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ON INHOMOGENEOUS STRICHARTZ ESTIMATES FOR
FRACTIONAL SCHRODINGER EQUATIONS AND THEIR
APPLICATIONS

CHU-HEE CHO, YOUNGWOO KOH AND IHYEOK SEO

ABSTRACT. In this paper we obtain some new inhomogeneous Strichartz esti-
mates for the fractional Schrodinger equation in the radial case. Then we apply
them to the well-posedness theory for the equation idiu + |V|%u = V(z, t)u,
1 < a < 2, with radial H7 initial data below L2 and radial potentials
V € L} LY under the scaling-critical range o/r + n/w = a.

1. INTRODUCTION
To begin with, let us consider the following Cauchy problem

) “u = F(x,t 1 2
{z@tu+|V| uw=F(z,t), 1<a<2, a1

u(x, O) = f(CL'),
associated with the fractional Schrodinger equation
0+ |V|%u = V(x, t)u (1.2)

where V : R*™*! — C is a potential. This equation has recently attracted in-
terest from mathematical physics. This is because fractional quantum mechanics
introduced by Laskin [I6] is governed by the equation where it is conjectured that
physical realizations may be limited to the cases of 1 < a < 2. Of course, the case
a = 2 corresponds to the ordinary quantum mechanics.

By Duhamel’s principle, the solution of (L)) is given by

u(z,t) = VI f(z) — i/t EIVIT R (L s)ds, (1.3)
0

#VI" is given by means of the Fourier transform, as follows:

1 iw-4itl€]* 7

g L e e

Then the standard approach to the problem (1)) is to obtain the corresponding
Strichartz estimates which control space-time integrability of (I3]) in view of that
of the initial datum f and the forcing term F.

In the classical case a = 2, the Strichartz estimates originated by Strichartz [23]
have been extensively studied by many authors ([9], 14 2] 12} 8 24| 15 17 18} [
[6l 20]). Over the past several years, considerable attention has been paid to the
fractional order where 1 < a < 2 in the radial case (see [2I], 11 [I3] and references

where the propagator e

1" f(a) =
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therein). From these works, when 2n/(2n—1) < o < 2, the homogeneous Strichartz
estimate

1N fllpare S 1N gn (1.4)
holds for radial functions f € H"(R") if

dn — 2

PRI ). (1.5)
Here the condition (LX) is optimal if 2n/(2n — 1) < a < 2. But when a =
2n/(2n—1), () is unknown for the endpoint (¢,p) = (2, (4n—2)/(2n —3)). Also,
it is known that the estimate does not hold in general if f does not have radial
symmetry.
Now, by duality and the Christ-Kiselev lemma ([4]), one may use (L4]) with
v = 0 to get some inhomogeneous estimates

t
H/o ei(t*S)WRF(-,s)ds’

for (¢,p) and (q,p) which satisfy (L) with v = 0 and ¢ > ¢’. This means that
(¢,p) and (g, p) lie on the segment AD in Figure[ll However, these trivial estimates
are not enough to imply the well-posedness for the equation (2] with the initial
data f € H7(R™) beyond the case v = 0. When v # 0 we need to obtain (L6) on
a wider range of (¢,p) and (¢q,p). See Section [2 for details.
Let us first mention the following necessary conditions for (L.)):
1 1 1 1

a(a+5)—n(1—§—§):0 (L.7)

(1.6)

Larp 5 ||F||Lg,L£l
Lz

and
1 n n 1 n n
S 242l (1.8)
g p 2 4qg p 2
The first is just the scaling condition and the second will be shown in Section [}
Our main result in this paper is the following theorem where we obtain (Lf) on

the open segment BC' in Figure[Il

Theorem 1.1. Let n > 2 and 2n/(2n — 1) < a < 2. Assume that F(x,t) is a
radial function with respect to the spatial variable x. Then we have

¢
i(t=s)|VI* . .
| [Feearorpsas], <P, (19)
if
11 n 1 1 n
S " and —4=-= : 1.10
g ¢ 2(n+1) g ¢ n+a ( )

Remark 1.2. Tt should be noted that the range (I.I0) is sharp. Namely, the second
condition in (II0) is the scaling condition for (I9)) (see (7)), and the first one is
the necessary condition (L) when ¢ = p and ¢ = p.

From interpolation between ([L6) and (L9), we can directly obtain further es-
timates when (¢,p) and (g,p) are contained in the open quadrangle with vertices
A, B, D,C. Precisely, we have the following corollary.
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FIGURE 1. The range for Corollary Here the open segment
(B, C) is the range for (L9), and [A, D] is the range for (L8]).

Corollary 1.3. Letn > 2 and 2n/(2n — 1) < a < 2. Assume that F(z,t) is a
radial function with respect to the spatial variable x, and that (q,p) and (q,p) satisfy
the necessary conditions (L) and ([L8). Then we have

t
| [ etomree s, S 1P (L.11)
0 L?Lg t z
if the following conditions hold:
e For(¢,p),
-nn+2-a),1 1 1 —n 1 n—a, 1
TR TE T Yy <= - - - 1.12
(204—1)n+a(p 2)<q<(o¢—1)n—|—oz(p 2n )+2’ (112)
and
1>(a—1)n2_o¢2n—o¢21+ a(n—|—2—a) ' (113)
D (Ca—1n+a)n q 2(2a—1)n+a)

o Similarly for (q,p).

Let us give more details about the conditions in the above corollary. The line BD
in Figure[Ilis when the equality holds in the first inequality of (II2). Similarly, the
lines AC and AB correspond to the second inequality in (IL.I2]) and the inequality
([I13), respectively. Finally, the line C'D is sharp because it is determined from the
necessary condition (L8]).

Now we apply the above Strichartz estimates to the well-posedness theory for
the fractional Schrodinger equation in the radial case:

0w+ |V[*u =V(z,t)u, 1<a<2,
u(z,0) = f(x),

where we assume that u, f and V' are radial functions with respect to the spatial

variable x. We obtain the following well-posedness for (LI4)) with H” initial data f

below L? and potentials V € LT LY under the scaling-critical range a/r +n/w = a.

The Cauchy problem ([LI4) was studied in [7, [I9] particularly when o = 2 and
v=0.

(1.14)
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Theorem 1.4. Let 2221 <a<2and % < v <0 forn > 2. Assume that

fe H'(R") and V € Ly ([0, TT; Ly (R™)) for some T > 0. Then there exists a
unique solution u € C([0,T]; HY(R™)) N L{([0,T]; LE(R™)) of (LI4) if

(0% « n

n n
ayn_n_oe n_ 1.15
q"‘p 2 e T‘+w @, ( )
—y 1 ~ 1
LY S 1.16
O[_1<q<(oz—1)n+27 ( )
and
1 — 1)+ 29((2a — 1 1 1 2-
Ll nnta)@-D+2(@a-Dnta) 1 _, 1, ynt2-0) .,
g 2n(n + a)(a — 1) g (nta)(a—1)

Remark 1.5. The condition o/ + n/w = a on the potential is critical in the sense
of scaling. Indeed, u(z,t) = u(ex, e*t) takes (LI4) into i0pu + | V| ue = Ve(z, t)u.
with Vi(z,t) = e*V (ex, €*t). Hence the norm

IVellzpzw = IVell oy w@nyy = €=V |z
is independent of € precisely when o/r + n/w = «.

Remark 1.6. In Proposition 3.9 of [11], the inhomogeneous estimates were shown in
certain region that lies below the segment ED in Figure[ll (Note that (1/¢,1/p) €
ED if and only if ¢,p > 2 and 2/¢+ (2n — 1)/p = n — 1/2. Also, the point F
is the same as A when a = 2n/(2n — 1).) By interpolation between these and
our estimates, we can also obtain further estimates in the triangle with vertices
A,C, E. We omit the details since it does not affect the range 72((0;;11))71 <y<0of
~ in Theorem [I4] (see Section 2).

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we prove Theorem
[LA by making use of the Strichartz estimates (IL4) and (LII)). SectionBlis devoted
to proving Theorem [[LT] and in Section @] we show the necessary condition (LJ).
In the final section, Section [} we show Lemma which gives some estimates for
Bessel functions and is used for the proof of Theorem [I.1]

Throughout the paper, we shall use the letter C' to denote positive constants
which may be different at each occurrence. We also use the symbol fto denote
the Fourier transform of f, and denote A < B and A ~ B to mean A < CB and
CB < A < CB, respectively, with unspecified constants C' > 0.

2. APPLICATION

In this section we prove Theorem [[L4l The proof is quite standard but we need
to observe that if (¢,p) and (g, p) satisfy the inhomogeneous estimate (LIIJ), then
the midpoint of them lies on the segment AD. Note that (1/¢,1/p) € AD if and
only if ¢,p > 2 and a/q + n/p = n/2. Hence, if a/q+n/p =n/2 —~ for v € R,
then (q,p) should satisty a/q+ n/p = n/2 + « to give (LII)). In what follows, it
will be convenient to keep in mind this key observation.

By Duhamel’s principle, the solution of (I.I4) is given by

®(u) := VI fz) - i/ot eIV (L s)ul-, s)ds. (2.1)
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Then the standard fixed-point argument is to choose the solution space on which ®

is a contraction mapping. The Strichartz estimates play a central role in this step.
Indeed, by the estimates (L)) and (IT]), we see that

()l Lago,rpszey < Cllflgy + C||VU||L;7/({07T};L5') (2.2)
if
—(a—=1)n
< 2.
sy ~ =0 (2:3)
« n n « n n
—t—==——7, =4+===+17, 24
cTp=2" " FtF=a2t (2.4)
—y 1 vy 1
ST 4 2.
a—1<q<(04—1)n+27 (2:5)
and
y(n+2— ) <l<n(n—i—a)(a—1)+27((2a—1)n+a) (2.6)
n+a)(aa—1) ¢q 2n(n + a)(a—1) ' '

Here, the conditions (2.3) and (2.5) are given from that the line ¢ + 2 = 4 — lies
in the closed triangle with vertices A, C, D except the closed segments [A, C], [C, D].
Note that v = % when this line passes through the point C. Similarly, the
condition (2.6 is given from that the line % + % = 5 + lies in the closed triangle
with vertices A, B, D except the closed segments [A, B], [B, D].

By Holder’s inequality, we now get

@)l Lago,rp;zzy < Cllf g + ClIV I Ly qo.mszey lull Lago,ryze)

if a/r +n/w = « and the condition (LI7) holds. Indeed, when applying Holder’s
inequality to the second term in the right-hand side of (22), the conditions a/r +

n/w = « and ([LI7) follow from ([2.4]) and (2.6]), respectively.
From the above argument and the linearity, it follows that

[@(u) = @)l La(0,17:L2) < CNV L o,m9;02) 1w = vl a0, 71 L2)
1
< §||U — vl La(o,1;22)

which says that ® is a contraction mapping, if 7" is sufficiently small. But here, since
the above process works also on time-translated small intervals if u(-,t) € H”(R")
for all ¢ > 0, the smallness assumption on 7" can be removed by iterating the process
a finite number of times. For this we will show that

lull poe pry S Wi + IV Iy L lullgre- (2.7)

From (Z1]), we first see that

t
Iy S 161D sz + | [ I DOV ot )y
t x t x 0

Lery

Since e*IVI” is an isometry in L2, the first term in the right-hand side is clearly

bounded by || f]| ;. On the other hand, by the inhomogeneous estimate (LG) the

second term is bounded by ||DY(V )| a ;s , where 4,0 > 2 and a/u +n/v =n/2.
t x

Here we use the Sobolev embedding

lgllze S I1D7glle,
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where 1/a — 1/b= /n with 0 < 8 <n/a and 1 < a < co, and Holder’s inequality
to get

||D’Y(Vu)||L?/L1;,/ < ||Vu||L§i’Lg

<IVlerrwllullpazs.

The required conditions here are summarized as follows:

~ ~ « n n
U,UZZ, 54_5:57

But, the inequalities u,v > 2 and 1 < a < oo are satisfied automatically from
the conditions on ¢,r,p,w in Theorem [[L4Al On the other hand, the inequality
0 < —v < 2 is redundant because v > 2. The remaining four equalities is reduced
to the following one equality
a n on a n
—+——-F+y=—(—+——0)
q p 2 rooow
which is clearly satisfied from the condition (ILI3]). Consequently, we get ([2.7]).

3. INHOMOGENEOUS STRICHARTZ ESTIMATES

In this section we prove Theorem [[L1l Let us first consider the multiplier opera-
tors Py for k € Z defined by

Pof =¢(-1/25F,
where ¢ : R — [0, 1] is a smooth cut-off function which is supported in (1/2,2) and

satisfies -, o, ¢(-/2%) = 1. Then we will obtain the following frequency localized
estimates (Proposition B which imply Theorem [I.11

Proposition 3.1. Let n > 2 and 2n/(2n — 1) < a < 2. Assume that F(x,t) is a
radial function with respect to the spatial variable x. Then we have

H / GNP F(,s)ds|| S |IF|| e (3.1)
R Lm,t z,t
uniformly in k € Z if
11 n 1 1 n
S "  and —4=-= : 3.2
¢ 2(n+1) g 4 nHa (3:2)

Indeed, since ¢ > 2 from the first condition in (LI0), by the Littlewood-Paley
theorem and Minkowski integral inequality, one can see that

H /Rei(ts)lvaF(-,s)dsHiL < CH(%ZZ’/RemS)V|aPkF("S>dS’2)

SCZH/ei(FS)MaPk( Z ij(.js))dS‘Q
R

e,
keZ li—k|<1 et

1/2’ 2

q
Lm,t

Now, by B, the right-hand side in the above is bounded by

eyl > PjFHig’m'

kEZ  |j—k|<1
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Since ¢ < 2, using the Minkowski integral inequality and Littlewood-Paley theorem,
this is bounded by C’||F||2 » - By this boundedness and ¢ < 2 < ¢, one may now

use the Christ-Kiselev lemma ([]) to obtain

| [ e e, S,
0 o |

as desired.
Now it remains to prove the above proposition.

3.1. Proof of Proposition B.Il Since we are assuming the scaling condition in
B2), by rescaling (z,t) — (Az, \*t), we may show (B only for k& = 0.

Let us first consider x = ra’, y = Ay’ and & = p¢ for 2/, 9/, & € S"~1, where
r=|z|, A\ = |y| and p = |§|. Then by using the fact (see [22], p. 347) that

/ e 8 dy! = e (rp) ™" Jaa (1p),
Sn 1 2

where J,,, denotes the Bessel function with order m, it is easy to see that

/ IV PR (-, 5)ds (3.3)

/ / / /S . /S NI g (0) F (Mg 5)(Ap)" dy € dpdAds

:T—’%/RA—”; (/ W= Tz (rp) Juz (Ap)po(p)d )[A"—lF(Ay',s)}dAds.

Now we define the operators T;h, j > 0, as

/0 e n_z (rp)p(p)h(p)dp (34)

n—2

Toh(r,t) = x(0,1)(r) 772

and for j > 1

n—2

Tihr,0) = xips 0 (1) 1% [ L)), (35)
0

where x4 denotes the characteristic function of a set A and ©?(p) = pé(p). Then
the adjoint operator T} of T}, is given by

ToH / isp® / X - Ezj%()\p)H(/\,s)d)\ds
and for kK > 1
T H / —isp® / Xizi-1,29(A) AT7F s (Ap) H(A, s)dAds.  (3.6)

Hence, since F(\y/, s) is independent of y' € S"~1 by setting H(\,s) = F(\y/, s),
it follows from (B3] that

/ ei(t—S)IV\aPOF(.7 s)ds = Z TjTl;k()\n—lH)'
R

J:k=>0
Now we are reduced to showing that
| > mror—m)| <y (3.7)

3,k=0

where we denote by £ the space L4(r"~1dr).
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\4

n___n n 1
nta 2m+l)  2n+l) 32

FI1GURE 2. The range of ¢, q for Lemma Here the open seg-
ment (A, B) is the range for Proposition B1] (see (8:2)).

From now on, we will show 7)) by making use of the following lemma which
will be obtained in Subsection

Lemma 3.2. Let n > 2 and 2n/(2n — 1) < a < 2. Then we have for j,k >0
T3 (A" H) || g

_ —|i—k
< J(2n+1 2n— 1) k(2n+1 2n41)2 \12 \(%

—max(2,L
G|y o

Lq 241
if 2<q,q <6 (see Figure[2).

The case 2n/(2n — 1) < a < 2. We first decompose the sum over j, k into two
parts, j <k and j > k:

o ITTE (N H) e
=

< I NTGTON T H) [ poes + Y0 T T (A H) | o

§=0 k=j k=0 j=k
When j < k, using Lemma [3.2] we then have

YD LT H) | pes

=0 k=j
< ZZ2J(2n+1 2n— 1) k(2n+1 271471)27\j27k\(%_mdx % %))HHH o
LT el
Jj=0k=j
—$ max($,1)) ng 7’5+%max<%%>>||H||La/£a/.
Note here that the first condition in (3.2I) implies
2n+1 n 1 11 11 n
——— — —+-max(—, =) < (n+ 1)max(—-, =) — = < 0. (3.8)
2q 22 qq qq 2
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From this, it follows that

22] 2n+1_2n 2—lmax( ))Z ]i} anl_%_i_%max(%)%))

oo
< Z 2j(2712+1 (%JF%)* 271271)'
Jj=0

On the other hand, the second condition in ([B.2]) implies

2n+1.1 1 2n —1
(C+2) -
2 q q 2

<0 (3.9)

since @ > 2n/(2n — 1). Consequently, we get

ZZHTTk

Jj=0k=y

o’ o/
L7 od

|H||L§'£q

~ |

as desired. The other part where j > k follows clearly from the same argument.

The case oo = 2n/(2n — 1). The previous argument is no longer available in this
case, since the left-hand side in (39) becomes zero. But here we deduce B.7) from
bilinear interpolation between bilinear form estimates which follow from Lemma
This enables us to gain some summability as before.
Let us first define the bilinear operators B by
Bjw(H, H) = (T (X" H), Ty (V) )

P )

r,t

where ( , ) denotes the usual inner product on the space L%t. Then it is enough to
show the following bilinear form estimate

| S B | S 1y 1ALy gy (3.10)
4,k>0
In fact, from BI0) we get

| 3 mmoem) / / S° T (T H) P H ) drdt

qur
3,k>0 ¢ HHII o 71 3,k>0

_ o, nol~
= swp Y <T,:(A" VH), T (" H)>L2
HHII ’—1],k>0

< sup [H gl

—1 ~
¢ H”qugql = ||H||L§'£q
IHIl o =1 T '

r,t

as desired.
or ([B.I0), we first decompose the sum over j, k into two parts, j < k and j > k:

> BiwE )| gi\iB,k(H,ﬁ)‘ +i‘i3,k(}l,f1)‘.
j=0 k=j k=0 j=k

J,k=0
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Then we will use the following estimate which follows from Holder’s inequality and
Lemma

|Bjx(H, H)| :/ H(r,s)yr" T r"a TyTF (A" H)drds

< Hl Lo g

(\"THH) [

2 +1 2n—1 2n+1 2n—1 —li—k| /1 1 l
n 714 )2k}( sz _ 714 )2 ]2 (E—de rE E HHHLq

7 (=5 I
S2 L¢”}{HL{£

for 2 < g,q < 6. By using this and B8], the first part where j < k is now bounded
as follows:

i‘ZB<7k(H,f1)‘

Jj=0 k—j

( ntl

~

L=kl (1 —max(2,1)) ||H||Lq '||EI||L‘1'£
=0 k=) |

2n

o0
- Zza D DA At A K P
k=j

’ ’
q q
LY g4

g 1

. 2n

_2"7' e
9 (B (G +3) ||H|| 7 o7 |1 Hll o' o (3.11)

A
i
o

for 2(n+1)/n < q,q < 6. If one applies this bound directly for ¢, q satisfying the
conditions in Proposition Bl as in the previous case, then one can not sum over j

because 25t (q + %) — 2221 — 0 when a = 2n/(2n — 1). But here we will make use

of the followmg bilinear interpolation lemma (see [I], Section 3.13, Exercise 5(b))
together with BI1) to give

SIS BislH )| S 1H| g 1 g (3.12)
J=0 k=j

Lemma 3.3. Fori = 0,1, let A;, B;,C; be Banach spaces and let T be a bilinear
operator such that

T: AO X Bg — CQ,
T: AO x B1 — Cl,
T: Al X BO — Cl.
Then one has, for 0 =6y + 61 and 1/q+1/r > 1,
T : (Ao, A1)e,q % (Bo, B1)ay,r = (Co,C1)o1
Here, 0 < 0; <0 <1andl<gq,r <oo.
Indeed, let us first consider the vector-valued bilinear operator T' defined by
T(Hv H) = {TJ(Hv H)}jZO’

where Ty = >/ . Bj . Then, B12) is equivalent to

T: LI 87 x LY £7 — 09(C), (3.13)
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where £3(C), a € R, 1 < p < oo, denotes the weighted sequence space equipped
with the norm

. 1
_9dap|g (P)F if 00,
bzl = (Zazo2lesl) " 3 p#
SUp;>q 2’ |z;| if p=o0.
Now, by (BII)) we see that

ITCH, )l s a0y S M o ga 1H I o g (3.14)

where 2(n+1)/n < ¢,¢ < 6 and

~ 2n—-1 2n41,1 1
Blaa)=—F—~-—3 (5 + gv)-
Also, for (q,q) satisfying ([B.2]), we can take a sufficiently small ¢ > 0 such that

the ball B((%, %), 3¢) with center (%, %) and radius 3¢ is contained in the region of
(%, %) given by 2(n + 1)/n < ¢,q < 6 (see Figure 2)). Now, we choose qo, ¢1, g0, ¢1
such that

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
= = = — €, 7::4‘26, — = — — €, —:—+26.
qo0 q q1 q qo0 q q1 q
Then it is easy to check that
~ - 2n+1 - 2n+1
ﬂ(q07q0) = (2TL+ 1)67 ﬂ(quql) = - 2 €, ﬂ(QMqO) = - 2 €,

and we get from (3I4) the following three bounds
T:LPel x Ll — (2r+)e(C),
T L%e® x [Bel T 4(0),
T LBel gl o0,
Then, by applying Lemma B3 with 6y = 6, = 1/3 and g = r = 2, we get

_2n+1 €

T (L0 LIy, 5y x (LOLD LA EH), 5, — ((27HD4(C), b, 2

(C))2/3,1-

Since LYLP = LY .(r"~'drdt), by applying the real interpolation space identities in
the following lemma, one can easily deduce (B13) from the above boundedness.

Lemma 3.4 (Theorems 5.4.1 and 5.6.1in [1]). Let0 < 0 <1 and 1 < qo,¢q1,q < 0.
Then one has

(L% (wo), L9 (w1))g,2 = L (w)

if L = 1(1;09 + (% and w(z) = wo(x) w1 (x)?, and if s = (1 — 0)sg + Os1

q
(650,651 )g,4 = €3

q0’ " q1 q

It is clear from the same argument that the second part where j > k is bounded
as follows:

SIS BislH )| S 1H Ly g 1 g
k=0 j=k

Consequently, we have the desired estimate (B.I0)).
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3.2. Proof of Lemma It remains to prove Lemma 3.2l We have to prove the
following estimate: For j,k > 0,

T3 T (A" H) | e

< i (2L~ 201 (23 2n471)2#(%—max(§%))||H||La,£a, (3.15)
if 2 < ¢q,q < 6. The proof is divided into the case j,k > 1 and the cases where

j=0o0rk=0.

The case j, k > 1. First we claim that for 2 < ¢,q < 6,

2n+1 277,71) k(2n+1 2n

1
Ty (A H) | pgen S 2750 75 7 N H g g7 (3.16)
Indeed, we note that for j > 1 and 2 < ¢ < 6,
2n+1 2n—1
IT5hllgee < 2702 |72 (3.17)

which follows immediately from applying Proposition 3.1 in [3] with w(p) = —p©,
R~ 27, and p = g. Then by the usual TT* argument, it is not difficult to see that

BID) implies
|y H | oo S 205 -

271 1 ) k?( 2n+1

2n—1
T )||H>F("*1>||Lg~,2i,

for j,k > 1 and 2 < ¢,¢ < 6. Replacing H with A" "1 H, this gives (3.16]).
When |j — k| <1, 3I8) follows now directly from (B.I6). So we are reduced to
showing (3I5]) when |j — k| > 1. For this we will obtain

T TN H) | e S RE =3I H| (3.18)

when |j —k| > 1. By interpolation between the estimates (3.16]) and (3.1]]), we then
get (BI5) when |j — k| > 1. Indeed, when max((lz (11) = %, by interpolation between
BI8) with ¢ = 2 and B.I8), it is easy to check that (313 holds for 2 < ¢ < oo
and G/3 < ¢ < g. This range of ¢,q is wider than what is given by 2 < ¢,q < 6.

When max(% %) = %, one can similarly get (B.I5) by interpolation between (B.16)

with ¢ = 2 and (B.I8).
Now it remains to show the estimate (B.I8). From (B.H) and (B.6), we first write
T; Ty H(r,t) = / K(r, A\t — s)H(X, s)dAds,

where K (r, A\, t) is given as

X[2i—1 27 (7") X 2k—1 ok ()\) itp®
K(ro\ ) = M RO XIS [ 1, (1) s ) (o).
rs A 2 2
Then, (BI8)) would follow from the uniform bound
1K | oo, , S 277 27 g il (3.19)

To show this bound, we will divide K into four parts based on the following esti-
mates for Bessel functions J,(r).

Lemma 3.5. Forr >1 and Rev > —1/2,
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where
B, (r)] < Cyr? (3.20)
and
diiE,,(rﬂ <O (rm3 +r7%). (3.21)
Assuming this lemma which will be shown in Section Bl we see that
Tu_2(Ap) = (ea(Ap) 7% + ca(Ap) "2)e™™ + Bz (M) (3.22)
and

Juza(rp) = (cn(rp) ™2 + ca(rp)™3)e ™ + Euca (rp),

where the letter c,, stands for constants different at each occurrence and depending
only on n. Now we write

4
Jn— 2()\pJn2Tp Z (r, A\ p),

where
Ji(r, A, p) = (en(Ap) ™% + en(Ap) 2)eX ™ (ca(rp) "% + cn(rp)” 2)e
Ta(r, 0, p) = (en(Ap) "% + ea(Ap) ™ 2)eE N Bus (rp),
J3(r, A, p) = (en(rp) ™% + calrp) ™)™ Bus (Mp),
Ja(r, A, p) = Enz (Ap) Enz (rp).

Then, K is divided as K = 2?21 K, where

X[2i-1,2i TXk—11k()\) itp®
i = B O [ 10 )l
r—z )
First, it follows easily from (MII) that
||K4||L°O kn+3 <2 J2n 12 k2n 12*1'] k|
At Y

Next, we shall consider K. Since the factors (Ap)~ 2% and (rp)~2in J; would
1
2

give a better boundedness than (Ap)~2 and (rp)~2, respectively, we only need to
show the bound BI9) for

~ i—1 o) _ A el )
Kl(r, M) = X[27 1,21)(7") X[2+ 212;@)( )(Ar)_% /eztp iz)\piw‘pp—lsp2(p)dp'

n—2 n—2

rz 2

Let us now decompose K7 as

El(rv)\at): El(rvAat)

Xgamg) jgi g amiay (D)

+ (1 - X{zm(sj’k) <|t‘<8,2m(]‘,k)}(t))K1 (Ta /\,t),

where m(j, k) = max(j, k). When Qm(;k) < |t] < 8-2mU*) by the van der Corput
lemma (see [22], Chap. VIII) it follows that

‘/eitpaiikpiirpp—lch(p)dp <2—%m(jxk)'
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Hence, we get

. < 9—k25E9—j 25t 5—Lm(jk)
HX{Mthg.gmu,k)} HL:OU 2k Iy

=92 771

2n 2n1

ok 9= li—kl

For the second part where [t| > 8- 270:%) or |t] < 25 (] o

ala —1)tpe=?2 obiroito®
1— ) iApLirp+itp 1.2 d
/( i(EA LT +atpr1)2)° p= @ (p)dp

_ 1 +idpLirptitp® —1 2 }
- {z’(j:)\jzr—i-atpo‘—l)e ¢ o)

, we first note that

p=2

p=1/2
1 +iXpLirp+itp™ d ( -1, 2 )
_ 2 irptitp® 2 d
/i(:l:/\:tr—l—atpa*l)e dp pe(p))dp

by integration by parts. Since we are handling the case where |j — k| > 1, we see
that |+ A £r+atp® 1 > 2m0HF) when [t| > 8-2m0F) or |t| < 2m;j’k). Hence, using
this, we get

i irp+i — a_]‘tpa 2 —
‘/ e 2 dp‘ /} (£ L7+ atpr—1)2 2f 1902(p)‘dp

i |[Emermrre T )
j:)\j:r—l—atpo‘_l)p v p=1/2

1 d( 2( ‘
d
/} (EXA 7+ atpr— 1)dp(p @ ) P
<2- m(j.k)

This implies

I = Xk <|t\<8~2m(j,k>}(t))Kl||Lq?<jM S 9=kt 9 =it g miik)

2n—1 271 1
1 k=

92— 9= 1li—kl

<277
It remains to bound K3 and K3. We shall show the bound (819) only for Ko
because the same type of argument used for K5 works clearly on K3. Since the

factor (Ap)_% in J, would give a better boundedness than ()\p)_%, we only need to
show the bound (BI9) for

~ i—1 95 - A o
Rotr, ) = XX )R [ oo, ) ) H ()

r—=z A2

Let us now decompose K5 as

Ka(r,\t) = () Ky (r, A\, t)

X{M<lt‘<8,2m(]‘,k)}

+ (1 - X{ 2m(8j’k) <|t‘<8,2m(j,k)}(t))K2 (Ta /\7 t)a
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om (4, k)
8

where m(j, k) = max(j, k). When
lemma as before, it follows that

< |t| < 8-2mU:R) by the van der Corput

|X{ zm(sj”‘) <|t|]<8-2mG-k)} (t)Kg(’l“, A, t)l

<X[%fl,zk)(t)X{w;l,zf)(’”> \—dg—tm(ik)
~Y A’Vl; /rn;
_1 9 d —1 9
X sup {En72 Tp)p 2 (p), — (En=2(rp)p 29 (p }
s B 00 o) (B (o)™ 5%(0)
By (320) and B21)) in Lemma B3] we see

i

_s d _
[Eazz(rp)l Sr7% and |d—pEan2 (ro)l S (3.23)

for 1/2 < p < 2. Thus, we get

> ol g2 1 ik)o—j3
HX{M<\t|<8.2m<j,k)}(t)K2HL;‘}M52 T2 amld )2 =

< 9i 2n—1 gk 2n-1 27i|jfk|.
For the second part where |t| > 8 - 27U or |t| < zm(gj’k) , we will use the following

trivial bound when m(j, k) = j and r ~ 27:

‘ / TN (m)p‘%sf(p)dp‘ < / |En_2(rp)p™ 2% (p)|dp

< 9—57 — 9-m(ik)9—3J

which follows from ([3.23). On the other hand, when m(j, k) = k and r ~ 27, we
will also show

’ / MPEN By (rp)pT 2% (p)dp| S 27N,

Indeed, by integration by parts we see that

a(a —1)tp=2 iNpit o 1
[ (- S e Bl

1
- L'(:I:)\—Foztp“*l) p=1/2

1 +idpitp® d ( 1 4 )
N — A SR dp.
/i(i)\Jratpa_l)e a0 —2(rp)p~2¢7(p) )dp

. .« =2
eiz)\p-i-ztp En s (Tp)p_ 1 (,02 (p)} P
P



16 CHU-HEE CHO, YOUNGWOO KOH AND IHYEOK SEO

Since m(j, k) = k, one can easily check that | + A + atp®~t| > 2m0U:*) when |t| >
8-2mUH) or |t < 2mu “ . Hence, using this and (F23), we get

‘ / EATI B s (rp)p” 0% (p)dp

ala —1)tpe=?2 _1 9
/’ :I:)\—l—atpo‘ P Euz(rp)p” % (p)‘dp

1

_2(rp)p” isﬁz(p)rﬁ }

p=1/2

/‘mz)(]ﬂ 2(7°P)p_%<P2(P)>’dp

<om (k)9—3i

—E
+H (EX + atpr1)

as desired. Consequently, if r ~ 27
itp™ £idp -1 9 < o9—m(j,k)g—2j
‘/6 Euz(rp)p”2¢ (p)dp‘ S2 272

when [t| > 8- 2mUR) or |t < 2m<] Y

. This implies

n—1 __ _m . _ 3
I = X{L(g‘k)<|t\<8»2m<j,k>}( ) Kal| o r 527 kiatgmitstgmmikg =3

13—kl

The cases where j = 0 or k£ = 0. Now we consider the following cases where

j=0or k=0 in BIH):

IToT (V) [ pagn < 25CH =270 om0 (3.29)
ne 2n+1 2n_1y —J (Ll _max(L,1
1T O H) gy < 270 (bomasd) ) . (325)
and
HTOTO*(AnilH)Hngg S ||H||Lg,22l’ (326)

where j,k > 1 and 2 < ¢,q < 6.

Since the second estimate ([B.23]) follows easily from the first one using the dual
characterisation of LP spaces and a property of adjoint operators, we only show
B242) and [B.20]) repeating the previous argument. But here we use the following
estimates (see [10], p. 426) for Bessel functions instead of Lemma[335t For 0 <r <1
and Rev > —1/2,

| Ju(r)| < Cyr”  and !%Ju(r)}gcyr”—l. (3.27)

First we shall show (3.26]). Recall that

n—2

Tohtr) = Xou (0% [ e L (o)) h(o)dp.
0

Then, by changing variables p = p®, we see that

/ e“”aJnT—z‘(m)sD(p)h(p)dp=a‘l/ " Tz (rpt*)p(p *)h(p"/*)p! > dp.
0 0
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Thus, using Plancherel’s theorem in ¢ and [B.27), we get
I TohllL2c2 = [[Tohl| 212

—n=2 [e3 (e (e o—
= O ()T Tz (g ol ()t

£2L02

1 2 1/2
—c( [ [ e Pihp) et dpr )
0 12 ?

? 2 1— ! -2 1/2
< (/ [h(p)"p “/ Cr(rp)" d?“dp)
1/2 0

2 ) 1/2
([ o))
1/2
= ||Allz2. (3.28)
Also, by Holder’s inequality,
[TohllLgecoe S [IRl2-
By interpolation between this and 28], we obtain
[Tohllzocs < NIRll2 (3.29)
for 2 < g < co. Then, by the usual TT™ argument as before, this implies
IToT5 (A"~ H) | e S 1H

G’ G
9 nd
t 27‘

for 2 < ¢,q < oo.
Now we turn to (8:24). First, by using (3229) and the dual estimate of (BI7),
we see that

IToTy (X"~ H)l| paea < ITx (A" H)l2

2n41

<SR T H| o
7el

for 2 < ¢ < ooand 2 < ¢ < 6. Then, (3:24) would follow from interpolation between
this and the following estimate as before (see the paragraph below (BI8])):

I ToTr (A" H) || pgocoe S 27k%||H||L,}£}- (3.30)
Now we are reduced to showing (830). From 34 and B.0), we first write

ToTyH(r,t) = //K(r, At — s)H(N, s)dNds,

where
X (0,1 (r) x 2k—1 ok (M) itp®
K(r\t) = ~O = S22 [ it s (rp) Tz (Ap)® (p)dp.
ro3 A3 2 2
Then, we only need to show that

1K (r, A ) pes, , S27%2. (3.31)

At Y

Recall from ([B.22) that
Tu2(Ap) = (cn(A0) "2 4 ca(Ap)™2)eX™ 4 Bus (Mp). (3.32)
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By 323) and B27), the part of K coming from Ens (Ap) in (B32) is bounded as
follows:

- A . (a3 n n
X(OL}ET) X[2kA1,i];)( ) /eztp !‘]71772 (T'p)EnTﬂ (AP)QPQ(/))CZP S 2—]{}# S 2—]@7-
r—= pi

Now we may consider only the part of K coming from (Ap)~2, because the factor
(Ap)~2 in (332) would give a better boundedness than (Ap)~z. Namely, we have
to show the bound (B31)) for

~ —1 A . re% . 1
R(roa 0 = Xonl xen () [ s o)) 2 o),

2 n—2

r—z A 2

Let us now decompose K as
K(’I”, A, t) = X{%<|t\<8»2k} (t)K(Tv A, t) + (1 - X{%<\t|<8-2"} (t))K(Ta A, t)'

When % < |t| < 8-2F, by the van der Corput lemma as before, it follows that

() K (r; A1)

X sz

Xrr 2 Mxn (1) 1oy,

AT2272
~ )\TLTi27"nTi2

_1 9 d _1 9
x sup < Ju2(rp)p 29%(p), 7 (Juz2(rp)p2¢%(p)) ¢-
s (a0 ) o Una (o™ 2 (0)

By B27), we see

n— d n—
|Jan2(rp)| <Ccr"  and ’d—pJanz(rp)’ <or'z

for 1/2 < p < 2. Thus, we get

I crenam @z, 52745,

On the other hand, by integration by parts we see that

a(a —1)tpa=2 iNpit o 1
[ (= S e dstem iy

1 +iXptitp® _1 o p=2
= |l v v Jnf j|
{i(:lz)\—koetpo‘*l)e 252 (rp)p™ 27 () p=1/2
1 +idp+itp™ d ( -1 9
- - ~ < v v —— J’Vl* )d .
/i(i/\+atpa_l)e a0 a2 (rp)p~ 297 (p) dp
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One can also easily check that | = X + atp®~1| > 2% when |t| > 8- 2% or [t| < %.
Hence, using this and (3.27)), we get

’ / eEATI Ty (rp)p” 2 0? (p)dp

ala — 1)tp*~ 2 19
T ‘d
/‘ ) Tatpo 1) a2 (rp)p” 2% (p)|dp

p=2 ‘

p=1/2

+ / ‘mdip(c]%? (Tﬂ)pf%sﬂz(P)) ‘dp

<2’€”7

+ ‘ [mt]%? (TP)Pfésﬁz(P)}

when [t| > 8- 2% or [t| < %. This implies

_pns=2 _kn
||(1_X{%<|t\<8»2k}( ))KHL PRV R L

At Y

4. SHARPNESS OF THEOREM [I.1]

In this section we discuss the sharpness of Theorem [Tl We will show that (L8]
is a necessary condition for (L) (see Remark [[2). If (L8) is valid with a pair
(g,p) on the left and a pair (g, p) on the right, then it must be also valid when one
switches the roles of (¢, p) and (g, p). By this duality relation, we only need to show
the first condition n/p + 1/¢ < n/2 in (LI).

Let ¢ be a smooth cut-off function supported in the interval [1,2]. Let us now
define F(y,s) by

F(-9)(€) = x01)(5)0(€]).

Then one can easily see that |F||, 7,7 < 1, and

t
H/ ei(t—snvwﬂp(.’s)ds}
0 LiLE

3y [ e oepasas
_H/ iz-E+it|¢] _'Z|;a ) (I€]) 5‘

by taking integration with respect to s as

1 —ilg|e
/ el P llg_l — 1
0 —il§|~

Now we recall from [22] (see p. 344 there) that

I(\) ;:/eiWﬁ)w £)dE ~ A~ ZaJAJ

Ly LY

L{((N,00); L3 (§<|z|<1))

L{((N,00); Lz (5 <|z|<t))

where ag # 0, ¥ has a nondegenerate critical point at some point &y (i.e., V(&) =0
and the matrix [ o€, 85 } (&o) is invertible), and w is supported in a sufficiently small
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neighborhood of &. Applying this with 1(¢) = 1z - £ + [£|* and

w(©) = (“gt ol

we get

’/ sz+1t|£|a el|€|a ) o(l€) d§’>t_*

for sufficiently large ¢. Thus, if N is sufficiently large,
o s —eflsl® —
H/ ix-E+it)€| ) |§|
—il§|~ ((N,00; LR (4 <|z|<t))

[e’e} n q %

> (/ t—f‘Z(/ dx)pdt>
N t<|z|<t
e’} 1

~ (/ t"‘J(%‘%)dt)q.
N

Consequently, if (@) holds,

o 1
( / tnq(l/pfl/z‘)dt)q <1
N

But, this is not possible as N — oo unless ng(1l/p — 1/2) < —1 which is equivalent
to the condition n/p+1/q < n/2.

5. APPENDIX

Here we shall provide a proof of Lemma for estimates of Bessel functions
Jy(r). Tt is based on easy but quite tedious calculations.
First, we recall from [I0] (see p. 430 there) that for r > 1 and Rev > —1/2,

(r/2)” i /Oo —rt (42 | o \v—3 - i /Oo —rt (42 _gip\v—3
J(r)= —122 __ (je " e "t +2it) T2 dt—ie e (7 =2it)" " 2dt ),

where T is the gamma function given by

I'(2) :/ 2" le™"dr, Rez>0. (5.1)
0
Then, using the following identities
. S vm it
e~ (2 + 2it) 7 = (20 BT D - Sy
and
. S vm_m it
—icl" (2 - 2it) 73 = (2073 T TD (L4 )0
together with
-2yt =1-- 55+ R) (52)
2 B 272
and
1t y—1 1 ~
AI+5)""2=1+v—5)5 +R(1), (5.3)
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one can rewrite

(27T)_%7“V —i( _M_l)/oo —rty—1 1.4t
L =t wr==-1 =2 (1 — (v — =)— (1) )dt
10 =T e (1-w-53+R®)d

o wm_xy [ 1.4t =
+61(T—T—z)/ e_rtt”_%(l—i—(y )Z +R, ())dt)
) 22

Here, R,(t) and R,(t) are the remainder terms in Taylor series (5.2) and (5.3),
respectively, which are given by

Rut) = (v = )= D50~ Ty
and . '
Rult) = (v = 5)w — (G0 + 2

for some t, and t* with 0 < t,,t* < t.
Now we decompose J, (1) into three parts as J, (r) = I + II + III, where

B (2#)7%7"”

=2 (e W*T*‘Me“’”*—*%))/ e TR dL,
L(v+3) 0

_ Ly(on)- % o0
g )1l (_ie—%r—%—%)+iei<r—%—%>)/ e dt
0

and

-1 v o —rt v—3 oo —rtyv
1= @GR (/ ! uiR:(t)dt-i-/ f—ui”(t)dt).
F(V + 5) 0 ellr="3—1) 0

Then, from the definition (5] of T', we easily see that

and

II=—

si

(2m)2r3T(v + 3)
Now, the lemma is proved by taking F,(r) = I1I. Indeed, to show (B20) an
B21)), we first note that when Rev —5/2 <0,

RO, 1Rut)] < Cullv — ) — DI (54)
and when Rev —5/2 > 0,
D), 1Ru(0)] < Cullv = ) — I max(t~, 1) (55)

Hence, when Rev — 5/2 < 0, by using (54) and (51)), it follows that

3 (v + %)r_
2T(v+13)

[N

1
111 < Cylv — §||I/—
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On the other hand, when Rev —5/2 > 0, by using (&.3) and (G1I), we see that
3 max(T'(v + %)rfg,lj@y)r’”)

1
[I11] < Cylv — §||V -

2 K+ 1)
1 3 max(D(v + 2 D2
SCV|V——||V__|m x(I'(v 22 ( V))r_%
2 2 T(v+1)

Consequently, we get
|B,(r)] < Cur3,
and (B2I) is similarly shown by differentiating E, (r) and using (54) and (G&.5).
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