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REGULARITY OF FOURIER INTEGRAL OPERATORS WITH

AMPLITUDES IN GENERAL HORMANDER CLASSES
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ABSTRACT. We prove the global LP-boundedness of Fourier integral operators
that model the parametrices for hyperbolic partial differential equations, with
amplitudes in classical Hormander classes Sg?(;(]R”) for parameters 0 < p < 1,
0 < 6 < 1. We also consider the regularity of operators with amplitudes in the
exotic class Sg%(R"™), 0 < § < 1 and the forbidden class S} (R"), 0 < p < 1.
Furthermore we show that despite the failure of the L?-boundedness of operators
with amplitudes in the forbidden class S (R™), the operators in question are
bounded on Sobolev spaces H*(R™) with s > 0. This result extends those of Y.
Meyer and E. M. Stein to the setting of Fourier integral operators.
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1. INTRODUCTION

*

BEEEHEBEEmea

In this paper we investigate the local and global regularity of Fourier integral oper-
ators (FIOs) of the form

1

TS (@) = G [ e alen ) Fle) de.

with amplitudes in Hérmander classes S)%(R") consisting of functions in C*°(R" x
R™) satisfying

0807 a(x,€)| < Cop(1+ [€)mPel+oPl
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for 0 < p <1,0 <6 < 1. More specifically we consider the boundedness in LP(R")
and H*°(R™) (Sobolev spaces) for FIOs that model the parametrices of variable co-
efficient wave equations where the rank (0Z¢(z,€)) = n — 1. The corresponding
investigation for the other extreme case, i.e. rank (0zc¢(z,€)) = 0 which is the pseu-
dodifferential operator-case, was carried out by J. Alvarez, and J. Hounie in [1]. In
that paper the authors consider the LP-boundedness of pseudodifferential operators
with symbols in S7'(R") where 0 < p < 1,0 < ¢ < 1. In this paper we also consider
the case of operators with exotic amplitudes i.e. those with amplitudes in gfé(R”),
0 < § < 1 (which was missing in [I]) and thereby complete the picture regarding the
LP-boundedness of pseudodifferential operators. The case of p = § = 0 was treated
(using methods that are different than ours) by R. Coifman and Y. Meyer in [5], see
also [22].

Prior to this investigation, the only source for results regarding LP-regularity of FIOs
in S7s-classes were those by A. Seeger. C. Sogge and E. M. Stein [21], where the
authors established the local LP-boundedness for p € [1/2,1] and 6 = 1 — p.

Regarding global LP-boundedness, the results of M. Ruzhansky and M. Sugimoto
[20] are global extensions of those of Seeger-Sogge-Stein, however they are confined
to the amplitudes with p =1 and § = 0.

If one goes outside the aforementioned Hormander classes of operators, then global
boundedness results have been proven in various settings for example in the papers
by S. Coriasco and M. Ruzhansky [§], E. Cordero, F. Nicola and L. Rodino [6} [7]. Re-
cently, A. Hassell, P. Portal and J. Rozendaal [I1] obtained results regarding global
boundedness of Fourier integral operators, that go beyond those in [20]. More pre-
cisely in [I1] the authors also establish the regularity of FIOs with amplitudes that
decay faster than those in S (R") (with p € [1/2,1]), when differentiated in
the radial direction in the frequency variables. In [9] D. Dos Santos Ferreira and
W. Staubach considered amplitudes in very rough classes (that also contain all the
Hérmander classes S)'5(R™)), and proved global LP-boundedness of corresponding
FIOs. However, due to the roughness of the amplitudes, the order m (which depends
on p and 0) is not as good as the expected one for smooth amplitudes, and further
work is needed to achieve the right order of decay required for the LP-boundedness
of, for example, FIOs that yield parametrices for variable coefficient wave equations.

As one of the justifications of this investigation, we would like to mention that
the work of R. Melrose and M. Taylor [16], and also the study of FIOs on certain
nilpotent Lie groups (other than the Heisenberg group) motivates the considera-
tion of FIOs with amplitudes in Hormander classes 5{7372 /3(R”), for which, so far,

no LP-boundedness results have been available. Regarding L2-boundedness of op-
erators with general Hormander-class amplitudes, in [9] Dos Santos Ferreira and
Staubach showed that T¥ is globally L?-bounded, provided that p,d € [0,1], § # 1
and m = min(0,n(p — 0)/2), or p € [0,1], 6 =1 and m < n(p — 1)/2. This result is
sharp. In this paper we also discuss the global LP-boundedness of FIOs with forbid-
den amplitudes S (R"), 0 < p < 1. For instance, it was shown in [9, Theorem 2.17]
that FIOs with strongly non-degenerate phase functions and amplitudes in ST (R")
are LP-bounded if and only if m < —(n —1)|1/p — 1/2|, a result which parallels the
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well-known facts about pseudodifferential operators with forbidden symbols. How-
ever, the endpoint case of S7 | (R"), which is not covered by the results above, is of
particular interest. Indeed as Y. Meyer [17] and E. Stein (unpublished) have shown,
despite the lack of, say L?-boundedness ([22, Prop. 2, p. 272]), the pseudodiffer-
ential operators with symbols in S, (R™) map Sobolev spaces H*(R") with s > 0
continuously to themselves. This remarkable fact has had a large impact on the
applications of J. M. Bony’s paradifferential calculus [2] to a systematic study of
various nonlinear partial differential equations, see [23] for a comprehensive presen-
tation. In this paper we will also prove that FIOs with amplitudes in S?’I(R”) yield
bounded operators on Sobolev spaces with positive exponents.

The paper is organised as follows; in Section [2| we recall some definitions, facts
and results from microlocal and harmonic analysis that will be used throughout the
paper. In Section [3| we reduce the FIOs to a form that is amenable for Ruzhansky-
Sugimoto’s globalisation technique, which will in turn be adapted to general classes
of Hormander-class amplitudes. In Section {4 we first prove a general composition
formula for the left-action of a Fourier multiplier on an FIO with amplitude in general
Hormander classes. Our result extends the known results to the global setting and
all values of p,d (although the case of § = 1 has to be excluded). Thereafter, in
Section [5 we extend the method of Seeger-Sogge-Stein to the case of FIOs with
general classical Hormander-class amplitudes, and decompose the Fourier integral
operators into certain pieces for which we establish the basic kernel estimates. In
Section [6] we prove our main LP-boundedness theorems for FIOs with amplitudes in
the exotic, classical and forbidden Hormander classes. Finally in Section [7| we prove
the H*°-boundedness for FIOs with amplitudes in the forbidden class S7,(R") for
s > 0 and thereby extend the result of Meyer and Stein to the FIO-setting. Indeed
we produce a result in a more general class of amplitudes C7.S?,(R"™) with contains
the class 57, (R").

2. PRELIMINARIES

As is common practice, we will denote positive constants in the inequalities by C,
which can be determined by known parameters in a given situation but whose value
is not crucial to the problem at hand. Such parameters in this paper would be,
for example, m, p, s, n, and the constants connected to the seminorms of various
amplitudes or phase functions. The value of C' may differ from line to line, but in
each instance could be estimated if necessary. We also write a < b as shorthand for
a < Cb and moreover will use the notation a =~ b if a < b and b < a.

Definition 2.1. Let 1y € C°(R") be equal to 1 on B(0,1) and have its support in
B(0,2). Then let

V(€)== 1bo (277€) — tho (27071)5) )
where j > 1 is an integer and (&) = Y1(€). Then ¢;(&) = 9 (2*(jfl)§) and one
has the following Littlewood-Paley partition of unity

2%(5) =1, forall £ € R"
=0

It is sometimes also useful to define a sequence of smooth and compactly supported
functions W; with W; = 1 on the support of v; and V; = 0 outside a slightly larger
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compact set. One could for instance set
Vs =541 + ¢ + Y51,
with ¢—1 = ¢0.

In what follows we define the Littlewood-Paley operators by
Ui(D) f(x) = . ¥;(€) F(§) e ag,

where d¢ denotes the normalised Lebesgue measure d¢/(27)"™ and

fo = [ e

is the Fourier transform of f. Using the Littlewood-Paley decomposition of Defini-
tion , we define the Sobolev space H*(R™) in a somewhat unusual way. One can
however show that this is equivalent to the standard definition of H*(R").

Definition 2.2. Let s € R. The Sobolev space is defined by

ey = (D) ) < o0},

J=0

H'R") = {f e " ®") : |If

where /' (R™) denotes the space of tempered distributions.

Remark 2.3. Different choices of the basis {1;}52, give equivalent norms of H*(R™)
in Definition 2.2} see e.g. [24]. We will use either {1;}32, or {V;}52, to define the
norm of H*(R"™

Remark 2.4. By Fubini’s theorem, one can change the order of the norms in Def-

inition [2.2] i.e.

e = [ { #0123 9 D) )
=0

j=0

L2(R")

Also, using fairly standard Littlewood-Paley theory one can show the following well-
known result:

Lemma 2.5. Let {f;}32, C '(R") be such that

supp f; C{E e R [¢] S 27}, j>0.
Then, for s > 0, one has

1>
j=0

For a proof, see e.g. [23].

< ° ; ) 1/2
1}
HS(R'“) ~ H{Z |f]’

J=0

L2(R")

In proving the LP-boundedness of FIOs (1 < p < 00), the standard procedure is to
first show the boundedness of the operator (and its adjoint) from the Hardy space
H1(R™) to L'(R™) and thereafter interpolate the results with the L?-boundedness.
In proving the Hardy space boundedness, the main tool is to use the so-called Hardy
space atoms.
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Definition 2.6. Let p € (0,1]. A function a is called an FP-atom if for some
xg € R™ and r > 0 the following three conditions are satisfied:

i) supp a C B(xg,r),
it) |a(z)] < [B(wo, )|/,

i01) [Jon 2 a(z)dz =0 for all |a| < N for some N > n(1/p—1).
Then a distribution f € FP(R"™), has an atomic decomposition

f = Z )\jﬂj,
=0

where the \; are constants such that

o0

Z AP~ ||fH,pyﬂ’(R")

§=0
and the a; are JP-atoms.

Remark 2.7. Different choices of N in iii) above give equivalent definitions of the
FCP-norm.

Next we define the building blocks of the FIOs and the pseudodifferential operators.
These are the amplitudes (symbols in the pseudodifferential setting) and the phase
functions. The class of amplitudes considered in this paper were first introduced by

L. Hormander in [12].

Definition 2.8. Let m € R and p,d € [0,1]. An amplitude (symbol) a(x,§) in the
class S7'5(R") is a function a € C*(R" x R") that verifies the estimate

0805 a(x,&)| < (§)mrlel+alAl,

for all multi-indices o and B and (x,&) € R™ x R™, where (¢) := (1 + [£]*)Y/2. We
shall henceforth refer to m as the order of the amplitude. Following the folklore in
harmonic and microlocal analysis, we shall refer to the class S§'s(R™) as the exotic
class and to S (R") as the forbidden class of amplitudes.

Towards the end of this paper, in connection with the amplitudes with low spatial
regularity and also the forbidden amplitudes, we will use the Zygmund class CL(R"™)
whose definition we now recall.

Definition 2.9. Let r € R. The Zygmund class is defined by

Ci(R") = {f e #'(®") : |f]

o = 5up 2[4y (D) i < o01.
J1Z

If C"(R™), r € Ry, denotes the Holder space, and C"(R™) denotes the space of
continuous functions with continuous derivatives of orders up to and including r,
then one also has that

(1) CI(R")=C"(R") for re R, \Z, and C"(R")C CI(R") forreZ,.

In connection to the definition of the Zygmund class, there is another class of
amplitudes which have low regularity in the z-variable, which were considered by
G. Bourdaud in [3].
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Definition 2.10. Let m € R, 0 <6 <1 and r > 0. An amplitude (symbol) a(x, &)
is in the class CST5(R") if it is C*°(R™) in the £ variable and verifies the estimates

108a(-, )| poe(rny S (€)™,

and

10ga(-,&)llesmn < (€)1,
for all multi-indices a and £ € R™. Here CI(R") is the Zygmund class of Definition
2.9

It is important to note that S (R") C CyST4(R"), for all r > 0, which follows from

(E

Given the symbol classes defined above, one associates to the symbol its Kohn-
Nirenberg quantisation as follows:

Definition 2.11. Let a be a symbol. Define a pseudodifferential operator (¥DO for
short) as the operator

-~

alz, D) f(z) = / ¢ a(a, ) F(€) de,

n

a priori defined on the Schwartz class /' (R™).

In order the define the Fourier integral operators that are studied in this paper,
following [9], we also define the classes of phase functions.

Definition 2.12. A phase function ¢(z,&) in the class ®F is a function
o(x, &) € C2(R" x R™\ {0}), positively homogeneous of degree one in the frequency
variable & satisfying the following estimate

(2) sup €17 og o), €)| < Cap,

(z, &)eR™ xR \{0}
for any pair of multi-indices o and (3, satisfying || + || > k. In this paper we will
mainly use phases in class ®* and ®*.

We will also need to consider phase functions that satisfy certain non-degeneracy
conditions. These conditions have to be adapted to the case of local and global
boundedness in an appropriate way. Following [21], in connection to the investigation
of the local results, that is, under the assumption that the z-support of the amplitude
a(x,§) lies within a fixed compact set IC, the non-degeneracy condition is formulated
as follows:

Definition 2.13. Let K be a fixed compact subset of R™. One says that the phase
function p(x, &) satisfies the non-degeneracy condition if

det <6§j§kg0(x,f)> #0, for all (x,&) € K x R™\ {0}.

Following the approaches in e.g. [9, 19 20], for the global LP-boundedness results
that were established in those papers, we also define the following somewhat stronger
notion of non-degeneracy:
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Definition 2.14. One says that the phase function p(x,&) satisfies the strong non-
degeneracy condition (or ¢ is SND for short) if

(3) |det (82 ¢ 0(2.€))

> 0, for some § > 0 and all (z,£) € R" x R™\ {0}.

Having the definitions of the amplitudes and the phase functions at hand, one has

Definition 2.15. A Fourier integral operator (F1O for short) T with amplitude a
and phase function ¢, is an operator defined (once again a-priori on ./ (R™)) by

() 125(0) = [ @ a(e,€) fle)de,

where p(x,€) € C(R™ x R™\ {0}) and is positively homogeneous of degree one in
.

In this paper, the basic L?-boundedness result which we shall utilise for the FIOs,
is the following proposition which could be found in [9] as Theorems 2.2 and 2.7.

Proposition 2.16. Let p,6 € [0,1], 0 # 1. Assume that a(z,§) € S)5(R") and
o(z,€) is in the class ®* and is SND. Then the FIO TY is bounded on L*(R™) if and
only if m = —n max(0, (6 — p)/2). In case p € [0,1], 6 = 1 then the L*-boundedness
is valid if and only if m < n(p—1)/2.

A global result concerning the boundedness of FIOs with amplitudes of order zero,
which will be used in the proof of Theorem [7.1] goes as follows:

Lemma 2.17. Let a(z,§) € S74(R"). Assume also that o(z,£) € @2, is SND. Then
for s € R, the F1IO T¥ is bounded from the Sobolev space H*(R™) to H*(R").

Proof. This follows immediately from [14], Theorem 5.7 part (ii)], by noting that the
Besov-Lipschitz space B, (R") in that result reduces to the Sobolev space H*(R")
when p = ¢ = 2. O

We also state the following version of the non-stationary phase lemma, whose proof
can be found in [19, Lemma 3.2].

Lemma 2.18. Let K C R" be a compact set and Q2 D IC an open set. Assume that
® is a real valued function in C*(Q2) such that |[V®| > 0 and

00| S [V,

for all multi-indices o with |a| > 1. Then, for any F € CX(K) and any integer
k>0,

‘/n F(&) oi®(©) df‘ < Crni Z /}C’aap@)’ |V(I)(§)|fk de.

o<k

Finally we recall a composition result, whose proof can be found in [I8, Theorem
4.2], or in a more general setting in [4, Theorem 3.11], which will enable us to keep
track of the parameter while a parameter-dependent WDO acts from the left on a
parameter-dependent FIO. This will be crucial in the proof of the boundedness of
FIOs with forbidden amplitudes on Sobolev spaces.

Proposition 2.19. Let m <0, 0 < e < 1/2 and Q :=R" x {[¢| > 1}. Suppose that
a(z, &) € STH(R™) uniformly in t € (0,1] and it is supported in Q, b(§) € SY(R™)
and ¢ € C*(Q) is such that
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(i) for constants Cy,Cy > 0, C1[&] < |Vaep(x,&)| < Col¢] for all (x,&) € Q, and

(ii) for all |al, 18] > 1, [05¢(z,€)] < (€) and [9gd]p(x, &) S [E]'71, for all
(x,€) € QL

Consider the parameter dependent Fourier integral operator Ty, given by with

a
amplitude a;(x,€), and the parameter dependent Fourier multiplier

MeD)f(e) = | e <) Fe) de

n

Then the composition b(tD)T is also an FIO with phase ¢ and amplitude o, which
18 given by

o (,€) = / / au(y, €) b(tn) VRO dy dy.
R'IL XR’VL

Moreover, for each M > 1, we can write o, as
la
Ut<x7£) = b(tvx@(QT,f))at(JT,f) + Z Jga(tax>€)+tMar(t>$a£)a

0<|a|<M
fort € (0,1). Moreover, for all multi-indices ,~ one has

sup ‘857850&(75,%5)75‘“'(1_6)‘ < <§>m_|°“(1/2_5)_|7‘ for 0 < |a| < M,
te(0,1)
and

sup 9100 (t, 2, )| < (€)™ M/2oh,

te(0,1)
Remark 2.20. The composition Proposition [2.19 as well as the forthcoming The-
orem are both formulated for FI1Os where the corresponding amplitudes are as-
sumed to vanish in a neighbourhood of the origin. This is just to avoid the singularity
of the phase function at the origin. However, as we shall see in Remark this
won’t cause any problems for the validity of our results.

3. REDUCTION AND GLOBALISATION

We start by describing how the problem of LP-boundedness of FIOs with SND phase
functions that belong to the class ®2, can be reduced to the case of operators that
are well-suited for the Ruzhansky-Sugimoto’s globalisation procedure.

Thus let 77 be an FIO given by , with ¢ € ®2 and SND. We start by localising
the amplitude in the ¢ variable by introducing an open convex covering {U; },, with
maximum of diameters d, of the unit sphere S*~!. Let =; be a smooth partition of
unity subordinate to the covering U; and set

a(x, &) == a(z,§) El<‘£—|>

A

Define
1) = [ e, e fie) de

and fix a point (; € U;. Then for any ¢ € U;, Taylor’s formula and Euler’s homo-
geneity formula yield

(,0(13,5) = 90<x7 Cl) + Vg(p(l’, Cl) ’ (5 - Cl) + )‘(‘7;7§>
= ANz,€) + Vep(z, ) - €.
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Furthermore, for £ € U,

afk)\(x7€) = aﬁkgp<x7 %) - a&kgp(x7 Cl)»

so the mean-value theorem and the definition of class ®? yield
|0¢, 00N (z,€)| < Cd,
for all |5] > 0, and for |a| > 2,
02N, &) < Cleft e,

for all 5. One also observes that due to the homogeneity of A(x,&) in £ and the
mean-value theorem, one also has that |V, A(z,§)| < |£]. We shall now extend the
function A(z, &) to the whole of R™ x R™ \ {0}, preserving its properties and we
denote this extension by \(z, ) again. Now this A belongs to the class ®'. Hence
the Fourier integral operators 7; defined by

1) i= [ e, € Xm0 fig) dg,

are the localised pieces of the original Fourier integral operator T and therefore

M
T:ZTl.
=1

Now, let us investigate the LP-boundedness of each piece T;. To this end we observe
that due to the SND assumption on ¢, the map t;(z) = Vep(z,() is a global
diffeomorphism and composing 7} f(z) with the inverse of t; results in the FIO

TP @) = [t (@), €) @0 e de

Observe that all the derivatives of tl_1 are bounded and indeed the phase function
Mt (2),€) + 2 - € is SND (note also that the diameters d can be picked as small as
we like). Therefore the study of the global LP-boundedness of 7} is reduced to the
study of the global LP-boundedness of FIOs of the form

/ o, €) @O Fe) de,

where o(x, &) belongs to the same amplitude-class as a(z, £), 0 € ! and 0(z, &)+
being SND.

In a similar way, one can show that, for an FIO of the form

/ / aly, €) €HO—=E §(y) de dy,
R xR™

with ¢ € ®2, matters can be reduced to FIOs of the form

[ otmgemnorvn s acay,
R xR”
where o(y, ) belongs to the same class as a(y, &) and 0(y, &) € L.

Now with these reductions in mind we proceed to describe the globalisation proce-
dure. In [20], Ruzhansky and Sugimoto developed a new technique to transfer local
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boundedness of Fourier integral operators, which was proven by Seeger, Sogge and
Stein [21], to a global result, where the amplitudes of the corresponding operators do
not have compact spatial supports. We also note that this transference method only
works for p # 0. In order to prove global regularity results we follow [20], and first
assume that the phase function is smooth in the the support of the amplitude (this
assumption can be removed by dividing the operator into low and high frequency
portions and treat each one separately). Then one defines the function

H(z,y,2) = inf |2+ Ved(z,y, )]

where for us ¥(z,y, ) is either 0(z, &) or —0(y, €), with 6 € ®! and
Ay ={(z,y,2) e R" xR" xR": H(x,y,z) > r}.

One also defines

H(z):= inf H — inf
(Z) x,glJrElR" (x7 Y, Z) z,yl,?e]R” |Z + v§79($, Y, §)|
and N N
A, = {z eER": H(z) > r}.
Let o(z,y,&) € C®(R™ x R x R™) satisfying the estimate
080700 (w,y,€)| S (§)mrierrolrl,
with m < 0, for all multi-indices «, 5 and v and (z,y,£) € R" x R” x R". We set

M= 3 sup (€ D Blo(a, y,€)|

n
i< PR

and
Ny = Z sup ‘(5)’(1’”')85719(1',@;,5)‘.

1<y <L “YAER

Here we observe that N, < oo by the ®!-condition on # above. Given these defini-
tions one has the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Let r > 1 and L > 1. Then we have R"\ Ay, C {z : |2| < (24 Np)r}.
Furthermore for r >0, x € Ay, and |y| < r we have

(5) H(z) <2H(z,y,z —y)
and therefore (x,y,x —y) € A,.

Proof. For z € R™\ 827”, we have ﬁ(z) < 2r. Hence, there exist g, yo, & € R™ such
that

|z + Ved(xo, yo, &o)| < 2r.
Since, r > 1, this yields that

12| < |2+ Ved(xo,v0,80)| + | Ve (o, vo,&0)| < 2r + N < (2+ Np)r.

The claim that (z,y,z—y) € A, follows from ({5)) and the definition of A,. Therefore

it only remains to prove (f]). Now, if [y| <r and z € Ay, then since H(z) > 2r, we
have that

H(z) <[z +Vi(z,y,8)] < [x —y + V(z,y,5)| + |y]

H(x)
5
From this, follows at once. O

<o —y+Vi(,y, &)+
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In order to prove the global boundedness, the following result is of particular im-
portance.

Lemma 3.2. The kernel
K(z,y,2) = / NS 6 (2, y, €) d¢
is smooth on U,soA,.. Moreover, for all L > n/p and r > 1 it satisfies

(6) |H"K||poe(a,) < C(L, My, N11),

where C(L, My, Np,1) is a positive constant depending only on L, My and Np;.
For L >n and r > 1, the function H(z) satisfies the bound

(7) I~ 25,) < C(L, Nrga).
Proof. 1f one introduces the differential operator

_ (24 V) - Ve

N Z"Z + Vgﬂ‘Q ’

with the transpose D*, then integrating by parts L times yields
K(ry2) = [ @509 (D) ofr.y.0)de
Now @ follows from the relation
r < H(z,y,2) <[z + Ved(z,9,8)],
which is valid for (z,y,2) € A, and £ € R". Moreover
2| < [z 4+ Vel (2, y,8)] + N,

for any & # 0, which yields that

2| < H(z) + Npsi.
Hence for |z| > 2Ny, one has

2| < H(2) + |21/2

and therefore
|z| <2H(2).
Using this we get

7L 7—L 7L
”H ||L1(Er) < HH |’L1(5rﬁ{|z|§2NL+1}) + ”H ||L1(£rm{‘Z|Z2NL+1})
ST_L/ dz—l—QL/ |z|7F dz
|2|<2NL 11 |2|>2N 41
< C(L, Np+1),
which proves (7)) . O

In Section |§| in the proof of Theorem (Step 3 of the proof), we shall see how
Lemmas [3.1] and [3.2] are used to globalise the local LP-boundedness result.
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4. COMPOSITION OF FOURIER MULTIPLIERS AND FIOs

We start with a composition theorem which allows us to left-compose a Fourier
multiplier with an FIO. The difference between Theorem below and Proposition
lies in the fact that, although the latter deals with the parameter dependent
case, it only covers amplitudes in ST(IR™). Also the method of proof of Proposition
2.19| is quite different from that of the following theorem whose proof is not just
a modification of the former. The difficulties arise exactly when & > p, but they
can be overcome. However, as we shall see, the forbidden case of 6 = 1 has to be
excluded.

Note that the composition theorem below also allows us to compose our more general
FIOs with Bessel potential operators (see i.e. Lemma in order to obtain crucial
91— L? estimates that are in turn used in the proofs of the LP-boundedness results
(Theorem [6.4)).

Theorem 4.1. Letm,m' € R, p € [0,1],6 € [0,1) and Q :=R"x{|¢] > 1}. Suppose
that a(z,€) € ST5(R™), and it is supported in Q, ¥(£) € STH(R") and ¢ € C*(Q) is
such that

(1) for constants Cy,Cy > 0, C1|€] < |Vep(x,&)| < Cslé| for all (z,€) € Q, and
(i) for all|al,|8] = 1, 105 ¢(x,&)| < (€) and |0¢07¢ (2, )| S 1, for all (z,£) € Q.

Consider the Fourier multiplier and the Fourier integral operator

-~ ~

D)) = [ O Fae and Trf() = [ a(w,€) Fle) de

n

Then the composition operator T := ~(D)T? is also an FIO (with the same phase
as T?), and with amplitude given by

(8) b(z,€) : // a(y, &) () @ rHiewO=i@0) qp qy
R™ xRR™

Moreover b € Sm+m (R™).

Remark 4.2. It is easy to show that if a phase function o € ®* is SND then it
satisfies all the requirements of Theorem [4.1]

Proof of Theorem [4.1] The expression in can easily be derived through a simple
calculation. Set

co(x,&n) = al(x,§)v(n)

and

O(z,y,&m) = (z—y) n+ey&) —ex,8).
Then the following estimates are valid:
(Vy®) = (x =),
(Vy®) = Cr(§ —m), [§] <R, R>0,
V@] S 6]+ 1€ —nl,
[Ve®| < |z —yl.

(9)

Indeed the first equality is trivial, and for the second one, setting

A(JI,&) = QO(.T,f) — & 57
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we note that for || < R and R > 1, triangle inequality and condition (i) on the
phase yield that

2(Cy + R(1 4|V, @) > 2(Cy + 1)R + |V, D
=2(C+ DR+ [Vy(p(y, &) —y-n)l
=2(Co+ DR+ [Vy(y - (£ =n) + Ay, )]
=2(Co+ DR+ | —n+ V,A(y, &)
2(C: + )R+ [€ —nl — (C2 + D]
2(

AVARAYS

Co+1)R— (Co+1)R+ |€ — 1|
= (Co+ 1R+ £ — 1
> (141§ —nl).

On the other hand, for |{| < R and R < 1, condition (¢) on the phase implies
(Co+1)(14|V,@]) > (Co+1) + §|Vy<I>|

= (G + 1) + 516~ 1+ V,A,©)

1 Cy+1
> (Co+ 1)+ e —nl - S g

R(Cy + 1
R

1
> 5(1 + 1€ = ).

To show the third estimate in (9)) we observe that condition (i) on the phase yields
Va®| = [Va(z - (n = &) = Az, )| S 1€ =0l + (Co + DIE] S 1€ —nl + €]

Finally to show the forth estimate in @ we observe that the mean-value theorem
and condition (ii) on the phase yield that

[Ve®| = [Vep(y, §) — Vep(r,8)] S |z —yl.
Using Faa di Bruno’s formulae and estimate @D we can also show that
(10) 08006 S (z — )l (1 + [ + [ — n?) 2.
Introduce the differential operators
Ly = <an)>72 (1 —iVy®-Vy)
Ly = <qu)>72 (1—-iVy® - V),
and integrating by parts we have

o6 = [ )L el g dndy

for large positive N. It follow from @ and that, for any R > 0,
b(z,€) € C°(RY x B(0,R)) (the subscript b indicates the boundedness of all the
derivatives). It also follows from condition (i) on the phase that

(11) IV, ®| = |[Vye(y, &) —nl > Cilg] — [n].
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Now let x € C2°(R™) be such that 0 < y(z) < 1 and x(x) = 1 when |z| < 1/2 and
Xx(x) = 0 when |z| > 2/3. Set

xi1(n,§) = X<C:2£>>'

Since |n| < 2C1(£)/3 on the support of x1, yields (on supp x1)

2
> — = .
1,01 = € (J¢ - 5 ()
At this point , we observe that since
. 2y _ G
lim Ci|—=—=) =—,
€[ =00 1((5) 3) 3

it follows that there exists R; > 0 and C' > 0 such that on supp x1 N {|{| > R;} one
has

12 velzog=c(ts R EN T S ey

Setting
bl(xaf) = // C(yagan) Xl(naf) eii’ d77 dya
Rn7 xR™
and }
L, = —i|lV,®|*V,®-V,,
and integrating by parts yields
(e €)= [ e (L)Y () ety o) dndly,
Since b(z, ) € C° (R} x B(0, R)), estimate yields that by (z, &) € S™(R").

Now define x5 := 1 — x7 and consider

ba(, &) = //R . c(y,&,m) x2(n, §)e'® dn dy.

To simplify the calculations from here we set

1
Ho.) = [ Tally + (0= 9).6) ds.
0
Noting that V,p(z,£) = V,A(z,§) + £, rewriting

(1)<x7y7€777) = (l’ _y) ’ (77 _g_ I(%%f))a
making the change of variables

2=y —, C:n_f_[(wayaé)a
and then defining

Cl(y>€777> = X2(77 + I(x7y>€>7£) C(y7€777 + I(ﬂ?,y,é)),

we obtain
o) = [[earngerodcds
R™ xR™
Moreover, by(x, &) in turn can be split into bs(z, &) + by(z,£) with

8= [[ TGt g0



ON THE LP-BOUNDEDNESS OF GENERAL FIOS 15
and

) = [[ e Oat s nge O dcds
R xR™
We observe that on the support of x2((, ¢ ) one has that

¢l > Cl( )
and on the support of xo(I(x,y,&) + & + C,ﬁ),

I.9.6)+ £+ 2 2Ci().

Therefore integrating by parts we can show that

b, ) = //RR e =< |¢|2

=AM {271 = AYM (x2(C ) ealw + 2,6, 6+ ()} dC dz,
to conclude that bg(x,f’) € S7(R").

Defining
CQ(ya 57 77) = X1 (7] - £7 g) 1 (y7 gv 77)7

we see that

C2(y7§a77) = Xl(n - @f))@(n + ](ZL‘,y,f),ﬁ) c(y7§77] + I(flf,y,f)),

and by(z, &) can be written as

(13) bal, €) — // e 4 2,6, € +C) dC de.
R”XR"
Using the definition of ¢3(y, £, n) we see that
In—¢&| < Cl( >

on the support of ¢y(y, &, n).

In what follows we shall denote the derivative of cy(y, &, n) with respect to y by d;¢a,
the derivative of co(y, &, ) w.r.t. £ by dace, and the derivative of ¢y(y, &, n) w.r.t. n
by Osc. Now using and Taylor’s formula we have that

(_i)‘y‘ —izC
b — iZC (Y dcd
o= 325 [ Ote a6 g acas
I ,
o Igv/o % //RR O e2)(w + 2,6, € + 5¢) AC dz ds.

For s € [0,1], set
o(z +2,6,§+5¢) = (0705 ca)(x + 2,£, £ + C).

Let us now study the behaviour of the derivatives of

rs(z,§) = //R y e o(x+ 2,& €+ sC)dC dz.
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To this end observe that
8?857"5(95,5) = //R X e =6 8?850(:10 +2,&,€ + s¢)dCdz.

nR™

Now for M > n/2 we write
¢ = (14 (%)M (1 + (% (-Ag) e

and integration by parts yields that
(1) oo w9 = [[ e R0 A
with -
(1) R(w,€,2,0) := (14 (% [2) "M (1 + (O (D)) MO 0o (w + 2,6, € + 50).

We also have that
[(1+ () (=AM 020]0)o (2 + 2,€, & + 0]

< SO (@050 )@ + 2, 6,6+ 5C)

[Al<M
+ Z 25\/\| aﬁ+va2x+a 9)(z+ 2,£,€ + s()
(16) (A<M
< D00 (greael sy
A<M

4 Z V2001 (eymFlBLHOh (¢ 4 geym'=2—lal,
A<M

Divide the domain of integration in ¢ in into three pieces A := {|¢] < (£)?/2},
B = {(6)°/2 < [¢| < (§)/2} and C :={|¢] > (¢)/2}.

We observe that for s € [0, 1], |¢| < (£)/2 we get

6+56)— @1 =]s [ Do+ sl
0 k=1
since [0, (§ +ts¢)| < 1. This implies that for s € [0, 1], |¢] < (£)/2 we have
(17) B < fevag <2

Moreover and also yield that in in A U B we have

[Ro(, &2, Q1 S (L+ (€)%]z[*) (g rietolil,
Hence

‘ / / e R, dz d(‘ < <§>m+m/"3'a'+”—5”/ / (1 + Juf)™ dud¢
A Jrn A Jrn
< <§>m+m’—p|a|+5\ﬂ\ ‘

Next we observe that since
(18) O7((1+ (1)) S (1 + (€))7,

one has /
(= AL)MR,| < ()t rlalHoBH2ME (1 4 () 20]2) =M,
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Therefore

[ emrasac = | [ [ e -ag R

N@WWM“WWM"/KH%/OHMH%mc

n

< <€>m+m —plal+316]

Y

On the set C we have (§) < 2|¢| and for all s € [0,1] that

(€ +sC) < (&) +1¢] < 3[¢].
Hence the definition of R, in and (16), (18), yield that
[(=O1)R,| < [¢[exm RPN ()™ (1 4 (€))%~
Therefore integrating by parts and choosing N so large that
max(m’,0) + d§|8] +2Md — 2N(1 — ) < —n
and
m + |8| + max(m’,0) +2M§ — 2N (1 —6) + (1 — d)n < m+m’ — p|a| + |3

(observe once again that 0 < 1), we obtain

‘//n e R, dzd(‘_‘//n =7 |¢[ 2N (=AL)V R, dz dC

< <£>m—n5/ | [e(m! 0)+31BL2M5-2N (1) g
c

~J

< <£>M+m’*p|a|+5|ﬁ| .

This concludes the proof. 0

5. DECOMPOSITION OF THE FIOs

In connection to the study of the LP-regularity of FIOs, based on an idea of C.
Fefferman [10], Seeger, Sogge and Stein [2I] introduced a second dyadic decom-
position superimposed on a preliminary Littlewood-Paley decomposition, in which
cach dyadic shell {2771 < |¢| < 27+} (as in Definition [2.1)) is further partitioned into
truncated cones of thickness roughly 27/2 and one can prove that O(Qj (n=1)/ 2) such
elements are needed to cover one shell. Since we are dealing with FIOs with ampli-
tudes in general Hormander classes, the constructions in [21] have to be generalised
to this setting. For instance we need to adapt the influence set associated to an
FIO to the more general amplitudes at hand, and get desirable estimates of the size
of the aforementioned influence set as well as a lower bound involving the phase
function of the FIO. Our presentation here is essentially self-contained.

Definition 5.1. For each 7 € N we fix a collection of unit vectors {5;’} that satisfy
the following two conditions.
) & ¢ Jifv#V. |
(i1) If £ € S, then there exists a &Y so that ‘f — 5;” < 279/2,
One can take a collection {fj”} which s mazimal with respect to the first property
and there are at most O(2/"~V/2) elements in the collection {€}}.
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Let I'] denote the cone in the {-space whose central direction is £, i.e.

(19) ry={eer: é_\_f; <2272}
One also defines )
= Znyjn;’
where
10 = o(2 (- ¢)))

and ¢ is a non-negative function in C(R™) with ¢(u) =1 for |u| < 1 and ¢(u) =0
foru > 2.

We have the following lemma:

Lemma 5.2. The functions x; € C*(R"™ \ {0}) and are supported in the cones I';.
They sum to 1 in v:

SN =1, foralljand € #0

and moreover they satisfy the estimates

(20) |a?XJV(§)‘ < 9ilal/2 |§|—Ia\ :
for all multi-indices o and
(21) |OXE(©)] < Cwle|™Y,  for N =>1,

if one chooses the axis in §-space such that & is in the direction of & and
§ = (&, ..., &) is perpendicular to &F.

Proof. In proving we note that the argument of 7% contains a factor of 2//2
followed by something that is homogeneous of degree zero. Hence a derivatives
yield a factor of 271%/2 and a function that is homogeneous of degree — |a|. To prove
one observes that in the support of Xj one can write

O, = 0r + 0(2_j/2) - Ve,

where 0, is the radial derivative and 9Y x; = 0 since x7 is homogeneous of degree
Z€ro. [

If ¢, is chosen as in Definition 2.1 and we sum in both j and v one has

(22) o)+ DD Xj(©)5(€) =1, forall ¢ eR"

v

When using the second dyadic decomposition we will split the phase ¢(x,&) —y - &
into two different pieces. The following lemma estimates one of the pieces.

Lemma 5.3. Define
Then on the support of X7 (§)y;(§), one has that

-1 .
€] [¢] if laf =1 < 9—ilal/2

}agih]”(x,fﬂ 5 {‘€|1—|a| if |o¢‘ >2 -
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and
2 1—N— L .
|0 (a0, €)| S 1€ (€N me 2927 INVHD =9I,

Proof. The proof is based on simple Taylor expansions and homogeneity considera-
tions, see [22, p. 407]. d

In [21] the authors define an “influence set” associated to the SND phase function
. We have to make a similar definition but it has to be fitted to the more general
classes of amplitudes that we are considering here. To this end we have

Definition 5.4. Let y € R" be the centre of a ball B with radius v, and set p :=
min(p, 1/2) with p € (0, 1]. Define
R; = {y ER": |ly—g| <c27H, |7r;’(y — gj)‘ < 02”’9},

where m/ is the orthogonal projection in the direction & and c is a large constant
depending on the size of the various Hessians of ¢ but independent of j, to be specified
later. We also define R as the preimage of R} under the mapping x — Vep(z, f}-’),
1.€.

(23) RY:= {x €R™: [Vep(z,£)) — 9| < c27H ‘ﬂ}’(Vgp(I,ﬁ}’) - gj)‘ < cQ‘pj}.

j
Now set
(24) B = Ur
2-i<r Vv
and recall that the number of v’s in the union above is O (2/("=1/2).

In this connection we have the the following estimates.

Lemma 5.5. Lety € R™ be the centre of a ball B with radius r and let B* be defined
as in . Then

(1) B* satisfies the estimate
|B*| < pp(u=1/2)(n—=1)
(ii) If v € R*\ B*, y € B(y,r) and k is chosen such that r =~ 27% then for c in
@ large enough, we have
(25)  2°[(Vep(z,&)) =y | +2"((Vep(a, &) —y)'| 2 20792 j> k.

Proof.
(1) Since RY is of size O(27#) in the £/-direction and O(27#/) in the other n — 1
directions, we have

|B*| < Z Z \R]’%| < Z 21(n=1)/2 9=j(ptu(n=1)) < pp+(u=1/2)(n=1)

2=i<pr Vv 2—i<r
(ii) Observe that (25]) is equivalent to
2T |(Vep(w, &) —yh| + 2002 (Vep(a,6) —y)'| 21, j 2 k.

Moreover, using that j > k, it is enough to show that
2% |(Vep(w, &) — yh| +2%[(Vep(r, &) —y)'| 2 1.
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By construction, there exists a unit vector f,l;/ with |§Zl =& < 27%/2 Since R™\ B* C
R™ \ RY then the assumption in (ii) yields that z € R" \ RY and therefore

2M|m (Vep(a, &) — 7) + 2" Vep(e, &) — 7l 2 ¢,
which implies that
2|(Vep(, &) = gl + 2" |(Vep(z, &) = 9)'| = ¢/2,
for ¢ sufficiently large. On the other hand, for [V — &| < 27%/2 one has
(26) (Vep(a. &) = Vel &) - &1 £ 27"
Indeed using the homogeneity we have
(Veo(,6) = Vep(, &) - &
= (Vep(a,&) = Vep(a, &) - (& — &) + o(2.&)) = Vep(.&) - &
= (Vep(a,€&) = Vepl(a, &) - (& — &) + 1 (2,€),
where

Now the important fact is that h};' (x, f}g") = 0 and therefore using the mean value
theorem and the estimate |V¢hY (z,€)| < 27/2, one readily sees that h?(m,f}’) =

O(27%). For the term (Vep(z,&Y) — Vep(z, &) - (& — £7) we just use the mean
value theorem, which concludes the proof of .

Now to show . we use the triangle inequality and to obtain

2 |(Vep(w,€0) —y)| + 2’“”I (Vep(z,&) —y)'|
=2’”\<sto<x &) =9—(—9),|+2"|(Ver(e,&) =7 - (y—1))'|
> 2 | (Vep(x, €) ) | = 2% |y — | + 2| (Ve (2, &) — 9)'|
— 2y — |

> 2| (Vep(, &) — 1), | + 29| (Vep(x, &) — g) | — 2M2'—F — 2hng! =+
= 2%|(Vep(w, &) — Vep(, &) + Vep(a, &) = 7), |
+ 25 (Vep(x, &) — Vep(a, &) + Vep(a, &) — ) | — 221 F
_ okngl—k
> 2%|(Veo(w, &) = 9),| = 2% | (Vew(, &) = Vew(w, &),
+ 2% (Vep(, &) = 7)'| = 2| (Vep(a, &) = Veo(.&))'|

. 2kp217k o 2]6;1,217]6

> 27|(Vep(w, &) = 7),| + 2| (Vep(w, &) = 9)|
o 2k‘pA2 kE 2]6;10‘5]1/ _ k‘ o 2kp21 k 2ku21 k

> & _gkp go=k _ (rgkug=h/2 _ gkpgl=k _ gkugl—k

=9

_ C _ A9k1-p) _ 9k(1/2-0) _ 9l-k(1=p) _ 9l-k(1-p)
2
C

>S_A-c-4

=9
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Therefore picking ¢ large enough we obtain (125)). 0
Finally, having the partition of unity we can decompose

=3
§=0
where

(27) Tif(x) =Y T7f(x)

and

~

77 (@) = [ 9 vy ae.€) Fle) de.

6. LP-RESULTS

In this section we prove our main LP-boundedness results for FIOs with general
Hormander-class amplitudes. This generalizes the results of Seeger-Sogge-Stein in
two ways. First of all this is a global regularity result and opposed to the local one
in [21]. Second, we consider all possible values of p’s and §’s as opposed to just
pell/2,1]]and 6 =1 — p.

Remark 6.1. We note that in what follows we can confine ourselves to the case of
amplitudes a(z,§) that vanish in a neighbourhood of the £ = 0. Indeed the contribu-
tion of the low-frequency portion (i.e. the portion with compact &-support) has been
shown to be LP-bounded for 1 < p < oo in [9, Theorem 1.18].

6.1. Exotic amplitudes. We start by proving the LP-boundedness of exotic FIOs

with amplitudes in a € S7%(R") with p=10,0 <0 < 1.

Theorem 6.2. Let n > 1, 0 < § < 1, a € S§5(R"), and assume that ¢ € ®* is
SND. Then for

the F10 T? s LP-bounded for 1 < p < oo.

Proof. Using the discussion in Section [3 we shall from now on assume that T is of
the form

T5(e) = [ ale.€) 0 fio
where 6 € ®' and 0(z, &) + - € is SND.

Since the result has already been proven for the case when p = 2 (see Proposition
2.16) it only remains to show that 7" and its adjoint map J#7(R™) to LP(R") con-
tinuously, for some p < 1, and thereafter interpolate these with the L?-boundedness.

Due to the atomic decomposition in Definition of an element of J#P(R"), we
would need to show that
(28) |Ta(x)|? dz

]Rn
is uniformly bounded for every .7#P-atom a, where the atom is supported in the ball
B := B(xo,7). To prove the assertion in the case 2 < p < oo we also need the
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uniform boundedness of for the adjoint operator 7. However since the proof
is almost identical to the case of T, we confine ourselves to this case.

We split R” into 2B and R" \ 2B and start with the case of 2B. By Hélder’s
inequality and the L2-boundedness of T', we have

ITallrrer) S ITallr2ep) 11l 2pe-n@s) S llallpger™® P/

(29) < pn(p=2)/2p p.n(2-p)/2p _ 1

We proceed to the boundedness of ||Ta|| »®n\25). We consider a generic Littlewood-
Paley piece of the kernel of T, which we denote by S; and note that the integral
kernel of S; is given by

(30 Kitwg) = [ ayfe,eneemienta,
where a;(x,§) = a(z, &) ¥;(€), and j > 1 due to Remark (6.1)). We claim that
(31) @ = )" O () 3 ey < 2PHma/240072),

Since differentiating (30]) 8 times in y will only introduce factors of the size 271/, it
is enough to establish (31]) for 3 = 0. Now the global L*-boundedness of the
kernel can be formulated as the L2-boundedness of a kernel of the form

R =)= [ ay(o€) (o -y et

To this end, take ¥; as in Definition integrate by parts and rewrite

Kj(x,z —y) Z/n a;(z,€) €00 (—i)lel eV € dg
= ila'/ O [@j(x,é)e”(“’ﬁ)] W, (£) dg
= Y Cam /]R 08 aj(w, &) 0g2e? ) I () dg

al1tas=a

= Z Cal,ag,)q,...)\T/ 8?%(%5)
Rn

al1tas=«
A+ Ar=ag

X 10(x,€) -+ 7 O(w, &) ) VE W () dg
- Z Cocl,a2,)\1,...)\r2j(m+n6/2)/ b;”v‘"?»)\l ..... (ZL‘ 5) Bl@h) it —zy ¢ v, (5) dg

n
al1tas=«

A1+ Ar=a2

=03 Clapapin,n, 20/ gEreaNie A (1 g (),

a1toas=«a
A1t Ar=ag
where S;‘l’”’kl’""\” is an FIO with the phase function (z,&) + x - £ and amplitude
A2 AL - )‘"(x,g) given by
by At (g £ 1= I (mHnd/2) 9" aj(x,€) 8)‘10(37 £).. 82’“6(90,5).

Moreover |\;| > 1 and 7_,, is a translation by —y.
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We observe that bj”m’)‘l """ "(,€) € Sy "9/2(Rn) yniformly in 7, since a € 5 (R™)
and 0 € ¢

Therefore by Proposition S;”’O‘Q”\l"“’\r is an L?-bounded FIO, so

- i(m+n 1,02, 4. Ar
1K (2,0 = )2y S Y 202 greeadied (7 0 | oy

a1 toas=«
A+ F A=z

< 2j(m+n6/2) < 2j(m+n/2+n6/2)’

15| 22 )
which proves :

Now, the estimate in yields that for any integer M, if one sums over |a| < M,
(32) |+ b =y K ()

We now observe that for ¢ € [0,1], z € R"\ 2B and y € B, one has
(33) [t =yl Sle—g—tly -9l

Next we introduce

< 2j(n/2+m+n6/2)‘

~

LZ(R™)

o) = (1+le—gl)

where M > n/q and 1/q¢ = 1/p — 1/2. The Hélder and the Minkowski inequalities
together with and (with ¢t = 1) yield

(34) n&wmwmm=H/Kxaw ay

LP(R"\2B)

K dy| -
<| 25 [ mewata], el
S H—Kw,y ay) dy

/B o) "I S o
< 14|z —yDM K, ‘ d
S [ sl |Ja+ e =" K|,

< pnnfp i(n/2mrnd/2) < pn=n/p gitn=n/p)
since m = —n(1/p — 1/2) — nd/2.

On the other hand, taking N := [n(1/p —1)] (note that N > n/p—n —1), a Taylor
expansion of the kernel at the point y = ¥ yields that

Ki(z,y) = Z uaﬂ( Kj(2,9))),-,

BI<N &
— )8 rl
sovan 3 U2 a0 ol ),
o P o

and due to vanishing moments of the atom in Definition , i11), we may express
the operator as

Sya(x) N+1§Zy// WD (Y 08 (K ), aly) iy,

|Bl=N+1
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Noting that |(y — #)?| < ¥ and applying the same procedure as above together
with estimates and , we obtain

(35) ||Sja||LP(R"\QB) 5 TN-H—n/p—l—n 2j(N+1+m+n/2+n5/2) 5 rN-I—l-i—n—n/p 2j(N+1+n—n/p).

Now we split the proof in two different cases, namely when the radius r of the sup-
port of the atom a is less than or greater or equal to one.

For r > 1, yields that
”TaHLP (R"\2B) ~ Z HSjaHIl)}P(R"\QB) S Z’"npin itrr=n) < 1.
j=1 j=1
Assume now that r < 1. Choose ¢ € Z, such that 27! <r < 27¢ Using the facts

that 2* ~r, N+1+n—n/p>0,n—n/p <0, together with and we
conclude that

. p o ) p
”Ta”m ®"\25) Z <TN+1+n—7L/P 2](N+1+n—n/p)> + Z <Tn—n/p 2](n—n/p)>

~

j=1 j=t+1
< (TN+1+nfn/p 2£(N+1+nfn/p)>p + (,rnfn/p 2€(nfn/p))p
(TN+1+n—n/p r—<N+1+n—n/p>>p i <Tn—n/p T—(n—n/p))”
~ 1.

Putting this together with , yields the uniform boundedness of .

The proof of the adjoint case is identical, except for the fact that becomes
Ki(y,x —y) = / aj(y, €) (x —y)* e” PO 4

and when applying 3 derivatives in the y-variable the y-dependence in both argu-
ments has to be taken into consideration. O

It is also evident that Theorem yields the LP-boundedness of pseudodifferential
operators with exotic symbols and thereby completes the investigation in [1].

6.2. Classical amplitudes. We proceed by proving a global LP-boundedness result
for classical FIOs with amplitudes in a € S)(R") with 0 < p <1,0< 5 < 1.

Before doing that, we need the following lemma which provides #7 — L? estimates
for FIOs with amplitudes in general Hormander classes.

Lemma 6.3. Let m; <0,n>1,pe|0,1], 6 €[0,1) and

d—p
m = mj; — nmax (O T)

Suppose that a € S;s(R"™) and that a(x,§) vanishes in a neighborhood of & =

Also, let ¢ be an SND phase function in the class ®*. Then T, defined in ,
satisfies

(36) 1T fll 2@y S (Lf[]2nsn-2ma) ny-
Also for the adjoint operator one has

(37) I(TE) fllzzny S 1 Fllpznsm-2m) gny-
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Proof. Since the operator T2(1 — A)™™1/2 is an FIO with the phase ¢ and an
amplitude in S;gmax(o’(éfp )2 (R) it is L2-bounded by Proposition [2.16] This L2-
boundedness together with the estimates for the Bessel potential operators refor-
mulated in terms of embedding of Triebel-Lizorkin spaces (see [25, Corollary 2.7])
yield

ITZ fll 2@y = IIT2 (1= A)"™2(1 = A)™ 2 f|| fazn)
S =A™ f |l 2@y S I lragn),

with 1/¢ — 1/2 = —my/n, which proves (36). Here observe that the choice of the
range of my implies that 0 < ¢ < 2.

Next we prove (37)). By Theoremthe composition (1—A)~™/2T¥ is an FIO with
the phase ¢ and an amplitude in S;gmax(o,(a—p /2 (R"), and therefore L?*-bounded.
Finally, observing that

I(TE) (1= D)™ 2| oy = [[((1 = A) ™ 2T) | g2,
one can proceed as above. 0

Now we are ready to state an prove our main LP-estimate for FIOs with general
classical Hormander-type amplitudes.

Theorem 6.4. Let n > 1, a € S]5(R"), ¢ be an SND phase function in the class
®? and let T¥ be given as in Definition m For the case 0 < p <1,0<6 < 1,

p = min(p, 1/2) and

m—{p—n—i—(u—1>(n—l)}‘l—l‘—nmax<0,5_—p),

2 p 2 2
the FIO T? is LP-bounded for 1 < p < oo.

Remark 6.5. We note that for p € [1/2,1] and § = 1—p, the order m in the theorem
above is equal to —(n — p)|1/p — 1/2| which is sharp and is the same order of decay
as in [21] (in the mazimal rank case, i.e. the case when the rank of the Hessian
(in &) of the phase is equal to n — 1). Moreover if the amplitude a is assumed to
have compact spatial support then one can replace the SND condition in the theorem
above by the non-degeneracy condition of Definition [2.13]

Remark 6.6. In Theorem it 1s not possible to consider the case p = 0 for
several reasons. First, the definitions of the rectangles in would not make
sense. Second, the choice of M in the proof of below would not be possible.
Third, the choice of L > n/p in would be problematic.

Remark 6.7. We observe that if 0 < p <1 then S;s(R") C Sy's(R™). This behoves
us to compare the orders of decay i.e. the m’s in Theorem and Theorem
which we denote by mq and my respectively. For the sake of discussion let us compare
the m’s that are required for the 5% — L' boundedness, and so assume that p = 1.
In the case of 6 > p and p < 1/2, then we have

_on nd
=Ty Ty
and
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Here we see that mo > my iff (1 —4p)n < 1. Therefore if 1/4 < p < 1/2 and
0 > p then Theorem is an improvement of Theorem [6.2. On the other hand, if
d<p<1/2andp—+0d>1/2 then my is the same as above and

p n+( 1>n—1
my == — — - =
2757 T \PT ) e

and we see once again that ms > my. Therefore even in this case Theorem [6.2
provides an improvement.

Proof of Theorem [6.4] For n = 1, it is well known that FIOs are special cases of
pseudodifferential operators and hence the result follows from the corresponding
theory for those operators (see e.g. [22]). Therefore, from now on we concentrate on
the case n > 2. We will initially assume that a(z, &) is supported in a fixed compact
set in the z-variable. This will however be removed later on in the proof. Since
the result has already been proven for the case when p = 2 in Proposition [2.16] the
only thing that is left to prove is that 7 and its adjoint map J#'(R") to L'(R"™)
continuously, when a(z, §) € S);(R") with

=5 (1 DO e 0272).

Due to the atomic decomposition in Definition [2.6|of a member of 7! (R") we need
to show that

(38) | Izate)) s

is uniformly bounded for every .##!-atom a, where the atom is supported in the ball
B (Io, 7’) .

Step 1 - Estimates of || T{a|l1zn) when r <1
Recalling the set B* in (24])), we split into two pieces, namely

||T;pa||L1(Rn) = ||Tfa||L1(B*) —+ ||T(fa||L1(R"\B*) = I+II

Using the first part of Lemma the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and Lemma
m we can deduce that I is uniformly bounded. Indeed take b = |B|'~/9a with

q = 2n/(n — 2m,). Note that b is then an J#%-atom with ||b| za(rn) = 1. Thus,
I <:Tp/2+0”2_1/®("_1)ijfaHL2@@w <1rp/2+“ﬂ2‘1/“("‘1)Haﬂjganﬂn_lean)

e G e e T e e VO G e

(R™)
provided that

p—n n ( 1) n—1
my = - = :
1T H=35)
Now we have to deal with the last and most complicated part of the proof, that is
the boundedness of II. To do this, we use the decomposition . Denoting the

kernel of T} by K, j > 1 (recall Remark , we would first like to prove that

(30) / IV, K, ()| de < 2,
]Rn

which immediately yields

(40) / ]Kj(:v,y)—Kj(x,z)\dx,SQj ly — z|.
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To justify , take

K (a,y) = / TN (€) 4 (€) alw, €) de,
set

W(x,6) = () — € Vel €))

and rewrite

VK (2,y) :/ el VerwE) vl (1 €) d,

with '
b (2,€) == —i€ al, ) x5 (€) 1y () e ™).
Define the differential operator
Li= (1= 22002 ) (1 - 24 ),
where p := min(p, 1/2). It is clear that for N > 1

; A : N . N
LN i Verle &)= — gt Veplng))—ige (1 + 2% |(Vep(,€§) = yh !2>

N

x (1 + 22]# }(Vg%p(‘%? gg) - y)l‘ >
We investigate how differentiation in different directions affects 0%. Using the fact
that a € S7%5(R"), Lemmas [5.2 and , we deduce that

290 22N 0% (o, )} (€) € 5 (€) €549 |

S

ai+-+ag=2N;
|B1+++Ba|=2N2

< Z 92ipN1 92juN2 9j(m—aip=|Bilp) 9—jaz—jlB2|/2 9j—jos—jlBs| 9—jaa—j|Bal/2

a1+t ag=2N;
|B1+++Ba|=2N2

220 923N 91 o, €) 200X () D55 D2 (€115(€)) 508 09

N Z 92ipN1 92juN2 9j(m—aip=|Bi|p) 9—jazp—j|B2|n 9j—jasp—j|Bsln 9—jaap—jltalu
ay+-+og=2N;
|B14++Ba|=2N2
— 97 92jpN1 92juN2 9j(m=2N1p=2N2p) _ gj+im
This proves that
Niv j 1
(41) |LVb (2, €)] < 270,
Now using integration by parts

/ e Verln &) T E LYY (1, €) d¢
r

(1 + 220 |(Vep(a, &) — y)l\z)N (1 + 221 | (Vep(x, ) — y>’!2)

where I'} defined as in is the support of b7 (z,§). Let g be a function that is
constantly equal to one on the {-support of 0% and set t(z) := Vep(x, £}). Define

SN g (x) 1= 2797 /F e {LNb; (t*l(x +y), f) } g5 (&) de.

VyK]Ij(x>y): N

4
J
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Then because of , the choice of my, and that t is a diffeomorphism, S;'?jv is a
UDO of order —nmax(0, (6§ — p)/2) and hence L*bounded, by Proposition [2.16],
uniformly in y and j. Observe that V, K¥(z,y) can be rewritten as

213 (SN ) (Ve £4) — )
(1 + 2200 | (Vesp(x, £) — y)1\2> (1 + 221 | (Vep(x, ) — y)’{Q)

Now using the compact z-support, Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and that t(z) is a
diffeomorphism, we have

(/Rn !VyKJ’.’(:E,y)} dx)2

5/ . 2\ 2N ; 2) 2%
Rn (1 + 22 | (Vep(, €7) — y)| ) (1 + 221 | (Vep(a, £) — y)'| >

< 22j+2jm1—j(p+(n—1)u) ”g;'/HLQ ®") < 22]+23m1 —j(pt(n—1)p)+j((n—1)/2+1) < 2(3—n)j'

VyKJV(xvy) =

92j+2jm1 HSJV,N HL2 -

dx

~

Therefore, summing in v and observing that since there are roughly 2/(*~1/2 terms
involved, we obtain

/|VM%%MMM§§:T““”SW,
R™ v

which is .

Our next goal is to show that

(42 [ @l e, yen rza
R™\ B*

Indeed, a similar calculation as in the case of V,Kj(x,y) and estimate yield
that, for any M > 0 one has

</]R”\B* |K]”(x,y){ dm)z

m V N v

</ 2207 |15 g7 |2

~ ‘ ON+M/2—M/2
R\B(1+%wwvmmgv—w¢3

1
X . o\ 2N+ M/2—M/2 dz
(1+ 2+ |(Ve(@, &) =y [*)
im v,N
227|187 7 |12

<
~ /Rn\B* <2jp |(Veo(@, &) = yh| + 27 | (Vep(x, &) — y)/|)M

1
X 2N—M/2
(1+ 29[ (Vole. ) = w0 [°)
1
X av—arja 47

(1 + 22 | (Vep(, £) — y)’\z)
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<

~Y

9—M(j—k)p/2 92jm1 ||SZ’;V95H%2(JRH)
/n * ] 2 2N_M/2
R\B (1 + 220 |(Vp(a, ) — y)1] )
1

" (1 + 2% |(Vop(x, &) — y)’!2)2

< 9=M(j=Fk)p/2 9=i(p+(n=1)u) 92jmi "9;“%2(11@

dx

N—M/2

)
< 9= M(=k)p/2 9=i(p+(n—1)u) g2jm1 9j((n—1)/2+1)

— 9= M(j=k)p/2 9—j(n-1)
Hence,

/R . |K(x,y)| dz < Z 9=i(n=1)/2 9=M(j=k)p/4 < o=M(G=k)p/4 (2jr)fMp/4

and taking M := 4/p yields (42).

Finally we write
Talr)= Y Tala)+ Y Thala),
27 >r—1 27 <r—1

where as before, r is the radius of the support of the atom a. Taking the L!'-norm,
then property (i) of Definition 2.6, Minkowski’s inequality, and yield that

I =|Tfallp@msy < D [1Tallp@asy + > ITelo@s

2j<'f'71 2j>7~*1

<y /B 1K (s y) — K (2 9) sy la(w)] dy

27 <pr—1

S /B 1K () ey [0(0)] dy

21 >r—1

Z /2jr7“_"dy~|— Z /(er)_lr_”dy
B B

2 <r—1 20 >pr—1

=) Yr+ > @'l

29 <pr—1 27 >r—1

AN

The corresponding proof of the s#! — L' boundedness of the adjoint (7¥)* is similar
to the one above with few modifications. First, has to be replaced by . Sec-
ond, the  and y dependencies of the kernel are reversed. This means the following
replacements:

Vep(z, &) — z,

y — Vep(y, &),

¥y — Veo(y, &)
Otherwise the proof remains the same.

Step 2 - Estimates of || T{a|l1gn) when r > 1
Now we turn our attention to atoms with supports in balls of radii » > 1. In this
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case, using the compact support of the amplitude a and the L*-boundedness of T/
(Proposition [2.16)) we have

(43) IT¢a ey ST a2y S llafle@ny S 772 S 1

To prove the boundedness of the adjoint (7¥)*, we split the L'-norm into two pieces,
namely

[ relde= [ arewiars [y a@)an

where B’ is the ball centered at the origin with radius 2K and
K = sup [Veo(y, &)

(y,€)€suppan (R xSn—1)

We treat the first term of as in (43]). For the second term we observe that the
kernel of (77)* satisfies

(45)

iz-§—ip(y,8)
[ e s

for |x| > 2K. This follows from the fact that, on the support of a(y, £), the modulus
of the gradient of the phase of the oscillatory integral above satisfies

[z = Vep(y, &) = [z] = K = |z]/2.

+Z¢ Ig) =1

is a Littlewood-Paley partition of umty with supp inside a fixed annulus (see
Definition , then using Remark we have

[ eneiaty,) ag 52\ [ e u2 i) a0 a

Now if

(46) %
_ N " oin iND(z,:€) },
jzl / b(y,€)
with A := 27|xz],
Oy, €) = z-§— 9y, §)
'Y 2] ;
and

b(y, &) = (&) aly, 2°¢),
with compact support in y and annulus-support in . Now since for all multi-indices
a, [0gb(y, )| S 29™ and since for (y, £) € supp b(y, &) one has that |V ®(x,y,£)| 2 1,
the non-stationary phase estimate of Lemma could be used to deduce that

[ b6 ac
for any N > 0. Thus using this in and summing in 7, follows. Hence

1
[ o@yaeiaes [ oo ([ el dy)des
R\ B’ Ro\B' |Z| B

S 2 (2 =),
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Step 3 - Globalisation of Steps 1 & 2
Now we globalise the result that we have obtained so far for both 7¥ and (7)?)* at
the same time. Whenever we write 7" we refer to both 7¥ and (77)*.

To prove that
/ |Ta(z)|dz <1

when there is no requirement on the support of the amplitude, we need to use
a different strategy. First we observe that a global norm estimate for 7'a with a
supported in a ball with an arbitrary centre, would follow from a norm-estimate
that is uniform in s for 7;7'7,a, with an atom a whose support is inside a ball
centred at the origin. Note that here 7 is the operator of translation by s € R™.
This is because by translation invariance of the L!'-norm one has that

ITallpr ey = (|7 T 7ol L2 ().
Thus our goal is to establish that
|7 Trsal ey S 1,

where the estimate is uniform in s and a has its support in a ball centred at the origin.

At this point we once again use the conditions on the phase function to reduce our
analysis to the case of operators with ¢ of the form 6(z,&) +x-& or —0(y,&) —y-&
with 6 € ®!, which can be done by the discussions of Section . Now let r > 1,
L > n/pand s € R" and suppose a is an ##'-atom supported in a ball B, centred at
the origin, with radius r. We use the the notions that were introduced in connection
to the globalisation procedure in Section [3| and split the L'-norm of 7*T'7,a into
following two pieces:

||T:TTSa||L1(R") = HT:TTSC‘HU(AQT) + HT:TTSC‘”U(W\ZQT) .
First let us show that
7T 7sall &,y < C(n, Mp, Npga).

By Lemma , for € Ay, and ly| < r, we have

H(z) <2H(z,y,x —y)

and (z,y,r —y) € A,. Letting K(z,y,z — y) denote the integral kernel of operator
T, this fact and Lemma [3.2] yield for any atom a supported in B(0,r) that

(47)  |Ta(x)] < 2Lﬁ(fﬂ)‘L/ |H(x,y,x — )" K(z,y, 2 —y)a(y)| dy

ly|<r
< 2P H(z) ™ | HY K || g (an) [0l 22 ey
< C(n, L, My, Np) H(z) ™",

since ||al|p1rny < 1. Therefore, if » > 1, choosing L > n/p, Lemma and the
monotonicity of A, yield

ITall (a5, S 1H (@) &,y < Cn, Mp, Nria).

Observe that the phase function and the amplitude of 77’7, are of the form 6(z+s, )+
(x —y)- & and o(z + s, &) respectively when 7' = T)¥ (a similar property is also true
for (T¥)*). Therefore the conjugation of T' by 7, renders the constants M and Ny 4
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unchanged and therefore the estimate above also yields the very same one for 7;7'7,.
This means that

”TJTTSC‘HLI(ZQT) S
On the other hand for ||7;T7al| ;. (Rm\&,,) » Lemma , Holder’s inequality and the
properties of the atom a yield that

IS TTsa 1 &,y < IR A, |2 770l 2 g
< rm/? lallc2@ny S P22

Now if the atom is supported in a ball of radius < 1 then clearly suppa C B(0, 1).
Now write R" = A, U (R \ A) and observe that we can now use Lemma [3.2] with
r =1 to conclude that

Ta(z)| S H(x) ™,
which in turn yields that

HT:TTsaHLl(AQ) S 1

~Y

Using now the first part of Lemma [3.1| we see that R \ Ay C B(0,2 4+ Ng) which
together with the local boundedness result that we established previously implies
that

[T s0ll @z, S 17Tl L1028k S llallr@ny S 1.

Now that we have boundedness from 5#'(R") to L'(R") for both T¥ itself and its
adjoint as well as L?-boundedness we can use a standard Riesz-Thorin interpolation
argument to conclude that T¥ is bounded from LP(R") to itself. O

6.3. Forbidden amplitudes. The case of operators with amplitudes in S} (R")
with 0 < p < 1 is rather special since the FIOs in question are generically not
L*-bounded. However Proposition yields that if m < n(p — 1)/2 then the
associated FIO is indeed L?*-bounded, and this result is sharp. Here, only for the
sake of completeness of exposition we state the result proven in [9] regarding the
LP-boundedness of FIOs with forbidden amplitudes.

Theorem 6.8. Let n > 1, a € 87, (R™), ¢ be an SND phase function in the class

p,1
®? and let T7 be given as in Definition m For0<p<1 and
<n( 1 <1 1>+( 1)‘1 1
m<n(p—1)max|—, = n—1)-— =
p 02 » 2

the F10 T? 1s LP-bounded for 1 < p < oo.

Proof. See [15, Propositions 2.3 and 2.5] for the case n = 1, which is essentially the
pseudodifferential case, and [9, Theorem 2.17] for n > 2. O

7. SOBOLEV SPACE BOUNDEDNESS OF FIOS WITH SY -AMPLITUDES

It turns out that just as in the case of pseudodifferential operators, the FIOs with
forbidden amplitudes, say in S{ (R"), despite failing to be L*-bounded are bounded
on H*(R") with s > 0. As was mentioned in the introduction, the proof of the
Sobolev-boundedness in the pseudodifferential case goes back to E. Stein and inde-
pendently to Y. Meyer. Other proofs were given by Bourdaud [3] and Hérmander
[13]. Following Bourdaud, we establish the Sobolev boundedness of FIOs with am-
plitudes in the class S7,(R"), as a consequence of the following more general result.
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Theorem 7.1. Let n > 1, a € C[SY(R") for some > 0 and ¢ be an SND phase
function in the class ®*. Then for 0 < s < r the FIO T¥ is bounded from the
Sobolev space H*(R™) to H*(R").

Proof. We divide the proof into steps.

Step 1 - Reduction of the FIOs with amplitudes in C;S?,(R") class

As was done in [3] [I7], it is enough to show the result for elementary amplitudes in
the class C] S‘fyl(R”) where 7 can be taken as any arbitrary positive number.

By definition, an elementary symbol in C7S? ,(R") is of the form

(48) a(2,€) = Y _ Mi(w) Uu(8)

k=0
where v, was introduced in Definition and My (x) satisfies
(49) ’Mk(x” S L, HMICHC:(R") S; 2kT7
where the C]-norm is given in Definition [2.9]

We treat the case k = 0 (the low frequency portion of the FIO) separately, so for
now assume that £ > 1.

Using the Littlewood-Paley partition of unity I = 72 4;(D) and setting

My;(z) == ;(D)My(x), fr:=v(D)f and Fy =17 fr,
(the amplitude of the FIO TY is identically equal to one) we have that for & > 1
(50) 1Myl oo my S 270D and (| Fill oy S 1ol 2emy-

< 2k relations

The first estimate in can be shown using the bound || Mj|| oy gny S

and that
/ 2m Y <—2_j) dy= [ ¢"(y) dy=0,
n R”L
as follows

D)0 £ | [ 26 (35) (Mite - ) - M)

S 2k / f”W( )] W 4y < 200,

2-Jr
for j > 0. For 7 = 0 this is a consequence of the L>-boundedness of ¢y(D) and the
first estimate in (49)).

The second estimate in is of course a direct consequence of the L?-boundedness
of FIOs with amplitudes in S ,(R").

Using the above notation we can now decompose 17 as

I7 f(x ZMk )TY fil(@ ZMk
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At this point, taking into account the properties of the SND phase function ¢ € ®2
(i.e. |Vap(x,&)| =~ [€|), Proposition and choosing a suitable annulus supported
1 we have

Fu@) = | ou(Vapl, €)09 i) ae

92— kela|

= u(D)Fi(z) = )

0<|a|<Ny

L F(2) + Fi(x) + F (),

T7  fulx) = 275N TP fi(x)

with
‘a avaak x 5 ‘ <€>—(1/2—€)|a|—\f3|7 |oz\ >0,
SUppg Oak(T,§) = {5 cR": 2" <|¢| < C’22k},

and

an(e.6)] S (&P

where the estimates above are uniform in k.

Thus
TS f(z) =Y Mi(w) Fi(x) + Y My(z) Fp(z) + Y Mi(x) Fi(x).

Step 2 - Analysis of Y 7, My (x) Fi(x)
Now to analyse F}! we write

My, =Y i (D)My, =2 > My,
§=0 §=0

and split the sum in j into the following pieces

0o 00 oo k—1
D03 Migle) EL ) = 303 Mig(o) FAGw) + 30 3 Miyfe) Fl(r) = A+ B.
k=1 5=0 k=1 5=0 k=1 j=k

Firstly, we establish the H*-boundedness of A. To this end we have

33 Miyle) Bl = Y (o)

The Fourier transform of by is given by

Z (= &) My(n — ) (&) FR(€) d€.

From this and what we know about the support of convolutions, it follows that
spectrum of by is contained in an annulus |n| ~ 2*. From this and Lemma [2.5] it
follows that for s > 0,

2}1/2‘

I3]0 (S

L2(R")

k—1
> My F
=0
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° 1/2
S A 1M ey 1B

L2(R"
1 (R™)

° 1/2 ° 1/2
s amey | L =D IR |

k=1 (&) k=1

© 1/2
ST Ul ) S I

k=1

where we have used Remark 2.4l and that

k—1
>y

5=0

Now for term B in F}' applying Lemma to
J
x) = ZMk](x) Fl(x
k=1

we obtain (using Fubini’s theorem for sums, and Young’s inequality for discrete
convolutions)

Hs(R™),

S Mgl zosny S 1

oo oo oo J
I 0 B, < | 220 0
k=1 j=k Ho(®") 7=1 k=1

He(R)

. 1/2
— . < 438 h 2}
I s ey ™~ H{Z 1R L2(R")
< J (k—3) Fl 1/2
» S( 2 |8}
© 1/2
— ()s=r) y o()spl (,
- {Z (2 *2 (')(j)> } L2(Rn)
7j=1
00 ' 00 1/2
s[{ 2 (ramn) )
~ {Z Z w] L2(R™)
j=1 7j=1
Sl ey

because of Remarks 2.3 2.4 and r > s.

Step 3 - Analysis of Y 7 My (x) FZ(x)

To establish the Sobolev boundedness for the term Y ,- My (z) FZ(z), we would
like to understand the action of the Littlewood-Paley operator ;(D) on this term
in order to use Definition together with Remark [2.4]

Then for some integer Ny > s and 0 < &’ < 1/2, write

;(D) (My(2) FY) = Mi(2) (D) F (2) + [1;(D), Mi] F () =

kel|a JS/\5|
(51) Mk(l’) Z 2- < Z 2 Jaﬁk +9- je NQT;jk)fk(.%')

0<|a|<N; ! |8l< N2

+[;(D), My FE =: T+ 1+ 111
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with
— — — —e! —18
10007001 (1w, €)| S (€)H/27N=OR=DIBE0L 10 >0, (8] > 0,

SUDDg T, 0.4(7,€) = {€ € R™ 1 €127 < [¢] < (527},
and ,
08077, )] S (€)W,
where both estimates above are uniform in j and k. Moreover, since in the decom-
position of a(x,§), we are at present considering the parts supported outside
a neighbourhood of the origin in the {-variable, i.e. those for which k£ > 1, we also
have that r;(z,§) also vanishes in a neighbourhood of £ = 0.

For term I, and in light of the support properties of o, g1 j, we claim that (uniformly
in j and k)

(52) 177, 2@y S YD) fllz2@ny,

where ¥; is a Littlewood-Paley-type frequency localisation that is equal to one on
the support of oo pgk,;. Therefore T7 f = Tfa,ﬁmlllj(D)f, and it is enough to
show that

(53) 175 s f 2@y S I1f N2,

uniformly in & and j. To see this, we proceed by studying the boundedness of

Sy =1¢ ., (@% .. .) Asimple calculation shows that

Sif(x) = [ Kjz,y) f(y)dy,

Rn
with

Kj(z,y) := / PR WE) G gk (2,€) Oy (y, €) AE.

Now since ¢ is homogeneous of degree one in the § variable, K;(x,y) can be written
as

Kj(x,y) = 2" / b;(x, y, 27€) €2 2@ e,

with
(I)(ZL’, Y, g) = gp(x, 5) - 90(y7 5)7
and
bj(2,9,8) = 00,1(T,€) Oapk;(y,§)
Observe that the &-support of b;(z, y, 2/€) lies in the compact set K := {C} < [¢] < Cy}.
From the SND condition it also follows that

(54) \Ve®(x,y,6)| = |z —y|, forany z,y € R" and £ € K.
Assume that N3 > n is an integer, fix  # y and set ¢(§) := ®(x,y, &), ¥ = |V§¢|2.

By the mean value theorem, and (54)), for any multi-index a with |a| > 1 and
any £ € K,

080(6)] S |Ved(z,y, &)| = 9"/
On the other hand, since

000 =33 (§)ot000 00

v=1 p<a
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it follows that, for any |a| > 0, |8?19‘ < . We estimate the kernel K in two different
ways. For the first estimate, and Lemma with F(&) := b;(x,y,27¢), yield

M@wwwwmﬂwﬁz2mfk%w%wuw¢mwnmﬁ

|a|<N3

(55) < 27N g g7 Z 2”0‘/ |08b;(x, y, )| d¢
|CM‘<N3
) . —N3
st (Pe-yl)

where the fact that the &-support of b; lies in a ball of radius ~ 2/ and that for
lal >0

(56) 1080 (w,y, )] S 2771,

have been used. By we also obtain

(57) Ko(e) <27 [ oo 20| a 52
Rn

and when combining estimates and one has

,NS

(58) K@,y S 27 (1427 o —y)
Thus, using and Minkowski’s inequality we have
1)l 5 || [ 27 (1+21) " £

Now the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality yields
1Tz, ) P ey = (T2, (T2, ) o)

SIS fllze@ny [ f 1l 22 ey
S22 @n)-

< ny.
&y /122 @y
L2 Rn)

Therefore
<1

Y

HTfaﬂ,k,j||L2(]Rn)%L2(Rn) e H(Tfaﬁ,k,j>*||L2(Rn)HL2(Rn)

and is proven.

Now , Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, Fubini’s theorem, , and the definition of
the Sobolev norm yield that

00 N 0o 9—kelal 9—Je'|Bl ” 2
DML DICED I =D DS S A
j=0 = O<|a|<N1 |B|< N2
o kfzzpanf Vil Tz@ny S D275kl Freny S 1 1o ny-
k=1 k=1

For term II, we decompose Tf_ , into Littlewood-Paley pieces as follows:

er Z/n v ‘”5)r]kx§)1pg §)dg =: Z TJH
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where the v,’s are defined in Definition . By a proof identical to the one of ,

we see that
ITE,  fll2@ey S 9e(D) fll 2@
Thus

(60) 1T Fllezen S D NTE, Sl S Y1) fll -
=0 (=0

Note that the estimate is uniform in j. Then we claim that for s > 0 one has
. S n 2 n
T;j’k.H(R ) — L7(R").
Indeed the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality yields

T2, e 5Z||\Ife s = 327 (2 [9(D) s

=0
1/2

(izm) (2 DV ) 1

=0 =0

The last step follows from the definition of H*(R"), see Remark [2.3] Thus, for N,
large enough,

(61) izﬂ's

AN

H(R")-

27k5\a|

(o]

_ie! N.
S M2 3 T i
k=1

0<|a|<Ny

00 g . /
< (3 2) S By S 1 ey
k=1 j=0

2

L2(R)

For term III of , the second estimate in and relations yield that
o) (@) 5 | [ 20 (L5Y) (o) = Malo) B ay

62 —jr+kr n ‘x_y‘r
(92 sz [ amp (TSN B )y
S 27 M(FR) (@),

for 5 > 0, where M is the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function. For 7 = 0 this
follows from the L>-boundedness of ¢y(D) and the first estimate of (49).
Therefore using the Proposition on 77 ~and the commutator estimate above
we obtain 7

| o are

2
—Jr k(r—
iy 517D (22 T3, Sill )

0<|a]<Ny k=1

S 2
< 4 (Z ok(r—<) ||kaL2(Rn)) _
k=1

Hence if r € (s, s 4 €) and using Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality we obtain

24]5 Z )Mk]Fk‘Lan <Z4js r) (szr €) 9 kSQkSka”LQR”>2
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< Z 43(s=7) (Z 4k:(r—a—s)> (Z Aks ”fk”%?(Rn))
=0 k=1 k=1

~ ”f”%JS(R")'
Thus putting this, and together we obtain

I3
k=1

S /]

Hs(R")

Hs (Rn) .

Step 4 - Analysis of > -, My(x) F3(x)
Finally we turn to the Sobolev boundedness of the term

> My(x) Fi(x
k=1
Once again, using the definition of F}} above, we have

Yi(D)My(2) F () = 275N My (2) ¢ (D)TE, fi(w) + 27" [u5 (D), MATY, fi().

The commutator term can be treated as term III above since we can choose arbi-
trarily large decay in k. After taking the sum in k of the first term, using , then
taking the L?-norm, multiplying with 4/* and then taking the £>-norm in j one has
the estimate

22 ke Ny (Z 978 Mk: ( )T,ifk(iﬂ)(x)‘ ;(Rn)>1/2
k=1 =0
< 2271@5% (Z 278 iﬂj(D)Trifk(x)(:E) ;(Jlﬁ’l))l/2
k=1 =0

wen) S | f]

S 27N T fi()]| RH)NZQ N ] Hs (R,
k=1

where we have also used Lemma [2.17]

Step 5 - Analysis of the case £k =0

We have, using the second estimate in (49)), a similar argument as in (62)), and the
Sobolev-boundedness result in Lemma [2.17]
1/2
L2(Rn))

1/2
(Z v ) (Z‘W
4 1/2

© o 1/2
e + (304 ITE foll 2
j=0

wo®n) + | follzwny S I f]

DYMYTY fo|,

Mo ;(D)TY fo

[45(D), MTE 1

S Y fol

S ol

Hs (Rn) . D

Now since ST (R™) C C7ST(R™) for all r > 0, we deduce the following:
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Corollary 7.2. Let a € S?,(R") and ¢ € ®* be an SND phase function. Then the
FIO T¥ is bounded from the Sobolev space H*(R™) to H*(R™), for all s > 0.
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