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Abstract
New results regarding the Sobolev regularity of the principal solution of the linear Bel-
trami equation 0f = udf + vof for discontinuous Beltrami coefficients p and v are obtained,
using Kato-Ponce commutators, obtaining that éf belongs to a Sobolev space with the same
smoothness as the coefficients but some loss in the integrability parameter. A conjecture on
the cases where the limitations of the method do not work is raised.

1 Introduction
Given p,v € L* compactly supported satisfying the elliptic condition
lpl + Wl e = m <1, (1.1)

the Beltrami equation B o
of = pof +vof (1.2)

has a unique homeomorphic solution f € Wlif such that f(z) — z = O,_4(1/z), which we call

principal solution to (1.2). The existence of this solution depends deeply on the fact that the
Beurling transform

1
Bf =—puv.—7=f
Tz

is bounded on LP spaces for 1 < p < c0 and unitary in L? (see [AIM09, Chapter 4], for instance).

For each k < 1, we define the extremal exponent p, := 1+ % > 2. In 1992, Kari Astala
published a celebrated theorem on the area distortion of quasiconformal mappings, which implies
that every quasiconformal mapping f with Beltrami coefficient © € LY such that [|p],. =k <1

satisfies that ) )
of e LP whenever — < — <1 (1.3)
Pr p

(see [Ast94, Corollary 1.2]). Some years later, Astala, Iwaniec and Saksman found the following
remarkable (and sharp) result.

Theorem 1.1 ([AISO1, Theorem 3]). Given p,v e L with ||u| + |v|| « = & < 1, the operator
Id— B —vB

is invertible on LP(C) for 1% < 1% < pi,, with

H(Id — uBB — VE)AHLPHLP < Cy p. (1.4)
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When the coefficients satisfy some extra assumption, we can improve the previous results. We
discuss this results in Section 2.3, after a brief introduction of the function spaces we consider.
Nevertheless, we sketch here the general facts. Given 0 < s < o0 and 1 < p < o0, we say that
the Sobolev space W*P?(R%) (in the sense of Bessel potential spaces, see [Tri83, Section 2.2.2]) is

critical if s — % =0. If s — % > 0 it is called supercritical and if, instead, s — % < 0, then it is

called subcritical. Note that so-called differential dimension s — ¢ coincides with the homogeneity

exponent of the semi-norms of these spaces. The functions in supercritical spaces are continuous,
while the functions on critical spaces are just in the space of vanishing mean oscillation functions
(VMO), i.e., the closure of C in BMO. For the subcritical spaces we have less self-improvement
(see Section 2.1 below).

Roughly speaking, when the coefficients y and v are in a supercritical Sobolev space, then 0f
inherits the regularity of the Beltrami coefficient. In the critical situation, there is a small loss,
and in the subcritical case, there is a bigger gap, in the spirit of (1.3), where p is in every LP space
but df is only p-integrable for a certain range.

The supercritical case is well understood (see [AIM09, Chapter 15] for Holder spaces and
[CFM*09] and [CMO13] for Sobolev, as well as Besov and Triebel-Lizorkin spaces). The critical
case is studied in the latter two papers as well as in [BCO17] and [BCG*16], while the literature
on the subcritical cases is less complete (see [CFM109] and [CFR10]). This note is devoted to
unify the approaches for the critical and subcritical situations, in the quest to find a complete
sharp theory.

Sharp bounds in this theory may lead to a better understanding of the stability of the Calderén
inverse problem, as shown in [CFR10]. There, the authors prove that if one knows all the possible
pairs of Dirichlet and Neumann data of the solutions to the conductivity equation for conductivities
satisfying certain a priori subcritical Sobolev conditions, then the recovery is stable. A crucial step
there is to solve a Beltrami equation as (1.2) above: after showing Sobolev regularity of the principal
solution to a certain family of equations, the authors show an asymptotic decay of the so-called
Complex Geometric Optics Solution. Greater Sobolev regularity of these solutions is translated
into higher decay of the solutions and better stability estimates.

We show the following result.

Theorem 1.2. Let 0 < s <2, 1 <p <, let p,ve WP(C) n L* satisfy (1.1) for k <1 and let
f be the principal solution to the Beltrami equation (1.2).

If s =2, then
g 11
of e WeH for every — > —. (1.5)
q p
2 1 1 1 _ 1-k
If8<5 a/nd5<ﬁ_p7— Trr’ then
. . 1 1 1
of e Wi for every — > — + —. (1.6)
a9 P Dk
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However, the restriction % < pi, — - seems rather unnatural (see Section 2.3). Due to this fact,

2—s
245"

there is only room for p in the conditions for (1.6) if s < 2%;—2, which is equivalent to k <

Therefore it is natural to ask whether it can be removed or not (see Conjecture 2.4 below).

Using some embeddings explained in Section 2, we can deduce the following corollary, which

covers the case when % > 1 pi as well.
B

Pl
Corollary 1.3. Let0 <s <2, 1 <p < o0, with5<%. If0<®<1with%<pi,fﬁ, then
= 1 © 1
of e W for every — > — 4+ —.
q P DPs



The paper is organized in the following way. Section 2 is devoted to making the background
of this article clear. In Section 2.1 the definitions and basic properties of the Triebel-Lizorkin
and related spaces are given. Section 2.2 specifies some properties of compactly supported Triebel-
Lizorkin functions, in order to make a clear picture of the problem and to provide the reader a guide
to understand the full scale of Sobolev regularity obtained for the principal mappings in Theorem
1.2. In Section 2.3 there is a discussion on the existing results using the concepts introduced in
the former sections. Finally, Section 3 contains the proof of Theorem 1.2.

2 Background

2.1 Definitions and well-known properties of function spaces

First we recall some results on Triebel-Lizorkin spaces. _ _
Let {¢;}52 = CX(R?) with ¢ supported in D(0,2), ¢; supported in D(0, 2/ F1)\D(0, 27~ !) for
j =1, such that Z;io 1; = 1 and for every multiindex a € N? there exists a constant ¢, such that

Co

1D%; ], < Si(ert T for every j = 0.

We will use the classical notation f for the Fourier transform of a given Schwartz function,
flo) = | ety
Rd

and ]\{ will denote its inverse. It is well known that the Fourier transform can be extended to the
whole space of tempered distributions by duality and it induces an isometry in L? (see for example
[Gra08, Chapter 2]).

Definition 2.1. Let se R, 0 < p < o0, 0 < ¢ < 00. For any tempered distribution f € S'(R?) we
define its non-homogeneous Triebel-Lizorkin quasi-norm

£, = {29 (v:7) ]

and we call Fj , < S’ to the set of tempered distributions such that this quasi-norm is finite.

)

Lp

la

These quasi-norms (norms when p,q > 1) are equivalent for different choices of {1;},;—o (see
[Tri83, Section 2.3]). Changing the order of integration and summation above we get the non-
homogeneous Besov quasi-norm

(w]f)v‘ Lp }
which makes sense for 0 < p < 0.

For ¢ = 2 and 1 < p < o0 the Triebel-Lizorkin spaces coincide with the so-called Bessel-potential

spaces. In addition, if s € N they coincide with the usual Sobolev spaces of functions in LP with

weak derivatives up to order s in LP, and they coincide with LP for s = 0 ([Tri83, Section 2.5.6]).
In the present text, we use the convention

I£

.= |[{2%
5. = |

9
14

WP = F2, for s> 0and 1 < p < o0.

and for s = 0 we write
h? = F;?,2 for 0 < p < o0,



that is, the non-homogeneous hardy space (which coincides with L? for 1 < p < o). With this
convention, complex interpolation between Sobolev spaces is a Sobolev space (see [Tri78, Section
2.4.2, Theorem 1]). For more information on the relation between Triebel-Lizorkin and Besov
spaces with other classical spaces we refer the reader to [Tri83, Section 2.2.2] and [RS96, Theorem
2.2.2].

There is a whole structure of embeddings for Triebel-Lizorkin spaces (see [Tri83, Proposition
2.3.2 and Theorem 2.7.1], [RS96, Chapter 1] for end-point cases). For instance, if —c0 < s < o0,
0<p<o0,0<qy,q <o and e > 0, we have that

F c F* and Fste - 3 (2.1)

P,q0 p,qo+e Psq0 P,q1

andif—oo<sl<so<oo,0<p0<p1<oosatisfythatso—pi0=31—pi1,for0<qo,q1<oowe

have that

Fpoao < Folas- (2.2)

(see Figure 2.1). Besov spaces present a similar structure.

Distributions

si= v

Figure 2.1: General embeddings for Sobolev spaces (and Triebel-Lizorkin spaces with ¢ fixed) in
dimension d = 3 (see (2.1), (2.2) and subsequent embeddings).
Regarding classical spaces, whenever 0 < p < o0 and 0 < ¢ < o0, the following holds true:

d
p

o If s = % (critical case), then F; < VMO n hP.

e If s > ¢ (supercritical case) then F; C % AR

<s< % (subcritical case), then FJ < LW A hP where —L; =

1
®F " p <L

o If & —
p

S

s
d

2.2 Compactly supported functions

Let us assume that p € W#®P is compactly supported with p > 1. Since pu € L (note that one
can do the same if p € F;  when s — % > —d as we noted above), which coincides with the Hardy
space hy, also p € hy for 0 < r < p (see [Tri83, Section 2.2.2]). By interpolation, we have that
pe W as well for 0 < s and 1 < r < p. Combined with the embeddings described in (2.1) and
(2.2), this gives us an almost complete picture of the spaces where p does belong. It remains to
see what happens in the endpoint o0 = s and in the remaining spaces of the scale F; . If s is a
natural number, then the derivatives of order s are compactly supported as well and it follows that



we W for every 0 < r < p, but in case s is not a natural number, some extra work needs to be
done. Since the author does not know any mention in the literature about this case, it is studied
in this section.

We will argue using expressions in terms of differences. Let us write A} f(z) := f(z +h) — f(x)
and, if M € N with M > 1 we define the M-th iterated difference as AM f(z) := A} (AM 7L f)(z) =

YL (N (=DM f(x + jh).

Lemma 2.2. Let deN, 0 <s < w0, - < p; < py < ®0 and d%is < q < 0. For every compactly

’ d+s
supported function f € F, ., we have that f € F

1,9°

Proof. Let f € F, . be given with compact support in Dg. Choose a natural number M > s.
Clearly

aM f(z) = £ f AN f(2)| dh,

|n|<t
is compactly supported in the disk Dy for ¢ < 1, and so is
1
1 M 7
di” f(@)? .\ °
M ,7 t
0
(with the usual modifications for ¢ = o).

By hypothesis we have m —d < s. By [Tri06, Theorem 1.116], writing p; := max{1, p;}
for every locally integrable function g we have that

l9lry @y~ lglzes + gl + lwg" gl o, - (2:3)

Now, the norm in (2.3) and the Holder inequality grant that

| f]

M
T 1l rr oy + 1 1 por gy + g £l 1, (D)

<r W lr + Ul + 0207y ~ Uy

O

Remark 2.3. Note that the one can obtain analogous results for Besov spaces using also norms
in terms of differences, with the more general assumption 0 < q¢ < o0, diﬂ <p1 <py < 0. The
norm in [Tri83, (2.5.12.4)] by replacing SRd by S|h\<1f for instance, will do the job.

Finally let us compile all the information regarding functions such as the Beltrami coefficients
involved in Theorem 1.2 (see Figure 2.2 (b)). In this case, we can interpolate norms with L® by
[RS96, Theorem 2.2.5]: Let 0 <53 <s <%, 24 <py<p<owand 0 <py <0, 0<g<q <o
V&}flith d%s < ¢ and 0 < ga < 0. For every compactly supported function u € Fj; , n L* we have
that

perFy , nFy2,  aslongas  sapy < sp. (2.4)

2.3 Discussion on the former regularity results

Kari Astala showed in [Ast94] that every quasiconformal mapping f with Beltrami coefficient
p € L* compactly supported in the unit disk with ||, . = & < 1 satisfies that

_ 1 1
of e LP whenever — < — < 1,
P P



(a) Embeddings for compactly supported functions.  (b) Embeddings for bounded and compactly supported
functions.

Figure 2.2: Embeddings for compactly supported or bounded functions.

(see Figure 2.3(a)). Moreover, the operator H = Id— u3—vB is invertible in Lebesgue spaces with
exponent on the critical range (p/, p,) as shown in [AIS01]. When the regularity of the coefficients
is greater, we can expect the principal solution to (1.2) to have greater regularity as well. The first
result in that direction was given by Iwaniec, who could prove the compactness of the commutator
[, B] in every LP space when p is a Beltrami coefficient in VM O. By means of a Fredholm theory
argument this implies the invertibility of H in LP when v = 0, and the general case is shown by
the same argument (see Figure 2.3(b)).

In recent years there has been a great improvement in results. A remarkable one, given by
Clop et al. in [CFM™09, Proposition 4], deals with the case of f being the principal solution to
the Beltrami equation (1.2) with u € WP with 1 < p < o0 and v = 0 (see Figure 2.3 (d), (e) and

(£)):

—
[

N= Q= Y=

< %, then 0f e Wi,

]
—
-

=1 then df € W for every ¢ < 2.

1
P’

—
—

. <%<p%,then6feW1"1 for every ¢ > +
Notice how WP being either supercritical, critical or subcritical determines the regularity behavior
of f. In the subcritical case, the setting v # 0 was studied in [Bail6, Corolario 3.8]. The author
shows that when % < 11—] < i - p%’ then df € Wh4 for every % > 1—1) + p%' Here we observe the
same phenomenon as in Theorem 1.2, that is, we need that k < % in order to have room for p in
the hypothesis.

In the supercritical case there is no loss of regularity: if 4 € X, then 0f € X as well. Indeed
this is the case in the Hélder spaces of fractional order (see [AIM09, Chapter 15], Figure 2.3(c)
above) and in the whole Triebel-Lizorkin and Besov scales, as shown by Cruz, Mateu and Orobitg,
see [CMO13, Theorem 1], Figure 2.3(f). Here, the authors had to prove the invertibility of I — uBB
on F; , which they did using Fredholm theory following Iwaniec’s scheme, since the boundedness
of B on Triebel-Lizorkin spaces can be deduced from [FTWS88, Corollary 3.33], while in Besov
spaces it is a consequence of Fourier multipliers theory and interpolation (see [Tri83, Section 2.6],
for instance). In the supercritical context but restricted to domains, p € W*P(Q), there are also

some positive results in [CMO13] and in [Pralb].



S,p S,p s
W Wl f 00,00,loc

=
b~

=
=

Pr E

(a) General case from [Ast94], for (b) From [Iwa92], if 1 < ¢ < 0, p € (c) From [AIMO09, Chapter 15]), u €
q < Pk, "/”’”Loo <Kk = fewl’q VMO = fEWLq " = feclsotl'

loc” loc*

S

|
S,p S,p $,p
I/Vloc VVloc f Wloc

(d) From [CFMT09], if p, < p <2, (e) From [CFM*09], if p = 2, p € (f) From [CMO13], if sp > 2, p €
pe Whe — 3f e Wi, when WP —s 3f e Wi when g < p.  WSP —s 3f € WS,
g<<p.

Figure 2.3: Regularity of the principal quasiconformal solution to (1.2) when the coefficients satisfy
a-priori conditions.

When p belongs to a critical space X < VMO, we cannot expect that df is in X, but the
loss is minimal. The first result in that spirit is Iwaniec’s above. This theorem has been extended
to other critical spaces in [CFMT09] for s = 1 as commented above, and in [BCO17, Theorem 1]
which settles the case % < s < 1, finding that

pe W5 —s log(df) e W2/,
This result implies (1.5) for % < s < 1. Thus, the progress in Theorem 1.2 for the critical setting
is to cover the whole range 0 < s < 2. Finally, small improvements on the spaces lead to better
results, as shown in [CMO13], where the authors prove that replacing W#2/% by the Riesz potential
of a Lorentz space I*(L?*1), then there is no loss. In this case, the functions are continuous, so
we can classify these spaces as supercritical.

In the subecritical situation, in addition to the results on classical spaces in [Ast94, Corollary
1.2], [CFM 09, Proposition 4] and [Bail6, Corolario 3.8], the fractional smoothness case 0 < s < 1
was considered in [CFR10, Theorem 4.3]. In this case, the authors show that df € W®*2 for every
© < 1— 2. Note that in this result there is a loss in “smoothness”, that is, in the s parameter.
We will show Theorem 1.2 using the same techniques as the authors of that result with some extra
care to avoid this loss. We recover their result in Corollary 1.3.



However, when s = 1 and v = 0 [CFM ™09, Proposition 4] is stronger than Theorem 1.2, since

the restriction % < pi, — p% is replaced by % < pi, (compare Figures 2.3(d) and 2.4(c)). Thus, it is

natural to ask whether the following conjecture holds.

Conjecture 2.4. Let0<s<2,1<p < o0, with s < %, let pve Fy 0 LP satisfy (1.1) and let
f be the principal solution to the Beltrami equation (1.2). If% < pi,, then
1

- s 1 1
of e Fy, for every — > — + —.
q P D

WP

loc

;P
Wloc

S,p
Wloc

(a) Behavior for s < 1 and p = 2 (b) Behavior described in Theorem (c) Behavior described in Corollary
described in [CFR10, Theorem 4.3]. 1.2. 1.3.

Figure 2.4: Regularity of the principal quasiconformal solution to (1.2) when the coefficients satisfy
a-priori conditions.

3 Proof of Theorem 1.2

Definition 3.1. Given s € R and a tempered distribution f € S'(C), we define its fractional
derivative ~
D= (1 1F0)

in the sense of tempered distributions modulo polynomials (see [Tri83, Sections 5.1.2, 5.2.3]).

The Beurling transform commutes with fractional differentiation of order smaller or equal than
s on W#*P. Indeed, since the Beurling transform is bounded in W*? (see [Tri83, Section 2.6.6], for
instance), we have that both D® o B and B o D® map W*P into LP. In the S class, which is dense,

we have that D*Bf = (|£|S§f()>vz BD? f, so the equality extends to WP,

Next we define the commutator of the multiplication by a test function with the fractional
differentiation.

Definition 3.2. For every pair p, f € CF, we define

[, D*]f := uD* f — D*(uf).

Next we recover Kato-Ponce Leibniz’ rule as presented by Hofmann.



Theorem 3.3 (see [Hof98, Corollary 1.2]). Let 0 < s < 1, 1 <7 < o and p € CL. The
commutator [, D®] extends to a linear operator with kernel

K3 (z,y) = Cu(f;)_—gjgy)

i

1

T

mapping LP to L7 for every 1 < q < p < o0, whenever

€ (0,1). Moreover,

1_1
9 P

”[Na DS]fHLq <p.q HDSNHLr”fHLp-

We will also use the Young inequality. It states that for measurable functions f and g, we have
that

1f#glpa <flp-19lr (3.1)
for 1 < p,q,r < o0 with % = % + L —1 (see [Ste70, Appendix A2]).

Proof of Theorem 1.2. We will study in one stroke the critical and the subcritical case. To do so,
we will use the convention p, = o0 in the critical situation, that is, whenever sp = 2, while we use
the standard notation p, = 1 + % in the subcritical situation (sp < 2). Thus, I — pB is invertible
in L? for p/, < q < py (see Theorem 1.1 for the subcritical setting and [Iwa92, Section 1] for the
critical one).

Without loss of generality, we may assume that supp(u) U supp(v) < D. Let ¢ € CX (D)
be a positive radial function such that S¢ = 1 and consider the approximation of the unity
¥ (2) 1= n?P(nz) for every n € N. Consider the families of functions pi,, := 9, * 1 and v,, 1= 1, *v,
which are supported in the disk 2D. If v, (2)un(2) # 0, then

a2 || n(2) Ival2)]
()] T 1' =) 7a2)

where ¢, stands for the unitary complex number

[n (2)| + [ (2)] = [ (2)] Vn(2) + pn(2)| = [(czv + p) # Pn(2)]

‘Z:Ez;‘ ‘Z:Ezgl This expression, together with the

hypothesis (1.1) and the Young inequality (3.1), imply that

| (2)] + [vn(2)| < K.

On the other hand, being the convolution with ,, an approximation of the identity, D®u,, =
D#p # 4y, converges to D*p in LP if D®u € LP for p < oo, and the same can be said about {v,}.
Thus,

i~ tlles 250 and e, 27500 (3.2)

Let us define -
hi=(—uB—vB) ' (u+v) (3.3)

and ~
B i= (I — B — v, B) " (py + ). (3.4)

Then, fn,(z) := z + Chy,(2) is the principal solution to (1.2) with coefficients p,, and v, ([CFR10,
Lemma 4.2]), and we have that
Ihnllpe < Cr.e (3.5)

for every % > %.
The case s = 1 is fully covered by [CFM*09, Proposition 4] and [Bail6, Corolario 3.8]. Let us

consider first the case s < 1. In terms of h,, equation (1.2) read as

hyp = pinBhy + pin + vy Bhy + vy,.



Note that h,, is CF, and p,,v, € CF as well, while Bh,, € C® n W™P for every m € N and
1 < p < o0. Thus, we can take fractional derivatives of order s to get

D*hy, = D*(punBhy, + v Bhy, + pin + vy)
= 11, D*Bhy, — [pin, D*]1(Bhy,) + v D*Bhy, — [V, D*](Bhy) + D® iy, + Dvy,

that is, since the Beurling transform commutes with the fractional derivatives for C'®° functions,
D*hy, — unB(D*hy) — v B(D*hy,) = —[pin, D*1(Bhy) — [Vn, D*]1(Bhy) + D*py + Dy (3.6)

Next, by (3.5) we have that

1 1
[Bhn| e < Crq for every 77 (3.7)
Pr
and, by (3.2), for n big enough
s s 1 1
ID%pinl e + 1D Vnll e < Crprlistige s lvlygen  foTevery &= . (38)

Given % >14 p%, we can write % = 4 + 1 satisfying restrictions (3.7) and (3.8), so Theorem 3.3
with (3.5) and (3.7) yields

”[MmDs]Bhn + [anDs]EhnHLq Sk,p.q (”DsMnHLr ”BhnHM + HDSVnHLT Bh
<C

nllpe)
(3.9)

"ivpv(IleL”Ws,ple’st,p :
Thus, we have a uniform control on the L? norm of the right hand side of (3.6). In case

1 1 1

/

V2 P

we can find % in between where we can invert the operator I — p,,B— v, and, using (3.6), we can
write
HDshnHLq = H(I — pnB — Vng)_l([:umDs](Bhn> + [Vna Ds](ghN) — Dy, — DSVH)HLQ
S H[Nm D#|(Bhy) + [anDs](Ehn) =D’ — Dsl’n”Lq
which is uniformly bounded by (1.4), (3.9) and (3.8). Combining these estimates with (3.5), we

get

[nllea < Ci (3.10)

@il s o sV llws,p -

The Banach-Alaoglu Theorem shows that there exists a subsequence h,,, converging to heWsp
as tempered distributions, with |[h|ws.a < O’i!p!qfulu’HWé‘vP!”VHWSJ’.
It only remains to transfer this information to h. First, note that

hp 2= b in L2 (3.11)
Indeed, from (3.3) and (3.4), we have that

|h — hp| = |uBh — pnBhy, + vBh — vy Bhy + p — iy + v — vy
< |U||B(h_ hn)| + ‘U_ﬂnHBhn‘ + |V‘|B(h_ hn)‘ + |V_ Vn||Bhn| + ‘,u_,un‘ + |V_ Un|.

10



Taking L? norms,
17 =Pl 2 < KIB(h = hn)ll 2 + (1 = pn) Bl 2 + [(v = vn) Bl 2 + 1 = pin | 2 + v = vl 2

Since x < 1 and the Beurling transform is an isometry in L?, the left-hand side can absorb the
first term in the right-hand side. To deal with the second and the third terms, choose 2 < ¢ < p,
and let % + % = % Then, by (3.4) and Theorem 1.1, the norm of h,, in L is uniformly bounded,
and using the LP version of (3.2) (i.e., Young’s inequality) as well we get

(= ) Bl 2 < 1= | |Blon o < G —— 0.
Using again Young’s inequality for the remaining terms, we see that

C/{n
) —>07

I hallgs < T2 —

showing (3.11). Since this implies convergence as tempered distributions and S’ is a Hausdorff
space, we get that h = h. This finishes the case s < 1.

It remains to show that (1.6) holds when % <1 - % and s > 1. If this is the case, then for
every 1 < ¢ < o0 we have that ||h|y,., ~ ||, + HK(NLHstl,q by the lifting property (see [Tri83,
Section 2.3.8]) and the boundedness of the Beurling transform in Sobolev spaces. We will assume
that v = v, = 0 to keep a compact notation, leaving the necessary modifications to the reader.
Fix n = 1. By assumption, u € W*? n L®. By (2.4) we also have that

Ly fin € WE A W~ 1371 uniformly in n. (3.12)

As a consequence,

1 1 1
0h, Oh,, € L™ uniformly in n for every given — > — + — (3.13)
r P Pk

by [CFM*09, Proposition 4] and [Bail6, Corolario 3.8], and, as we have proven above,
s—1 1

+ —. 3.14
sp Pk ( )

1
D 'h, D*"'h, e L" uniformly in n for every given — >
r

Thus, we only need to deal with the homogeneous norm, that is, ||DS’1(9hHLq. From (1.2) we
deduce that

Ohy, = pn0Bhy, + OunBhy, + Oy,
and differentiating we get
D* oy = pn D* " Bohy, — [, D*~ ' (Bohy) + 0n D* ™ Bhy — [Opn, D~ |(Bhn) + D* ' Opin
leading to
[T = B)(D* M) |, < [, D1 (BORn) | o+ |0n D Bl 1y + [0, D* 1] (Bl) 1
+ D opn] e =+ @)+ B) + (D). (3.15)

Note that in the previous case, (3.6) had a simpler form, but the essential ideas to control the
norm of the right-hand side are the same. We will find i < % < i such that @ < O q for
je{1,2,3,4}.
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First of all, by Theorem 3.3 we have that

(D) = [, D> 1(Bohn)| 1y < |D* i, 22 | Boh | ry

Ls—1

for % = % + % The first term is uniformly bounded by (3.12), and the last one is controlled by

(3.13) as long as % > i + p% It is possible to find such a value for 9 as long as

1 s—1_ 1 1 1 1
Di

sp o Sp D D
On the other hand, using the commutation of fractional derivatives and the Beurling transform
and Holder’s inequality, we have that

(2) = |0unBD*  hy| ., < On

BD* hy,|

L2

Lsp

for % = é + % The first term is uniformly bounded by (3.12), and the last one is controlled by
(3.14) as long as % > % + pi. It is possible to find such a value for 5 as long as

q Sp sp b P Dk

1 1 s—1 1 1 1
+

The latter two terms are bounded as before. By Theorem 3.3 we have that

() = l[0mn, D>~ (Bh)| 1o < [D* 0] [ B s

for L =14 T%, the last term being uniformly controlled for % > pi by Theorem 1.1. It is possible
to find such a value for r3 as long as

1 1 1

q P Pk

Finally,
@ - HDSilaUTLHLq < Cy 4 for every % >

S

This facts, together with (3.15) and Theorem 1.1, show that (3.10) holds for s > 1 with exactly
the same restrictions as when s < 1, that is, when % + % < % < i. The theorem follows by the

Banach-Alaoglu Theorem again. O
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