x| < A|xo|'~?|x1| p-a.e. on Q
for some constant A > 0 and some x; € X; with ||x;[|x; <1 fori =0, 1. We put

”x”Xg—@X? =inf A.

3. The optimality of Lorentz spaces

The following theorem motivates our study; we show that, in the context of multilinear and polynomial
Bohnenblust—Hille inequalities, Lorentz spaces are in a certain sense optimal. Before we state and prove
these results we recall that, if X is a symmetric Banach sequence space on I/ and y4 denotes the indicator
function of a set A C I, clearly || y4|/x depends only on card(A). The function ¢x (k) = || x4llx, where
A C I with card(A) = k, is called the fundamental function of X. It is well known (see, e.g., [Krein
et al. 1982, Theorem 2.5.2]) that, if 1 < p < 0o and X is a symmetric Banach sequence space on / such
that || y4|lx = card(A)!/? for every indicator function y4 (that is, ¢x (k) = k'/? for every A C I with
card(A) = k), then £, 1 — X with

Ixlx < lixlle,,. x€tpa.

Thus £,,1 is the smallest symmetric Banach sequence space on / whose norm coincides with the £,-norm
on indicator functions.

Theorem 1. Fix a positive integer m. The Lorentz space Ly, /(m+1),1 IS the smallest symmetric Banach
sequence space X such that BH}‘(‘“h(m) < 00. Also, the Lorentz space Lyp/(m+1),1 is the smallest
symmetric Banach sequence space X such that BH}D‘?1 (m) < o0.

Proof. We follow an argument inspired by [Bohnenblust and Hille 1931]. Assume that X is a symmetric
Banach sequence space such that BH}}‘“h(m) < 00, i.e., for each n € N and every complex matrix
a = (a,-),-eM(m,n) we have

lallx < BHZ" (m)]alloc. (16)
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It suffices to show that the fundamental function

n

>

i=1

¢n) = , neN, 17

X

satisfies
(m+1)/2m)

¢(n) < C(m)n (18)
for each n € N. For fixed N, choose some N x N matrix (a,s) such for every r, s we have |a,s| = 1 and
Z,ICVZI Arilgk = N8rs (€.2., ars = 2™ "S/N with 1 <r, s <N), and define the matrix a = (ai)ieuom,n) bY

ail...im = ai1i2 o 'aim_li,n~

Since |a;,...i

Im

| =1, we have ¢p(N™) = ||a|lx. We now estimate the norm || ||co. We first do the trilinear
case m = 3, where the argument becomes more transparent. We take x, y, z € CV with supremum norm
at most 1; then, using the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and the properties of the matrix, we have

> aijajrxiyize| < YD aijajexiyi| |zl
i,j,k k 'i,j
2\1/2
SNI/Z( ij4jkXiYj )
1/2
= Nl/z( Z Qi j1 iz joXiy Xizy Yj1 Vja Zajlkéjzk)
i1,i2 k
J1:J2
1/2 2 1/2
= Nl/le/z( Zanjéizsz'liizyjy'j) = N( > aijxi ijlz)
i1,02 Joi
1/2 1/2
V(DT anansnn) =N k) =N
i1in J i
In the general case we take Z(l), . ,Z(m) eCN , each with supremum norm at most 1, and repeat this
procedure to get
N
1 1
S i iy iz ez Nm/z(z 2] )|2) < N"2N12, (19)
i1yesim=1

Hence ||a||oo < N*1/2 for each N, and by (16) we have ¢(N™) < BH}?““(m)(Nm)(m“)/(zm). Since
for each positive integer n there is N such that N <n < (N + 1), we finally obtain (18).

To prove the second statement, we assume that X is a symmetric Banach sequence space such that, for
each n and every m-homogeneous polynomial P(z) = ZaeN", la|=m € cqz%, we have

H(ca)aeN n o= m”X <BHp01(m)||P”oo
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Following nontrivial ideas of Bohnenblust and Hille [1931] it is possible to modify the proof of the first
statement, which leads to a sort of deterministic proof of the second statement. Here we give an alternative,
probabilistic argument. As in (17) we consider the fundamental function ¢(n), n € N, of X. Then, by
the Kahane—Salem—Zygmund inequality (see [Kahane 1985], for example), there is a constant Cksz > 1
such that for every choice of N there are signs &, = %1 for which

-1 1/2

sup Z caz® ECKSZ(N(m+n],:] )logm) .
zeDN DtGN(])V
la|=m

Since the sequence (¢ (N)/N) is nonincreasing and for each N we have
N_m - (N+m—1> < N™.

m! — m -
it follows that ¢p(N™) < m!¢((N +n':1 _1)) for each N. Combining the above estimates we conclude that,
for each N,

$(N™) < BH (m)Cszm! y/log m (™) D/@m)
This easily implies that there exists a constant C(m) > 0 such that
p(n) < Clmn /@ e,

and the conclusion again follows. O

4. Multilinear BH inequalities for Lorentz spaces revisited

In this section we present a slightly modified proof of (4), which was first given in [Blei and Fournier
1989]. We need to prove four preliminary lemmas.

Lemma 2. For each matrix a = (a; )i e y(m,n) and each S C M(m, n),

1
oy Z |ai| = m”auem/(m—l).oo’
E(S) ieS
where
E(S):= max card{i;:i € S}.

1<k<m

Proof. Clearly

fm=DImg% < ia|, 1<k<n™.

m/(m—1),00°
Now note that ) ; . ¢ |a; | has not more that E£(S)” summands and that ng)m a* (k) sums the first
E(S)™ many largest |a; |, i € S. As a consequence, we obtain by (13) (with @« = 1 — 1/m) that

E(S)m E(S)"
Y olail < Y ag <llalley g 2 KT <mllale, o100 ES),
ieS k=1 k=1

as desired. O
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Lemma 3. For each matrix a = (a;); e u(m,n) the index set M(m,n) splits into a union of m subsets Sy
such that, for every 1 < g < 00,

Sk 1/q
ma a ~.,.<m a s
|2k ha™ M rpyteg @ = g n—13.00

where, for S C M(m,n), we put a® = a; fori € S andaS =0 fori &S.

Proof. 1t suffices to show the desired inequality for ¢ = 1: for arbitrary 1 < ¢ < oo apply the case ¢ =1
to |a|'/4 instead of to a. In view of Lemma 2 we show that there are appropriate sets Sy for which

Sk N
1;1';€asxm ||Cl ||eoo({k})[€|({k})] - SCM(m ) E(S) l%:s | ll

and without loss of generality we may assume that the supremum on the right side is at most 1.
Given 1 < k < m, observe that

Z Z lai | < Z la; | < E(M(m,n)) = n.

{=1ieM(m,n) i eM(m,n)
ir=L

Hence there is some 1 < £(k) < n such that for

T} ={j € MOn,n): jr = L(k)}

> lail = 1.

S|
i€T)

we have

Then, for m
=.M(m,n)\ U Tkl,

k=1
we obviously get E(Ny) <n — 1. If we now repeat this procedure with Ny instead of Jl(m, n), then we
obtain m new index sets Tkz, 1 <k <m, in Ny, for which

Y lail<1

ieT?
and m m
E(N2)<n—2 with N, = (Jl/t(m,n)\ U Tkl) \ ( g T,f).
k=1 k=1

Continuing for j € {3,...,n}, we find index sets Tj, 1 <j<n, 1<k <m,such that

Y lail=1l. 1<k<m.1<j<n (20)

ieTZ
and

n m
E(Ny) =0 with N, =.t(m.m)\ | J | T{.
j=1k=1
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Define, for 1 <k <m,

n
Sk=J 1.
j=1
Obviously, we have that N, = @ and hence
m
M(m,n) = U Sk.
k=1

Finally, for any 1 <k <m,

Sk ~ = Sk 1< L <
192 g =, 30 2 Mieyl= swe o D laiejl <1
i ett({kt,n) i e({kl,n)
iojel/=, T}
Let us comment on the argument for the last estimate: Assume without loss of generality that n = 2.
Then, by construction, given j = 1 or j = 2 we have that either i & j € Tk1 for all i € M({k},n) or

iPje Tk2 foralli € A/L({?c\}, n). The conclusion follows from (20). O

Lemma 4. For each matrix a = (a; )i ey(m,n) and every 1 < q < oo,

1/q ~
@llegmasmsns =m? 32 Nl e, copie, @
1<k<m
Proof. Since for every 1 <r < oo we have m, = {00 with || - [l¢, .. <|I - [lm, and ({;,1)" = m, isometrically,
the required inequality follows by Lemma 3 and a simple duality argument. Indeed, take a matrix a and
sets Sy according to Lemma 3. Then

Yo oaibil= Y > laibi*]

i eM(m,n) 1<k<m ieM(m,n)
< ~ Sk ~
- Z ”a”fl({k})[%/({k})]”b ”Zoo({k})[eq({k})]
1<k<m
< max ||b5¥|
1<k<m

Coo (kD) [Lq (D] > ”"”el({k})[eqw{?})]

1<k<m

1/q N
AN L DS lally, apre, @

1<k<m

the desired conclusion. O

The last lemma needed is the following so-called mixed BH inequality (this is a simple consequence of
the multilinear Khinchine inequality; see, e.g., [Bayart et al. 2014b; Bohnenblust and Hille 1931; Defant
et al. 2016]).

Lemma 5. For each n and each matrix a = (a; ); e u(m,n) we have

Z( > luol?)

=1 " ey,

1/2 m—1
<V2 alles. 1<k<m.
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Combining Lemmas 4 (with ¢ = 2) and 5 gives the proof of (4). As a byproduct we get the following
estimate for the constant:

mult 1/2 m—1
BHp L m) =m'2Y27
We note a disadvantage of this proof: it does not give polynomial growth of BHZ”:"‘/(WH) : (m) in m as
we obtained for BHErllllt (m) in (5).
2m/(m—+1)

4.1. Polynomial growth, part I. We are going to give a first improvement of the result from (5). Our
estimate shows that the symmetric Banach sequence space

X =lom/m+1),2(m—1)/m

satisfies the BH inequality from (2) with a constant growing subpolynomially in m. It is important to
note that X is strictly larger than the Lorentz space £5,,/(m+1),1; however, X has the same fundamental
function as €5, /(m+1),1, Which of course fits with Theorem 1.

Theorem 6. There exists a constant § > 0 such that, for each m,

8

mult (m) <m°.

Lam/m+1).20m=1)/m

The proof combines ideas and tools from [Blei and Fournier 1989; Bohnenblust and Hille 1931;

Littlewood 1930] with some more recent ones from [Bayart et al. 2014b]. The following lemma, the

proof of which is explicitly included in the proof of [Bayart et al. 2014b, Proposition 3.1], is crucial.

For 1 < p <2 we write A, > 1 for the best constant in the Khinchine—-Steinhaus inequality: for each
choice of finitely many o, ...,an € C,

N
N
||(ak)k=1 ”62 = Ap (/N Z A Zk
T
k=1

where dz stands for the normalized Lebesgue measure on the N-dimensional torus TV. Recall that
Ap </2forall 1 <p<2.

D 1/p
dz) ,

Lemma 7. For each n, each matrix a = (a; ); e u(m,n) and each 1 < k < m, we have

—k I
el gm k20 Ge+1).2) = A% 41y BHE 1y B 1l oo

The second lemma needed is an immediate consequence of [Blei and Fournier 1989, Theorem 7.2]:
Lemma 8. For each 1 < q < oo there is a constant C4 > 1 such that, for each 1 <t < g and each matrix
a = (ai)iem(m,n)>

||a ||€mqt/(mq+t—q).t E Cqm ”a || (m,n,m—l,t,q) :

Proof of Theorem 6. For ¢ =2 and t = 2(m — 1)/m we have mqt/(mq +t —q) =2m/(m + 1). Hence,
given a matrix a@ = (a; )i ep(m,n), Lemma 8 yields

”a ||£2m/(m+1).2(m—1)/m =< sz ||Cl ”(m,n,m—l,Z(m—l)/m,Z)-
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Moreover, by Lemma 7 we have

||a||(m,n,m—1,2(m—1)/m,2) = Az(m—l)/m BH?zu(l;il)/m (m—1lla] co-

Combining with (5) we conclude (because A, < V2 foreach 1 < p <2) that

1—y)/2
1@l €2/ oma 1y 20m—1y7m = szx/z/c(m - 1)( / llaloo.

as required. O

4.2. Polynomial growth, part I1. In this section we use complex and real interpolation as well as results
from [Fournier 1987] to improve Theorem 6 considerably (see Theorem 12). The starting point for what
we intend to prove is the following result:

Lemma9. Foreachm,n,k € Nwith1 <k <m we have that
ma—1
<(%)

Proof. A variant of this result is mentioned without proof in [Fournier 1987, p. 69] — the special case k =1

B Soo(S)] = bmsi1 (M(m, 1))
S Py (m)

is given in Fournier’s Theorem 4.1; for the general case, analyze the proof of that theorem and use in
particular his Theorem 3.3 instead of Theorem 3.1, in combination with Cauchy’s inequality. O

We will need the following obvious technical result; since we here are interested in precise norm
estimates, we prefer to include a proof.

Lemma 10. Let J be a finite setandlet Y and X, j € J, be Banach lattices on a measure space (2, Z, ).
Then @jeJ(le_ng) = (@je] Xj)l_ngfor every 8 € (0, 1), with

1-60
@(XJ?‘HYG)%(@X/) Y| <cardJ,
jeJ JjeJ

1-60
‘(@Xj) v P}y <card J.
jeJ jeJ

Proof. Choose x € @jej(le_eYe) with norm less than 1. Since ||x|y1-6y¢ < 1 for each j € J, there
exist y; € Y and x; € Xj with |y;|ly <1 and |xj|x, <1 for each j € J such that

1-6 0 ;
x| <l [Tyl J e
This implies
. 1-6 0
x| < (min |x max .
x| = (min [l) '™ (max |yel)

Clearly, !minkeJ |xk|H€Bj€JXj < Zjej [l xjllx; <cardJ and Hmanej |yk|HY <card J yield

x € (@ X,-)HY"

jeJ
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with
||x||(®jej X)1-0ye <card J.
This shows the first estimate from our statement. The proof of the second statement is straightforward. [
Now we use real and complex interpolation to deduce, from Lemma 9, the following result:

Lemma 11. For eachm,n, k e Nwith 1 <k < m we have

~ mA\3/2
B oSN = Lamjonin 2k s+ m.m) | <2(3 )
SeP i (m)
Proof. We claim that the following norm estimate holds:
~ m
B S L] = /(7). @

SePy(m)

where M = M(m,n). Indeed, combining complex interpolation first with Lemma 10 (with norm (',?))
and then with Lemma 9 (with norm (’,2’)_1/ 2), we obtain

P uSL®S= P a®[lid) toS)2]

SeP (m) SePy (m)

= D [LEEE LS Eo®N],

SePy (m)

= P [LU) 6S)ka®], ),

SePy (m)

> [El(m), D el(S)[foo(§)]] with norm < ()
SePy (m) 1/2
-1/
s [El(ﬂ/t),ﬁm/k,l(/i/t)]l/z with norm < (’;:) 1z

= Lom/(m+k),1 (M).

Observe that the last equality here holds with equality of norms; to see this note that for every 1 < p < 0o
and 0 < 8 < 1 we have, by (15),

E = [L1(M), £y 1 (M)]g = €1 (M) 70, 1 ()"

Taking Kéthe duals we obtain E/ = £ (M)~ (mp(Jl/L))a = (mp)l/e, which, for 6 = % and p =m/k,
gives E' = mapm/(m—k) (M), and by duality

E = Lom/m+k),1 (M).
This proves the claim from (21). Now, for 8, = (k — 1)/ k we have

[£1(S).£2(S8)]g, = Lok /k+1)(S).
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Hence we deduce from (21) and, again, Lemma 10 that

P uk/anOS]= P 1i(S). £a(S))g, [€2(S)]

SeP; (m) SePy(m)

= B [LOLE.GELE)],

S ePy (m)

= D [L®LE) U],

SePy (m)

;)[ an El(S)[£2(§)],£2(JvL)] with norm < ()
SePy(m) Ok

) m (1—6x)/2
= Lam/m+k),1 (M), £2(M)]g, with norm < (k )

and so the norm of the inclusion map is less than or equal to

(;;1)(;:)(1—90/2 _ (,Z)Hl/(zk) - (,;;)3/2'

We now need the equality
[C2m/m+k),1 (M), L2(W)]g, = Lom/om+1).2k/(k+1)
with
€2/ am+i),1 (W), €2(M)]g, = Lamym+1),2k/Ge+1) (A | < 2.

In fact, from (15) it follows that for 1 < ¢g; < p; < oo with j =0, 1 and 6 € (0, 1) we have

[epo,qo’ EPI »q1 lg = (zpo,qo)l_o (EPI »q1 )9~

And, further, for 1/p = (1—-0)/po+6/p1 and 1/qg = (1 —0)/qo + 6/¢q; it can be shown, similarly to
in the nonatomic case in [Grafakos and Mastyto 2014, Lemma 4.1], that in the atomic case we have

(Kpo,qo)l_e (EPIHI)O = Ep,q
with
1p0.q0)" 0 (Up1.q1)? = Lp gl <217

Thus, taking 0 = (k —1)/k, qo = 1, po =2m/(m + k) and p; = g1 = 2, we obtain the required
embedding. Combining all together, we finally arrive at
mA3/2
<a(})

which completes the proof. O

B ak/te+ 1S = Lomyoms1),2k/k+1)
SePy(m)

A combination of (5) and Lemmas 7 and 11 leads to the following substantial improvement of
Theorem 6:
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Theorem 12. For each m, k € Nwith 1 <k <m we have

mult m 2 m—k mult
sz/<m+1>,2k/(k+1)(m) = 2( k ) A2k/(k+1) BHsz/(kﬂ)(k)'
In particular, for each k there is some §(k) > 0 such that, for each m >k,

BRIt (m) < )
Com/(m+1).2(m—k)/ (m—k+1) = :

5. The polynomial BH inequality for Lorentz spaces

Let us start with a standard polarization argument, showing how the multilinear BH inequality in Lorentz
spaces from (4) transfers to a polynomial BH inequality in Lorentz spaces (as already stated in (12)).

Theorem 13. Given m € N, there is a constant C > 0 such that for every m-homogeneous polynomial
P =3 icommn)CiZir " Zjm inn complex variables we have

||(cj)j€§(m,n)”EZm/(er])J = C”P”OO’

in other terms,
pol

Lom/m+1).1 (m) < oo.

Proof. Take some m-homogeneous polynomial P as above, and let a = (@; ); ey (m,n) be the associated
symmetric matrix. Then for every j € $(m,n) we have

cj =card[jla;
and, by standard polarization,
mm
lalloo < 1Pl
Obviously,
[€p.1(MGm, 1)) = €1 (F(m. 1)), Bi)i citimmy = Bj) jegemm | < 1.

Combining all this we obtain

1(cj)jesmmllam/m+1),1 = [(card[jla;) jegmm)leam/oms1)a
= ||(Card[i]ai )iéﬂ/t(m,n)nfzm/(m_}l),l

= m! || (ai)i eM(m,n) ||e2m/(m+1),1

| mult m mult
=m! BHezm/(erl),l (m)llalloc <m BHezm/(erl),l (M) Pl oo

which is the estimate we aimed for. O

5.1. Hypercontractive growth. We now improve the preceding theorem by showing for X = €5, /(m+1),1
that the constant BH;}O] (m) in fact has hypercontractive growth in m; this extends (10) from Minkowski
spaces oy, /(m+1) to Lorentz spaces £,/ (m+1),1-

Theorem 14. For every € > 0 there is a constant C(g) > 0 such that, for each m,

BH!" (m) < C(e) (V2 + &)™,

Lomyom+1).1
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Our proof needs four preliminary lemmas. The understanding of the diagonal operator
D(m,n): CMm.n).s Cf}(m,n)’ (ai)ieJM(m,n) — (Card[j](m+1)/(2m)aj)jeg(m,n),

will turn out to be crucial; here C07-™):5 stands for all symmetric matrices in C*0?) namely all matrices
(@i )i es(m,n) for which a; = aj whenever j € [i]. Moreover, for 1 < p < oo denote by ﬁ;,l(/l/t(m, n))
the subspace CH07:1)5 of {p,1(M(m,n)), and similarly define the subspace £}, (M(m,n)) for 1 < p < oco.
In Lemma 16 we will use interpolation in order to establish norm estimates for these diagonal operators
in Lorentz sequence spaces. In order to do so, we need another technical lemma on real interpolation:

Lemma 15. Let X and X1 be fully symmetric spaces on a measure space (2,2, ). If X (‘)i and X {’1 are
discretizations of Xo and X1 generated by the same measurable partition of 2, then for every 8 € (0, 1)
and 1 < g < oo the inclusion map id: (Xgl, de)g,q — (Xo, X1)g,q is an isometric isomorphism, i.e.,

1/ N xd xiyoy = 1/ ko x000, for [ (X5 X{ag

Proof. Let {Q;}V_. C X be a given measurable partition of Q. Define the linear map
k=1

N
1
P:Ly(u) + Loo(p) = L1() + Loo (), fH];(m /Qkfdl’l“)XQk'

Since P:(L1(1), Loo(1t)) = (L1(1), Loo()) With [| Pz, )L,y = 1 and | Pz )—>Loo) = 1.
and X and X are fully symmetric, it follows that

P: (X0, X1) — (X&, X{)

with | P ||Xj_)X;1 <1 for j €{0, 1}. This implies that, for every f € Xg + X2, we have, since P(f) = f,

K@t f:X§.X{)=K(t, Pf:Xo. X1) < K(t, f: Xo. X1). 1>0.
Since the opposite inequality is obvious, the required statement follows. O
The next result will be essential:

Lemma 16. There is a uniform constant L > 0 such that, for each m and n,

HD(””’ n): zim/(m.H)J(-/‘/L(m’ n)) < £2m/(m+1),1(}(ma ”))H <Lm.

Proof. The proof is based on interpolation, and the abbreviations M = JM(m,n) and § = $(m,n) will be
used. We claim that

ID(m,n): L3(M) - L1 (P <1, [ D(m,n):L5(M) — £2(P)]| < V/m. (22)
Indeed, for every a € CH0m:1)-5 we have
ID(m.n)allg, 5 = Y _ card[j]D/C™ g, =" card[ j] D/ @™ card[ j]|aj |
jeg jeg

< ) card[j]laj| = lai | = llalles cuy
1

JjE$ iet
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and
1/2 1/2
|DGm. m)aleycs) = (Z card[ /1" D/ |2) - (anrcl[jrm*“/m—1 card(j] |a,-|2)
JEF Jj€g
1/2 1/2
- (m!)1/<2m>(2card[jl|a ; |2) < Jm ( 3 Jas |2) = i lalescuy.
JEY ie

which proves (22). We now apply the two-sided norm estimate from (14). In the special case when
po=qo=1, p1=q1 =2, q=1and 0 = (m—1)/m, we have p = 2m/(m + 1) and, in particular,
1<(p/q)"1 =2m/(m+ 1) <2. Then, for I = M(m,n) or I = §(m,n),

1), L21)m=1y/m,1 = Lam/m+1),11),

and there is C > 0 such that, for all @ € CWMm.n).s

m3/2

Cm
C(m— )”a”eZm/(erl) (1 = ”a”(el(l) I i—tyyma1 = 71 m—1 ||a||€2m/(m+l),l(1)' (23)
It follows from Lemma 15 that
a5 0.5 0ty s = 1@l 0. L20)g1yymy TOT @ € TS, (24)

Now we interpolate; we recall that, for every operator 7' between interpolation pairs (A4, A1) and (Bo, B1)
and every 0 < 6 < 1, we have
I7: (Ao. A1)e,1 = (Bo. B)g,1| < 1T Ao — Bol|' | T: Ay — By |°.

In particular,

| D(m. n): (65(M), €5 (M) m—1)m,1 = €1 (P). L2(F)) m—1)/m.1 |
< I D(m,n): 65 (M) — L1(P) V™| D(m, n): £5(M) — Lo(F)]| D™,

As a consequence we obtain that, for every a € CH(m-2)s,

m3/2
C(Wl—l) ”D(m’ n)a||€2m/(m+1)‘1(\/‘/1)

(23)
=< [ID(m.n)all,(9).2))m—1y/m

< 1 D(m.n): €5 (M) — (P ™| Dm. n): £5(M) = (DD ™ @l (03 60.6500) 01y 1

24 _
= D(m,n): €5 (M) — LBV ™ D, n): €50 — (B D™ all @y )0 00) 1)/ m1

Cm?

21D n.n): () — €)™ D(m. ) €A — £2(5)] DI 1l 101 9)-

Combining the above estimates with (22), we conclude that, for every a € CM(’"’”)’S,

(m—1)/m
ID(m,n)alley,, 1)1 () < C*Vmym Il e2,)oma1y1(9) = C2m||a||fzm/<m+1).1(§)’
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and this completes the proof. U

In what follows we will need the Khinchine—Steinhaus inequality for homogeneous polynomials due
to [Bayart 2002]: given 0 < p < g < oo, for every m-homogeneous polynomial P on C" we have

1/ m 1/
([ |P(z>|‘Idz) qs\/E (/ |P<z>|ﬂdz) " @)
T” p ™

note that it is shown in [Defant and Mastyto 2015, Theorem 2.1] that the constant \/m that appears is
optimal. For the proof of Theorem 14, this fact will only be used for the case p =1 and ¢ = 2.

Next, we also require a lemma— which is (implicitly) in [Bayart et al. 2014b] and (explicitly) in
[Defant et al. 2016, Section 9] — however only in the case k = 1.

Lemma 17. Let P =3 cgom.n) CjZj1" " Zjm be an m-homogeneous polynomial in n variables and let
a = (ai)ies(m,n) be its associated symmetric matrix. Then for every S € Py (m), 1 <k <m, we have
1 2k

AT\ SE et m—kytmm
. 2 + m-—k):m mult
( Z ( Z Card[1]|a,~@j|) ) = k (m_k)m—km!Bézlllc/(kH)(k)”P||°°'

icus.m " je(S,n)

The fourth lemma is an immediate consequence of [Blei and Fournier 1989, Theorem 3.3]; here we
will use only the case g = 2.

Lemma 18. Given 1 < g < oo, there is a constant Cq > 1 such that, for every matrix a = (a; )i e p(m,n)»

||a||[mq/(m+q_1)'1 =< Cqm”a”(m,n,l,l,q)-
We are now ready to give the proof of Theorem 14.

Proof of Theorem 14. Assume that P is an m-homogeneous polynomial on C" with coefficients
(¢j)jeg(m,n) and denote by (a;); eu(m,n) the coefficients of the associated symmetric m-linear form A.
We have the simple fact that, for all i € M({1},n) and j € JI/L({T}, n),

card[i & j] <mcard[j].
Hence we deduce from Lemmas 16, 18 (with ¢ = 2) and 17 (with k = 1) that, for each m and n,
1(¢) jegmmll2am/m+1).1
= |[(card[i]a; )i egm,n)ll2m/m+1),1

=< Lm||(Cafd[i]l_(m+1)/2mai)iem(m,n)||2m/(m+1),1

< LmCym||(card[i] 1—(m+1)/(2m)ai )i eM(m,n) I (m,n,1,1,2)

1/2
_ LmszSmax Z Z \card[i ®j](m—1)/(2m)ai®j‘2)
P
iy Jjem{1}y,n)
( )/ (2m) 2 12
< LmC ma card[ j)D/CM g, o s )
== 2mSe??l)((m), Z Z ‘(m /D alef‘

ieM{13m) " jen(TYn)



BOHNENBLUST-HILLE INEQUALITIES FOR LORENTZ SPACES VIA INTERPOLATION 1255

1/2
<LmComm ™D/ max Y > card[j] 7D Ma; |2)
€21(m) ieM{1},n) "~ jeu({1},n)
1/2
< mezmm(m—l)/(Zm) i max Z Z card[j] |a]' |2)
9P
S0 @1y Jje({Thn)

- —D)lm™
< LnCymmm-Di@m jym=1, = Dim X B X [ Pl oo-

(m—1)"—1m!
This completes the argument. O

We conclude with the following remark: The estimate (11) suggests that the constant +/2 in Theorem 14
could be improved. Here /2 appears since our proof applies (25) for p = 1 and ¢ = 2, which is an
inequality on homogeneous polynomials of arbitrary degree m. We have already indicated that the constant
V/2 in the inequality (25) is optimal (note that, in contrast to this, the best constant in (25) for polynomials
of degree only m = 1 equals /7 /2; see [Sawa 1985; Konig 2014]).

5.2. The Balasubramanian—Calado—Queffélec result revisited. In this section we improve a remarkable
result by Balasubramanian, Calado and Queffélec [Balasubramanian et al. 2006]. By P (™co) we denote
the linear space of all m-homogeneous continuous polynomials on cg, which, together with the supremum
norm on the open unit ball in ¢g, forms a Banach space. On the subspace cgg of all finite sequences in cg,
each such polynomial has a unique monomial series decomposition P(z) = Z| al=m Ca(P)z% z € coo,
(or, in different notation, P(z) = >_ jegm) CiZj»> Z € coo)- A Dirichlet series D = Y pann”* issaid to
be m-homogeneous whenever a, # 0 implies n = p* and |«| = m (where p is the sequence of primes).
All m-homogeneous Dirichlet series D = ), a,n~® which converge on {s : Res > 0} and are such
that the holomorphic function D(s) = Y vo; apn™ for Res > 0 is bounded form (together with the
supremum norm on {s : Res > 0}) the Banach space #..
It is remarkable that there is a unique isometric isomorphism

B:P(Mco) > HY, P = Z cq(P)z%+— D = Zann_s,
jo=m n

such that ¢y = a, whenever n = p¥. (For more information see [Defant et al. 2016; Defant and Sevilla-
Peris 2014; Queffélec and Queffélec 2013].) Then the following theorem is an immediate consequence of
this identification and Theorem 14:

Theorem 19. For every Dirichlet series D = ), ayn™° € %%, we have (ay) € Lom/m+1),1- More
precisely, for every € > 0 there is C(g) > 0 such that, for every D € H,

o0

1
> G —iyiam = CEON2+)"[Dlloo. (26)
n=1

At the end of the previous section we discuss in some detail why our proof of Theorem 14 and then
also (26) leads to the constant V2.
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Note that for every sequence a = (an) € £2m/(m+1),1 We have

1 1
Z [an] L n—1)/m) = Zan =1/ m) = Nalleznjome1y.1 < 00
n=1
Balasubramanian et al. [2006] proved that there is a constant c¢(m) > 0 such that, for every Dirichlet
series D =Y 2 [ aun~* € #7,

(logn)(m 1)/2
and in addition it is shown that the exponent in the log term is optimal. In contrast to (26), it is unknown
whether the best constant in (27) has exponential growth.

A natural question appears: how is this result related to the estimate from Theorem 19?7 To see this,
let £1(w) be the weighted £1-space with weight v = (w,) given by

(log n)(’"_l)/2

We observe that £1(w) is different from £5,,, /¢, 41),1; in fact, if we would have £1(w) C £2,/(m+1),1, OF
equivalently £1 C €2 /(m+1),1 (w™1), then by the closed graph theorem

sup ”en”(zm/(erl),l(a)_l) < 0.
neN

But since, for each n € N,

p(m=1)/@m)

" (logn)@m=D/m

€n

en” a)_l
m +1).
|| 62 /(m—+1) 1( )
n ‘e2m/(m+l).l

we get a contradiction. Similarly, if £5,,/n+1),1 C £1(w) then there would exist a constant C > 0 such
that, for each N € N,

(logn)(m 1)/2
Z 1 (m—1)/(2m) Zen
n=1

which is again impossible. We conclude the paper with the following formal improvement of Theorem 19

N
2 en

n=1

— CNm+D/@m)

<C
L1 (@)

Lom/m+1)1

and the Balasubramanian—Calado—Queffélec result (27):
Corollary 20. For each m € N and every Dirichlet series Y o, ann™* € ¥,

(an)n € L1(@) N Lom/m+1),1-

where the weight w is given by the formula (28).
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ON THE NEGATIVE SPECTRUM OF THE ROBIN LAPLACIAN
IN CORNER DOMAINS

VINCENT BRUNEAU AND NICOLAS POPOFF

Dedicated to Monique Dauge on the occasion of her 60th birthday

For a bounded corner domain €2, we consider the attractive Robin Laplacian in €2 with large Robin
parameter. Exploiting multiscale analysis and a recursive procedure, we have a precise description of
the mechanism giving the bottom of the spectrum. It allows also the study of the bottom of the essential
spectrum on the associated tangent structures given by cones. Then we obtain the asymptotic behavior
of the principal eigenvalue for this singular limit in any dimension, with remainder estimates. The
same method works for the Schrodinger operator in R” with a strong attractive §-interaction supported
on 0€2. Applications to some Ehrling-type estimates and the analysis of the critical temperature of some
superconductors are also provided.
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1. Introduction

1A. Context: Robin Laplacian with large parameter. Let M be a Riemannian manifold of dimension n
without boundary and €2 an open domain of M (in practice one may think M =R" or M = S"). We are
interested in the eigenvalue problem

)

—Au=2u on 2,
ou—au=0 on 0.

Here « € R is the Robin parameter and 9,, denotes the outward normal to the boundary of 2. We assume
that €2 belongs to a general class of corner domains defined recursively, such as in [Dauge 1988]. This
class of corner domains of M, precisely defined in Section 2, consists of open bounded sets 2 C M such
that each point in d€2 can be associated with a tangent cone. We ask the sections of these tangent cones
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to satisfy the same property, that is, as open sets of S$"~! to themselves be corner domains. The corner

domains of S being its nonempty subsets, this leads to a natural recursive definition of corner domains; see

[Dauge 1988; Bonnaillie-Noél et al. 2016a, Section 3] for a more complete description and examples. Note

that these domains include various possible geometries, like regular domains, polyhedra and circular cones.
We denote by Q,[€2] the quadratic form of the Robin Laplacian on 2 with parameter o:

Qe[ Q1) := | Vull7a g — @llutllF2pq), € H'(Q). 2)

Since €2 is bounded and is the finite union of Lipschitz domains (see [Dauge 1988, Lemma AA.9]), the
trace injection from H'(Q) into L*(dL) is compact and the quadratic form Q,[£2] is lower semibounded.
We define L, [€2], its self-adjoint extension, whose spectrum is a sequence of eigenvalues, and we denote
by A(2, ) the first one. It is the principal eigenvalue of the system (1).

The study of the spectrum of L, [£2] has received some attention in the past years, in particular for the sin-
gular limit « — +o00. This problem appeared first in a model of reaction diffusion for which the absorption
mechanism competes with a boundary term [Lacey et al. 1998], and more recently it was established that the
understanding of A(€2, «) provides information on the critical temperature of surface superconductivity un-
der zero magnetic field [Giorgi and Smits 2007]. Let us mention that such models are also used in the quan-
tum Hall effect and topological insulators to justify the appearance of edge states (see [Asorey et al. 2015]).

In view of the quadratic form, it is not difficult to see that A(2, ) — —o0 as ¢ — +oo (while
in the limit « — —oo they converge to those of the Dirichlet Laplacian). When 2 C R" is smooth,
MK, o) < —a? for all @ > 0; see [Giorgi and Smits 2007, Theorem 2.1]. More precisely, it is known that
M, o) ~ Cqae? as @ — 400 for some particular domains: for smooth domains, Cq = —1 (see [Lacey
et al. 1998; Lou and Zhu 2004] and [Daners and Kennedy 2010] for higher eigenvalues), and, for planar
polygonal domains with corners of opening (6x)r=1..... N

Cq= —Oinekai(n(l, sin~? %Gk).
This last formula, conjectured in [Lacey et al. 1998], is proved in [Levitin and Parnovski 2008]. For general
domains €2 having a piecewise smooth boundary it is natural to study the operator on tangent spaces and,
from homogeneity reasons (see Lemma 3.2), one expects that A(Q2, &) ~ Cqa? when o — +00, with
some negative constant Cg. Levitin and Parnovski [2008] consider domains with corners satisfying the
uniform interior cone condition. For each x € 9€2, they introduce E(I1,), the bottom of the spectrum of
the Robin Laplacian on an infinite model cone IT, (if x is a regular point, it is a half-space) and show

A2, )
fim 2C89 e Eay). 3)
o—>—+00 o x€df2

But we have no guarantee concerning the finiteness of E(I1,) and, moreover, even if it is finite, we don’t
know if their infimum over 92 is reached. Then an important question is to understand more precisely
the influence of the geometry (of the boundary) of €2 in the asymptotic behavior of A(£2, ) in order to
give meaning to (3) (in particular proving that inf,cyq E(I1,) is finite) and, if possible, to obtain some
remainder estimates.
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1B. Local energies on admissible corner domains. In this article, our purpose is to develop a framework
in the study of such asymptotics by introducing the local energy function x — E(I1,) on the recursive
class of corner domains (see [Dauge 1988]). The natural tangent structures are given by dilation-invariant
domains, more succinctly referred as cones. When the domain is a convenient cone I1, the quadratic form
in (2) may still be defined on H'(IT). By immediate scaling, Q,[I1] is unitarily equivalent to o> Q;[IT].
Therefore the case where the parameter is equal to 1 plays an important role and we write Q[I1] = O [IT].
For a general cone, we don’t know whether O[IT] is lower semibounded, and we define

b 2T
weH () lul]
u#0

the ground state energy of the Robin Laplacian on IT. For x € , denote by IT, the tangent cone at x.
When I1, is the full space (corresponding to interior points), there is no boundary and E(I1,) = 0,
whereas, when I1, is a half-space (corresponding to regular points of the boundary), it is easy to see
that E(I1,) = E(R;+) = —1 (see [Daners and Kennedy 2010]). Moreover, when I, is an infinite planar
sector Sy of opening 6, E(I1,) is given by

—sin? 160 if 6 € (0, 7),

—1 if 6 € (w, 27); @

E(Sp) = {
see [Lacey et al. 1998; Levitin and Parnovski 2008]. No such explicit expressions are available for general
cones in higher dimensions. In view of (3), we introduce the infimum of local energy E(Il,) for x € Q,
which, from the above remarks, is also the infimum on the boundary:

E(Q) = xieréfg2 E(I1,). (5)

Our goal is to prove the finiteness of £ (€2) (and firstly of E(I1,) for x € Q) for admissible corner domains
and to give an estimate of A(2, o) — a?&(Q) for o large. In view of the above particular cases, the local
energy is clearly discontinuous (even for smooth domains it is piecewise constant with values in {0, —1}).
We will use a recursive procedure in order to prove the finiteness and the lower semicontinuity of the
local energy in the general case. It relies also on a multiscale analysis to get an estimate of the first
eigenvalue, as developed in [Bonnaillie-Noél et al. 2016a] for the semiclassical magnetic Laplacian.
Unlike [Bonnaillie-Noél et al. 2016a], where the complexity of model problems limits the study to
dimension 3, for the Robin Laplacian we have a good understanding of the ground state energy on corner
domains in any dimension. Moreover these techniques allow an analog spectral study of the Schrodinger
operator with §-interaction supported on closed corner hypersurfaces and on conical surfaces.

1C. Results for the Robin Laplacian. We define below generic notions associated with cones.

Definition 1.1. A cone IT is a domain of R” which is dilation invariant:

px eIl forall x eIl, p>0.
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The section of a cone IT is TT N S"~!, generically denoted by w. We say that two cones IT; and I,
are equivalent, and we write I1; = I1,, if they can be deduced one from another by a rotation. Given a
cone IT, there exists d € N with 0 < d < n such that

N=R"“%xT, with I' aconein RY.

When d is minimal for such an equivalence, we say that I" is the reduced cone of I1. When d = n, so
that IT =T", we say that IT is irreducible.

In the following, 33, denotes the class of admissible cones of R* and (M) denotes the class of
admissible corner domains on a given Riemannian manifold M without boundary. We refer to Section 2
for precise definitions of these classes of domains.

Theorem 1.2. Let I1 € B, be an admissible cone.

(1) E(IT) > —o0 and the Robin Laplacian L[I1] is well defined as the Friedrichs extension of Q[I1]
with form domain D(Q[IT]) = H'(I1).

(2) Let I' be the reduced cone of T1. Then the bottom of the essential spectrum of L|I'] is & (w), where @
is the section of T.

This theorem generalizes to cones having no regular section the result of [Pankrashkin 2016], where
the bottom of the essential spectrum is proved to be —1 for cones with regular section (as discussed at the
end of Section 1A, in this case &(w) = —1).

The crucial point of this theorem is to show that the Robin Laplacian on a cone, far from the origin,
can be linked to the Robin Laplacian on the section of the cone, with a parameter related to the distance
to the origin.

Notice that this theorem provides an effective procedure to compute the bottom of the essential spectrum
for Laplacians on cones. In particular, as shown by Remark 6.4, we obtain that [Levitin and Parnovski
2008, Theorem 3.5] is incorrect in dimension n > 3; indeed, we construct a cone which contains an
hyperplane passing through the origin for which the bottom of the essential spectrum (then of the spectrum)
of the Robin Laplacian is below —1.

The next step is to minimize the local energy on a corner domain 2 and to prove that &(2) is finite.
Thanks to Theorem 1.2, we will be able to prove some monotonicity properties (on singular chains; see
Section 2B for the definition), which, combined with continuity of the local energy (for the topology of
singular chains), allow us to apply [Bonnaillie-Noél et al. 2016a, Section 3] and to obtain:

Theorem 1.3. For any corner domain Q2 € © (M), the energy function x — E (I1,) is lower semicontinuous
on Q and we have &(Q) > —oo.

To get asymptotics of A(€2, o) with control of the remainders, we need to control error terms when
using change of variables and cut-off functions. However, the principal curvatures of the regular part
of a corner domain may be unbounded in dimension n > 3 (think of a circular cone), so the standard
estimates when using approximation of metrics may blow up. We use a multiscale analysis to overcome
this difficulty and we get the following result:
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Theorem 1.4. Let Q € D (M) with n > 2 the dimension of M. Then there exists oy € R, two constants
C* > 0 and two integers 0 <V < v, < n — 2 such that

—C @ H3) <A, a)— ach(Q) < CTa?2/2+3) forall a > ay.

The constant U corresponds to the degree of degeneracy of the curvatures near the minimizers of the
local energy; its precise definition can be found in (29). The constant v describes the degeneracy of the
curvatures globally in Q; see Lemma 4.1. In particular, when  is polyhedral (that is, a domain with
bounded curvatures on the regular part), v = v, =0.

The proof of the lower bound relies on a multiscale partition of the unity where the size of the balls
optimizes the error terms. The upper bound is less classical: using the concept of singular chain, we
isolate a tangent “subreduced cone” for which the bottom of the spectrum corresponds to an isolated
eigenvalue (below the essential spectrum). Then we construct recursive quasimodes, coming from this
tangent “subreduced cone”.

Note finally that for regular domains more precise asymptotics involving the mean curvature can be
found ([Pankrashkin 2013; Helffer and Kachmar 2014] in dimension 2 and [Pankrashkin and Popoff 2015;
2016] for higher dimensions). A precise analysis is also done for particular polygonal geometries: the
tunneling effect in some symmetry cases [Helffer and Pankrashkin 2015], and reduction to the boundary
when the domain is the exterior of a convex polygon [Pankrashkin 2015]. In all these cases, the local
energy is piecewise constant, and new geometric criteria appear near the set of minimizers. In fact, the
local energy can be seen as a potential in the standard theory of the harmonic approximation [Dimassi
and Sjostrand 1999] and, under additional hypotheses on the local energy, it is reasonable to expect more
precise asymptotics in higher dimensions. For polygons (dimension 2), another approach would consist
in comparing the limit problem to a problem on a graph, in the spirit of [Grieser 2008], the nodes (resp.
edges) corresponding to the vertices (resp. sides) of the polygons. But it is not clear how such an approach
could be generalized to any dimension.

1D. Applications of the method for the Schriodinger operator with §-interaction. Let Q € ©(M) be
a corner domain and let S = 92 be its boundary. We consider Lg[M , §], the self-adjoint extension
associated with the quadratic form

QoM. S1(u) := | VullFa gy — @llutll o), u € H'(M).

The associated boundary problem is the Laplacian with the derivative jump condition across the closed
hypersurface S: [d,u]sq = au. It is well known (see, e.g., [Brasche et al. 1994]) that, since S is bounded,
Lg[R”, S] is a relatively compact perturbation of Ly = —A on L?(R™), and then

Oess (LS [R", S1) = 0ess (Lo) = [0, +00).

Moreover, Lg[IR", S has a finite number of negative eigenvalues. If we denote by A°(S, «) the lowest
one, by applying our techniques developed for the Robin Laplacian all the above results are still valid,
replacing A(2, &) by A%(S, ). In particular, for x € S, the tangent cone to €2 at x is IT, and its boundary
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is denoted by S,. We still define the tangent operator as L?[[Ri”, Sx], and the associated local energy
E%(S,) at x, and their infimum &°(S). Then:

Theorem 1.5. Theorems 1.2—1.4 remain valid when replacing the Robin Laplacian Ly[S2] by the
8-interaction Laplacians Lg[M, S1, M2, &) by A°(S, @), E(Ty) by E*(S,) and &£(RQ) by &(S).

When x belongs to the regular part of S, S, is an hyperplane and
E°(R", o) = E°(R, {0}) = —§; (6)

see [Exner and Yoshitomi 2002]. Therefore &% (S) = —}‘ when § is regular, and we obtain the known
main term of the asymptotic expansion of A?(S, &) proved in dimension 2 or 3 (see [Exner and Yoshitomi
2002; Exner and Pankrashkin 2014; Dittrich et al. 2016]).

To our best knowledge the only studies for §-interactions supported on nonsmooth hypersurfaces are for
broken lines and conical domains with circular section (see [Behrndt et al. 2014; Duchéne and Raymond
2014; Exner and Kondej 2015; Lotoreichik and Ourmieres-Bonafos 2015]). In that case, we clearly
have a(LZ[IR", S = oeza(L‘f [R", S§]) (see Lemma 3.2), and it is proved in the above references that the
bottom of the essential spectrum of LO[R™, 8] is —}‘. In view of our result, it remains true when the
section of the conical surface is smooth. Moreover, our work seems to be the first result giving the main
asymptotic behavior of A%(S, &) for interactions supported by general closed hypersurfaces with corners.

Remark 1.6. For the Robin Laplacian and the §-interaction Laplacian, we can add a smooth positive
weight function G in the boundary conditions. These conditions become, for the Robin condition,
dyu = aG(x)u, and, for the §-interaction case, [0,u] = oG (x)u. In our analysis, for x € 92 fixed, we
have only to change « into ¢ G (x) and, clearly, the results are still true by replacing &(€2) and &3(S) by

&6(Q) := i%fQG(x)zE(nx), EL(S) = ingG(x)zEa(sx).

For the Robin Laplacian, these cases were already considered in [Levitin and Parnovski 2008; Colorado
and Garcia-Melian 2011].

1E. Organization of the article. In Section 2, we recall the definitions of corner domains, in the spirit of
[Dauge 1988; Maz'ja and Plamenevskii 1977], and we give some properties proved in [Bonnaillie-Nogl
et al. 2016a]. Section 3 is devoted to the effects of perturbations on the quadratic form of the Robin
Laplacian. It contains several technical lemmas used in the following sections.

Section 4 contains the proof of the lower bound of Theorem 1.4. It is based on a multiscale analysis in
order to counterbalance the possible blow-up of curvatures in corner domains. In particular it involves the
lower bound liminf,—, y o A(S2, ) /o;2 > &(L2) in any dimension, which is also used in Sections 5 and 6.
Notice that in Section 4, at this stage of the analysis, the quantity & (€2) is still not known to be finite; its
finiteness will be the recursive hypothesis of the next two sections.

Section 5 is a step in a recursive proof of Theorem 1.3 developed in Section 6. Then, when the
finiteness of &(€2) is stated, Theorem 1.2 is a direct consequence of Lemmas 5.2 and 5.3 (see the end of
Section 6A).
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In Section 7, we prove the upper bound of Theorem 1.4. This is done by exploiting the results of
Section 6 in order to find a tangent problem that admits an eigenfunction associated with &(€2). Then we
construct recursive quasimodes, qualified either as sitting or sliding, from the language of [Bonnaillie-Nogl
et al. 2016a].

In Section 8 we give two possible applications of our results. A purely mathematical one concerns
optimal estimates in compact injections of Sobolev spaces. In the second one we recall how, from the
study of A(£2, v), we derive properties on the critical temperature for zero fields for systems with enhanced
surface superconductivity (where o~ is related to the penetration depth).

2. Corner domains

Here we give some background of so-called admissible corner domains; see [Dauge 1988; Bonnaillie-Noél
et al. 2016a].

2A. Tangent cones and recursive class of corner domains. Let M be a Riemannian manifold without
boundary. We define recursively the class of admissible corner domains © (M) and admissible cones 3,,,
in the spirit of [Dauge 1988]:

Initialization: B3y has one element, {0}. D(S?) is formed by all nonempty subsets of sO.

Recurrence: Forn > 1,

(1) a cone IT (see Definition 1.1) belongs to B, if and only if the section of IT belongs to D (S"~1),

(2) Q € ©(M) if and only if 2 is bounded and, for any x € &, there exists a tangent cone IT, € B, to Q
at x.

By definition, I, is the tangent cone to 2 at x € Q if there exists a local map ¥, : Uy — Vy, where U,
and V, are neighborhoods (called map-neighborhoods) of x in M and of 0 in R", respectively, and i, is
a diffeomorphism such that

Wx(x)=0, (dlﬂx)(x)=|], wx(uxmg)zvxﬂnx and lﬁx(uxmag)=V)cmal_[x- (7)

In dimension 2, cones are half-planes, sectors and the full plane. The corner domains are (curvilinear)
polygons on M with a finite number of vertices, each one of opening in (0, r) U (;r, 27r). This includes,
of course, regular domains.

The key quantity in order to estimate errors when making a change of variables is

K(x) = ||dW||W1’°°(ux)- ()

It depends not only on x, but also on the choice of the local map. Note that, unlike for a regular domain, the
curvature of the regular part of a corner domain may be unbounded (think of a circular cone). Therefore,
K (x) is not bounded in general when picking an atlas of . An important subclass of corner domains are
those who are polyhedral: a cone is said to be polyhedral if its boundary is contained in a finite union of
hyperplanes, and a domain is called polyhedral if all its tangent cones are polyhedral.
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As proven in [Bonnaillie-Nogl et al. 2016a], for a polyhedral domain it is possible to find an atlas such
that « is bounded. In the general case, we will have to control the possible blow-up of «.

A list of examples can be found in [Bonnaillie-Noél et al. 2016a, Section 3.1]. Let us recall that, in
dimension 2, all cones are polyhedral and therefore so are all corner domains, but this is not true anymore
when n > 3: circular cones are typical examples of cones which are not polyhedral.

2B. Singular chains. For x( € Q, we denote by I'y, € By, the reduced cone of I1,, — see Definition 1.1 —
and wy, the section of I'y). A singular chain X = (xo, ..., x,) is a sequence of points, with xo € Q,
X1 € Wy, and so on. We denote by €(£2) the set of singular chains (in €2), €,,(£2) the set of chains
initiated at xo and QﬁjO(Q) the set of X € €,,(£2) such that X # (x¢). We denote by /(X) the integer p + 1
that is the length of the chain. Note that 1 </(X) <n+ 1, and that /(X) > 2 when X € & (€2).

With a chain X is canonically associated a cone, denoted by ITx, called a tangent structure:

o If X'= (x0), then ITx = IT,,.

o If X = (xp, x1), write as above, in some adapted coordinates, IT,, = Rr—do x I'y,. Let Cy, be the
tangent cone to wy, at x;. Then, in the adapted coordinates, [Ty = Rr—do % (x1) x Cy,, where (x1) is
the vector space spanned by x; in I'y,.

e And so on for longer chains.

We refer to [Bonnaillie-Noél et al. 2016a, Section 3.4] for complete definitions. Since singular chains
are one of the tools of our analysis, we provide below some examples for a better understanding. In these
examples, we assume for simplicity that IT,, is irreducible.

o If x; € I, (an interior point), then Iy, « is the full space.

o If x| is in the regular part of the boundary of w,,, then C,, is a half-space of R"~! and I, ,,) is a
half-space of R". In particular, for a cone with regular section, all chains of length 2 are associated
either with a half-space or the full space. The chains of length 3 are associated with the full space,
and there are no longer chains.

o If TT,, C R3 is such that its section is a polygon and if x| is one of its vertices, then C,, is a
two-dimensional sector, and IT( ) is a wedge. If x; is on the boundary of the sector Cy,, then
T (xo.x,.x0) is @ half-space, but, if x, is on the interior of the sector, then (g 4, ,) = R>.

Given a cone I1 € ‘3, we will also consider chains of I1, for example chains in €y(IT) are of the form
(0, x1, ...), where x; belongs to the closure of the section of the reduced cone of IT.

The main idea is to consider the local energy as a function not only defined on €2, but also on singular
chains: €(2) > X+ E(Ilx). In order to show regularity properties of this function, we define a partial
order on singular chains: we say that X < X" if /(X) </(X') and x; = x; for all k <(X). We also define
a distance between cones through the action of isomorphisms:

1=}, ©)

ID(H,H’):%{ min |L—1, |+ min
LEBGL,, LEBGLn
LTI=IT LIT'=I1



ON THE NEGATIVE SPECTRUM OF THE ROBIN LAPLACIAN IN CORNER DOMAINS 1267

where BGL,, is the ring of linear isomorphisms L of R"” with norm ||L|| < 1. Note that by definition the
distance between two cones is +o00 if they do not belong to the same orbit for the action of BGL,, on ‘3,,.

We then define the natural distance, inherited on €(£2), by D(X, X') = ||xo — x|l + D(Ix, Ix'); see
[Bonnaillie-Noél et al. 2016a, Definition 3.22]. Then [Bonnaillie-Noél et al. 2016a, Theorem 3.25] states
that any function F : €(2) — R, monotonous and continuous with respect to D, is lower semicontinuous
when restricted to Q (which corresponds to chains of length 1). We will show these two criteria; see
Corollaries 6.2 and 6.3.

3. Change of variables and perturbation of the metric

This section contains mainly technical lemmas, which are useful in the following sections. We define the
operator with metric and we show the influence of a change of variables from a corner domains toward
tangent cones on the quadratic form.

3A. Change of variables and operator with metrics. We need to know how a change of variables
transforms the quadratic form of the Robin Laplacian. Indeed, we will consider diffeomorphisms
Y : O — O, where O and O’ are open sets, in these two situations:

e O and O’ will be cones in B, and v will be a linear map on R”, or

e O and O’ will be map-neighborhoods, respectively of a point in a closure of a corner domain and
of 0 in the associated tangent cone.

This change of variables will induce a regular metric G : O" — GL,,. In the case where ¥ is linear, G will
be constant.

Let Lé((’)’) be the space of the square-integrable functions for the weight |G|~!/2, endowed with its
natural norm ||v||ch = fo,|v|2|G|_1/2. Due to the previous hypotheses, Lé((’)’) =L*(0"). Let g =Gly0r
be the restriction of the metric to the boundary. We introduce the quadratic form

00, G](v)=/ <GVv,Vv>|G|—”2—a/ wPlgl 2,
/ BO/

Due to the above hypotheses on @’ and G, we can define this quadratic form on H'(©’), endowed with
the weighted norm || - ||LzG.

Lemma 3.1. Let O and O’ be open sets and v : O — O’ a diffeomorphism as above. Let J := d(y ') be
the Jacobian of w_l and G :=T"'J™YT the associated metric. Then, forallu e H'(0),

QulOlu) = QulO', Glwoy™") and |ullp20) = luoy™ IILz(or

Said differently, if we define U:u > uoy™ ! then U is an isometry from L?*(O) onto L? (0", and
Q,[0', GIU = Q,[0]. We will also use scaling on cones:

Lemma 3.2. Let I1 be a cone and u € H'(T1). For a > 0, we define uq(x) := a‘"/2u(x/a). Then
lugllz2 = llull2  and  Qu[TTI(u) = o QIIT](uq).

In particular, Q,[I1] and @2 Q[I] are unitarily equivalent.



1268 VINCENT BRUNEAU AND NICOLAS POPOFF

3B. Approximation of metrics. We will be led to consider situations where J —[ is small (and so is G—1).
Therefore, for v € H'(O'), we compute

Qa[O’,G](v)—Qa[O/](v)=/ <<G—u>Vv,Vv>|G|1/2+/ |Vv|2<|G|1/2—1)+a/ wPdgl ™= 1)
(o4 (o4 a0’
and therefore
10410, Gl(v) — Qu[O'](v)|
< (IIG =L (lGI™ 2 = Uiz + D+ 1IGI ™2 =1l 22) VI3, + el g1 /2 = Uz 0]l 2500

where || - ||z denotes the L°° norm on supp v. Assume now that ||J — ][z~ < I; then there exists a
universal constant C > 0 such that

|Qu[0', Gl(v) — Qu[O'1(W)| < CIIT = e (I VU172 + vl 1260)- (10)
This may be written as
(A= CIII =) I Vll7. =+ CIIT =) vl 2200y
< Qu[0, Gl(w) < 1+ CIT =) IVVl7. —a(1 = CIT =1l vl 1250,
That is, for ||J — 1/ small enough:

1+CIIT =1z
1—ClI=1l; )\ IVVI? —g——— v ,
( [ ||LU)<|| |2 al—C||J—|]||Lgo”v”L2(3O)

s (} v —J,—( ' o) VU o 2 ’ .
= o = Lu 2 1 C”J |]|| - (3(9)

Similarly, we have a norm approximation: assuming that |[J —1[ .~ <1,
(I=ClI =Tz lvliz < fvllz, = A+ CIT =Dz llvll2 forall ve L*(0). (12)

By applying the previous inequality to tangent geometries with a constant metric, we will deduce the
continuity of the local energy on strata in Section 6A.

3C. Functions with small support. The following lemma compares the quadratic form with a metric to
the one without metric for functions concentrated near the origin of a tangent cone:

Lemma 3.3. Let Q € D (M), let xo € Q, and let Yy, - Uxy = Vy, be a map-neighborhood of x¢. Let G be
the associated metric, defined in Lemma 3.1. Then there exist universal positive constants ¢ and C such
that, for all r € (0, c/k (x0)) with B(0,r) C Vy,, and all v € H' (IIx,) compactly supported in B(0, r),

(I = Cri(x0)) Qo [T1,1(v) < QulIyy, Gl(v) < (1 4+ Cri(xp)) Qo+ [T, 1(v), (13)
where 1= Cre(xo)
S 1) @ L FCre)
o X0) = O o) (14
and

ollz2 = llvll 2 | = Cric(xo)lvll 2
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Here « (x) is as defined in (8).

Proof. Let J be the Jacobian of wx_ol. Since v is supported in a ball B(0, ) and J(0) = [, by the direct
Taylor inequality we get |J — [ Lo 5(0.r)) < rJllwio(0) = rk (x0). We use (10), and we follow the same
steps leading to (11) and (12). O

Remark 3.4. When the quadratic forms are negative, the above inequality implies
Qo [Ty, 1(v) = QulIly,, Gl(v) < Qo+ [Ty 1(v). (15)
The following lemma will be useful when studying the essential spectrum of tangent operators:
Lemma 3.5. Let Q € © (M) and choose xo € Q such that E (T xo) 18 finite. Let Uy, be a map-neighborhood
of xo. Then
limsup  inf a2 Qu[R)u) < E(ITy,).

a—+oo ucH' (Q), |lul=1
supp uCly,

This property is still true if Q € PB,.
Proof. Obviously, E(I1y,) < 0. Let € > 0 be such that E(IIy,) + € < 0. Note that

E(Il,,) +¢€

0, 1). 16
E(Hx0)+%€€( ) (16)

The functions in H ' (I xo) With compact support are dense in H el xo)» therefore there exists ve € H e x0)
with compact support such that ||ve || =1 and Q[I1,](ve) < E(I1y,) + %e. Let Vy, = ¥y, (Ux,); We choose
r > 0 such that

Cc

BO,r) CVy, and r < , (17a)
K (x0)
1 —Crx(xg) 2 €
(1+Crfc(x0)> <E(Hx°)+§) < E(Ily,) +€ (17b)

Conditions (17a) will allow us to apply Lemma 3.3. Note that (17b) is possible because of (16). The
reason for this last condition will appear later. The value at = o (xq, r) is well defined in (14). The
(normalized) test function

Ve,at (%) := (@) ?ve(ax)
satisfies
Qo+ [Ty ] (Ve o) = (@) Q[T 1(ve) (18)
(see Lemma 3.2) and its support is
Supp Ve o+ = (oﬂL)*1 Supp Ve.

Therefore there exists « large enough such that

Supp Ve o+ C B(0, 1), (19)
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so we can apply Lemma 3.3. Therefore, by combining (18) with estimates (13), we get

Qa[nxoa G](ve,a+) <1+ CrK(XO))Qa+[Hx0](U6,a+)
= (1 + cric(x0) (@) Q[T 1 (ve)
< (L+cre(x0) (@) (E(Ty) + 3¢€).

Due to (17a) and (19), we can define
Ue,a := Ve,q+ © w);)l,

with supp u¢ o C Uy,, and Lemma 3.1 gives Qu[Q](ue o) = Qullly,, G](ve,o). Moreover, ||u€,0[||2 =
||v||i2 <14 Crk(xp); therefore, keeping in mind that for € small enough E(I1,,) + %e < 0, we get
G

Qul(ew) _ . 4y ey (1-Crexo)\ , ¢
e = (@) (E(HXO)JFE) - <1+Cr/<(x0)) * (E(Hx°)+§>'

Setting u = u¢ o/ ||uc || and using (17b), we have proved
Qu[2](u) < E(Tly,) +€

and we get the lemma. Since, locally, a cone of *j3,, satisfies the same properties as a corner domain, the
above proof works when €2 is a cone. O

Remark 3.6. As a direct consequence of the previous lemma, the min-max principle would provide a
rough upper bound for limsup,,_, | ., A(a, £2) /o by £(S2). But, at this stage, we still don’t know whether
&(£2) is finite or not when 2 is an n-dimensional corner domain.

4. Lower bound: multiscale partition of the unity

In this section, we prove the lower bound of Theorem 1.4 for any domain 2 € ®(M). We note at this
point that this lower bound has interest only when &(£2) > —oo, which is not proved yet.

It relies on a multiscale partition of the unity of the domain by balls. Near each of these balls, we will
perform a change of variables toward the tangent cone at the center of the ball, and we will estimate the
remainder. However, the curvature of the boundary near each center of a ball may be large as this one
is close to a conical point. We will counterbalance this effect by choosing balls of radius smaller with
regard to the distances to conical points.

The following lemma is a consequence of [Bonnaillie-Noél et al. 2016a, Section 3.4.4 and Lemma B.1]:

Lemma 4.1. Let Q € (M) and let V1 be the smallest integer satisfying
[(X) >V, = Ilx is polyhedral forall X € €(R2).

For each sequence of scales (8 )o<k<v, in (0, +00) there exists hg > 0, an integer L > 0 and a constant
c(Q) > 0 such that, for all h € (0, hy), there exists an h-dependent finite set of points P C Q such that,
forall p € P, there exists 0 < k <V such that:
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e The ball B(p, 2h%F1%) is contained in a map-neighborhood of p.
o The curvature associated with this map-neighborhood (defined by (8)) satisfies
c(2)
K(p) = h50+...+5k,1 )
e QC Upep B(p, h%t1%) and each point of Q belongs to at most L of these balls.

We will need the standard IMS formula;! see for example [Simon 1983, Lemma 3.1]:

Lemma 4.2. Let x1, ..., xn € C*®(Q) be such that 21]\;1 Xlz =1. Then

N N
IVl =Y IVl =Y uVxl?  forall ue H'(Q).
I=1 =1
We set h = o~ and we now choose a partition of unity (x ») pep associated with the balls provided by
the previous lemma; each x, is C* and is supported in the ball B(p, 20~ o+ +3)) “and

{Zper,%:l on Q,

20
Zpep ||VX[)||2 SC(Q)O{Z(S with 8:80++8g+ ( )

We apply Lemma 4.2 together with the uniform estimates of gradients (20):

QulQ1u) =Y QulQ1Gtpu) = D 1uVxpl* = D QulQ1(xpu) — C ()™ ul”.
pPEP pEP pEP
Therefore we are left with the task of estimating Q,[€2](x,u) from below for each p € P. Let v, be
a local map on B(p, 20~ @Got-+30)) apd vy = (xpu)o w;l. Let G, be the associated metric. Then we
deduce from Lemmas 3.1 and 3.3 that (recall that the quadratic forms are negative)

QulQ10tpu)  QulTl,, G,l(vy)

2 2
[l xpuell lvplls,

Qo [I11(vp)

v, 12
> (14 Ca™ 0T 0k (p))(@7)? E(Te) = (1 + Cla™ 00k (p))a? ()
=a’8(Q) + 0 (™),

>(1+ Ca_(5°+"'+5k)1<(p))

where we have used Lemma 4.1 to control x(p).
Lemma 4.2 provides

0,[Q1(u) > <a2£‘(sz) + Z 0 (a>%) + 0(0{25)) lul|> forall ue H'(Q).
k=0

Recall that § = 22;0 Jk; these remainders are optimized by choosing g = ---=4d3, and 2 — §p =26 =
2(v4 + 1), that is, 69 = 2/(2v 4 + 3). We deduce from the min-max principle that there exists ¢p € R

1IMS stands for Ismagilov, Morgan and Simon.
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and C~ > 0 such that
MQ, @) > a?6(Q) — C o> HP+) forall o > ay, (1)

which is the lower bound of Theorem 1.4.

5. Tangent operator

In this section we describe the Robin Laplacian on a cone IT, linking some parts of its spectrum with its
section w.
5A. Semiboundedness of the operator on tangent cones.

Lemma 5.1. Let 1 €°13,, and let w be its section. Let R >0, and let u € H(I1) with support in B(0, R)E.2
Then

. . Mo, )
QIM](u) > (gg r—z) |2y,

Proof. Let ¢ : (r, 0) — r6 be the change of variables from Ry x w into IT and denote by v(r, 6) :=uo !

the function associated with the change of variables. We have

1 j—
IVatlZaqmy = / (|arv|2 + 5 IVeu(r, ->||iz<w))r" ldr;
r>R

therefore,
1 _ _
QlIG) = / ;I Vov(r Dz " dr = / 10, 132" 2 dr
r>R T r>R
1 _ 1 _
=/ S Qrlolr, )" 1drzf =M@, v, )2, r" " dr
r>R r>R
. )\,(Cl), r) 2 _1
and the lemma follows. O

We now prove the following:

Lemma 5.2. Let I1 €, be such that its section w satisfies & (w) > —o0. Then E (I1) > —oo and the Robin
Laplacian L[T1] is well defined as the Friedrichs extension of Q[I1] with form domain D(Q[I1]) = H ! (IT).

Proof. Since & (w) is supposed to be finite, (21) implies

A
lim inf 22"

r——+00 r

> &(w). (22)

Let x; and x, be two regular cut-off functions defined on Ry such that supp x; C [0,2R), x1 =1
on [0, R] and X12 + x22 = 1. Lemma 4.2 provides

QM) = Y QMIGuu) — Y IVxiul. (23)

i=1,2 i=1,2

ZR=0is included, with B(0, 0) = &.
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Denote by D(f the set of functions in H'(ITNB(0, 2R)) supported in B(0, 2R). Since [TN B(0, 2R) is a
corner domain, D(If has compact injection into L2(dTINB(0, 2R)); see [Dauge 1988, Corollary AA.15].
We deduce the existence of a constant C;(R) € R such that

QIMI(x1u) = Cr (R x1ul 2 npo.2ry = CHR 1817 -

Let € > 0; from (22) we deduce the existence of R > 0 such that

Mo, )
,,.2

> &(w)—¢€ forall r >R
and therefore Lemma 5.1 gives
2
Q(XZ”) Z (@@(CU) - 6) ”qu ||L2(l_[)'
There exists C, > 0 such that ) . ||V x; |> < CoR~2 for all R > 0. Therefore we deduce that there exists
C3 = C3(R, €, w) € R such that
2
Q[H](M) = C3 ”l/l ”Lz(]'l)'

We deduce that the quadratic form is lower semibounded and the operator L[I1] is well defined as the
self-adjoint extension of Q[I1], and its form domain is H . O

SB. Bottom of the essential spectrum for irreducible cones. Let I1 € 13, with m > n, and let I be its
reduced cone. In some suitable coordinates, we may write

N=R""xT
with I' € 3, an irreducible cone. The associated Robin Laplacian admits the decomposition

L[] = —Agn—r &1y + ly—n ®L[T]. (24)
In particular,
S(L[M]) = [E(T), +00).

Moreover, if E(I") is a discrete eigenvalue for L[I'] and u is an associated eigenfunction (with exponential
decay), then [ ®u is called an L°°-generalized eigenfunction for L[IT] (this is linked to the notion of
L*-spectral pair). Therefore we are led to investigate the bottom of the essential spectrum of L[I'].
We prove:

Lemma 5.3. Let I" € I1,, be an irreducible cone of section w such that &(w) > —oo. Then the bottom of
the essential spectrum of L[I1] is & (w).

Proof. From Persson’s lemma [1960], the bottom of the essential spectrum of L[I'] is the limit, as R — +o00,
of
QIT'](W)

weH (M), w20  ||W]?
supp(W)NB(0,R)=2

T(R) :=
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Lower bound. From Lemma 5.1, we get directly

Mw, R)
R2

liminf X (R) > liminf
R—+00 R— 400

and we deduce from (22) that
liminf X (R) > &(w).
R—+00

Upper bound. By scaling— see Lemma 3.2 — we immediately have

v
S(R) = R2 SrII) ](2 ),
veH (M), w20 ||V
supp(¥)NB(0,1)=2

Each point x in T' \ B(0, 1) has a tangent cone IT,. If we let x| := x/|x| € @, and let Cy, be the tangent
cone to w at xy, then ITy =R x Cy,. Therefore, by tensor decomposition of the Robin Laplacian (see (24)),
E(Cy,) = E(I1y). Thus the finiteness of & (w) implies the finiteness of E(I1y), and from Lemma 3.5 we
have

limsup ©(R) < E(I1,) forall x e T\ B(0, 1). (25)
R—+o0
Using moreover that
inf  E(Ily) = inf E(Cy)=¢&(w), (26)
xel\B(0,1) X €dw

and taking the infimum in (25) over x € " \ B(0, 1), we deduce

limsup ¥(R) < &(w),

R—+o00
and the lemma follows. (|

6. Infimum of the local energies in corner domains

6A. Finiteness of the infimum of the local energies. In this section, we prove the finiteness of & (€2) for
any 2 € ®(M) and for any n-dimensional manifold M without boundary, by induction on the dimension 7.

In dimension 1, bounded domains are intervals and the associated tangent cones are either half-lines or
the full line whose associated energies are respectively —1 and O (by explicit computations), therefore the
infimum of the local energies is finite.

Let n > 2 be fixed and let us assume that, for any corner domain w of an n—1-dimensional Riemannian
manifold without boundary, we have

& (w) > —o0.

We want to prove that the same holds in dimension 7.
As a consequence of the recursive hypothesis, E(IT) is finite for all IT € 3, —see Lemma 5.2 —and
we can study the regularity of the local energy with respect to the geometry of a cone:

Proposition 6.1. Assume the recursive hypothesis in dimension n — 1. Then the map Tl — E(I) is
continuous on ‘B, for the distance D defined in (9).
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Proof. Let I1 €3, and let (I )ren be a sequence of cones with D (I, IT) — 0 as k — +o0. This means
that there exists a sequence (Jx)ren in GL, with J; (ITg) =TI1, |[Jx]| <1 and ||J; —[|] = 0 as k — +o0.
Then, as a direct consequence of (11) and (12), we deduce that

QI G¢l(v)  Q[M](v)

k=>too ull?, vl

for all v e H!(IT).

Recall that the form domain of Q[IT, Gi] is H'(IT); see Section SA. Since Q[I1;] and Q[IT, G,] are
unitarily equivalent (see Lemma 3.1), we deduce that E(I1;) — E(I1) as k — +o0. Il

By definition of the distance on singular chains (see Section 2B), we get:

Corollary 6.2. Assume the recursive hypothesis in dimension n — 1. Let M be an n-dimensional manifold
as above, and let 2 € D (M) be a corner domain. Then the map X — E (Ilx) is continuous on €(2) for
the distance D. In particular, x — E(I1,) is continuous on each stratum of Q.

Let M be an n-dimensional manifold as above, let 2 € © (M) and let xo € 9€2; in what follows, Iy, is
the reduced cone of Iy, and w,, € D(S41) is its section, with d < n. We note that (26) may be written
as

(g)(wxo) = . é%f E(H(xo,)q))-
1

wXO
Therefore, Lemmas 5.2 and 5.3 show that
E(Ily) < E(IT(x,,x,)) forall xi € @y,.
We deduce by immediate recursion:

Corollary 6.3. Let X and X, be two singular chains in €(2) satisfying X; < Xp; we have
E(TTx,) < E(Ix,).

We combine this with Corollary 6.2 and we can apply [Bonnaillie-Noél et al. 2016a, Theorem 3.25] to
get the lower semicontinuity of the local energy function x — E(I1,), and, from the compactness of 2,
we deduce that £(€2) is finite. This concludes the proof of Theorem 1.3 by induction.

As a consequence, Lemmas 5.2 and 5.3 imply Theorem 1.2.

6B. Second energy level. Note that for a cone which is not irreducible, the spectrum consists in essential
spectrum, and Theorem 1.2 does not apply. However, there still exists a threshold in the spectrum: the
second energy level of the tangent operator of a cone I1 € 13, is defined as
E* (M) := inf E(Ily),
Xe€k(IT)
where we recall that CE‘;(H), defined in Section 2B, is the set of singular chains of IT of the form
X =(0,...) and with /(X) > 2, where [(X) is the length of the chain.
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Using Corollary 6.3 with X; = (0), then taking the infimum over the chain X, > X; with [(Xy) > 2,
we get E(IT) < &*(IT). We also get &*(I1) = infy, ey E(I1(o x,)) and therefore, by (26),

&(w) = &*(ID), 27)

where w is the section of the reduced cone of I1. The quantity &* will be the discriminating value in the
analysis carried out in Section 7.

6C. Examples. The inequality E(IT) < &*(I1) is strict if and only if the operator on the reduced cone
has eigenvalues below the essential spectrum. The presence (or absence) of a discrete spectrum is an
interesting question in itself, and we describe here some examples for which this question has been studied.
Due to the clear decomposition of the Robin Laplacian on a cone of the form R” ™" x I' —see (24) —we
only treat the case of irreducible cones.

When I is the half-line, E(I') = —1 < 0= &*(I"), and an associated eigenfunction is x > ¢~ *. The
case of sectors is given by (4): the inequality is strict if and only if the sector is convex. In that case, an
associated eigenfunction is (x, y) > e~*/sn? where x denotes the variable associated with the axis of
symmetry of the sector, and 6 is the opening angle.

Pankrashkin [2016] provides geometrical conditions on three-dimensional cones with regular section.
He shows that, when I" € 033 is a cone such that R\ I is convex, E(I') = &*(I"). On the other hand, if
R3\ T is not convex, then E(I") is a discrete eigenvalue below the essential spectrum.

Note finally that Levitin and Parnovski [2008] use a geometrical parameter to give a more explicit
expression of E(IT) when the section of IT is a polygonal domain that admits an inscribed circle.

Remark 6.4. In [Levitin and Parnovski 2008, Theorem 3.5], it is stated that the bottom of the spectrum
of the Robin Laplacian on a cone which contains an hyperplane passing through the origin is —1. The
following example shows that this statement is incorrect because the bottom of the essential spectrum
could be below —1: Take a spherical polygon @ C S? such that

e w is included in a hemisphere,

e w has at least a vertex of opening 0 € (7, 27).
Let IT C R3 be the cone of section w, and let IT be its complement in R3. The cone I contains a half-space,

has an edge with opening angle § = 27 — 6 € (0, ). Then, from Theorem 1.2 and (4), we get that the
bottom of the essential spectrum of L[I1] is below — sin~2 %5 , and therefore £ (ﬁ) < —1.

7. Upper bound: construction of quasimodes
In order to prove the upper bound of Theorem 1.4, we construct recursive quasimodes. The subsections
below correspond to the following plan:

(A) Use the analysis of Section 6 to find a chain X, = (xo, ..., x,,) € €(£2) such that L(ITx, ) admits a
generalized eigenfunction associated with the value £(£2), then construct a quasimode for L[ITx, ].
We do this by using scaling and cut-off functions in a standard way.

(B) Use a recursive procedure (together with a multiscale analysis) to construct a quasimode on IT,,.
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(C) Use this quasimode to construct a final quasimode on €2, and choose the scales to optimize the
remainders.

7A. A quasimode on a tangent structure. The next proposition uses the quantity &* to state that there
always exist a tangent structure that admits an L°°-generalized eigenfunction associated with the ground
state energy.

Proposition 7.1. Let I1 € B,,. Then there exists X € Cy(I1) satisfying
E(Tly) = E(IT) and E(Ily) < &*(Ix). (28)

Let Tx € B4 be the irreducible cone of Tlx. Then there exists an L°°-generalized eigenfunction for L[I1x]
associated with E(I1). Moreover it has the form 1 ® W, in coordinates associated with the decomposition
[y = R"? x I, where Wx has exponential decay.

Proof. The proof of the existence of X is recursive over the dimension d of the reduced cone of I1. The
initialization is clear; indeed, when d = 1, we have that IT is a half-plane, E(IT) = E(Ry) = —1 and
&*(I1) = E(R) = 0. Moreover, ¥x(x) = e~ provides an eigenfunction for L[R™].

We now prove the heredity. First we find a chain X satisfying (28):
o If E(IT) < &*(I1), then X = (0) and ITx = IT.
o If E(IT) = &*(IT), we use Theorem 1.2: the function x| — E(I1,,) is lower semicontinuous on @,
where w is the section of the reduced cone of I1. Therefore there exists x; € dw such that &*(IT) =
&(w) = E(I1,,) = E(T1¢,x,)). The dimension of the reduced cone of Il y,) is lower than that of IT;
therefore, by the recursive hypothesis, there exists X' € €y(IT(o.,)) such that E(TTx) = E(IT(.x,))
and E(TTy) < &*(ITx). We write this chain in the form X’ = (0, X”), and the chain X’ is pulled
back into an element of €y (IT) by setting X = (0, x1, X”) € &y(I1). Note that [Ty = Iy, so that
E(I1(0.x)) = E(Ilx) = &*(I1) = E(IT) and E(I1x) < &(T1x).

From Theorem 1.2 and (27), E (ITx) < &*(I1x) means that E (ITx) is an eigenvalue of L(Ix) below
the essential spectrum; therefore, there exists an associated eigenfunction Wy with exponential decay, and
(y,2) — W(z) for (y, z) € R"¢ x I'y is clearly an L*°-generalized eigenfunction for LIR" 4 xTIx]. O

First, thanks to the lower semicontinuity of local energies, we choose xo € 92 such that E(I1,,) = &(2).

Then, using Proposition 7.1, we pick a singular chain X, = (xp, . . ., x,,) such that L[ITx, ] has a generalized
eigenfunction associated with E(IT,,). We let Xy = (xo, ..., xx) for 0 <k < v, and Iy := Ix,.
We define
v :=inf{k > 0 : 1 is polyhedral}. (29)

The index v provides the shortest chain such that ITj; is polyhedral, with ¥ =400 when I1,, is not polyhedral.
Moreover, when V is finite the tangent structure Iy is polyhedral for all v <k < v, and ¥ <n — 2, since
any chain of length strictly larger than n — 2 is associated either with a half-space or with the full space.

The tangent structure IT, is (in some suitable coordinates) R?” x I, with I, irreducible. We denote by
7T, the projection onto I', associated with this decomposition. Then, by Proposition 7.1, there exists an
eigenfunction # with exponential decay for L[I',] associated with E(IT,).
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Let x € C*°(R™) be a cut-off function with compact support satisfying
x(ry=1 ifr<l1 and x(r)y=0 if r > 2.

We define the scaled cut-off function

Xa(r) = x (@),
where § € (0, 1) will be chosen later. The initial quasimode is
uy(x) = Yo (IxDu(rr(ex)), x €ll,.

Standard computations show that

QM) IV (te)u |1
= VY — WPE(Q)  — 2
TR PN
in particular,
OtHU v
gﬁgﬁﬁlza%«n+0w”y (30)

7B. Getting up along the chains. The previous section provides a quasimode u, for L[I1,]. The aim
of this section is a recursive decreasing procedure in order to get a quasimode for L[I1p]. Therefore,
this step is skipped if v = 0. This case happens when E(I1,,) < &*(I1,,), and the quasimode is called
sitting, as was introduced in [Bonnaillie-Noé€l et al. 2016a]. Otherwise we suppose that v > 1, and we
will construct quasimodes u; defined on I, for O < k < v. These quasimodes are called sliding.

In what follows, (di(a))k=1....» and (rx(cr))k=0,...» are positive sequences of shifts and radii (to be
determined) going to 0 as @« — +o00.

Let 1 <k < v and assume that u; € H'(IT) is constructed and is supported in a ball B(0, r («)). This
is already done for k = v; see the last section. For 1 <k < v, we define

v = di () (0, xp) € Ty,

where (0, x) € I[1;_ are cylindrical coordinates associated with the decomposition IT;_; = RP* x T'y_;.
Intuitively, vy is a point of IT;_; satisfying ||v|| = di (@) and is collinear to (0, xz).
We construct u;_; as follows:

e Local map at vi: The tangent cone to ITx_; at vy is Iy itself. Let ¥y : U, — V,, be a local map. The
map-neighborhoods ¢4, and V,, (of vy € I1x_; and 0 € I, respectively) can be chosen of diameters smaller
than cidi (), where ¢ is the diameter of the map-neighborhood of x;. Moreover, when k > v, I is
polyhedral, so v is a translation. When this is not the case, by elementary scaling, « (vx) < k (xx) /di(@0);
see [Bonnaillie-Noél et al. 2016a, Section 3] for more details on this process. Since the (xz)o<k<y are
fixed, we can choose v fixed map-neighborhoods associated with these points, and a constant c¢(£2) > 0

such that

c(Q)/di(a) if k<,
waf{dg) fk>v+1. G
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We now add the constraint that

ri(o) . _
—0 as a— 400 if k<v, (32)
di ()
so that rii (vg) — 0 for all 1 <k < v, and we can define, for « large enough,
1-C
= ﬂ’ (33)
1 + Crix (vr)
where C is the constant appearing in Lemma 3.3.
e Change of variables: First we rescale uy (the reason for this will appear later): let
i (x) = T ()" u (i (@)x). (34)
This function satisfies
gl = llull - and Q[T ] (iia) = ta(@)* Qul Ml (uts), (35)

where a,f = 1 (o). Recall that suppuy C B(0, r¢(a)) by the recursive hypothesis on uy. Then, due
to (32), we have cpdy (o) > ri(o)/tx (o) for o large enough, and therefore

supp ity C B(0, ri (@) /(@) C V.
As a consequence, we can define on Uy N I1;_; the function
Up—1 = Ui o Yy. (36)

We can extend this function by 0 outside its support so that u;_; € H (Mi_)). Its support is inside a ball
centered at 0 and of size dj + diam(Uf) = (1 + ¢i)dy, so we set

rk—1 = (1 + Ck)dk. (37)
We derive from this recursive procedure a quasimode uq on I1p, localized in a ball 5(0, ro(«)).

7C. Quasimode on the initial domain  and choice of the scales. Now we set vy := xg, and we still
define 7y by (33), then o by (34) and u_; by (36). Note that k (vg) is constant since vy = xg is fixed. We
compare Qy[ITx_1](ur—1) with Qy[I1x](ug) for 0 <k < v. We have, from Lemma 3.1,

Qu [Ty, Grl(ux) = Qo[ Mi—11(uk—1), (38)

where Gy := J,ZI(J,ZI)T is the associated metric with J; := dl[f]:l.
Since, by construction, rix (vy) — 0, we can apply Lemma 3.3, in particular the inequality (15):

QulM, Grl(ur) = Qo [Ti] (ut).
Combining this with (35) and (38) we get, forall 0 <k <v,

Qo [T _11(us—1) < i () Qu[TTi (1),
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and therefore

QulQ1u—1) < [ [ m(@)* Qa1 ().

k=0

Recall that « (vg) is fixed; we get, from (31),

r v

Qul](u-1) < (1 + C(ro + d—l +-- 4 d—v +roprt-e +rv>> QulITy](uy).
1 v

We now choose ri (@) = o~ 0 o when k < v and ry = r; when k > v, with é; > 0. The shifts are set

by (37), so that ry/d; = O(a~%) for all 1 < k < . Moreover, the scale 8 of Section 7A is related by

8 = "1_o 8 and (30) provides

v v
Qu[Q1(u1) < <1 +>° 0(a—‘*k>> @EQ)+ 0@™) =a’6(Q)+ Y 0@ )+ 0@®),
k=0 k=0
The error terms are the same as in Section 7C; therefore, we make the same choice of scales §; =2/(2v+3)
for all 0 < k < v. By construction, #_; is normalized, therefore the min-max theorem implies the upper
bound of Theorem 1.4.

8. Applications

In the applications below, one must keep in mind that the finiteness of &£(£2) is one of our results, and
that this quantity can be made more explicit for particular geometries; see [Levitin and Parnovski 2008].
Moreover, this quantity goes to —oo as the corners of a domain €2 gets sharper: this is clear in dimension 2
since the local energy at a corner of opening 6 goes to —oo as & — 0; see (4). In higher dimension, it
could be possible to use the approach from [Bonnaillie-Noél et al. 2016b] in order to show that the local
energy goes to —oo for sharp cones (see the definition of a sharp cone therein).

8A. On the optimal constant in relative bounds zero for the trace operator. The trace injection from
H'(Q) into L*(3S2) being compact, the following relative 0-bound holds: for all € > 0, there exists
C(€) > 0 such that

Il 50 < €1VUlF2iq) + C@lull7og, forall ue HY(Q). (39)

This inequality is a particular case of Ehrling’s lemma. It can be written as
C(e)

€
Thus, by definition of A(£2, «), for each € > 0 the best constant C(¢) in (39) is

Q1/e[R](u) = — for all u € H' ().

2
”M ” LZ(Q)

Cle) = —ex(sz, %)

From Theorem 1.4, we obtain that this constant is essentially e~ 11£(Q)|. More precisely:
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Proposition 8.1. Let Q € D (M) be an admissible corner domain. Then there exist €9 > 0 and y € (0, 2)

3
such that, for all € € (0, €),

|£(Q)] .
lll 32 ) < €llVullGa g + (T + 0@ D) lulfag, forall ueH (Q).

Let us recall that the finiteness of A(€2, o) is closely related to the compactness of the injection of
H' () into L?(3S2) and, for some cusps, where A(€2, &) = —oo, this injection is not compact (see
[Nazarov and Taskinen 2011; Daners 2013]).

8B. Transition temperature of superconducting models. In the study of superconducting models, the
physics literature has explored over the years the possibility of increasing the critical fields. Another more
interesting and more recent idea is to increase the temperature below which the normal state (i.e., the critical
point of the Ginzburg-Landau energy for which the material is nowhere in the superconducting state) is
not stable. For zero fields associated to a superconducting body €2, enhanced surface superconductivity
is modeled via a negative penetration depth b < 0 and, following [Giorgi and Smits 2007], this critical
temperature is given by

TN(Q) =T, — TCOA(Q, %), (40)

where £(0) > 0 is the so-called coherence length at zero temperature, T, is the vacuum zero field critical
temperature for b = oo (corresponding to a superconductor surrounded by vacuum) and A (€2, «) is the
first eigenvalue of the Robin problem.

Thanks to Theorem 1.4, for |b| small enough we have

£(0)°

Tf(Q) >Te + TCOW

(€@ +0(b]"))

for some y € (0, %) Since |£(€2)| > 1 and goes to 400 as the corners of 92 become sharper, our
results are consistent with the general physical principle of increase of ch (£2) due to confinement (see for
instance [Montevecchi and Indekeu 2000, Section 4] and see [ Yampolskii and Peeters 2000; Baelus et al.
2002] concerning superconducting properties of nanostructuring materials).
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