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ENDPOINT ESTIMATES AND OPTIMALITY
FOR THE GENERALIZED SPHERICAL MAXIMAL OPERATOR
ON RADIAL FUNCTIONS

ADAM NOWAK, LUZ RONCAL, AND TOMASZ Z. SZAREK

ABSTRACT. We find sharp conditions for the maximal operator associated with generalized spherical
mean Radon transform on radial functions M;" # to be bounded on power weighted Lebesgue spaces.
Moreover, we also obtain the corresponding endpoint results in terms of optimal power weighted weak
and restricted weak type estimates.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS
Let @« > —1 and a + 3 > —1/2. Denote du,(x) = 2**T1dz. We interpret the generalized spherical

mean operator on radial functions as the one-dimensional two-parameter integral operator

M f() = / T KO (0, ) f() dpalz), x>0,

where ¢ > 0 and the kernel is given by

o 208 (a+ B+ 1) [ o
K (@,2) = TS S [ st e Jo = .

with .J, standing for the Bessel function of the first kind and order v. This kernel is well defined for
t,x,z > 0 such that, in general, ¢t # |z — z| and ¢ # z + z. Note that the triple Bessel function integral
here converges absolutely when o+ 8 > 1/2, but for —1/2 < a + 8 < 1/2 the convergence at infinity
is only conditional, in the Riemann sense. In the limiting case o + 8 = —1/2, not considered in this
paper, the integral diverges, nevertheless K" B (x,2) and M, # can still be defined in a suitable way; see
Appendix.

The principal focus of this paper is on the maximal operator

M f = sup [M |
t>0

with continuous ranges of the parameters « > —1, 8 > —1/2 — a. Our aim is to prove complete
sharp descriptions of strong and weak/restricted weak type boundedness of My" A with respect to power
weights on R := (0, 00). For background, motivations and importance of M” and M2 in particular
crucial connections to ordinary and generalized spherical means, and to classical PDE problems, we refer
to [6l, [7] and references given there.

The main results of this paper are the following (here and elsewhere, by weakening a strict inequality
we mean replacing “<” by “<”; analogously we understand strictening a weak inequality).

Theorem A. Assume that « > =1 and o+ > —1/2. Let 1 < p < oo and 6 € R. Then the mazimal
operator M is bounded on LP(Ry, 2°dx) if and only if p > 1 and

1 1
1.1 - -
(1.1) p<a+6+2
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and

—(BpA1) << (2a+(BAL)+1)p—1

with the first inequality weakened when Bp < 1 )
Theorem B. Assume that « > —1 and a+ > —1/2. Let 1 <p < oo and § € R.

(a) The mazximal operator MXP s of weak type (p,p) with respect to the measure space (R, x°dx)
if and only if
(1.2) S<a+f+g
' with the inequality weakened when o+ B =1/2 and B € Z

and
—(BpA1) <6< (2a+(BAL)+1)p—1
with the first inequality weakened when Bp < 1

and the second inequality weakened when p =1

(b) The mazximal operator M s of restricted weak type (p,p) with respect to the measure space
(R, 2°dx) if and only if
1< 1
(1.3) o pSatfits
with the inequality strictened when o+ f=1/2 and B ¢ Z

and
{ —(BpA1) <6< (2a+(BAL)+1)p—1 }

with the first inequality weakened when Bp < 1

An instant consequence of Theorems [Al and [Blis the following corollary extracting endpoint results
related to Theorem [A] that are contained in Theorem [Bl

Corollary C. Assume that « > —1 and a+ > —1/2. Let 1 <p < oo and § € R.

(a) The mazimal operator M s of weak type (p, p) with respect to the measure space (R, x0dx),
but is not bounded on LP(R.,z%dzx), if and only if p=1 and

a+ B> %
with the inequality weakened when B € Z

and

(1.4) { —(BA1)<d<2a+ (BA1) }

with the first inequality weakened when [ < 1

(b) The mazximal operator M2 s of restricted weak type (p,p), but not of weak type (p,p), with
respect to the measure space (R+,x5d:t), if and only if p > 1 and either

(1.5) 1<oe—|—ﬂ—|—1 and 5:(2a+([3/\1)+1)p—1>—(ﬁp/\1)
’ p 2 with the inequality weakened when Bp < 1
or
(1.6) 1:a+ﬂ+1 and —(BpA1) <6< (2a+(BAL)+1)p—1
’ P 2 with the first inequality weakened when Bp < 1 '

Both M, A and M®” have been extensively investigated recently by Ciaurri and two of the authors
[6, [7]. Boundedness of M*? on power weighted LP spaces for 1 < p < oo was studied in [7]. Sufficient
conditions for the boundedness were obtained in [7, Theorem 1.5], while necessary conditions can be
found in [7, Proposition 1.6]. Theorem [Al provides a sharp refinement of those results, as well as an
extension to p = 1. In particular, it shows that [7, Theorem 1.5] is not yet optimal for some « and
(contrary to what the authors of [7] presumed), whereas [7, Proposition 1.6] turns out to be already
optimal. The discrepancy between the two results from [7], and thus the contribution of the present
paper to power weighted LP-boundedness of Mf’ﬂ, is described in detail in [7, p.1600], see also [Tl
Remark 4.3]. For the readers’ convenience, we note that comparing to the results in [7], the novelty
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of Theorem [A is the LP(2°dx)-boundedness of M®? when, assuming that o > —1, a + 8 > —1/2
and 1 < p < oo, either 8 <0, a+ 8 <1/2, = ¢ Nand 6§ = —f8p,or 0 < 8 < 1, a > —1/2
and —(Bp A1) < § < —B/[(a+ B+ 1/2) A 1] (with the lower inequality for § weakened if Bp < 1).
Furthermore, Theorem [A] contains the lack of L'(z°dx)-boundedness of M. # for any § € R. We
remark that for some very special choices of , 3 and ¢ the LP(2°dz)-boundedness of Mg B , and also
its sharpness in certain cases, was obtained before [7] in e.g. [10] [I1], see [7, Section 1] and results and
references invoked there.

On the other hand, Theorem [Bl delivers a complete characterization of power weighted weak and
restricted weak type estimates. This can be seen as an endpoint result related to Theorem A, see
Corollary The results of Theorem [B] are new up to several very special subcases which we now
summarize in detail. To this end, all the mapping properties are understood with respect to the measure
space (R4, z°dz). In case a+ 8 =1/2, & > —1/2 and § = 2o + 1 Colzani et al. [8] proved that M
is of restricted weak type (p,p) for p = (da+4)/(2a + 3) and o > —1/2 (this corresponds to Condition
(L5) in Corollary [0), while for & = —1/2 they obtained weak type (1,1) of M. See [8, Corollary
3.5] and [8, Theorem 3.1], respectively. In case a + 8 = 1/2 and —f8 € N, Duoandikoetxea et al. [11]
proved that M>P is of weak type (1,1) provided that! —3 < § < 2a + 3, see [1I, Theorem 3.2].
We note that [I1, Theorem 3.2] contains also a restricted weak type result for M, B , which is covered
by the above mentioned earlier and more general result of Colzani et al. [, Corollary 3.5]. In another
paper [10] Duoandikoetxea et al. considered the case when § = 0 and a > 0 is half-integer. For 8 =0
and half-integer « > 1/2 they proved that M is of weak type (1,1) if and only if 0 < 6 < 2« (this
corresponds to Condition (L4) in Corollary [C)). Also for 8 = 0 and half-integer o > 1/2, they obtained
restricted weak type (p,p) of M for p>1and § = (2a+ 1)p — 1 (which corresponds to Condition
(L) in Corollary [C). In the case o = 8 = 0, the authors of [I0] proved that M2? is of restricted weak
type (2,2) if and only if 0 < § < 1 (this corresponds to Condition (L8] in Corollary[C)) and of restricted
weak type (p,p) if p > 2 and § = p—1 (which corresponds to Condition (L.5]) in Corollary[C]). For all the
results from [10] just mentioned, see [10, Theorem 1.1]. We note also an earlier result of Leckband [14],
who proved that M2 is of restricted weak type (2,2) when @ = 8 =0 and § = 1. There is also a more
earlier results of Bourgain [3], which implies restricted weak type (p, p), with p = (2a + 2)/(2a + 1), of
M2" when 8 =0 and a > 1/2 is half-integer, sce the related comments in [10, Section 1]. The same
Bourgain’s work [3] also implies the above mentioned restricted weak type (p,p) result from [§] in case
« is half-integer, see the related comment in [8) p. 28].

The proofs of the sufficiency parts in Theorems[Al and [Bl are based on precise absolute estimates of the
kernel K (z, z) obtained in [6, Theorem 3.3] (see also [7, Theorem 2.1]) and suitable decomposition of
the maximal operator My A into parts, which can be controlled by means of auxiliary ‘special’ operators
that are more convenient to analyze. The decomposition and the special operators are much the same as
in [7], and have roots in the earlier papers by Duoandikoetxea, Moyua and Oruetxebarria [10] [T1]. Here,
however, we had to deal with some substantial technical difficulties, one of them being the problem of
finding sharp refinements/extensions of the results on the special operators known so far. This strategy
works for most choices of o and 3, nevertheless in some cases we found it convenient to use somewhat
different method inspired by the techniques from Colzani, Cominardi and Stempak [8], where slightly
different splittings of the regions involved for the analysis of the corresponding kernel are used. The
proofs of the necessity parts in Theorems[Aland [Blrely on constructing suitable counterexamples. This is
possible thanks to a comprehensive analysis of the kernel K} B (z, z) done in [6, Section 3]. We emphasize
that the present paper does not contribute in fundamentally novel techniques comparing to the previous
works [7, [8 10, [TT]. The significant difficulty it overcomes lies in delicate refinements/adjustments of
the existing methods and an extended meticulous analysis that turned out to be quite challenging. Note
also that, in general, the proofs of Theorems [A] and [Bl refer heavily to the notation and reasonings from
[7], so in this sense the present paper is not self-contained. Otherwise we would need to essentially

t There is a misprint in the condition for weak type (1,1) in [II, Theorem 3.2], the upper inequality should be weak.
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repeat some definitions and estimates from [7], which would increase the volume of this paper without
adding anything new.

An interesting, but more difficult and technical, problem would be to study boundedness of My A in
the context of general Lorentz spaces, say from LP% (R, z%dx) to LP% (R, ,2%dz) with 1 < q; < ¢o <
oo. In particular, this could lead to finer endpoint results related to Theorem [Al than those contained
in Corollary [Cl However, all this requires a deeper sophisticated analysis, which is beyond the scope of
this paper. Note that even for specific choices of o and 8 such results do not seem to be available in
the literature.

We now point out some interesting consequences of Theorems [A] and [Bl Let n > 2 and recall the
generalized spherical means transformation in R™

MPf(x,t) = F~H(mg(t] - NFf)(x),
where F is the Fourier transform in R™ and the radial multiplier is given via

Jﬂ+n/2—1(5)

_ ofB+n/2-1
(1.7) ma(s) = 2 P(g+n/2) 2222

s> 0.

The parameter 8 can, in general, be a complex number excluding 8 = —n/2,—n/2 —1,-n/2 —2,....
For 3 = 0 one recovers the classical spherical means, i.e. M f(x,t) returns the mean value of f on the
sphere centered at x and of radius ¢.

For the maximal operator MY f = sup,~q |MP f(-,t)| Stein [24] proved the following.

Theorem 1.1 ([24]). Let n > 3. Then M. is bounded on LP(R™) provided that

—n

2
(1.8) l<p<2 and6>1—n+z, or p>2 and >
p

This result was enhanced in the sense of admitted parameters and dimensions by subsequent authors:
Bourgain [4], Mockenhaupt, Seeger and Sogge [16] and recently by Miao, Yang and Zheng [15]* ] see the
historical comments in [I5, p.4272]. All these refinements pertain to p > 2 and can be stated altogether
as follows, cf. [I5, Theorem 1.1].

Theorem 1.2 ([15]). Let n > 2. Then M. is bounded on LP(R™) provided that
1—n+3—n, or p> 2n +2 and B > 1—n'
4 2p n— P

Theorem [[T] is known to be optimal for 1 < p < 2. The range of 8 in Theorem [[.2] for p > 2, is
strictly wider than in Theorem [[LTl However, according to our best knowledge, it is not known whether
it is already optimal when n > 3. On the other hand, a recent [12] striking proof of the so-called local
smoothing conjecture in the case n = 2 allows to enlarge the range of 8 in Theorem [[L2] see Remark [[L8]
below for more details. We remark that both Theorems [[LT] and were originally proved for complex
B, but for our purposes it is enough to state them for real values of the parameter. An important open
problem is to extend, if possible, Theorem to the optimal range of 5 and p > 2.

A restriction of M# to radially symmetric functions is still of great interest and, moreover, admits a
more explicit finer analysis that potentially leads to more general or stronger theorems. Actually, the
maximal operator M* B we study generalizes the restriction of M? to radial functions since, in a sense, it
covers a continuous range of dimensions n = 2a+ 2, @ > —1. Formally, for a radial function f = fo(]-])
in L2(R"), n > 2, MPf(x,t) is for each t > 0 a radial function in z € R™ whose profile is given
by M, /21,8 fo; see 6l Corollary 4.2]. Clearly, the maximal operators M?P and M2* are connected
in the same way. Thus, MY is bounded on L? (R™, |- |"dz) if and only if M*7 1 s bounded on
LP(Ry, x7dpiy /2—1); here and elsewhere the subscript “rad” indicates the subspace of radial functions.
Analogous relations hold for weak and restricted weak type boundedness.

The announced consequences of Theorems[A] and [Bl pertain to the operator M?P. Before stating them,
however, it is convenient to specify the two theorems to the natural weight 6 = 2a+1. The first corollary

2 2
(1.9) 2<p< nt and >
n—

1 In [15] the authors use the name Stein’s maxzimal spherical means for the maximal operator Mff
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below is a sharp improvement of [7, Corollary 1.7], where the enhancement relies on including p = 1 for
the negative part, and, under Condition (LIJ), on including parameters satisfying —8/(2a + 1) = 1/p,
0< —p ¢ Nand a+ g <1/2 for the positive result.

Corollary 1.3. Assume that « > —1 and o+ 8 > —1/2. Let 1 < p < co. Then M s bounded on
LP(R4,dues) if and only if p > 1 and Condition (L)) is satisfied and
-8 1 1-8
20+1 = p <1- 200+2
with the lower bound suppressed when 3 > 0

and with the upper bound suppressed when 3 > 1

Corollary 1.4. Assume that o > —1 and o+ > —1/2. Let 1 < p < o0.

(a) The mazimal operator MOP is of weak type (p,p) with respect to (Ry,dus) if and only if
Condition ([L2) is satisfied and

-8 1 _ 1-B

20+1 < D <1 20+2
with the second inequality weakened when p =1
and with the lower bound suppressed when 3 > 0

and with the upper bound suppressed when 3 > 1

(b) The maximal operator M s of restricted weak type (p,p) with respect to (Ry,dus) if and
only if Condition ([L3)) is satisfied and
-8 1 1-8
204+1 < P <1- 2042
with the lower bound suppressed when 3 > 0

and with the upper bound suppressed when B > 1

With the above corollaries, we can state a sharp improvement of [7, Corollary 1.8] and an analogous
result for weak and restricted weak type inequalities. First, however, we must confess that the statement
of [7l Corollary 1.8] missed the global condition 8 > 1/p 4+ (1 — n)/2 coming from [7, (1.3)]. In
consequence, [7, Figure 1] and [7, Conjecture 1.9] should also be revised, which is done below, see
Figure [[l and Conjecture [[L.7

Corollary 1.5. Letn > 2, 8> (1—n)/2 and 1 < p < co. Then MY is bounded on Lr (R™) if and
only if p > 1 and

ﬂ>1—n—|—% when p < 2,
(1.10) B>1+15%  when 2 <p< 2

B> 1*7” when p > %

Observe that the assumption 8 > (1—n)/2 in Corollary[[5 (coming from the assumption o+ > —1/2
in Corollary [3) is strictly weaker than Condition (LI0). Further, note that for 2 < p < 2242 the
conditions of Corollary are strictly less restrictive than Condition (L9) due to Miao et al. This
can be seen in Figure [[I where the endpoint results related to Corollary which are contained in

Corollary are also reflected. We believe this indicates non-optimality of the yet known results on
LP-boundedness of MY stated in Theorem [ cf. [I5, Section 3, Problem (1)].

Corollary 1.6. Letn>2, 8> (1—-n)/2 and 1 <p < 0.
(a) The mazimal operator M? satisfies the weak type (p,p) estimate on the subspace of radial func-
tions on R™ if and only if
s>1 when p=1,
ﬁ>1—n+% when 1 <p <2,
ﬂ>1—17+177n when?ﬁpﬁ%,

1—n 2n
=" when p > =i
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FIGURE 1. Regions visualizing differences between Stein’s conditions (L8] (region
OBP), the less restrictive conditions ([9) due to Miao et al. (region OABP), and
the least restrictive conditions from our radial case in Corollary and Conjecture
[[7 for the general case (region OCBP), respectively. Observe that A is Bourgain-
Demeter’s point and C is Sogge’s conjecture point, see Remark [[.L§ The operator M?
considered on the subspace of radial functions is of strong type (p,p) for (1/p, ) in
the dotted region and on OC' excluding C, of weak but not strong type (p,p) when
(1/p,B) = P =(1,1), and of restricted weak type (p,p) but not weak (p,p) for (1/p, 8)
on C'B including endpoints and on BP excluding P. Picture for n = 4, different axes
scaling.

(b) The mazximal operator M? satisfies the restricted weak type (p,p) estimate on the subspace of
radial functions on R™ if and only if

ﬁ21—n+% when p < 2,
B>+ when 2<p<
1-n 2n
Comparing to [7, Corollary 1.8] (after the relevant correction of the statement), Corollary [l extends

L? (R™)-boundedness of MY to the case when 8 = (1 —n)/p and p > 2n/(n — 1). Concerning
Corollary [[L6(a), its novelty, comparing to previously known results and in view of Corollary [[H is
the positive part in case p = 1, and the negative part in case § # 0 (the latter in case 8 = 0 follows from
a counterexample of Stein [24]). In Corollary [[6l(b), in view of item (a) and previously known results,
the novel part is the inclusion of the cases § =1/p+(1—-n)/2,2<p<2n/(n—1)and 8 =1—n+n/p,
1 < p < 2 for the positive part, both except for the case when 5 = 0 where the result is due to Bourgain
[4] (n > 3) and Leckband [I4] (n = 2). The negative part of Corollary [[L6(b) is new.
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The following statement corrects and strengthens [7, Conjecture 1.9]. The strengthening relies on
extending the range of parameters for which M/ is conjectured to be bounded on L? (R™) for 8 = (1-n)/p
when p > 2n/(n — 1) (this corresponds to the segment OC without endpoints on Figure [IJ).

Conjecture 1.7. Letn > 2 and 1 < p < co. The operator M? is bounded on LP(R™) if and only if
p > 1 and Condition (LIQ) is satisfied, i.e.

— n 1, 1-n 1l-n
(1.11) { ﬁ>max(1 nt st ) }
1

p
with the inequality weakened when p > nzf

It is known that in general M? has better weak /restricted weak type mapping properties when
restricted to the subspace of radial functions. For instance, MY fails to be of restricted weak type (2,2)
for n = 2 (see [22]), but it satisfies the restricted weak type (2,2) inequality after restriction to radial
functions, cf. [T4]. Thus the results of the present paper do not allow to state a plausible weak /restricted
weak type counterpart of Conjecture [[L71

Remark 1.8. There is an interesting link between our result in Corollary L3 and the celebrated Sogge’s
local smoothing conjecture for the wave equation. The proof of Theorem (i.e. |15 Theorem 1.1])
relies on recent results concerning this conjecture. More precisely, if u(x,t) is the solution to the Cauchy
problem in R™ x R4

(1.12) Agu —uy =0, u(z,0) = f(x), ue(z,0) = g(x),

it was conjectured in [23] that for n > 2 and p > -2, one has
n—1 n
(1.13) 1wl e e x(1,2)) < Cv(”f”W%P(]R") + ”gHW’Y*l’P(R"))a 1> Ty

where WP s the standard inhomogeneous Sobolev space. The best result towards the conjecture in
dimensions n > 3 was obtained by Bourgain and Demeter [5] who proved that (LI3) is true for p > 2::27
n > 2. Bourgain—-Demeter’s local smoothing estimate and an interpolation argument yield (cf. [15]

p. 42711 ), for p > 2,

n—1,1 1y n—-1 n
1149)  Julsgexpay < Coll flwosgey, 7> max{ (G) 5 - ;},
assuming that g = 0. For n = 2 Sogge’s conjecture has been completely solved only recently by Guth et
al. [12]. The work by Miao et al. [I5] was published before [12].
It turns out that the solution to the wave equation (LI2) can be expressed in terms of the so-called
half-wave propagator, which in turn is closely related to the classical spherical mazimal operator M2;

these operators fall into the framework of Fourier integral operators, see for instance |2, Section 1.1,
Examples 1 and 3]. As observed in [15], the Fourier multiplier (L) of the generalized spherical mazimal
operator can be written essentially as a half-wave propagator with a slightly different symbol with worse
decay. Thus, by virtue of the just sketched relations, the estimate ([LI4)) is used in the proof of [19]
Theorem 1.1] to conclude the boundedness of M? in the range of B as given (C9).

According to this connection between the generalized spherical maximal operator and the local smooth-
ing for the wave equation, a better result in terms of local smoothing will yield a better boundedness
result for MPE. Indeed, under the assumption of the conjectured sharp local smoothing estimate for the
wave equation ([LI3), by tracing the proof of [15, Theorem 1.1] (see in particular [15, pp. 4277-4278]),
it is seen that the admissible range of B could be enlarged up to our range (LIIl) with strict inequality
in the lower bound for 5. Since under the (immaterial) assumption 8 > (1 —n)/2 Corollary gives a
complete, sharp description of the boundedness of M on L? (R™) (one should compare with a corrected
[7, Corollary 1.8], where the description was not as complete as in the current paper), the range of
and p in Conjecture[1.7) is essentially the best possible. In particular, in virtue of the recent results in

1 There is a misprint in [I5 p. 4271], the space WY ~1:P in [I5] (1.12)] should be replaced by WP,
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[12], for n = 2 the mazimal operator MZ is bounded on LP(R2) if p > 1 and Condition (LI)) is satisfied
with strict inequality in the lower bound for B.

On the other hand, the local smoothing conjecture for radial f and g = 0 was proved by Mdiller and
Seeger [18]. Hence, the reasoning described above leads to the sufficiency of conditions in Corollary [,
except for B = (1 —n)/p when p > 2n/(n — 1), for the boundedness of M. In this regard, it is worth
pointing out that in the present paper the question posed in [15, Section 3, Problem (5)] is answered in
the radial case. Namely, it is possible to prove the (sharp) result in Corollary without appealing to
the local smoothing estimate proved in [18].

Structure of the paper. In Section2lwe gather definitions and mapping properties of several auxiliary
operators that are needed in the proofs of Theorem [Aland Theorem[Bl Section[3land Sectiond are devoted
to the proofs of the sufficiency parts in Theorem [A] and Theorem [B] respectively. The corresponding
necessity parts are proved in Section Finally, Section [6] contains proofs of the mapping properties
stated in Section 2] for the auxiliary maximal operators. In Appendix we comment on the limiting case
a+f=-1/2.

Notation. Throughout the paper we use a fairly standard notation. The minimum and the maximum
of two quantities is indicated by A and V, respectively. We denote Ry = (0,00) and for the sake
of brevity, we often omit R, when dealing with LP related to the measure space (Ry,z%dz), i.e.,
LP(2°dx) = LP(R, 2°dx). We write L ,(...) for the subspace of L?(...) consisting of radial functions.
As usual, for 1 < p < oo, p’ denotes its conjugate exponent, 1/p + 1/p’ = 1. By weakening a strict
inequality “<” we mean replacing it by “<”. Analogously, by strictening a weak inequality “<” we
mean replacing it by “<”. We write X < Y to indicate that X < CY with a positive constant C
independent of significant quantities. We shall write X ~ Y when simultaneously X <Y and YV < X.

Basic terminology. Let 1 < p < oo and § € R. An operator T is said to be of strong type (p,p)
with respect to the measure space (Ry,z%dr) when it is bounded on LP(R,2%dz). Further, T is said
to be of weak type (p, p) with respect to the measure space (R, 2°dz) if it satisfies the weak type (p, p)

estimate
)\p/ x‘;d:vS/ |f(x)|Pa? do, A >0,
{y>0:|Tf(y)|>A} 0

uniformly in f € LP(Ry,2°dz). This is equivalent to boundedness of T from LP(Ry,xz°dz) to the
Lorentz space LP>(R,,z°dz). The latter space is referred to as weak LP(R,,z°dz). Finally, T is of
restricted weak type (p, p) with respect to the measure space (R, ,z°dz) if it is bounded between the
extreme Lorentz spaces, from LP'(R,,z°dz) to LP*°(R,,z%dz). (Recall that, on the second index
scale, the space LP'! is the smallest one, and LP'* is the biggest one among LP9, 1 < g < co.) When
p > 1 this property is equivalent to the weak type (p,p) estimate restricted to functions f that are
characteristic functions of sets of finite 2°dz measure. Note that for p = 1 the notions of weak type and
restricted weak type coincide.
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2. AUXILIARY OPERATORS

In this section we gather mapping properties of several auxiliary operators that are needed in the
proofs of our main results. More precisely, the operators in question are the Hardy operators H,, and
He, the (centered) local Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator L, and special maximal operators N,
Ry, By Ty, Sap, S2% and R,

The Hardy operators and the local Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator are well studied and the
results we need can simply be invoked from the literature. The results for the remaining operators are
either partially new or entirely new and thus require proofs. Those proofs are technical and rather
tedious. We postpone them to Section @l in order not to interfere the main line of the paper.

We remark that R,, and Ey ,, for n = 0 appear in [10], and N, for n > 0 and T}, were introduced in [I1].
See also [7]. Some mapping properties of these operators were established in the papers just mentioned,
cf. [10, Section 2], [ITl, Section 2] and [7, Section 2.3]. Here we provide complete characterizations of
strong, weak and restricted weak type boundedness of N,, R,, Ey , and T;, with respect to the power
weighted measure space (R, 27dx).

We also note that the results we prove for the auxiliary operators are sometimes stronger than we
actually need for our purpose. Nevertheless, we decided to state them as characterizations for the
sake of completeness, clarity, deeper understanding of the control they give and, finally, possible future
applications.

Hardy operators H, and H;°. Forn €R, let

1 T o0
H,f(z) = x_”/ 2171 f(2) dz, HY f(x) = x”/ 271 (2) dz, x> 0.
0 T
The following characterizations of the mapping properties of H, and H are essentially contained in
[1; see e.g. [13, Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2] and references given there.

Lemma 2.1. Letn,v € R and 1 < p < co. Consider H, on the measure space (Ry,z7dx).

(a) Hy is of strong type (p,p) if and only if v < np — 1.

(b) H, is of weak type (p,p) if and only if v < np — 1, with the inequality weakened in case p =1
and n # 0.

(c) H, is of restricted weak type (p,p) if and only if v < np — 1, with the inequality strictened in
case n = 0.

Lemma 2.2. Let,7 € R and 1 <p < oo. Consider H,° on the measure space (Ry, z7dx).

(a) Hpe is of strong type (p,p) if and only if —mp —1 <.

(b) HP* is of weak type (p,p) if and only if —mp — 1 < v, with the inequality weakened in case p =1
and n # 0.

(c) HP* is of restricted weak type (p,p) if and only if —np — 1 < v, with the inequality strictened in
case n = 0.

Local Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator L. Let

1 x+t
Lf(z) = sup o |f(2)] dz, x> 0.
t<xz/2 z—t

The result below is well known, it is essentially due to Muckenhoupt [I7, Section 9]. See also [20, Section
6] and the discussion on power weights succeeding [20] (2.9)].
Lemma 2.3. Let 1 <p < oo and v € R. Consider L on the measure space (R4, zVdzx).

(a) L is of strong type (p,p) if and only if p > 1.
(b) L is always of weak type (p,p).
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Maximal operator NN,. For n € R, define

1 t
Nyf(z)=sup— [ 2"7|f(2)|dz, x> 0.
t>17t77 0

Lemma 2.4. Letn,y € R and 1 < p < oco. Consider N, on the measure space (Ry,x7dx).
(a) N, is of strong type (p,p) if and only if =1 <~y < np — 1.
(b) N, is of weak type (p,p) if and only if —1 <y < np — 1, with the second inequality weakened if
p=1.
(c) Ny is of restricted weak type (p,p) if and only if —1 <~y <np—1.

Maximal operator R,. For n € R, define

1 t+x
R, f(z) = 2" sup — 27" f(2)|dz, x> 0.
t>20 2T Ji_y
Lemma 2.5. Let n,7v € R and 1 < p < oco. Consider R, on the measure space (R4, z7dzx).
(a) R, is of strong type (p,p) if and only if v > —np, with the inequality strictened if p = 1.
(b) Ry, is of weak type (p,p) if and only if v > —np, with the inequality strictened if p=n=1.
(c) Ry is of restricted weak type (p,p) if and only if v > —np, with the inequality strictened if
p=n=1.
Notice that the conditions for R, to be of weak type (p,p) and of restricted weak type (p, p) coincide.
Maximal operator Ej,. For n € R and k > 0, define

1 b
Brnf(@) =a® | sup_ gr—x / SN Az, > 0,

0<a<z<b

Lemma 2.6. Let n,v € R and k > 0. Consider Ej,,, on the measure space (Ry,z7dx).
(a) Eky, is of strong type (p,p) if and only if p>1 and —mp —1 <~y < kp —np — 1.
(b) Eg., is of weak type (p,p) if and only if —mp —1 < v < kp —np — 1, with the first inequality
weakened if n # 0 and with the second inequality weakened if p =1 and n # k.
(c) Eky is of restricted weak type (p,p) if and only if —mp —1 < v < kp —np — 1, with the first
inequality weakened if n # 0 and with the second inequality weakened if n # k.

Maximal operator 7). For n € R, let

O]
Tnf(l') = tS>U.21f; ‘/t/2 m dZ, z > 0.

Lemma 2.7. Let n,7 € R and 1 < p < co. Consider T, on the measure space (Ry,z7dz).
(a) Ty, is of strong type (p,p) if and only if v > (—=1) V [p(n — 1)], with the inequality weakened if
p>1landn>1/p.
(b) T, is of weak type (p,p) if and only if v > (—1) V [p(n — 1)], with the inequality weakened if
n>1/p.
(c) T, is of restricted weak type (p,p) if and only if v > (=1) V [p(n — 1)], with the inequality
weakened if n > 1/p’.

Observe that the maximum occurring in Lemma 271s equal —1 when 7 < 0 and (n—1)p when n > 1.
When 7 € (0,1), any of the two expressions in the maximum can win, depending on 7 and p. Notice
also that the conditions for T;, to be of weak type (p,p) and of restricted weak type (p,p) coincide.

Maximal operator S, g. For o, 8 € R, define

t—x
Se.pf(z) = sup fﬁ/ (t4x—2)" V2t —x — 2)°P=V2 £ (2)|dz, x> 0.

t>3x %I
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Lemma 2.8. Assume that 8 <0, —1/2 < a4+ <1/2 and 1 < p < co. Then, S p is bounded on
LP(Ry, 2= PPdx) if and only if 1/p < a + B+ 1/2.

Lemma 2.9. Assume that 0 < <1, -1/2<a+8<1/2,a>—-1/2 and 1 <p < c0. Then, Sqa 3 is
bounded on LP(R,x~PPdx) provided that 3 < 1/p < a+ B+ 1/2.

Maximal operator S’;O%. For o, 8 € R, a+ B = 1/2, define a logarithmic variant of S, g

t—x
S’;Ogﬁf(:v) = sup t‘ﬂ/( (t+z—2)"2"?log (2 + t—i) |f(2)| dz, x> 0.

X
t>3x t—z)/2 r—=z

Lemma 2.10. Assume that « > —1, a+ 8 = 1/2 and 1 < p < oo. Then, 5’;07% is bounded on
LP(Ry,z=PPdx) provided that B < 1/p.

Maximal operator Rf%. For o, 8 € R, define

1 [t 4
R @) = swp 1 [ oy ()@l e
t -

>3z T Ji—q (t—=x)
Lemma 2.11. Assume that o > —1, a+ = 1/2 and 1 < p < oo. Then, RL‘:’% is bounded on
LP(R,,z~PPdx).
3. PROOF OF THEOREM [Al SUFFICIENCY PART

In this section we prove the sufficiency part of Theorem [Al To begin with, we rephrase it in a more
convenient form for the proof. Assuming that « > —1, a+ 8> —1/2,1 < p < oo and § € R, Theorem

[Al says that M2 is bounded on LP(R,, z%dz) if and only if p > 1 and

1 1
(3.1) S<atfts
and
(3.2) —1<9, —pBp <6, 0 < (2a+2)p—1, d<(a+B+1)p-—1.

Note that Condition (B.I]) is meaningful only when a+3 < 1/2. In view of [7, Theorem 1.5], sufficiency
of Conditions (B)) and (B2) is known for most choices of the parameters « and 3, see the comments
succeeding [7, Proposition 1.6]. More precisely, the values of o and 8 that remain to be treated belong
to the regions

SYil = {(aaﬂ) : —1/2<OZ+[3§ 1/27 ﬂ<07 _B¢N}7
Ro = {(a, ) :x > —1/2, 0 < B < 1}.
Taking into account [7, Theorem 1.5], it is enough to show the following statements under the general
assumptions a > —1 and o+ 8 > —1/2, for 1 < p < oo, and under Condition (BI).
(i) If (a, B) € Ry, then MO is bounded on LP (R, z~Pdz).
(i) If (v, B) € My, then M is bounded on LP(R, z°dx) provided that
-1 <4, —fp <9, 0<(2a+p+1)p—1.

We may also assume throughout that f > 0, since the arguments we give are based on absolute estimates
of the kernel.
In what follows we use some notation from [7] without much comment. For the readers’ conve-

nience, Figure [2] visualizes the relevant regions in Ri determining the splitting of the kernel K;* B (z,2)
introduced in [7, Section 2.2]. Recall that

E={(t,z,2) eR : |z —z| <t <z+2z}
F={(tz,2) eRY 1z +2z<t},
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5x+
V
4+ FIZ % Flzl b E3

3x

21

R
Y
|

0 x/2 = 32/2 2z 3x dx Sx

FIGURE 2. Sections of regions F; and F; given x > 0 fixed.

and
E=FE UEyU E3, F=F UP,, F,=FyUFy,
all the sums being disjoint. For precise definitions of the regions appearing above, see [7, Section 2.2].

Note that up to boundaries those regions are specified by Figure Bl and the boundaries do not really
matter in our developments.

3.1. Proof of (i). We let (o, B) € R’y and distinguish two cases.

Case 1: a+ (3 < 1/2. In view of the proof of [7, Theorem 1.5], see [7, Case 2, pp.1613-1614], it is
enough to show LP(R, ,x~7dz)-boundedness of the part of My # related to the region Fy (see Figure
[2). This part is controlled by \Ili‘_”i// (cf. [7, Theorem 2.2] and [7}, p. 1609]),

1 o —a—1/2 at+p—1/2
U*B, f(z) = su —/ 12— (r — 2)? 12— (x4 2)2 zzzo‘ﬂdz,
« F} f(z) tZB‘I; 120128 (t—a)/2 [ ( ) } [ ( ) } f(z)

which is further estimated (see [7, p. 1612, Region FJ'])

1 t—x o B
Vi f(@) S S oy / (t+z—2)7 072t —w — ) HI2 f(2)220H .

2

Since z >t — z =t on Fy' (cf. [7, (2.8)]), it follows that
VP F(@) S Sapflz),  @>0,

where S, s is our auxiliary operator from Section 2l Thus the desired conclusion follows from Lemma

28
Case 2: a+ = 1/2. In view of the proof of [7, Theorem 1.5], it is enough we prove LP(R 2~ ?Pdzx)-

boundedness of the parts of M2 related to regions Es and FY. In [7] these parts were controlled
in terms of special operators R (which is our R, from Section [ specified to n = 0) and T;,, but we
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need a better control for our present purpose. Recall, cf. [7, Theorem 2.1(4)], that for o and 8 under
consideration
(mz)focfl/Z

K7 (@, 2)| S '

—a—1/2 2_(z—2)2 .
182 — (& — 2)?] / log (2%) in F.

log 7555 in F,

The part of My # related to FE5 is controlled by the operator

f— su l/tﬂ(xz)—a—l/zlo ( 8z )f(z)z2°‘+1 d
tz?g t—a 5 (x4+z—t)(x+2+1)

~ sup x_a+1/2l /Hw log _ 2272 f(2)dz = R f(x)
e T Sy r+z—t o,f ’
where we used the fact that z ~ ¢t on F3 (cf. [7, (2.4)]). By Lemma [Z11] we infer the desired mapping
property.
Passing to Fy, this part of M, A is controlled by

J — sup l/ttm [t2 — (I — 2)2]70‘71/2 log <2M)Jc(z)z2a+l dz

>3z U Jizz t2 — (v +2)?

t—x
~ sup t / (t+x—2)"2"Y2og (2 + %)f(z) dz = S’Li%f(:v),
>3z toe —r—z

where we used the fact that on Fj one has the relations (cf. [T, (2.6),(2,8)]) t? — (z — 2)? ~ t(t +x — 2),
t2 — (x4 2)? ~t(t —x — 2) and z ~ t. Now the LP(R, ,z~Pdz)-boundedness follows by Lemma 210l
The proof of (i) is completed.

3.2. Proof of (ii). We let («, 3) € Ry and distinguish three cases.

Case 1: a+ > 1/2. In view of the proof of [7, Theorem 1.5, Case 1, p.1613], it is enough we show
that Ty is bounded on LP(R, ,z°dz) when both § > —1 and § > —fBp. This, however, is contained in
Lemma 2.7

Case 2: a+ f < 1/2. Taking into account the proof of [7, Theorem 1.5, Case 2, pp.1613-1614], it
suffices we focus on the part of M2 related to region FJ. In [7] this part is controlled by the operator

(3.3) [ [T(a+1/2)(1+9)(f1+0)($)}1%9

with any fixed 6 > 0 satisfying ﬁ < a+ S +1/2. Recall that in our present situation —1/2 < o < 1/2

and 0 < 8 < 1. We consider 6 such that % < ﬁ and 0 < a+1/2 < Fle < a+f+1/2. By LemmaZTthe

conditions for the LP(R,x°dxr)-boundedness of the operator in [3.3) are § > [(a+1/2)(1+6) — 1ty
and 6 > —1. One can choose # so that ﬁ is arbitrarily close to a 4+ 8 + 1/2, which covers all
0 > max{—pp, —1}.

It remains to deal with § = —fp in case 1—17 > /3. For this purpose a better control of the Fj' part of

M? is needed, and provided by, see Case 1 in the proof of (i) above, \I!fg,,f(x) S Sa,pf(x). Now the
conclusion follows from Lemma ’

Case 3: o+ =1/2. In view of Case 2 above, repeating the argument from the proof of [7, Theorem
1.5, Case 3, pp. 1614-1615], we get LP(R, , 2°dx)-boundedness of M>P for max{—0p,—1} < § < 2a+
8+ 1)p—1.

It remains to consider § = —fp > —1. Here the argument just invoked does not work for the parts
of M2 related to regions Es and Fj (but it works for all the complementary parts). Hence we must
control those two parts in a better way, and this is done exactly as in the proof of (i), Case 2. That
is, the part associated with E3 is controlled by Rlo‘:%, and that related to F} by S};gﬁ. Therefore, the
desired boundedness follows from Lemmas 2.11] and 210, respectively.

The proof of (ii) is finished. This concludes the proof of the sufficiency part of Theorem [Al
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4. Proor OF THEOREM [Bl, SUFFICIENCY PARTS

We split the proof of the sufficiency parts in Theorem [Blinto three parts contained in the subsequent
sections. The splitting is determined essentially by the location of («, ) with respect to the line
a+ 8 = 1/2. In this way we consider the regular case when a4+ 8 > 1/2 or a4+ 8 = 1/2 and 8
is integer, the logarithmic case when o+ § = 1/2 and § is non-integer, and the singular case when
a+ 8 < 1/2. The terminology ‘regular’; ‘logarithmic’ and ‘singular’ is suggested by the behavior of the
kernel of M*.

We shall use the notation of [7]. In what follows we always assume that f > 0, since our arguments
are based on absolute estimates of the kernel Kf"ﬁ(:zr, z).

4.1. The regular case: o+ 3 >1/2or [+ 3 =1/2and B € Z].

It is convenient to consider several subcases.
Subcase 1: o+ > 1/2 and —f ¢ N. As pointed out in [, Proof of Theorem 1.5, Case 1], one has
the control

MP f(2) S Lf () + Haarp1 f(42) + Ry f (@)
+ Hoqrof(22) + Naayo f(x) +T1—pf(x).
From this the desired conclusion follows by Lemmas 2.1 23] 2.4] and 271
Subcase 2: a+ 8 > 1/2 and —f8 € N. In view of [7, Proof of Theorem 1.5, Case 4], one has the control
MEP f(2) S Lf(2) + Haat i1 f(42) + Ry f ().

Now the conclusion follows by Lemmas 2] and
Subcase 3: (o, ) = (—1/2,1). In this case we have, see [7, Theorem 2.1],

1
K*P(z,2)~=~ in EUF.
t

Therefore,
~1/2,1 1 <
M, f(x) ~sup - f(z)dz S Eyof(z).
>0 b J{250:)2—2)<t}

Using now Lemma [2.6] we get the conclusion for (a, ) = (—1/2,1).

It is perhaps interesting to observe that one actually has the identity M*_l/2’1f(a:) = Mf.(x), x >0,
where f, is an even extension of f to R (the value at 0 does not matter), and M is the classical one-
dimensional centered Hardy-Littlewood maximal function. This follows from the explicit formula for

K;l/z’l(x,z), see [0, p.4412].
4.2. The logarithmic case: o + 3 = 1/2 and 3 ¢ Z.

In this case we have, see [1, Theorem 2.1],

zz)" 21/ Tz .
.8 2) 7 = log (m+8z)27t2 in E,
(41) |‘Kvt7 (LL',Z)| S 17,2 91—a—1/2 t2—(z—2)2 .

To get the restricted weak type endpoint result that is needed, we follow and extend Colzani et al. [§],
where for o > —1/2 the special case of the natural weight § = 2o+ 1 was done. For the sake of clarity,
we now make two statements which together with the already justified sufficiency part of Theorem [A]
give the sufficiency parts in Theorem [B] for the considered o and §.

Proposition 4.1. Assume that — ¢ N, a+ 8=1/2 and a > —1/2 (and S < 1). Let 1 < p < 0o and
0=Q2a+pB+1)p—1. Then M2P s of restricted weak type (p,p) with respect to the measure space
(R, 2%dx).

Proposition 4.2. Assume that =1 < a < —1/2 and a+p=1/2. Let 1 <p < o0 and § = (2a+2)p—1.
Then MSP is of restricted weak type (p,p) with respect to the measure space (R, z°dz).
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Proof of Proposition [f.1 We follow the strategy of Colzani et al. [8, pp.50-53]. Let us write £ and F
in terms of bounds on z,
E={(tz,2) eR} :|t—z| <z <t+u},
F={(tz,2) eRy :z<t—ua}.
In what follows we assume that (t,z,z) € EUF and split into the following three cases.
(i) t <z. Then (t,x,2) € Eand z —t < z < x + t, and we have, see (€I,
—a—1/2
K ) £ P
since the argument of the logarithm is strictly between 2 and 4. Indeed, we have
8xz 8xz 8xz 8xz

< = — =4.
(x+2)2-t2 " (z+2)2—22 22z+2) < %2

The lower bound by 2 is easily verified using the constraint |z — z| < t.
(i) x <tand t —x < z < t+ . Then (t,z,2) € E and one has the bound

—a—1/2

8xz
K‘laﬁ < ({EZ) )
| t (ZE,Z)|N t $+2)2—t2

(iii) # <t and z <t — x. Then (¢t,z,z) € F and, see (&1,

—a—1/2 a+1/2 2 (p— 2)2
a8 < (z2) xz (x — 2)
|Kt (./I:, Z)' ~ t 12— (.I _ 2)2 ]"Og 2t2 — (.I + Z>2 .

log
(

Considering (i), we see that the part of M* emerging from restricting the supremum to ¢ < /2 is
controlled by

sup ! /IH(a:z)o‘1/2f(z)z20th1 dz ~ Lf(x).

t<z/2 U ot

Furthermore, the part of My’ # coming from restriction to x/2 < ¢t < x is controlled by

1 o -+t 1 2x
sup -z~ ¢ 1/2/ f(2)20TYV2dz ~ gy f(2)202dz ~ Hooy i1 (22)
z/2<t<z z—t T 0
(notice that 2a+8+1 = a+3/2, since a+ = 1/2). Both L and Han4 541 possess the desired mapping
property, see Lemmas 2.1l and 2.3

Next, we focus on the case x < ¢, see (ii) and (iii) above (then 0 < z < t 4+ z). According to the

function
4z

t2 — (x — 2)?’
which is increasing for z € (0,t+ ) and maps (0,t + ) onto (0,00), we split (EUF)N{(t,z,z) € R3 :
x < t} into the sets

Pz

2,2) ERY:0<p(z) <l—c}n{z <t} CF,
z,2) ERY 11—e<p(z)<1l}n{z <t} CF,
z,2) ERY 11 <p(z) <l+efn{z <t} CE,
D4:{(t,:z;,z)eR3 l+e<g(z)}n{z <t} CE;

here 0 < € < 1 is fixed, to be specified in a moment.
On D; and Dy the arguments of the logarithms in (iii) and (ii), respectively, are bounded from above,
as can easily be verified. Moreover, we have

a+1/2 a+1/2
] = (QOELZ)) <1 on Dy,

{t
{@
=1
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since we assumed a > —1/2. Thus

(Iz)fafl/Q

7 on Dy UD,.

|K*P (2, 2)] S
It follows that the part of My # related to D1 U Dy is controlled by

1 > « 00
W‘/O f(Z)Z +1/2 dZ = Ha+3/2f($) =+ H7a73/2f(fﬂ).

By Lemmas 2Tl and 22, H, 3/ and H*, . /2 have the desired mapping property (recall again that
a+3/2=2a+8+1).

It remains to deal with the parts of My’ B corresponding to Dy and D3. Choosing ¢ sufficiently small
(e =1/4 will do) we have the inclusions

Dyc{(t—=z)/2<z<t—ua},
DyCc{(t—z)<z<tA2t—=z)}

(to verify them, use the monotonicity of ¢; for instance, in case of Dy evaluate ¢ at endpoints of
((t —x)/2,t — x) to see that ¢((t — x)/2) < 2/3 and p(t — x) = 1; the case of Ds is similar). Then

/ L, (1,2, 2)| K2 (2, 2)| (=) dpial2)

1 t—z t?2 — (v —2)?
a+1/2
S v [, 2 <2m)f (=) dz

2

1 b t?2 — (v —2)?

— a+1/2—6 5
2

Here 6 = (o +3/2)p — 1, which implies (o +1/2—8)p’ +§ = —1. By Holder’s inequality, we can further

estimate by
1/p ’ 1/p'
1 o b t2 —(z—2)2\ " dz
- P 4 S S huied
”(f e dz) (/ s (Camire)] T)

and it is straightforward to check that the second integral here is controlled by a constant independent

of t and z (just estimate from above the argument of the logarithm by 2(t —z + z)/(t — x — z) and then

change the variable z — (t — z)z to arrive at a convergent integral independent of ¢ and x).
Analogously,

/ L, (t, 2, 2) K (2, 2) £(2) dpt(2)

1/p / 1/p'

1 e tA2(t—x) 812 Pl

< - P s e
~ at3/2 </0 f (Z)Z dZ) (/tm |:10g <($+Z)2—t2):| > ’

and again it is not hard to see (just inspect the cases © < t < 2z and ¢ > 2x) that the integral involving
the logarithm is controlled by a constant independent of ¢ and z.
Altogether, this shows that the part of M, # related to D5 U Ds is controlled by the operator

1
[ WHfHLP(w‘sdm)v
which is even weak type (p,p) with respect to (R, ,z°dz). This finishes the proof. O

We now extend the arguments from the proof of Proposition 1] to cover the remaining case —1 <
a < —1/2 from Proposition 121
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Proof of Proposition [.2 We proceed as in the proof of Proposition 1l Considering (i) and that part
of Mf"ﬁ, we get the same control in terms of L and Haa4p+1. These operators possess the desired
mapping property, see Lemmas 2.1 and 23] (notice that now 2a+ 8+ 1 > 2a + 2).

We pass to (ii) and (iii). Thus we have z < ¢t and 0 < z < t + z < 2¢t. We first look at Dy and Dj.
Recalling that —1 < ao < —1/2, on D; we have

1 —a— 1 1
(42) P @) S 1[0 = = 27) " < <
while on Dy

@, (zz)" o712 2] 1
(43) |Kt B(:Euz” S t S t < $2a+2'

Therefore, the part of M,* # related to D1 U Dy is controlled by

# /0 f(2)22T dz = Hoayo f () + H S0 o f ().

By Lemmas 2T and 222, Haq42 and H>,_ 5 have the mapping property in question.
It remains to deal with D2 and Dj3. Since the non-logarithmic factors in the kernel bound can be
estimated as in @32) and [@3), the part of M related to Dy U Ds is controlled by

1 A t?2 — (v —2)?
p2a+2 /Fw 22 log (2152 _ ($+Z>2)Jc(z)26 dz

2

1 tA2(t—x) ) 81z
a+1—6 g
+ ez /H z log <m)f(z>z dz.

Here § = (2a+ 2)p — 1, and one has (2a+1 — §)p’ + 6 = —1. Applying Holder’s inequality twice as in
the proof of Proposition [£.I] we arrive at the control by the operator

1
[ W”f”LP(médm)a

which is even weak type (p,p) with respect to (R, ,2°dz). The conclusion follows. O

4.3. The singular case: —1/2 < a+ 6 < 1/2.

In this subsection we consider « > —1 and § € R such that —1/2 < a + 8 < 1/2. First, we need
some technical preparation. In consistence with the notation from [7], let

p—2a—5 /t+m ) a+p-1/2 -
\

([(;v—l—t)z—zﬂ E —(;v—t)QD 217Pf(2) dz,

P f(x) = sup

>0 t20t28 t—a|
N 1 e —a-1/2 atB-1/2 24
V@) = sy [ 1= @ 2] TR ] )

We prove the following result, which is inspired by [10, Theorem 3.1 (b)].

Lemma 4.3. Let a > -1, —1/2 < a+ < 1/2 and 2a+ 8 > —1. Then

a+5+1/2+ [ 0¢+ﬁ+1/27

TP A(2) S [Bapatpri/znla(@)]
U1 A(7) S Naagola(@) + Ti-pla(@) + [Tar1/2)/(ass+1/2Lal@

a+B+1/2
+ [Hiat1/2+(1-8)r0) /(a4 B+1/2)+1 1.4 (27)] ,

Rs/(atp+1/2La(2)]
)} O¢+ﬁ+1/2

uniformly in x > 0 and measurable subsets A of R.

In order to prove Lemma we need the following technical result.
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Lemma 4.4. Letn >0 and A > 1 be fized. Then
A
(4.4) ( 3 2’%,@) <32k,
kEZ keZ

uniformly in 0 <bp <1, k € Z.

Proof. We first prove (@4) for A € N\ {0} and n > 0. Observe that for A = 1 there is nothing to prove.
Further, using an induction argument it suffices to prove that

D 2Ryt Y TR Dy 0< b <1, kE€Z
k,leZ kezZ

This, however, follows thanks to the assumption that 7 > 0 and the estimates

D 2y <y 2t~ ok, ke,

IEZ €7

1<k 1<k
§ 2knAp, < § 2FnA ~ glnA leZ.
kEZ kEZ
k<l k<l

To finish the proof of Lemma [£4] it suffices to show that if ([@4]) holds true for some A > 1 and
any 1 > 0, then it holds true also for any 1 < A < A and any n > 0. To justify this, we define
v:i=(A=X)/(A=1)€(0,1) and p:= Ay~ > 1. Using Holder’s inequality we get

X X ~ ,\MD
(2] = (22 < (F2n) (F 2 w)
kEZ keZ kEZ kEZ
Therefore, it is enough to show that
( Z Zk"(l_W)p/bk) A/ (1=v)p < Z Zk"ka.
keZ kEZ
This, however, follows from our assumption, since X/ (I=7)p =\ O
Proof of Lemmal[{.3, the \Iffg part. Denote
A=z -1t B=xz+1
and observe that
o 1 B at+B-1/2

It is not hard to see that our task of estimating \Ilfg reduces to showing that

1 B at+B-1/2
G [, [ =] ) i
B atB+1/2
< (1 [ siersriy <A
(4.6) Sl z 14(z)dz , 0<A<B<oo.
- A

Indeed, having ([@6) we proceed by splitting the supremum into ¢ < 2z and ¢ > 2x. In the first case
)]“P*12On the other hand, if ¢ > 2z, then

z ~ t and we get the control of this part of the maximal operator by [Rﬁ/(aJrgH/g)]lA(xﬂ aHOHL2 e
conclusion follows.

A < x and we get the control by [EQ)B/(QHHUQ)]IA(Q:
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It remains to prove (£6). Let us focus first on the subintegral over Iy = (A, (A + B)/2) N A. For
z € I; one has B2 — 22 ~ B(B — A) ~ B2 — A? and 2? — A% ~ z(z — A). Consequently, proving this
counterpart of (L6l reduces to showing the estimate

(47) / (Z_A)a+,3—l/22a+l/2dzs (/ Z(a+1/2)/(a+ﬂ+1/2) dz
Iy I

a+pB+1/2
) , 0<A<B<oo.

To proceed, denote I = |I1]|. We consider two cases.
Case 1: A > B/100. In this case we have A ~ B and z ~ B for z € I;. Therefore, showing (£7)
reduces to proving

(4.8) / (z— A)HB=1/2 gy < 0FFFI2 < A < B < o0.
I

Since the function

2 (2 — A)HB1/2, z> A,
is decreasing, we see that

A+l

LES(ER) < / (z— A)HP=1/2 gy~ (9FFFY/2 _ puSER).
A

This gives ([{8) and finishes Case 1.
Case 2: A < B/100. We aim at the same bound as in the other cases. We split the first integral in (7))
into two parts, say J1 and Jo, which correspond, respectively, to integration over A; = (4,104) N I
and Ay = (104, (A + B)/2) N I;. Observe that the desired bound for J; follows from ([8) by taking
there B = 19A. So it remains to deal with Js.

Notice that z — A ~ z for z > 10A, thus we get

Jo :/ 22otB g5
As
Then our task reduces to showing that

(4.9) / 22046 g < ( / La+1/2)/(a+6+1/2) g,
«A2 A2

uniformly in measurable subsets A of R,. Denote By = Ay N [2%,281) and by = |Bi|27F € [0,1],
k € Z, and notice that the above is equivalent to checking that

Z 9k(2atB+1)p, < ( Z gk(at1/2)/(a+5+1/2)+kp,
kezZ kEZ
But this follows from Lemma 4] specified to n =2a+ 8+ 1> 0and A = 1/(a+ 4+ 1/2) > 1. This
concludes the analysis related to Case 2, hence also the analysis of the subintegral over I.
Next, consider the complementary subintegral over I = ((A 4+ B)/2,B) NA. For z € I, one has
22— A2~ B(B—-A)~B?- A% B?-:2~ B(B-=z)and z ~ B. Denote Il = |I| and observe that our
task of proving this counterpart of (£.6]) is equivalent to showing that

(4.10) / (B — 2)t8=1/2 gy < 1o tAHL/2,
1>

)

)a+ﬂ+1/2

0<b, <1.

)

)a+5+1/2

uniformly in B > 0 and any measurable subset 5 of (0, B).
Since the function
z (B—2)*T8~12 2 €(0,B),
is increasing, we get
B

LHS(@I0) < / (B — 2)*H8=1/2 4y ~ 10FH2 — pus@In).

B—ly

This gives ([@I0).
The proof of the bound for \I/‘:’g]lA in Lemma [£3] is finished. O
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Proof of Lemmal[.3, the \I/‘:g part. In consistence with the notation from [7] (see Figure [2)), we have

TP () < PP La(e) + \11“’1632/11 alT) + \1/:‘;152,,]1 alx),

* bl
where

o 1 t—x —Ot—l o 1
\I/*:Ié'lf(x) — <s:1<ps t2a—+26/0 [t2 _ (:E _ 2)2} 2 [t2 _ (:E + 2)2} +8 22’2a+1f(2) dZ,

.8 1 G-z, 2105 [,2 210+8-3 2a+1
L (x):f;?m ; [t? — (z — 2)?] [t* — (z 4 2)?] 22T f(2) dz,

a 1 t—z —a—1 at+B8-1 924

‘Il*y’gz,,f(x) = sup t2°‘—+25/ [t = (z — 2)?] [t = (x4 2)°] 2220 f(2) dz.
>3z (t—=)/2

It suffices to show that

(4.11) \I/i‘jﬁéh(x) S Nogg2l 4(2),
a, a+pB+1/2
(4.12) ‘I’*,fy]lA(x) STi-pla(@) + [Tat1/2)/(atp+1/2) L a(@)] )
Q, a+pB+1/2
(4.13) TP L) S [Hiarr/2+1-)n0)/(atp+1/2)+11.4(22)] :

Notice that
.8 20-2 (t==)/2 2041
\If*”Fé (x) ~ sup t— =4~ / 22T f(2) dz < Nagaaf(2),
0

and (LI1) follows.

Next, we deal with ¥*2,,. We have

* F)

t—x
Tl B O A (OL
72 t>3x (t—x)/2

t
~ sup t_'@/ (t—z+2) V2 (t — 2)2 125 (2) dz
t

t>2x /2
= Jif(z) + J2f (x),

where J; and J; correspond to the integration over (¢/2,t —x) and (¢ — z,t), respectively. It is straight-
forward to see that

Jif(z) ~ sup tﬁ/tm(t—z—i—x)ﬁlf(z)dzg sup tﬁ/t (t —z+x) 1 f(2)dz

t>2x /2 t>2x /2
~T_gf(x).
Therefore, in order to prove (£I2) it suffices to show that
« 1/2
(4.14) Tl 4(@) S [Tiaa/2)aisinyzla@)] " 2,

Further, since
t
Jolg(z) ~ sup t=° / 2 OTV2(t — 2)2TB12] 4 (2) dz,
t>2x t—x
we see that proving (@I4]) reduces to justifying that
t t at+p+1/2
(4.15) / (t — 2)° P12 4(2)dz < (/ 1 4(z) dz) , t>2z, ACR,.
t t

—x —X

The last estimate is relatively easily verified. Indeed, a + 8 — 1/2 < 0, so the function

z (t— 2)2 A2 z € (0,1),
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is increasing. Denoting [ := |[(t — x,t) N A|, we see that

l
LHS[@IH) < / (t — 2)2 P12 g5 = / 20HB=1/2 4y ~ [0FBPFL/2 — RHSELTE).
t

—1 0

This gives (£13), thus also (£12).
Finally, we prove [{£I3). We have

t

t—x
\Ifffjlf(x) ~ sup z 2P —g)TeT1/2 / (t —x — 2)0HA=1/2200  £(2) gz,
’ r<t<3z 0

Therefore, in order to prove [@I3)) it is enough to check that

t—x
sup PB4 — g)ma—1/2 / (t — 2 — 2)0HF=1/220%1] 4 (2) dz
r<t<3x 0

5 $>0, AQR+

~

2, sA a+6+1/2
(416) < (/ Zzai(§+11};lfl]lA(z) dZ>
0

To justify the last estimate, it is convenient to split the set of integration in the integral on the left-hand
side into subintervals (0, (¢t — 2)/2) and ((t — z)/2,t — x), denoting the corresponding operators by P
and P;, respectively.

We first deal with P,. Observe that

t—x
Poly(z) ~ sup 2P D=8t — g)att/? / (t —x—2)°F=121 4(2) d.
r<t<3x (t—x)/2

Denote Iy := |((t — z)/2,t — z) N A|. Since the function

z (t—x — 2)0A1/2, z€(0,t—ux),
is increasing, we get
t—x t—x
/ (t o Z)a+571/211A(2,) dz < / (t o Z)a+ﬁfl/2 dz ~ l<11+3+1/2'
(t—x)/2 t—x—1;

Using this we get
t—x (BN a+p+1/2
Polg(z) < sup aPD=A( — )= (BrD) (/ zwfllu(z) dz> :
r<t<3x (tfm)/Q
Consequently, thanks to the fact that 8— (A1) > 0, we see that the right-hand side above is dominated
by the right-hand side of ([@I8]). Thus the required bound for P follows.
Next, we focus on P;. Notice that in this case our problem is to check that

(t—2)/2
sup PB4 — g)f~1 / 22 4 (2) dz
r<t<3x 0

5 $>0, AQR+

~

2 atantl otf+1/2
(4.17) S 2 e F A2 T A (2) dz
0

If 8 <1, then

(t-2)/2
LHSEID) < / 229081 4(2) dz.
0

Using now (&) we get the conclusion. It remains to consider 8 > 1. We have (A" V=8(¢ — 2)8-1 < 1
and proceeding as in the proof of ([£9) we reduce the task to checking that

ST akCary, < (ST gk ki 2y, ) oz

kEZ keZ

This, however, follows from Lemma F4] specified to A = (a + 8+ 1/2)~! and = 2a + 2. Now ([@I7)
follows and this finishes showing ([@I3]).

0<b,<1.

)
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The proof of the bound for \I/‘:’gﬂA in Lemma 3] is complete. O

We are now in a position to justify the sufficiency parts in Theorem [Blin the considered case o+ 3 <
1/2. In view of Theorem [A] (its already proved sufficiency part, to be precise), we are concerned only
with restricted weak type boundedness. More specifically, it is enough we prove the following.

Proposition 4.5. Assume that o > —1 and —=1/2 < a+ 8 <1/2 and 1 < p < co. If Condition (L3)
holds and

(4.18) —1<6, —Bp<s<(2a+(BAL)+1)p—1,
then M" is of restricted weak type (p, p) with respect to the measure space (R, ,z°dz).

Proof. We may assume that 2a+ 8 > —1, since otherwise (£.I8)) is not satisfied. In view of [7, Theorem
2.2], one has the control

MPf(z) S UWEP f(z) < ULpf(x) + UORf(x), x> 0.
Combining this with Lemma we further obtain

- a+pB+1/2
M2P1A(x) S [Bapj(atprrynlal@)] + [Rp/(arpr1/2lal@)]

+ Nogrola(z) + Ti—pla(x) + [Tia+1/2)/(a+s+1/2)Lalz

a+pB+1/2
+ [Hiar1/24(1-)70) /(e pr1/2)411.4(22)] :

uniformly in x > 0 and measurable subsets A of R;. Two of the controlling operators appearing here
without powers, namely Nooyo and T1_g, are immediately seen to be of restricted weak type (p,p), by
virtue of Lemmas 2.4 and 271 Therefore, it remains to analyze the remaining part of the right-hand
side above.

We now argue similarly as in the proof of [I0, Theorem 1.1(b)]. Let T®# stand for any of the
operators

at+B+1/2

)] O¢+ﬁ+1/2

Espia+p+1/2)0  Bajats+1/2)  Tiav1/2)/(a+8+1/2),  Hiat1/24(1-8)A0)/(a+B+1/2)+1
and let ¢ = (o + § + 1/2)p (notice that ¢ > 1, by (I3)). Then, in order to finish the proof it suffices to
show that

(4.19) 2 dz SATP|Lalll,

z8dx)’

/{z>0 T8 4 ()]0 TBH1/25 0}

uniformly in A > 0 and measurable subsets A of Ry.

To proceed, we invoke Lemma 21 and Lemmas Z5HZ7, and infer that each of the operators Y7 is
of restricted weak type (g, q) with respect to (R, $6d$) for 6 under consideration. Using this we can
write

/ 22 dz :/ 22 dz
{z>0: Y81 4 (z)]>+A+1/2> 0} {z>0: Y81 4 (x)>AL/(a+B+1/2)}

< /\fq/(a+ﬁ+1/2)HﬂAH‘ILq(médz)
= /\7PH11A||ZL)p(zsdz)a

and (Z19) follows. O

5. PROOF OF THEOREMS [A] AND [B], NECESSITY PARTS

The necessity part of Theorem [Alis contained in [7, Proposition 1.6], except for the case p = 1. The
following result complements [7, Proposition 1.6] and also gives the relevant negative results pertaining

to the weak type and restricted weak type boundedness of M = Altogether, this provides the necessity
parts in Theorems [A] and [Bl

Proposition 5.1. Assume that & > —1 and a+ 3 > —1/2. Let 1 < p < 0o and § € R. Then Mf”g
lacks the following mapping properties with respect to the space (R, x%dx).
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(a) M is not of strong type (1,1).
(b) MXP s not of weak type (p,p) when p>1 and

1 1
—=a+ﬁ+§ or §=02a+8+1)p—1 or 6d=Q2a+2)p—1].
p

(c) M2 s not of restricted weak type (p,p) when
1 1
1—7>a+[3+§ or §>R2a+B+1)p—1 or 6§>Q2a+2)p—1

or §<—=pBp or < -1 or [pzl and a+ B =1/2 and ﬁgéZ}.
To prove Proposition [5.1] we will give suitable counterexamples in a similar spirit as it was done in
the proof of [7, Proposition 1.6], see [7, Section 4]. Thus we first recall some facts and notation from [7].
Consider the following integral operators, with positive kernels, acting on functions on R :

—2a—8 t+x a+p—1/2
010 = Ty [l 07 ][ - )™

t—x|
o I7a71/2 t+x at+B—1/2 o
Ut,éﬁf(x) = W/t | [t2 - (ZE - 2)2] / z +1/2f(z) dz,

. poo—1/2 ptta asi1/2 822 .
U3 F(0) = —aras /t_ | [t? = (z — 2)?] log (m)z 21 (2) dz,

t—x
a X{z —a—1/2 atB—-1/2 94
Ve s = ek [ =) R = o 2] )

t—x
« X{z<t B—1 o4
Vi f (@) = t2{a+<26} /0 [t = (z = 2)"]" 2% f(2) d,

t—x 2 2
Sra X{z B—1 t“ —(x — 2z o
Vm’ﬁf(a:) = t2{a+<2tﬁ} /0 [t2 —(x — z)z} log (27( ) )z2 Hf(2) dz.

t2 — (x4 2)?
Observe that for a + 8 = 1/2 one has Utojiﬁ = Utoféﬁ, Vf‘l’ﬂ = V;?‘Q’B, and
(5.1) Ui f@) SO f), VS @) SVE @), f20, at>0.

The six U and V operators correspond to the absolute bounds of the kernel Kf"’g (2, z) in [T, Theorem
2.1]. This kernel is in general supported in E U F, but for —3 € N only in E. The U operators are
related to E, while V to F. Utofiﬁ matches the cases when —3 € Nor [a + 8 > 1/2 and 2a + 8 = 0] or
[a+B<1/2and — B¢ Nand a+1/2 ¢ N|. U3’ matches [a + 8 >1/2 and — 8 ¢ N and 2a + 8 # 0]
or (a,8) = (—1/2,1) or [+ < 1/2and a+1/2 € N]. For Vt‘i’ﬁ, i = 1,2, we take into account —f3 ¢ N
and then V;?‘l’ﬁ matches [« + 8 > 1/2 and 2a+ 3 = 0] or [ + 3 < 1/2 and B # 1], while 1/;?‘2’[3 matches
[+ 8 >1/2and 2a + B # 0] or (o, B) = (=1/2,1) or [a + f < 1/2 and § = 1]. Finally, U3’ and V%"
match the logarithmic case [« + 8 = 1/2 and 8 ¢ Z|.

Let € > 0 and denote

E.={(t,z,2) eE:t—|z—z|<eyzz or z+2z—t<eVaz},

F.={(t,z,2) e F:t—(x+2) <eJaz or t> 5_1\/332}.
As explained in [7, Section 4.2], for each pair «, 8 under consideration there exists € = ¢(a, §) > 0 such
that the kernel K?(x, z) does not change sign in E. and F. and, moreover, | K (z, z)| is comparable
in E. and in F. with the kernel of the corresponding operator U and V.

Therefore, proving the unboundedness results for M.’ # stated in Proposition [5.1] can be transmitted
to showing suitable unboundedness results for the maximal operators corresponding to the U and V

operators, stated in Lemma below, provided that we assure that all triples (¢, z, z) involved in the
counterexamples are located either in F. or in F.. This is indeed the case, as commented after the proof



24 A. NOWAK, L. RONCAL, AND T.Z. SZAREK

of Lemma Note that, because of (5.1I), any unboundedness result in Lemma for Uff ,2ﬁ implies
an analogous result for its tilded variant, and analogously in case of the V operators.
Denote Uff’lﬂ f=sup;-|US iﬂ f| and similarly for the other U and V operators.

Lemma 5.2. Leta > —1, a4+ 8> -1/2, 1 <p< oo and § € R. Then the U and V operators possess

the following unboundedness properties with respect to (R, xdx).
(a) U%P, i =1,2, are not of strong type (1,1).

*,0 7

Ul i= 1,2, are not of weak type (p,p) when 1/p=a+B+1/2 < 1.

*,0 7

U*P i =1,2, are not of weak type (p,p) whenp>1andd=2a+L+1)p—1.

*,0 7

VR = 1,2, are not of weak type (p,p) when p >1 and 6 = 2a+2)p — 1.

Uff;’g, i =1,2, are not of restricted weak type (p,p) when 1/p>a+ 5+ 1/2.

U™P i =1,2, are not of restricted weak type (p,p) when § > (20 + B+ 1)p — 1.

*,0 7

)
)
)
)
c2) U*P = 1,2, are not of restricted weak type (p,p) when § < —Bp.
)
)
)
)

c4 [7:3’2[3 is not of restricted weak type (1,1) when a+ 5 =1/2.
co V*?‘{B, i =1,2, are not of restricted weak type (p,p) when § < —1.
(c6 V*Ofl?ﬁ, i =1,2, are not of restricted weak type (p,p) when 6 > (2a+2)p — 1.

Proof. We shall present a counterexample for each item of the lemma.
Item (a). Consider f(2) = L(1,14¢)(2)(z — 1) '(log 225) 72 and = € (1,1 +€), for a fixed small £ > 0.

z

Notice that f € L*(2%dx) for any § € R. Assume for the time being that ¢ < /2. Then we have (see

7, (3.2)])

—2a—0 z+t a+B8-1/
Ugiﬁf(x) _ ‘i%‘fw /m_t ([t2 _ (x _ 2)2] [(m + 2)2 _ tﬂ) +8-1 221—,8f(2) dz

vV

I 2a428—1, 2a+28—1 1
W/ t ot+26— xr ot+28— xr _Bf(Z) dZ
z—t/2

1 z+t/2
= —/ f(z)dz.
t z—t/2

In an analogous way we get the same lower bound for Utoj éﬁ f(z). Choosing now t = 2(x — 1), we see
that for ¢ = 1,2

1 2x—1 2 -2
a,f > _1y-1
U f(z) > /1 (=17 (log—) dz

rz—1

~ ! (log ! )71, z e (1,1+9).

rz—1 r—1

But the last expression has a non-integrable singularity at 1T, so Uff ;ﬂ f ¢ LY(2%dz) for i = 1,2 and any
4 € R. The conclusion follows.

Item (b1). We pick f(2) = L(1,2)(2)(2 — 1)~*#=/2/log 25, see the proof of [7, Lemma 4.1(a2)]. For
«, 8 and p in question, this function belongs to LP(z°dx). However, taking t = x — 1, for large x we get

a 1 ? -
Ui f(z) 2 W/l (z—1) 1(log
and similarly Uf;ﬁu f(x) = oo.
Item (b2). Define f(z) = 1(9,1)(2)z~2*"#~!/log 2 and observe that f € LP(z°dx) for o, 8 and p under

consideration. On the other hand, taking ¢ = x and considering x sufficiently large, we obtain

1 -1
2
Uglﬁf(x) 2 xih*ﬁ*l/ z1<10g ;) dz = o0

0

9 -1
) dz = oo
1

z —



ENDPOINT ESTIMATES AND OPTIMALITY 25

and similarly U7 2 f(2) = .

Item (b3). Take f(z) = L(g1)(2)z~2**?/log 2, see the proof of [T, Lemma 4.1(b1)]. This function
belongs to LP(2? dx) for the considered a, 8 and p. Let t = 2z and z be large. We have the bound

1 x/2 2041 1 1 . 9\ -1

and similarly we obtain V;;g f(z) = o0.

Item (c1). Taking fy(z) = L(n_1,n+1)(2) we see that for large N, x € [N/4,3N/4] and either
t=x+N-—-1lort=N+1-—x, we have

Vol f(x)

N+1
Ua?:LBNfl,lfN(I) 2 Nﬁaiﬁfl/z/ (z— N+ 1)a+ﬁ71/2 dz ~ NﬁOﬁﬁ*l/Q,
N-1
N+1
Ul?fflfz,QfN(I> 2 Nﬁa*ﬁilﬂ/ (N 41— 2)0t0712 5 ~ N—o=B-1/2,
N-1

Notice that restricted weak type (p,p) of U*P = 1,2, implies that

*,4 0

sup A (/
A>0 {N/4<z<3N/4: N-a—B-1/25X}

1/p
z° dw) < NO/P,
uniformly in large N. This forces
N B=12N@HD/p < NO/P - N large,
which means that 1/p — (o + 8+ 1/2) < 0. The conclusion follows.

Item (c2). We proceed similarly as in the proof of [7, Lemma 4.1(a3)]. Here instead of fy(z) =
Lnv_1,n+1)(2)2" we take fn(2) = L(n_1,n41)(2) for N large. Letting t = N, for z € (1,2) we have
Uﬁ;ﬁfN(x) > N—P i=1,2. Since NI Lr (2o dz) = N9/P_ the restricted weak type (p,p) of U™, i = 1,2,

*,0 )
implies
1/p
supA(/ $6d$) SN‘S/”,
A>0 {I<z<2: N=F>)A}

which gives N~ < N%/P for large N. This means that necessarily —@p < 4.

Item (c3). Taking f(z) = 1(; 2)(2) and considering ¢t = x — 1 and large z, say = > C, we get (as in the
proof of [7, Lemma 4.1(al)]) U;;BM () 2 x72*=8=1 and the same bound for Uf;’em (x). Therefore,
the restricted weak type (p,p) of U*P = 1,2, implies

*,4 )

1/p
(5.2) supA(/ z° dx) <1
A>0 {z>C:x—20-B-1>)}

We claim that this forces § < (2a+ 8+ 1)p — 1, which is what we need. Indeed, if 2a+ 5+ 1 > 0 then
(G-2) implies A1~ H+D/[(2a+A+Dp] < 1 for small A, which gives the conclusion. When 2a + 3+ 1 < 0 we
consider A large in (5.2)) and obtain A HO+D/[(=20=F=1)p] <1 and the conclusion again follows. Finally,
if 200+ 841 =0 then (5.2) with A = 1/2 shows that [ 2°dz < 0o, ie. § < —-1=(2a++1)p—1.
Item (c4). Recall that now a4+ 3 = 1/2. Fix a small £ € (0,1) and let fe(2) = L1146 (2)(2 —
1)~ (log 2—31)72. This function belongs to L!(x°dz) for every § € R. However, taking ¢t = z + 1, for
x € (1/2,3/4) we get

8rz

_ 1+¢ 2 \~2
a,B a
Uz+1,2ff(x)z/1 log<(:v+z)2—(:v+1)2)(z_1) 1(Ing—l) dz

1+¢ 2 -1
~ — -1 =
_/1 (z—1) (logz_1> dz = 0.
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Since weak and restricted weak type (1, 1) coincide, we get the desired conclusion.

Item (c5). Consider f(z) = 1(1 3/2)(z) and note that f € L?(2°dz) for any 4. Fix a small 0 < £ < 1/2.
Choosing t = 2, for z € (0,¢) we get

2—x
o —a—1/2 at+p—1/2 94
Vi f () 2/0 [4= (2= 2] 7= (@4 )2 TR g (2) d2

~

5/4
> /1 [4—(z - 2)?] —e-1/2 [4— (= + z’)z]‘thtFl/QZ“Q‘J‘Jrl dz ~1,

2—x 5/4
« -1 % a
V272’Bf(:1c) ~ /0 [4 —(z— 2)2][3 22 +1]l(113/2) (2)dz Z /1 220t gy ~ 1.

Therefore, the restricted weak type (p, p) of VB = 1,2, implies

*,0 )

1/p
(5.3) sup)\(/ z° da:) <1
A>0 {0<z<¢:1>A}

With A = 1/2, this leads to (faz5 dr < oo, ie. 6 > —1.

Item (c6). Take f(z) = 1(;2)(2). Choosing t = 22 and considering = large, say x > C, we have the
bound

1 * —a—1/2 at+B—1/2 94
220128 /0 [42? — (2 — 2)2] "7 42 — (@ + 2)2] TR0 (2) de

1 2 1
2 5ai3 22t g, > ——
€T a+ 1 €T a+

Vel f(z) =

As easily verified, the same bound holds for V;;g (z). Thus the restricted weak type (p,p) for V*‘f‘l?ﬁ ,
1 =1,2, implies

1/p
(5.4) supA(/ z° dx) <1
A>0 {z>C:x=2072>)7}

Since 2a + 2 > 0, taking into account small X\ we see that (5.4) leads to A~ (0+1/[(2e+2)pl <1 Conse-
quently, necessarily 0 < (2a+ 2)p — 1.

The proof of Lemma is complete. O

Observe that the triples (¢,z,z) involved in the counterexamples in the proof of Lemma are
located either in E. or in F.. More precisely, the triples from Items (bl), (b2) and (c1)—(c4) are in E.
provided that we consider x sufficiently large (Items (b1), (b2) and (c3)) or N large enough (Items (c1)
and (c2)) or £ > 0 sufficiently small (Item(c4)). The triples from Items (b3), (c5) and (c6) are in F
when one considers z sufficiently large (Items (b3) and (c6)) or £ > 0 small enough (Item (c5)). Finally,
concerning Item (a), with £ > 0 chosen sufficiently small, the involved (t,z,z) lie either in E., or in
{(t,z,2z) € R3 : t < |z — z|} where the kernel K (x,z) vanishes a.e., so overall in a region where the
kernel does not change its sign, which is also fine for our purpose.

6. PROOFS OoF LEMMAS 242 17]

In this section we give proofs of the mapping properties of the auxiliary maximal operators IV,, R,
Ein, Ty, Sa,ps Sif)gﬁ and Rf% stated in Lemmas [Z.4H2. 111
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6.1. Proof of the mapping properties of N,,.

Proof of Lemma[2.7 Observe that for n < 0 we have N, f(z) = oo, > 0, for every f # 0; in particular,
there is no restricted weak type (p, p). If n = 0, then N, f(z) = [;* 27| f(2)| dz and it is straightforward
to see that, for any v € R and 1 < p < 0o, Ny is not of restricted weak type (p,p) . Therefore, from

now on, we assume that n > 0.
We have

Ny f(z) < Hy|f|(2) + Hg®|f|(z), >0,

since for t > x we can write

I I I
5 [ aree < o [ amisea s g [omse)as

<o [Ceireas [T b~ minw) + @),

z
On the other hand, letting t — x+, we see that
Nypf(z) = Hylf[(z), — =>0.

Combining these two estimates with Lemmas 2.1l and 2.2] we see that in order to finish the proof of
Lemma [2.4] it suffices to show that for v < —1 and any 1 < p < oo, the operator N, is not of restricted
weak type (p,p) with respect to the measure x7dzx.

Observe that 11 9) € LP(27dx) for every v € R. Further,

tA2
Nylp g(x) ~ sup tfn/ 21l dr ~ 1, x € (0,1).
t>x 1

Therefore, the restricted weak type (p,p) implies

1
/ ) dx < oo,
0

which means that one must have v > —1. This finishes the proof of Lemma 2.4 (]

6.2. Proof of the mapping properties of R,. We first state a simple but useful observation. Its
verification is straightforward and left to the reader.

Lemma 6.1. Let A € R be fized and let U,V be operators acting on functions on Ry and related by the
formula

(6.1) Vi) =2 U(() ) (2), x> 0.
Then, given any ¢ € R and 1 < p < oo,

V is bounded on LP(Ry,2%dx) if and only if U is bounded on LP(Ry,x¢T*Pdx).
Proof of LemmalZ8. We split the reasoning into three steps.

Step 1. We show that for v < —np and any 1 < p < oo, R, is not of restricted weak type (p,p).
For N > 1let fxv = 1|n n11)- Then we have

Ifn ez = NP, N> 1.

Further, observe that taking t = N 41 in the expression defining R,, we get

N+1
R, fn(z) 2 x"_l/ 27 Mdz ~ "N, N>1, z€(0,1).
N+1—=x

Therefore, the restricted weak type (p, p) of R, implies

1/p
sup/\</ x”dz) < NP, N > 1.
A>0 {z<l:2"N—-1>A}
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Observe that the above specified to A = (2N)~" forces (notice that the constraint z"N~" > X is
equivalent to z > 1/2if n > 0 and x < 1/2if n < 0)

N < Nv/p, N> 1.
This, in turn, implies —n < v/p, which gives the desired conclusion.

Step 2. We prove part (a) of the lemma.

In view of Lemma [6.1] it suffices to consider only the case n = 0. Therefore, denoting for brevity
R := Ry and taking into account Step 1, to conclude Step 2 it is enough to prove the following three
statements.

(6.2) For v > 0 and p > 1 the operator R is bounded on LP(z"dx).
(6.3) For v > 0 the operator R is bounded on L' (z7dz).
(6.4) R is not bounded on L!(dx).

We first deal with ([62). Let v > 0 and observe that

t+x
Rf@) =a sup e [ U@ S0 .
t

t>2x —x

It follows that R is of weak type (1,1) with respect to the measure 27dx. Interpolating now with the
trivial L>°-boundedness of R we get (6.2)).
Next, we prove (6.3). Let 0 < A < be fixed. Then

Rf(z) ~ 2z ' supt™* /Hw AMNf(2)|dz Szt /OO A f(2)] dz.
t

t>2x —x x

Consequently, we obtain
IRl 22 (27 da) 5/0 zAIf(Z)I/O oM dw dz > | f p oy

This gives ([@3)).
Finally, we show (G4]). Invoking fy from Step 1 and taking ¢t =  + N in the expression defining R
we get

2x+N

Rfn(zx) 2x_1/ fn(2)dz =27, 1/2<z <N, N>1.
N

Therefore, L!(dz)-boundedness of R would, in particular, imply

N N+1
logN:/ xildazﬁ/ dr =1, N >1,
1/2 N

which is not true for large N. Thus (6.4) is proved, and this finishes Step 2.
Step 3. Finally, we show that for p =1 and v = —np = —n the operator R, is of weak type (1, 1) with

respect to x7dz if and only if n # 1. Recall that weak and restricted weak types (1,1) are equivalent.
We first show the positive part of the above statement. Observe that

Ryf(x) S 2" fllot @ nda)-
If n < 1, then we further get

/ l’”’dl’:/ oy o Wi nan
{o:am 11 e nan>2} {z:0< (31111 Ve A ’

(z*nda:))
uniformly in A > 0. Similarly, if n > 1, then, again uniformly in A > 0,

"E_ndx:/ N L
/{w:wwfnwﬂdm)»} {z:o> (A1 ) )

Ll(z—"Ndx)
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It remains to show the negative result when n = 1. Let 0 < b/2 < a < b and observe that uniformly
in (b—a)/2 < x < b/3 we have (take t = b — = =~ b in the expression for R,)

Rilpay(z) 2 (b—a)/b,  b/2<a<b.
Therefore, assuming the weak type (1,1) of R; with respect to z~'dx, we have
b b—a b—a

b
afldazﬁ/afldajzlog—z ~ ,
o a a b

sup /\/
A>0 {(b—a)/2<x<b/3:(b—a)/b>X}

uniformly in b/2 < a < b. This implies

b/3
/ zlde <1, b/2 < a<b.
(b—a)/2
But taking e.g. b =1 and letting a — 1~ we get a contradiction. This concludes Step 3.
The proof of Lemma is complete. O

6.3. Proof of the mapping properties of E .
Proof of LemmalZ@. As in [I0] we denote 6y, f(z) = f(z'/*). Tt is easy to see that

kEgy, f(x) = 51/kE1,n/k5kf(517), z > 0.

Then the proof of Lemma [2.0] is reduced to the special case k = 1 related to the Hardy-Littlewood maxi-
mal operator. More precisely, using the above identity one can show that E}, ,, is of strong/weak /restricted
weak type (p, p) with respect to the measure z7dz if and only if E ;. is of strong/weak/restricted weak
type (p, p) with respect to the measure z("*1/k=1dz So from now on we assume that k = 1.

Using Lemma [6.1] we see that proving item (a) of the lemma is reduced to the special case n = 0.
This, however, is contained in [I0, Lemma 2.1(a)]. Unfortunately, there is no analogue of Lemma
for the weak /restricted weak type (see, for instance, Lemma and compare the result for n = 0 and
7 =1 when p=1).

Considering the case n = 0, the operator Ej o is the classical Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator.
Thus the condition characterizing the weak type (p,p) is just the A, condition, see e.g. [9, Chapter 7).
The restricted weak type inequality from part (c¢) is also contained in [I0, Lemma 2.1(a)].

Next, we split £, as follows:

1 b
Ei,f(z) ~z" sup —/ 27" f(2)|dz+ 2" sup —/ 27 f(2)|d=
0<a<z<b 0<a<z<b bJa
a>2b/3 a<2b/3
b
~ sup / |f(2)|dz + z" sup - / 27 f(2)|d=
0<a<z<b b - m<b
a>2b/3

=: B1f(z) + Bzf (2).

The last estimate holds because a >~ b ~ x in case of the first operator, and for the second one the choice
of @ = 0 in the supremum is optimal.

Observe that the operator Bj is comparable with L. Therefore, taking into account Lemma 23] it
suffices to consider By. We have

T b
Bgf(x)zx”(sup%/ z7’7|f(z)|dz+sup%/ z’7|f(z)|dz>

z<b 0 z<b T
Sort [apedsran [ G ds = Hilfl) + B S1(0)

On the other hand, letting b — z* in the expression defining Bs f(z) we get
Byf(x) 2 Hi—ylf[(z),  2>0.
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Combining the above estimates with Lemmas 2] and 22 we see that what is left to prove are the
following two statements.

(6.5) Ify=—-np—1,n#0and p > 1, then B; is of weak type (p,p).
(6.6) Ify<—mp—1,n#0and p > 1, then Bs is not of restricted weak type (p,p).

Showing (6.5) is straightforward. Notice that

1B2f(2)] < 27| fllLo@rdey, >0

This leads directly to the required property.
It remains to show (6.6). Consider f = 1y o) € LP(27dx). Then, taking b = 2 in the expression for
Bs, we get

2
Bolp o(z) 2 3:77/ 27 dz ~ 2", z € (0,1).
1

Therefore, assuming that By is of restricted weak type (p,p) for v < —np — 1, we have

1/p
(6.7) supA(/ x7 dw) < 00.
A>0 {ze(0,1): ">}

If n > 0, since vy < —np — 1 < —1, one has
! l/p y+1
(/ x”d:t) ~ \p 0<A<1/2,
AL/n
and thus (677) implies
ARSI 0<Aa<1)2.
This forces v > —np — 1, a contradiction. If n < 0, (67) implies
AL/

Lt 1/p 1/p
AT <\ z7 dx <A 7 dx <1, A > 0.
Al/n /2 {z€(0,1) : 27>}

Since now 1 + Vn—"’l > 0, letting A — oo we again end up with a contradiction. Now (G.6]) follows.
The proof of Lemma is finished. O

6.4. Proof of the mapping properties of T;,. In order to prove Lemma 2.7l we need some preparatory
results. To begin with, we state a simple estimate leaving its verification to the reader.
For A € R fixed,

b (b—a)b* if A > —1,

(6.8) / a* dz =~ { log(b/a) if A= -1, 0<a<b<oo.
“ (b—a)b~ta Ml if X< -1,

Lemma 6.2. Let A > —1 and £ € R be fized. Then

, (b—a)b*(b+ A)¢ ifE+A>—1,
(6.9) / (A4 z)s2  dz ~ { b b+ A~ log (1 + e ifE+ A= -1,
‘ (b—a)b*a+ AT+ A1 if 4N < 1,

uniformly in 0 < a < b and A > 0.
Proof. We distinguish three cases.
Case 1: b < 2A. Using (G.8)) we get
b

LHS([6.9) ~ Ag/ 2 dx ~ (b — a) ASH* ~ RHS(G).
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Case 2: a > A. Using again ([6.8) we obtain
\ (b — a)bE+t> i E+A > —1,
LHS(G.9) :/ 25 da ~ { log (1+bTTa) if&+A=-1,
‘ (b—a)b~laf M ¢+ A< —1
~ RHS(G.).

Case 3: a < A and b > 2A. Here we split the integral in question and use ([G.8) to get

3A/2 b 3A/2 b
LHS(6.9) ~ (/ +/ )(A—i—x)g;v’\ d;vf_VAg/ z* d:b—i—/ 25 da
a 3A/2 a 3A/2
pE+A+L if &€+ N> —1,
~ log(l—i—%) i E4 A= 1,
ASTAHL if&+ A< -1
~ RHS(6.9).
This finishes the proof of Lemma O

We are now ready to show the mapping properties of T5,.

Proof of Lemma[2.7 We first focus on the negative part of the lemma. Namely, we will show the
following statements.

(6.10) T, is not of restricted weak type (p,p) with respect to 27dx if v < —1.
(6.11) T, is not of restricted weak type (p,p) with respect to 27dz if v < p(n — 1).
(6.12) T;, is not of strong type (1,1) with respect to z7dz if vy =7 — 1.

To proceed, let a,b > 0 be such that 0 < b/2 < a < b and put

f(x) = 1gp)(x), x>0,
so that

(6.13) LI gy = D0 — a).
Observe that using ([G.8)) for z < a/4 we get

tAb
T,f(z) ~ sup b"il/ (t—z+x)"dz
(

t>2x t/2)Va
[EAb—(t/2)Va]lt—(t/2)Va+x]™" ifn <1,
~ """ sup qlog (7t_t(i/13\)l:/f; m) ifn=1,

P A= @2 Vallt - (t/2) Va+a] -t Ab+a] i > 1.

Note that the restriction in ¢ in the supremum in the last expression above comes from the constraint
(t/2) Va <t Ab. Evaluating the above expression under supremum at ¢t = b or ¢t = 2a we get

(b—a)b1 ifn <o,
(6.14) T () > (b—a)p" Y(b—a+z)" if n € (0,1),
' S Y tog (1+ 22) if =1,

(b—a)p"L(b—a+ax) tamm ifn>1,
uniformly in 0 < b/2<a <band 0 <z <a/4
Choosing now a = 2 and b = 3, we see that T, f(z) 2 1 for z € (0,1/2) and (G.I0) follows.

Next, we focus on ([G.I1). Taking into account (G.I0), we may assume that —1 < v < p(n—1). Notice
that, in particular, we have n > 1/p’. To proceed, it is convenient to distinguish three cases.
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Case 1: > 1/p/, n € (0,1). Here we may assume that v € (—1,p(n — 1)). Observe that, in view of
(€14) and (6.13)), the restricted weak type (p,p) of T;, would lead to the estimate

sup)\p/ 2V dx S b(b—a), 0<b/2<a<h.
A>0 {0<z<(b—a)/4: (b—a)t—nb1—1>A}
Taking A = (b — a)!~"b"~1 we see that the above forces

(b—a)Y PV <pr=PO=Y g <p/2<a < b

Letting b =1 and a — 17, this leads to a contradiction since v — p(n — 1) < 0.
Case 2: n > 1/p’, n = 1. Here we assume that v € (—1,0). Taking into account (G.I4)), we see that the
restricted weak type (p,p) of T, would lead to the bound

sup)\p/ 2V dx Sb(b—a), 0<b/2<a<hb.
A>0 {o<e<®-a)/a:10g (14+252) 20}
Taking A = log 2, the above implies

(b—a)" Sb7, 0<b/2<a<hb.

Letting b = 1 and a — 17, this leads to a contradiction since v < 0.
Case 3: > 1/p’, n > 1. Here we assume that v € (—1,p(n — 1)). From (6I4) we see that restricted
weak type (p,p) for T, would lead to

sup)\p/ 27 de Sb(b—a), 0<b/2<a<h.
A>0 {0<z<(b—a)/4: b0~ 1el—n >N}
This bound is equivalent to

sup NP [(b— a) A (bx\*l/(”*l))} I SH7(b—a), 0<b/2<a<h.
A>0

Choosing A =~ [b/(b — a)]"~!, the above forces
(b—a)Y P~V < pr=PO=D < p/2 <a<b.

Taking b = 1 and @ — 17, this leads to a contradiction since v — p(n — 1) < 0. This finishes showing
GII).

Finally, we deal with (612). Thanks to (6.I0) we may assume that n > 0, which is equivalent to
v > —1 since v =n — 1. To proceed, we distinguish similar cases as above.

Case 1: 1 € (0,1). Using (6.14) we see that L'(27dz)-boundedness of T, would lead to the estimate

a/4
(b—a)b”fl/ b—a+2z) """ de SO (b—a), 0<b/2<a<hb.
0
By Lemma [6.2] this bound is equivalent to
1og(1+bi) <1, 0<b/2<a<b.
—a
Letting b =1 and a — 1~ we get a contradiction.
Case 2: n = 1. Here v = 0 and, in view of (6.14)), the L'(dz)-boundedness of T, would imply the
bound
a/4 b—a
/ 1og(1+—)dx5b—a, 0<b/2<a<b.
0 X
Changing the variable z — (b — a)y, we obtain

a/4(b—a) 1
/ 1og(1+—)dy§1, 0<b/2<a<b.
0 Yy

Taking b = 1 and letting a — 1~ we are led to a contradiction, since [ log(1 + %) dy = 0.
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Case 3: 1 > 1. From (6.I4) we see that the L' (27dxz)-boundedness of T;, would lead to
1og(1—|—bL) <1, 0<b/2<a<b.
-a

Taking once again b = 1 and letting a — 1~ we end up with a contradiction.

The proof of ([GI2)) is finished. This completes justifications of the negative results contained in the
lemma.

We pass to the positive part of Lemma 2.7l As a preparatory observation, note that by Holder’s

inequality and (6.8))

t 1/p
7, f(a) 5 sup 0 //2|f<z>|pdz> 12t =)+ 2
t

t>2x
t T A TR
(6.15) =swp ([ (pas) S (los (1 4/m) " itn=1,
e o2 z/P' ifn>1/p.

The proof of the positive part of Lemma [277] splits into showing the following statements (with all
the mapping properties referring to the measure z7dx).

(6.16) If n < 1/p" and v > —1, then T), is of strong type (p,p).

(6.17) If n=1/p" and v > —1, then T, is of strong type (p,p).

(6.18) If > 1/p’ and v > p(n — 1), then T, is of strong type (p,p).

(6.19) Ifn>1/p',v=p(n—1) and p > 1, then T, is of strong type (p,p).

(6.20) Ifn>1/p,v=p(n—1) and p = 1, then T, is of weak type (1,1).

Proof of (6I6). Since v > —1 we can fix any 7 € [—1,+). Then, using ([GI5) we see that

o0 1/10 S 1/p

1,10) 5 sup el ([Tlppsmas) s [irepa)

This leads to
1Tl Wiprany S [ o [ p@Ps dede = [ p@Ps [ o dds
0 x 0 0

— ||f||;zp(z’vdz)7

which proves (6.16]).
Proof of (GIT). Since v > —1 we may fix 7 such that —1 = p(n — 1) < 7 < . Then, using (G.15]) we
get

’

T,f(z) < In—l—r/p</;o|f(z)|pzr dz> v sup (t/x)n—l—f/p(log (1 + t/x))l/

t>2x

oo 1/p
< x"l"/p</ [f(2)|P=" dz> .
This gives

T Wiy < [ [ dsde = [Cir@pe [Ca i dras

— Hf”ip(z’vdz)v

which justifies (6.17).
Proof of (6.I8). Here we fix any 7 € [p(n — 1),). Then, using ([G.I5) we obtain

o) 1/1’ ee] 1/17
T, f(z) S sup t”lT/p</ |f(2)|P=" dz) IRUARTE e xl/pT/p</ |f(2)|P=" dz> .

t>2x
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This leads to
1Tt iy S [ a7 (ISP dzde = [ g [ deds
0 T 0 0

= ||f||;l[),p(gmdm)7

which gives (GI8).
Proof of ([6.19). Here we have n > 0. Define

t
T, f(z) = 2" T, () """ f)(z) = 2" su / Mdz, x> 0.
@) =2 T () =y [ AT
By Lemma[6.1], our task is reduced to showing that ﬁ] is bounded on LP(dx) for all 1 < p < oo satisfying
n>1/p,leforl<p<ooifn>1lorforl<p<1/(1—mn)ifn e (0,1). Then, by interpolation, it is
enough to verify that

(6.21) T, is of weak type (1,1) if 5 > 0,

(6.22) ﬁ] is of weak type (p,p) for all 1 <p < 1/(1—n) if n € (0,1),
(6.23) ﬁ] is of weak type (p,p) for all 1 < p < o0 if n =1,

(6.24) ﬁ] is of strong type (00, 00) if n > 1.

Considering ([6.21), observe that
T,f@) o [ 1) dz,
0

which easily implies the weak type (1,1) of TV,,.
Next, we treat (6.22) and ([623) together. Notice that by Holder’s inequality and (G.8])

- t 1/p t , 1/p’
T,f(z) S 2! p(/ |f<z>l”d2) (/ (t—z+2)™ d2>
t>2x t/2 t/2

S| fll ()

This readily implies the properties asserted in (622)) and [623)).
Finally, we prove (6:24). With the aid of (6.8]) we obtain

t
T,f(e) S Il sup [ (02 a) " ds = |f] .
t>2x Jt/2

Thus (624) follows and the proof of (619 is finished.
Proof of (6.20). Here n > 0 and v =7 — 1. Observe that by the very definition of T;,

T,f(z) < x" / () dz < 2 ] ey,

x

which directly leads to ([@20)).
The proof of Lemma 2.7 is complete. O

6.5. Proof of the mapping properties of S, 3.
Proof of Lemma[Z:8. Define, see (6.]),

(6.25) Sapf(x) = 27780 5(()? f) (@)

t
~ 2" sup / (t+a—2)" 2t —2)* P2 f(2)]dz, = >0

t>2x Jt)2

In view of Lemma [6.], our task reduces to showing that for 1 < p < oo the operator §a7ﬂ is bounded
on LP(dz) if and only if p > (o + f +1/2)7!
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We first deal with the positive part of the above statement. By interpolation, it suffices to show that

Sy, is of weak type (p, p) with respect to (R4, dx) for all p > (a+3+1/2)~!. Using Hélder’s inequality
and Lemma [6.2] (notice that for p > (o + 8+ 1/2)~! one has (o + 3 —1/2)p’ > —1), we get

(6.26)  Sasf(2)

t 1/p t
< z=? sup ( |f(2)|P dz) (/ (t+z— z)(_o‘_l/2)p (t— z)(o‘+6_1/2)p dz)
t

t>2x t/2 /2
S22 fll o as)-

This implies the weak type (p,p) estimate and shows the positive part of the lemma.

Next, we show the negative part of Lemma 2.8 which is equivalent to proving that the maximal
operator S, s is not bounded on LP(dz) if 1 < p < (a+ B+ 1/2)7!. To do so, let a,b > 0 be such that
0<b/2<a<band put

’

1/p

f(x) =Tp(z), x>0

We first deal with the main case § < 0. Observe that using Lemma[6.2] we have, uniformly in « < a/4
and 0 < b/2 < a < b,

tAb
Sasf(x) = sup x" / (t —z+2) 0" V2(t — 2)2+P-1/2 ¢,
2b>t>a (t/2)Va

t—(t/2)Va
~z P sup / (z+z)" 0" V2 04812 g,
2b>t>a Jt—tAb

~z7P sup [tAb— (t/2)Va]lt — (t/2)Va]* TP V2t —t Ab+ 2P
2b>t>a

X [t — (t/2) V a+ x|~ (@+AF1/2),
Taking t = b above, we arrive at the estimate

Sepf(x) = (b—a)*tPH12(h — q 4 )~ (@+HF+1/2) O0<z<af4, 0<b/2<a<hb.

Therefore, assuming S, 3 is bounded on L?(dz), we have
a/4
(6.27) / (b — a)P TP (h — 4 ) POFBHY2) o < h— g, 0<b/2<a<h.
0

We now show that (G.27) implies that v := p(a+ 8+ 1/2) > 1, which gives the conclusion we need.
Observe that using (6.8) we get

b-ata/4 p=r+l ify <1,

LHsz(b_G)V/ log (1+a/(b—a)) ify=1

b—a

x Vdx ~ (b—a)”{

Combining this with ([627]), taking b = 1 and letting a — 17, we see that v cannot be less or equal to 1.
The case § = 0 is similar, the only difference is that we get a logarithmic lower bound from Lemma
as follows:

ga,ﬁf(x)
t—(t/2)Va
~ sup / (z+a)" 0720712 g
2b>t>a Jt—tnb

b— b
2(b—a)o‘_l/2(b—a+x)_o‘+l/2log(1—|——a>, O<x§%, O<§<a<b.
x

Then, it suffices to analyze the integral related to the interval ((b—a)/100, a/4), which is straightforward.
O
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Proof of Lemma[Zd. We invoke the operator §a1 g from (€25]) and use Lemma [6.] to reduce our task
to showing that S, g is bounded on LP(dz) if (a + 8+ 1/2)~! < p < 871, By interpolation, it suffices
to show that gaﬁ is of weak type (p,p) with respect to (R4, dz) for all p just indicated.

Applying Holder’s inequality and Lemma (notice that for (o + 8+ 1/2)"! < p < 87! one has
(a+B—=1/2)p" > —1 and (8 — 1)p’ < —1) we get the same estimates as in (6.20]), which implies the
weak type (p,p) of S, .3 and finishes the proof. O

6.6. Proof of the mapping properties of S’ g . In this subsection we consider o and 3 satisfying
a+ 8 =1/2. To prove Lemma 210 we need the followmg technical result.

Lemma 6.3. Let £ < —1 and A > —1 be fized. Then
A

b A

(6.28) / (A+ z)5<1og (2+ é)) dz ~ (b—a)(a+ A (b+ A)~! (log (2+ %)) :
“ z

uniformly in 0 < a <b and A > 0.

In the proof of Lemma [6:3 we shall use a relation, which can easily be deduced from e.g. [I9, Lemma
2.4]. Namely, for a fixed A > —1 we have

b
/ s*e ™ ds >~ [(b—a) AM](a+ 1D bA) e, 0<a<b< oo
Changing the variable s — —(¢ + 1) logy above, for any ( < —1 and A > —1 fixed we get
Y
Y
(6.29) / (logy))\yqdyf:XCJrl [1/\10g§] [1+1log X1 Alog Y2, Y>X>1.
X

Proof of Lemmal6.3 We split the reasoning into three cases.
Case 1: b < 2A. Changing the variable 104/z — y and using ([6.29), we obtain

b 10A/a
LHS (6.28) ~ Af/ (log (12'4)) z o~ Af“/ (logy) 'y~ 2 dy

10A/b
~ Afb[l Alog 9] (log(1 + A/b))™.
a

Since 1 Alog 2 ~ (b—a)/b, 0 < a < b, we get the desired estimate.
Case 2: a > A. Now A/z < A/a <1 for a < z < b, so using (G.8) we have

b
LHS(6:28)) ~ / 25dz ~ (b —a)b 'att! ~ RHS(EZR).

Case 3: a < A and b > 2A. Here we split the integral in question into two parts and use the already
justified estimates from Case 1 and Case 2 to get

3A/2 b
LHS(EZZE):</ +/ >...2A5+1:RHS(M).
a 3A/2

This finishes the proof of Lemma O
Proof of Lemma[2I0 Define, see (G.1I),
(6.30) Subf(@) =27 PS2%5 () ) (@)
¢ x
~ P sup/ (t+x—2)"2"/21og (2+—)|f(z)|dz, x> 0.
t>2x Ji/2 t—z

Using Lemma reduces the task to showing that for 1 < p < oo the operator S ;0[% is bounded on
LP(dx) if pp < 1.

Observe that for 8 > 1 there is nothing to prove, therefore we may assume that 8 < 1. By interpola-
tion, it suffices to show that §;°§ is of weak type (p,p) with respect to (R, dx) for all p > 1 satisfying
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Bp < 1. Using Holder’s inequality and Lemma [6.3] (notice that for Bp < 1 we have (—a —1/2)p’ < —1)
we get

SYef(x)

t 1/p t , T P 1/p'
< 7" sup (/ |f(2)|P dz> (/ (t+x — z)(7a"1/2p <1og (2 + —)) dz>
t>2x t/2 t/2 t—z
o 1/p t/2 ) r P’ 1/p
< x_B(/ |f(2)|P dz) sup (/ (z 4 z)(-e~1/2p (log (2 + —)) dz)
0 t>2x 0 z

S flloas)-

This readily implies the weak type (p,p) of S ;Og in the asserted range of p. O

6.7. Proof of the mapping properties of sz’%. In this subsection ao + 8 = 1/2.

Proof of Lemmal211l Because of Lemma [6.] it is enough we prove that
R f(z) = supl/H_Ilog (47%)|f(z)|dz x>0
o >30T Ji—y z—(t—=) ’ ’

is bounded on LP(dz). Using Holder’s inequality we get

~lo 1 00 . 1/p t+ax A P’ 1/p
e e A T e IR

The second integral here is comparable to x, which follows instantly by a simple change of the variable
of integration. Thus

Rclvc,)% (@) S & VP 1l 2o da) -

Consequently, Rgf% is of weak type (p,p) for any 1 < p < oo. Now the LP-boundedness follows by
interpolation. ([

APPENDIX

The purpose of this section is to explain briefly what happens in the limiting case a + 5 = —1/2, in
particular to give more credit to the results by Colzani et al. [§] which perhaps was not done properly
enough in our previous papers [0 [7]. To this end we always assume that o > —1.

Recall (cf. [6, Section 1]) that the integral operator M{*?, a4+ 8 > —1/2, originates from the Hankel
transform multiplier operator

MEPf=Ho (map(tYHaf), >0,

where J
Ma,s(s) = 27" T(a + B + 1)72%8) . s>0
Clearly, the above makes sense also in the case o + 8 = —1/2, since then the multiplier mq g(¢-) is a

bounded function. However, a standard integral representation of M?’ﬁ exists only when a4 8 > —1/2,
and this is, roughly speaking, thanks to a decay of mq(t-) at infinity. Nevertheless, as observed in
8], ?’ﬁ in the limiting case a + 8 = —1/2 can in general be represented as a principal value integral
operator plus some extra terms.

To proceed, we first define the kernel Kf"ﬁ(az, z) when a+ 8 = —1/2 in a way that shows consistency
with the case a + § > —1/2. Observe that the triple Bessel function integral defining Kf"ﬁ(:t, z) for
a+ 3 > —1/2 diverges at infinity (even in the Riemann sense) when a+ 3 = —1/2. Therefore we proceed
in another way, first compute the integral and then allow a + § = —1/2 in the resulting expression.
Recall from [6 Section 3.1] that

20T (o + B+ 1) (22)?1

a,p _
K" (x,2) = NG 1200+28
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0, t<|z-—z|,
x { (sinw)eth=1/2 P(ll/flf/zfﬁ(cos v), |z —z| <t <z+ 2,
%(sinb u)otA=1/2 Q;/flf/zfﬁ(coshu), x+z<t,
where
2?4+ 22 — 12 2 — 2?2 — 22
v = arccos ————, u = arcosh ———
2zz 2z

P is the Ferrers function of the first kind (the associated Legendre function of the first kind on the cut),
and Q is Olver’s function (renormalized associated Legendre function of the second kind); for more
information on P and Q we refer to [2I] Chapter 14]. Note that the above formula makes sense also
when o + 8 = —1/2, and we take it as the definition of K (z, z) in this case.

Assume now that o + 8 = —1/2, i.e. B = —1/2 — . One can verify that Kf"_l/2_a(x, 2) coincides,
up to a factor emerging from the density of yi,, with the kernel %K(t, x, z) defined in [§] in terms of the
Gauss hypergeometric function. Thus, following [8, Section 1], we define M;* B , t > 0, in the limiting
case a + 3 =—1/2 by

MYV () = PV /Oo K727 %@, 2) f(2) dppa (2)
0

jz —t]* T2 f(je —t]) + (@ + )2 f(z +8)
+ 2$a+1/2

o (T (t =)t f(t — )
—sin (5(04 + 1/2)) X{z<t} T2 , x>0,

for all f for which the formula makes sense. Here the principal value pertains to a non-integrable
singularity occurring at z = ¢ — x in cases when ¢t > x and « 4 1/2 is not integer. The operator

Mto"fl/%a coincides with M?’fl/z*a in L?(du,). This was essentially shown in [8] under a slight
restriction o > —1/2 which is not really necessary.
Note that the kernel Kf"fl/z*a(:t,z) vanishes completely when @ = —1/2. When o +1/2 € Z

this kernel vanishes outside the set {(t,z,z) € R3 : |z — 2| < t < x + z} and, moreover, has no
non-integrable singularities and expresses via elementary functions (see [8, Corollary 1.2]). In case
a+ 1/2 ¢ Z the kernel is a transcendental function with a non-integrable singularity at z = t — = of
order of magnitude (¢t —x — 2)~!. Some estimates and asymptotics of Kto"fl/zfa(:v, z) can be found in
[8]. Further properties of the kernel can be concluded from the theory of associated Legendre functions,
found e.g. in [21, Chapter 14], in a similar manner as it was done in [6, Section 3].

Concerning the maximal operator M, —1/ 2_a, no results in the spirit of the present paper are possible
(there are simply no strong, weak and restricted weak type (p,p), p < 0o, bounds). Nonetheless, as a
substitute there are non-trivial results of this kind for suitable averaging operators related to M, =1/ 2_0‘,
see [8] and references therein; see also [1§].
Finally, we point out that via Mto"fl/%a (possibly together with Mto"l/zfa) one can express general
solutions to several classical Cauchy initial-value problems with radial initial data. This in particular
pertains to the wave, and more generally the Euler-Poisson-Darboux, equation in R”, see e.g. [8] and

[6, Section 7], and also references given there. |
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