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Lp AND Hp
FIO REGULARITY FOR WAVE EQUATIONS WITH ROUGH

COEFFICIENTS

ANDREW HASSELL AND JAN ROZENDAAL

Abstract. We consider wave equations with time-independent coefficients
that have C1,1 regularity in space. We show that, for nontrivial ranges of p
and s, the standard inhomogeneous initial value problem for the wave equation
is well posed in Sobolev spaces H

s,p

FIO
(Rn) over the Hardy spaces H

p

FIO
(Rn)

for Fourier integral operators introduced recently by the authors and Portal,
following work of Smith. In spatial dimensions n = 2 and n = 3, this includes
the full range 1 < p < ∞. As a corollary, we obtain the optimal fixed-time Lp

regularity for such equations, generalizing work of Seeger, Sogge and Stein in
the case of smooth coefficients.
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1. Introduction

In this article, we develop the fixed-time Lp theory of rough wave equations.
In 1991 Seeger, Sogge and Stein [40] determined the sharp Lp mapping properties

of Fourier integral operators, by showing that such operators lose (n − 1)| 12 − 1
p |

derivatives on Lp(Rn). As a consequence, they obtained the optimal fixed-time Lp

regularity for wave equations with smooth coefficients. Until now, there has been
no corresponding result for wave equations with rough coefficients.

In fact, until recently, there was no obvious strategy to approach the fixed-time
Lp theory of rough wave equations. Existing work on wave equations with rough
coefficients by Smith [42–44] and Tataru [50–52] proceeds by first smoothing the
coefficients of the equation. An approximate solution to the smoothed equation is
then constructed using microlocal analysis, and the solution of the original equation
is obtained via a method of successive approximations. On Lp(Rn) this procedure
leads to a loss of (n− 1)| 12 − 1

p | derivatives in each iteration step, and the approach

thus breaks down fundamentally for p 6= 2.
Recently, the authors, in collaboration with Portal and building on an earlier

construction by Smith [41], introduced a scale of Hardy spaces for Fourier integral
operators [22]. TheseHp

FIO(R
n) spaces embed into the Lp(Rn)-based Sobolev scale,

and Fourier integral operators of order zero act on them without loss of derivatives.
This suggests that these spaces can also be used to analyze rough wave equations,
by providing a framework for the method of iterative approximation.

In the present article, we implement this strategy. We show that for every
dimension n there is a nontrivial range of p around 2 for which wave equations
with C1,1 coefficients are well posed on suitable Sobolev spaces Hs,p

FIO(R
n) over

Hp
FIO(R

n). By combining this with the Sobolev embeddings for Hp
FIO(R

n), one
obtains the optimal Lp regularity for such equations. This Lp regularity is, however,
significantly weaker than the well-posedness of these equations on Hardy spaces for
Fourier integral operators, and we wish to promote the viewpoint that fixed-time
Lp analysis of wave equations is best carried out directly on Hp

FIO(R
n); these

are the ‘natural’ spaces for the Lp theory. The second author’s recent use [37]
of the Hardy spaces for Fourier integrals to improve the Bourgain-Demeter local
smoothing estimates from [7] provides further evidence for this viewpoint.

1.1. Setting. We study the inhomogeneous initial value problem for the wave equa-
tion in n+ 1 dimensions:

(1.1)
D2

t u(t, x)−
n∑

i,j=1

Di(ai,j(x)Dju)(t, x) = F (t, x), u : Rn+1 → C,

u(0, x) = f(x), Dtu(0, x) = g(x), D = −i∂.

Here the ai,j are uniformly elliptic, bounded and real-valued, and ‘rough’ in the
sense that they possess a limited number of derivates.

We briefly recall part of the regularity theory of solutions to (1.1), and the as-
sociated harmonic analysis. In the case of the Laplacian, where ai,j = δij for

1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, the solution operators cos(t
√
−∆) and sin(t

√
−∆)/

√
−∆ to (1.1) are

bounded on L2(Rn) for all t ∈ R, as follows from either Plancherel’s theorem or
spectral calculus. Correspondingly, (1.1) is well posed on L2(Rn). For more gen-
eral smooth coefficients ai,j , the regularity theory of (1.1) reduces to the study of
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mapping properties of Fourier integral operators, a class of oscillatory integral op-
erators that includes the solution operators to (1.1). Since suitable Fourier integral
operators of order zero are bounded on L2(Rn), (1.1) is well posed in L2(Rn) if the
coefficients ai,j are smooth.

The regularity theory for (1.1) becomes more involved when considering initial
data in Sobolev spaces over Lp(Rn) for p 6= 2. Indeed, an examination of the kernel
of cos(t

√
−∆) shows that this operator is not bounded on Lp(Rn) unless p = 2,

n = 1 or t = 0. In fact, it was shown by Peral [33] and Miyachi [31] that

(1.2) cos(t
√
−∆) :W 2s(p),p(Rn) → Lp(Rn)

for 1 < p <∞ and

(1.3) s(p) :=
n− 1

2

∣∣∣1
2
− 1

p

∣∣∣,

and this ‘loss of 2s(p) derivatives’ cannot be improved. The same mapping property
(1.2) holds more generally for compactly supported Fourier integral operators of
order zero associated to a canonical transformation, as was proved by Seeger, Sogge
and Stein in their celebrated paper [40]. Moreover, a corresponding result holds for
the endpoints p = 1 and p = ∞ upon replacing Lp(Rn) by the local Hardy space
H1(Rn) and bmo(Rn), respectively. As a result, although (1.1) is not well posed
on Lp(Rn) for p 6= 2 and n > 1, for smooth coefficients the fixed-time Lp regularity
theory is well understood.

On the other hand, motivated by applications to regularity theory, a classical
problem in harmonic analysis is to determine the Lp mapping properties of the
solution operators to partial differential equations with rough coefficients. For ex-
ample, it is not merely the class of pseudodifferential operators, which includes the
solution operators to smooth elliptic equations, that is bounded on Lp(Rn) for all
1 < p < ∞. It has also long been known that their rough analogues, Calderon-
Zygmund operators, are bounded on Lp(Rn) for all 1 < p < ∞ provided they are
bounded on L2(Rn) [48]. Similarly, for the parabolic theory, the solution operators
(etL)t≥0 to the equation ∂tu = Lu are bounded on Lp(Rn) for a range of p around
2, if L is a uniformly elliptic operator in divergence form with L∞ coefficients [4].

In this respect, elliptic and parabolic theory differs from hyperbolic theory, and
specifically from the theory of the wave equation (1.1), in two ways. One is that
the solution operators to elliptic and parabolic equations are typically bounded on
Lp(Rn) for 1 < p < ∞, even if the coefficients of the equation have very limited
smoothness. The other difference is that surprisingly little is known about the
optimal Lp regularity theory for wave equations with rough coefficients. Our goal in
this article is to address this deficiency by extending the sharp Lp regularity theory
for wave equations with smooth coefficients to equations with rough coefficients.

1.2. Hardy spaces for Fourier integral operators. An effective method for studying
rough wave equations was developed by Smith in [42]. Combining paradifferential
methods due to Bony [5] with wave packet transforms, he constructed a useful
microlocal parametrix on L2(Rn) and then corrected to the exact solution using an
iterative procedure. This strategy was exploited by Smith, as well as Tataru, to
obtain powerful results on rough wave equations, such as Strichartz estimates [28,42,
50–52], propagation of singularities [44], the related spectral cluster estimates [43],
and well-posedness of nonlinear wave equations with rough initial data [47].
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It is then natural to attempt to apply these techniques to the fixed-time Lp

regularity theory for wave equations with rough coefficients. However, here one
immediately runs into a formidable obstacle: no reasonable approximation of the
solution operators to a rough wave equation can be expected to behave better than
the solution operators to smooth wave equations, so in particular one cannot expect
them to be bounded on Lp(Rn) for p 6= 2. This means that for the type of iterative
constructions that are typically used to construct a parametrix, on Lp(Rn) one will
lose a fixed number of derivatives in each iteration step, and the iterative ‘loop’
cannot be closed.

On the other hand, in [41] Smith introduced a substitute for the classical local
Hardy space H1(Rn) which is adapted to Fourier integral operators. His space
H1

FIO(R
n) is invariant under compactly supported Fourier integral operators of

order zero associated with a canonical transformation, and it satisfies Sobolev em-
beddings that allow one to recover the results of Seeger, Sogge and Stein. Smith’s
construction was subsequently extended to a full range (Hp

FIO(R
n))1≤p≤∞ of in-

variant spaces by the authors and Portal in [22]. These Hardy spaces for Fourier
integral operators are invariant under suitable Fourier integral operators of order
zero, and they satisfy the following Sobolev embeddings into the Lp scale:

(1.4) W s(p),p(Rn) ⊆ Hp
FIO(R

n) ⊆W−s(p),p(Rn), 1 < p <∞,

where s(p) is as in (1.3), with the natural modifications involving H1(Rn) and
bmo(Rn) for p = 1 and p = ∞, respectively. In particular, by considering the

Sobolev space Hs(p),p
FIO (Rn) over Hp

FIO(R
n), one recovers as a special case (1.2) and

the optimal Lp regularity for Fourier integral operators.
However, beyond merely recovering existing results, the Hardy spaces for Fourier

integral operators provide us with a framework to apply the existing techniques for
rough wave equations to the fixed-time Lp regularity theory, by proving that such
equations are solvable over Hp

FIO(R
n) and then using (1.4).

1.3. Main results. The Sobolev spaces Hs,p
FIO(R

n) = 〈D〉−sHp
FIO(R

n) over the
Hardy spaces for Fourier integral operators are introduced in Definition 3.2. We
say that (1.1) is well posed in Hs,p

FIO(R
n) for given p ∈ (1,∞) and s ∈ R if, for each

f ∈ Hs,p
FIO(R

n), g ∈ Hs−1,p
FIO (Rn) and F ∈ L1

loc(R;H
s−1,p
FIO (Rn)), there exists a unique

u ∈ C(R;Hs,p
FIO(R

n)) ∩ C1(R;Hs−1,p
FIO (Rn)) ∩W 2,1

loc (R;H
s−2,p
FIO (Rn))

such that (1.1) holds as an identity in Hs−2,p
FIO (Rn) for almost all t ∈ R.

By combining a slightly simplified version of our main result, Theorem 5.2, with
the Sobolev embeddings in (1.4), one obtains the following result.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that ai,j ∈ C1,1(Rn) is bounded and real-valued for all 1 ≤
i, j ≤ n, and that

∑n
i,j=1Di(ai,jDj) is uniformly elliptic. Then (1.1) is well posed

in Hs,p
FIO(R

n) for all p ∈ (1,∞) such that 2s(p) < 1 and all −1+s(p) ≤ s ≤ 2−s(p).
In particular, the solution operators (U(t))t∈R to (1.1) satisfy

(1.5) U(t) :W s+s(p),p(Rn) →W s−s(p),p(Rn)

for all t ∈ R.
If ai,j ∈ Cr(Rn) for some r > 2 and all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, then (1.1) is well posed in

Hs,p
FIO(R

n) for all p ∈ (1,∞) such that 2s(p) < r − 1 and all −r + s(p) + 1 < s <
r − s(p). In particular, for such p and r, (1.5) holds for all t ∈ R.
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Note that the first two statements apply to all p ∈ (1,∞) if n ≤ 3. For n ≥ 4,
the last two statements apply to all p ∈ (1,∞) if r ≥ (n + 1)/2. Explicitly, for
n ≥ 4 the condition on p in the first statement is that

2
n− 1

n+ 1
< p < 2

n− 1

n− 3
.

If r > 2 is an integer, then one may replace Cr(Rn) by Cr−1,1(Rn) in the second
statement, and one may also include the endpoints of the Sobolev interval.

We obtain a similar result as in Theorem 1.1 for operators
∑n

i,j=1 ai,jDiDj in
standard form, with the same assumptions on p, but with a Sobolev interval for s
that is shifted by 1 (see Theorem 6.1). We consider only pure second order operators
in this article, for simplicity, but in Remark 6.3 we indicate how our techniques can
be used to include lower order terms. In Appendix B we detail how one can improve
the second statement, for r > 2, by making regularity assumptions outside of the
Hölder scale. This also explains why the case where r is an integer is special in
Theorem 1.1.

To the authors’ best knowledge, Theorem 1.1 is the first instance where the
fixed-time Lp regularity theory for wave equations has been extended beyond the
seminal work for smooth equations by Seeger, Sogge and Stein in 1991 to a general
class of rough wave equations. Results for even rougher wave equations have been
available through the theory of spectral multipliers for much longer [14]; however,
these yield a sub-optimal loss of at least n| 12 − 1

p | derivatives even in the case of the

Laplacian, cf. (1.6). In [13, 34] one may find results on the Lp regularity of oscil-
latory integral operators with rough phase functions and symbols, some of which
involve a loss of (n− 1)| 12 − 1

p |+ ε derivatives. However, the very procedure which

expresses the solution operators to a wave equation locally as a sum of oscillatory
integral operators plus a smoothing term, namely solving an eikonal equation and
then iteratively transport equations, requires the coefficients of the equation to be
smooth. We also refer to [19] for a very recent contribution to this area, which treats
equations with even rougher coefficients that are small perturbations of commuting
differential operators.

It is important to stress that the assumption of C1,1 regularity in Theorem 1.1
is common in the analysis of wave equations. In fact, although both Strichartz and
spectral cluster estimates hold in the classical sense for wave equations with C1,1

coefficients [42, 43, 51, 52], it is known that they only hold in a weaker sense for
C1,α coefficients with α < 1 [45,46]. The fact that this level of regularity is critical
manifests itself in multiple ways, as is explained below.

In this article we do not treat time-dependent coefficients. This is not due to
an inherent limitation of our methods. In fact, the Strichartz estimates obtained
by Smith and Tataru using similar methods also hold for time-dependent coeffi-
cients, and one may even allow for time dependence of slightly lower regularity
than the spatial regularity (see also [27]). The same applies to propagation of sin-
gularities [44], and our results can also be extended to coefficients that depend on
time in a rough sense. However, doing so introduces various subtle technical issues
that tend to obfuscate the main ideas for anyone who is not already familiar with
them. This manifests itself in various ways, such as in the concept of a solution (see
e.g. [42]), in the proof of our main results, and in Sections 8 and 9 (see e.g. Remark
8.4). We believe that there is considerable value in illustrating the key ideas to a
wider audience by considering a slightly simpler setting. In a follow-up article, we
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plan to deal with time-dependent coefficients, and treat propagation of singularities
in Hs,p

FIO(R
n).

Finally, it is illustrative to compare our results to the Lp theory for Schrödinger
equations. Invariant spaces for Schrödinger propagators have been used in time-
frequency analysis for much longer; these are the modulation spaces (see e.g. [11]).
However, results about the fixed-time Lp regularity for Schrödinger equations have
been obtained using more classical methods from harmonic analysis, and under
the much weaker regularity assumption of Gaussian heat kernel bounds [9]. On
the other hand, it is well known that the fixed-time Lp regularity theory for wave
equations is more involved than that for Schrödinger equations, as is already evident
for the flat Laplacian. Indeed, cf. [32], for all α > 0 one has

(1.6) eit(−∆)α :W 2αn| 1
2
− 1

p |,p(Rn) → Lp(Rn)

for p ∈ (1,∞) and t ∈ R, and this exponent is sharp for t 6= 0 unless α = 1/2, in
which case the improved estimate (1.2) holds. From a microlocal viewpoint, this
phenomenon can be understood by observing that for t 6= 0 the projection of the
canonical relation {(y−2αt|η|2α−1η̂, η, y, η) | (y, η) ∈ T ∗Rn \o} of eit(−∆)α onto the
base spaces Rn ×Rn has rank 2n− 1 if α = 1/2, and rank 2n otherwise. Moreover,
it is known that the Lp mapping properties of oscillatory integral operators improve
when the rank of this projection drops [39,40], with operators for which the projec-
tion has rank n, such as pseudodifferential operators, being bounded. Hence sharp
fixed-time Lp regularity results for wave equations need to take into account such
subtle microlocal aspects, and the theory is more involved. On the other hand, the
space-time Strichartz estimates have been obtained for Schrödinger equations with
rough coefficients in [53] using a similar combination of wave packet transforms and
parametrices as described above.

1.4. Overview of the proof. The general strategy of our proof is similar to that of
previous results for wave equations with rough coefficients. Here we sketch this
approach, and we indicate where our implementation differs from the existing in-
stances of this method.

Suppose that ai,j ∈ C1,1(Rn) for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n. Using a paradifferential
smoothing procedure which goes back to Bony [5] (see also e.g. Meyer [29, 30] and
Taylor [54,55]), one separates the low and the high frequencies of the coefficients ai,j .
This decomposes L :=

∑n
i,j=1Di(ai,jDj) as a sum of a smooth pseudodifferential

operator L1 with symbol in Hörmander’s S2
1,1/2 class, and a rough pseudodifferen-

tial operator L2 with principal symbol in C1,1S1
1,1/2. The latter class consists of

symbols that behave like elements of S1
1,1/2, except that they have the same spa-

tial regularity as the coefficients ai,j . Note, however, that the operator L2 is of
order 1. Hence it is reasonable to expect that any u ∈ C(R;Hs,p

FIO(R
n)) satisfies

L2u ∈ C(R;Hs−1,p
FIO (Rn)), in which case L2u has the same ‘strength’ as the inhomo-

geneous term F . Then, heuristically, we can rewrite (1.1) as (D2
t −L1)u = F −L2u,

and use Duhamel’s principle to reduce to the equation (D2
t −L1)u = 0. In fact, for

technical reasons it turns out to be more convenient to solve the first order equation
(Dt − b(x,D))u = 0, where b ∈ S1

1,1/2 and b(x,D) is an approximate square root of

L1.
Now, to solve (Dt−b(x,D))u = 0 one cannot directly rely on standard tools from

microlocal analysis. Indeed, the symbol b of the pseudodifferential operator b(x,D)
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is not homogeneous, and therefore the solution operators to this equation are not
Fourier integral operators. Instead, following an idea which was already present in
the work of Cordoba and Fefferman [12], one can use wave packet transforms to lift
the equation to phase space, where the quantum correspondence principle suggests
that the solution operators are well approximated by the bicharacteristic flow maps
associated with b. By conjugating these flow maps with wave packet transforms,
and using an iterative construction to deal with error terms that arise, one then
obtains a parametrix for the equation (Dt−b(x,D))u = 0 (see Remark 7.3). In turn,
to make the heuristics involving L2u precise, one uses another iterative construction
to solve the original equation (1.1).

Apart from providing a method to solve (1.1), the idea of conjugating flow maps
on phase space with wave packet transforms results in a parametrix that is both
conceptually elegant and technically convenient. Moreover, one can show that this
parametrix has various useful properties, which in turn are transferred to the orig-
inal equation and allow one to derive Strichartz estimates, or propagation of singu-
larities, for example.

We note that, in the procedure above, the assumption that ai,j ∈ C1,1(Rn) for
1 ≤ i, j ≤ n is used in three important ways. Firstly, it guarantees that the operator
L2 has order 1. In general, if ai,j ∈ Cr(Rn) for some r > 0 (or ai,j ∈ Cr−1,1(Rn)
if r ∈ N), then L2 has order 2 − r/2. Moreover, the regularity of the ai,j is used
to construct the flow parametrix for (Dt − b(x,D))u = 0. Indeed, the symbol b in
fact has slightly better properties than a general S1

1,1/2 symbol, and one can take

two spatial derivatives without incurring blow-up in the fiber variable. This fact
ensures, secondly, that the flow associated with b is well behaved (see Remark 8.5),
and, thirdly, that one can obtain useful error bounds when applying b(x,D) to the
conjugated flow (see Remark 9.2). In fact, the regularity of the ai,j also leads to
the condition that 2s(p) < 1, via Theorem 4.8, but here the C1,1 assumption only
determines the size of the interval of p in Theorem 1.1.

Our incarnation of this method differs from the existing ones in three main
ways. The first is that we work with the Hardy spaces Hs,p

FIO(R
n) for Fourier

integral operators, so we require estimates for the rough term L2 on these spaces.
By contrast, in the existing works on rough wave equations it suffices to obtain
L2(Rn) estimates (e.g. by a TT ∗ argument). Estimates for rough pseudodifferential
operators on Lp(Rn) are classical [6,26,54], but they are new for Hp

FIO(R
n). These

estimates are proved in the companion papers [35,38] by the second author, and they
are of independent interest. They can be found in Theorem 4.8 of the present article,
and we stress that these mapping properties are proved in a very different manner
than the results in this article, relying in particular on Littlewood–Paley theory,
equivalent characterizations ofHp

FIO(R
n) (see [16,36] and (3.24)), and interpolation

of rough symbol classes. It should also be noted that it is the rough operator L2

which leads to the restrictions on p and s in Theorem 1.1, whereas our results for
the smooth term hold for all p ∈ [1,∞) and s ∈ R (we will not consider p = 1
or p = ∞ in this article). On the other hand, by making regularity assumptions
outside of the Hölder scale, slightly less than C1,1 regularity in fact suffices to deal
with this operator (see Appendix B).

In the present article we solve the smoothed equation (Dt− b(x,D))u = 0. Then
we combine this solution with the rough term, treated as an additional inhomo-
geneity, to prove solvability for (1.1) on Hs,p

FIO(R
n). For the latter step we rely in
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an essential manner on the fact that Hs,p
FIO(R

n) is invariant under the solution op-
erators to (Dt − b(x,D))u = 0. This allows for iterative arguments that would not
be possible by directly working on Lp(Rn), and it also explains why it is necessary
to obtain estimates for the rough term L2 on Hs,p

FIO(R
n).

To construct a parametrix for the equation (Dt−b(x,D))u = 0, we conjugate flow
maps with wave packet transforms. However, unlike many of the existing methods,
we cannot rely on isotropic wave packet transforms such as the FBI transform [49],
as doing so would not lead to a sharp loss of derivatives. The second way in which
our method differs frommost previous ones is that we use an anisotropic wave packet
transformW which already appeared in our previous work [22]. This transform has
its roots in [41] and can also be found in [20]. It captures the dyadic-parabolic, or
second dyadic, decomposition of phase space which goes back to Fefferman [17,18]
and which is a key tool in the work of Segger, Sogge and Stein [40] on the Lp

regularity of Fourier integral operators.
The third way in which our method differs from the existing ones is that we

combine flow maps on phase space with the theory of tent spaces. Tent spaces,
introduced in [10], provide a powerful framework in harmonic analysis that has
proved to be particularly useful when dealing with rough elliptic and parabolic
equations [24]. Tent spaces T p(S∗Rn) over the cosphere bundle S∗Rn = Rn×Sn−1

are function spaces on phase space, T ∗Rn, and they incorporate the conical square
functions that were originally used by Smith in [41] to define H1

FIO(R
n). In our

previous work [22], Hp
FIO(R

n) was defined by embedding it into T p(S∗Rn) using
the wave packet transform W , and to deal with the Sobolev spaces Hs,p

FIO(R
n) we

work in the present article with weighted tent spaces T p
s (S

∗Rn). As a result, to
prove mapping properties of operators on Hs,p

FIO(R
n), one can conjugate them with

W and prove estimates in the T p
s (S

∗Rn) norm. In the setting of the present article,
this means that one has to prove that bicharacteristic flow maps are bounded on
weighted tent spaces, and one has to obtain appropriate kernel bounds on phase
space for error terms in the parametrix. This leads to additional difficulties that
are not present in the L2 theory. For example, although bicharacteristic flow maps,
being symplectomorphisms, are automatically bounded on L2(T ∗Rn), it is more
difficult to prove boundedness of flow maps on tent spaces. The situation is further
complicated by the fact that the symbol b is not homogeneous.

It should be noted that one can also solve the equation (Dt−b(x,D))u = 0 using
methods from either [42] or [20]. However, our approach differs from these works in
several ways. Namely, although the wave packet transform used by Smith in [42] is
also anisotropic, it is a discrete transform that decomposes functions using a curvelet
basis and views operators as infinite matrices with respect to this basis, as opposed
to lifting functions and operators to phase space (see also [8]). Accordingly, the
flow parametrix does not arise from an actual bicharacteristic flow on phase space.
We believe that it is useful to construct an anisotropic flow parametrix on phase
space involving genuine bicharacteristic flows, both for technical reasons and for
conceptual simplicity, as the author himself did using isotropic transforms in his
later work [43, 44].

On the other hand, in [20] Geba and Tataru directly obtain appropriate kernel
bounds for the solution operators to the equation (Dt − b(x,D))u = 0. However, a
key idea in our previous work [22] is to apply the existing theory of tent spaces to
the Lp theory for Fourier integral operators, and in the present article we develop
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this idea further by building parametrices using flows maps on tent spaces. Since
the theory of tent spaces has so far mostly been restricted to (rough) elliptic and
parabolic equations, where propagation of singularities plays no role, we believe
that there is value in demonstrating how tent spaces can be combined with flow
parametrices to study the fixed-time Lp theory of rough wave equations.

1.5. Organization of this article. This article is organized as follows. In Section 2
we collect some background on the weighted tent spaces T p

s (S
∗Rn). Apart from

the introduction of weights, one difference with respect to our earlier work in [22]
is that we take an alternative viewpoint on tent spaces over the cosphere bundle,
which effectively corresponds to parametrizing phase space using Cartesian coor-
dinates as opposed to spherical coordinates (see Remark 2.2). The former is more
useful when dealing with bicharacteristic flows, particularly for symbols that are
not homogeneous. In Section 3 we introduce our wave packet transform and the
Hardy spaces for Fourier integral operators. We also take a different viewpoint on
this transform and the Hardy spaces for FIOs, although the resulting spaces are
the same (see Remark 3.3).

In Section 4 we introduce the relevant rough symbol classes, and the symbol
smoothing procedure which plays a key role in this article. In Section 4.2 we collect
our main results for the smooth and rough terms in this symbol decomposition,
Theorem 4.7 and Theorem 4.8. Theorem 4.7 is proved in Section 7, and Theorem
4.8 is proved in [35, 38]. Section 5 then contains our main results for operators in
divergence form, and in particular Theorem 1.1, and Section 6 contains our results
for operators in standard form. The proofs of both results are very similar, with
some minor technical differences.

Section 7 reduces the proof of our main result for smooth first order equations
to Theorem 7.1, which asserts that a suitable parametrix exists for such equations.
Theorem 7.1 is in turn proved in Sections 8 and 9, with Section 8 showing that
the relevant flow maps are bounded on tent spaces, and Section 9 dealing with the
error bounds in the parametrix.

Finally, Appendix A contains a statement about kernel bounds for oscillatory
integral operators which is used frequently, and Appendix B explains how subtle
regularity assumptions on the coefficients can be used to improve some of our results.

1.6. Notation. The natural numbers are N = {1, 2, . . .}, and Z+ := N ∪ {0}.
Throughout this article we fix n ∈ N with n ≥ 2. Our techniques can also be
applied for n = 1, but in that case the results can be improved, cf. [19].

For 1 ≤ j ≤ n we denote the j-th standard basis vector of Rn by ej. For ξ ∈ Rn

we set 〈ξ〉 = (1+|ξ|2)1/2, and ξ̂ = ξ/|ξ| if ξ 6= 0. We use multi-index notation, where
∂ξ := (∂ξ1 , . . . , ∂ξn), ∂

α
ξ = ∂α1

ξ1
. . . ∂αn

ξn
and ξα = ξα1

1 . . . ξαn
n for ξ = (ξ1, . . . , ξn) ∈ Rn

and α = (α1, . . . , αn) ∈ Zn
+. Moreover, Dj := −i∂xj and Dt := −i∂t.

The duality between a Schwartz function f ∈ S(Rn) and a tempered distribution
g ∈ S ′(Rn) is denoted by 〈f, g〉. The Fourier transform of f ∈ S ′(Rn) is denoted by

Ff or f̂ , and the Fourier multiplier with symbol ϕ ∈ S ′(Rn) is denoted by ϕ(D).
The Hölder conjugate of p ∈ [1,∞] is p′, and s(p) = n−1

2 | 12 − 1
p |. The volume of

a measurable subset B of a measure space (Ω, µ) is |B|. For F ∈ L1(B), we set
 

B

F (x)dµ(x) =
1

|B|

ˆ

B

F (x)dµ(x)
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if |B| <∞. The space of bounded linear operators on a Banach space X is L(X).
We write f(s) . g(s) to indicate that f(s) ≤ Mg(s) for all s and a constant

M > 0 independent of s, and similarly for f(s) & g(s) and g(s) h f(s).

2. Tent spaces

In this section we collect some background on weighted tent spaces.

2.1. Definitions. Our tent spaces are function spaces on phase space. In [22] these
spaces were defined using an implicit spherical coordinate system on phase space,
as arises from the classical theory of tent spaces in e.g. [1, 10]. More precisely, one
parametrizes phase space using the cosphere bundle, which is convenient for dealing
with flows that are associated with homogeneous symbols. However, in the present
article we consider flows associated with symbols that are merely asymptotically
homogeneous, and such flows do not project down to the cosphere bundle. Hence it
is more convenient to use a Cartesian coordinate system. This leads to spaces that
look different from those in [22], but this difference is only apparent, cf. Remark
2.2. We also work in the more general setting of weighted tent spaces, which allows
us to deal with Sobolev spaces over the Hardy spaces for Fourier integral operators.

Let T ∗Rn be the cotangent bundle of Rn, identified with Rn ×Rn and endowed
with the symplectic form dξ ·dx and the Liouville measure dxdξ. Let o := Rn×{0}
be the zero section in T ∗Rn, and let S∗Rn = Rn × Sn−1 be the cosphere bundle

over Rn. We shall denote elements of Sn−1 by either ξ̂ = ξ/|ξ|, for ξ ∈ Rn \ {0},
or by ω or ν. We also denote the standard Riemannian metric on Sn−1 by gSn−1,
and the standard measure on Sn−1 by dω. We will endow S∗Rn with a metric d
that arises from contact geometry. For readers unfamiliar with contact geometry,
we note that we mostly use only two properties of the metric:

• that it has a convenient equivalent expression, in (2.2);
• that (S∗Rn, d, dxdω) is a doubling metric measure space, cf. (2.5).

The cosphere bundle S∗Rn is a contact manifold with respect to the standard con-

tact form αSn−1 := ξ̂·dx, the kernel of which is a smooth distribution of codimension
1 subspaces of the tangent bundle T (S∗Rn) of S∗Rn. Set

(2.1) d((x, ω), (y, ν)) := inf
γ

ˆ 1

0

|γ′(s)|ds

for (x, ω), (y, ν) ∈ S∗Rn, where |γ′(s)| is the length of the tangent vector γ′(s)
with respect to the product metric dx2 + gSn−1, and the infimum is taken over
all horizontal Lipschitz1 curves γ : [0, 1] → S∗Rn such that γ(0) = (x, ω) and
γ(1) = (y, ν). Here horizontal means that αSn−1(γ′(s)) = 0 for almost all s ∈ [0, 1].
Throughout, we let Bτ (x, ω) ⊆ S∗Rn be the open ball around (x, ω) ∈ S∗Rn of
radius τ > 0 with respect to d.

We will often use an equivalent analytic expression for d. By [22, Lemma 2.1],

(2.2) d((x, ω), (y, ν)) h
(
|x− y|2 + |ω · (x− y)|+ |ω − ν|2

)1/2

1In [22] the infimum was taken over all piecewise C1 curves, but this modification makes no
difference, and it will be convenient for us in Section 8 (see footnote 2).
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for all (x, ω), (y, ν) ∈ S∗Rn, where the implicit constants only depend on n. By [22,
Lemma 2.3], there exists an M > 0 such that for all (x, ω) ∈ S∗Rn one has

(2.3)
1

M
τ2n ≤ |Bτ (x, ω)| ≤Mτ2n

if 0 < τ < 1, and

(2.4)
1

M
τn ≤ |Bτ (x, ω)| ≤Mτn

if τ ≥ 1. In particular,

(2.5) |Bcτ (x, ω)| ≤M2c2n|Bτ (x, ω)|
for all τ > 0 and c ≥ 1, and (S∗Rn, d, dxdω) is a doubling metric measure space.
Moreover, the volume |Bτ (x, ω)| > 0 of the ball Bτ (x, ω) only depends on τ , as
follows from the invariance of d under translations and rotations in S∗Rn. Hence

(2.6) µ(λ) := |Bλ−1/2(x, ω)|−1 (λ > 0)

is independent of the choice of (x, ω) ∈ S∗Rn.
For (x, ω) ∈ S∗Rn set

Γ(x, ω) := {(y, η) ∈ T ∗Rn \ o | (y, η̂) ∈ B|η|−1/2(x, ω)},
and for a ball B ⊆ S∗Rn set

T (B) := {(y, η) ∈ T ∗Rn \ o | d((y, η̂), Bc) ≥ |η|−1/2}.
Note that the projection of Γ onto the η variable is approximately a paraboloid in
the direction of ω, and the projection of Γ ∩ {(y, η) ∈ T ∗Rn | |η| = c} onto the x
variable is an anisotropic ball around x, with anisotropy in the direction of ω, for
each c > 0. Similar statements hold for T (B). Next, for s ∈ R and F ∈ L2

loc(T
∗Rn)

set

(2.7)

AsF (x, ω) :=
( ˆ

Γ(x,ω)

|F (y, η)|2 |η|2sdydη
|B|η|−1/2(x, ω)|

)1/2

=
( ˆ

Γ(x,ω)

|F (y, η)|2µ(|η|)|η|2sdydη
)1/2

,

where µ is as in (2.6), and

(2.8) CsF (x, ω) := sup
B

( 1

|B|

ˆ

T (B)

|F (y, η)|2|η|2sdydη
)1/2

,

where the supremum is taken over all balls B ⊆ S∗Rn containing (x, ω).

Definition 2.1. For p ∈ [1,∞), s ∈ R, the (weighted) tent space T p
s (S

∗Rn) consists
of all F ∈ L2

loc(T
∗Rn) such that AsF ∈ Lp(S∗Rn), endowed with the norm

‖F‖Tp
s (S∗Rn) := ‖AsF‖Lp(S∗Rn).

Also, T∞
s (S∗Rn) consists of all F ∈ L2

loc(T
∗Rn) such that CsF ∈ L∞(S∗Rn), with

‖F‖T∞
s (S∗Rn) := ‖CsF‖L∞(S∗Rn).

Remark 2.2. In [22] the tent space T p(S∗Rn), for p ∈ [1,∞), was defined to consist
of all F ∈ L2

loc(S
∗Rn × (0,∞), dxdωdσ/σ) such that

( ˆ

S∗Rn

( ˆ ∞

0

 

B√
σ(x,ω)

|F (y, ν, σ)|2dydν dσ
σ

)p/2

dxdω
)1/2

<∞.



12 ANDREW HASSELL AND JAN ROZENDAAL

At first sight this seems quite different from Definition 2.1, but by changing to a
spherical coordinate system via π(y, η) := (y, η̂, |η|−1), one obtains an isometric
isomorphism π∗ : T p(S∗Rn) → T p

−n/2(S
∗Rn) via pull-back. A similar remark ap-

plies for p = ∞. Hence the spaces in Definition 2.1 are weighted tent spaces over
the spaces from [22]. Definition 2.1 is more convenient for our purposes than the
one in [22], because in Section 9 we will work with bicharacteristic flows associated
to symbols that are merely asymptotically homogeneous. It is also natural from a
phase space perspective, in that T 2

0 (S
∗Rn) = L2(T ∗Rn) isometrically. Indeed,

‖F‖2T 2
0
(S∗Rn) =

ˆ

S∗Rn

ˆ

Γ(x,ω)

|F (y, η)|2µ(|η|)dydηdxdω

=

ˆ

S∗Rn

ˆ

T∗Rn

1B|η|−1/2 (x,ω)(y, η̂)|F (y, η)|2|B|η|−1/2(y, η̂)|−1dydηdxdω

=

ˆ

T∗Rn

ˆ

S∗Rn

1B|η|−1/2 (y,η̂)(x, ω)|B|η|−1/2(y, η̂)|−1dxdω|F (y, η)|2dydη

=

ˆ

T∗Rn

|F (y, η)|2dydη = ‖F‖2L2(T∗Rn).

For more on weighted tent spaces we refer the reader to [2]. There the spaces
are weighted in a slightly different manner which in our setting would amount to
replacing the factor |η|2s in (2.7) by |B|η|−1/2(x, ω)|−2s/n. The difference between
these two choices is not significant, and for each κ > 0 the two choices coincide on

{F ∈ T p
s (S

∗Rn) | F (y, η) = 0 for all (y, η) ∈ T ∗Rn with |η| < κ},
due to (2.3) and (2.4).

A minor role will be played in this article by a class of test functions on T ∗Rn

and the associated distributions. Let J (T ∗Rn) consist of those F ∈ L∞(T ∗Rn)
such that [(x, ξ) 7→ (1 + |x|+max(|ξ|, |ξ|−1))NF (x, ξ)] ∈ L∞(T ∗Rn) for all N ≥ 0,
endowed with the topology generated by the corresponding weighted L∞ norms.
Let J ′(T ∗Rn) be the space of continuous linear G : J (T ∗Rn) → C, endowed
with the topology induced by J (T ∗Rn). We denote the duality between F ∈
J (T ∗Rn) and G ∈ J ′(T ∗Rn) by 〈F,G〉T∗Rn . If G ∈ L1

loc(T
∗Rn) is such that

F 7→
´

T∗Rn F (x, ξ)G(x, ξ)dxdξ defines an element of J ′(T ∗Rn), then we write
G ∈ J ′(T ∗Rn). One has

(2.9) J (S∗Rn) ⊆ T p
s (S

∗Rn) ⊆ J ′(T ∗Rn)

for all p ∈ [1,∞] and s ∈ R, and the first embedding is dense for p < ∞. This
follows from [22, Lemma 2.10] and Remark 2.2 for s = −n/2, and the statement
for general s then follows directly.

2.2. Results about tent spaces. First, for use in Section 8 we generalize (2.7)
slightly. For α > 0 and (x, ω) ∈ S∗Rn we set

(2.10) Γα(x, ω) := {(y, η) ∈ T ∗Rn \ o | (y, η̂) ∈ Bα|η|−1/2(x, ω)}.
For s ∈ R and F ∈ L2

loc(T
∗Rn), let

Aα
sF (x, ω) :=

(ˆ

Γα(x,ω)

|F (y, η)|2µ(|η|)|η|2sdydη
)1/2

.

The following lemma shows that this modification of (2.7) does not lead to any
significant changes to the theory.
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Lemma 2.3. Let p ∈ [1,∞), s ∈ R and α > 0. Then there exists an M > 0 such
that the following holds for all F ∈ L2

loc(T
∗Rn). One has F ∈ T p

s (S
∗Rn) if and

only if Aα
s F ∈ Lp(S∗Rn), with

1

M
‖Aα

sF‖Lp(S∗Rn) ≤ ‖F‖Tp
s (S∗Rn) ≤M‖Aα

sF‖Lp(S∗Rn).

For a collection of α which are uniformly bounded from above and below, the
corresponding constants M =Mα are uniformly bounded.

Proof. The case where s = −n/2 is contained in [1, Proposition 2.1] (see also [36,
Lemma 2.2]), by Remark 2.2 and (2.5). For a general s ∈ R one applies this special
case with F replaced by Fs(x, ξ) := F (x, ξ)|ξ|s+ n

2 for (x, ξ) ∈ T ∗Rn \ o. �

One frequently needs to prove boundedness of integral operators on tent spaces.
To this end, the following proposition is a powerful tool. The kernel bounds in this
proposition were called off-singularity bounds in [22], where they were expressed
in spherical coordinates, and similar bounds can be found in [41, Lemma 3.14]
and [20, Definition 5.3]. We will only use the case where χ̂ is the identity map,
although the more general case can be used for an alternative approach to the
results about flows in Section 8. Here and throughout, we write

(2.11) Υ(t) := min(t, t−1), t > 0.

Proposition 2.4. Let χ̂ : S∗Rn → S∗Rn be bi-Lipschitz with respect to the metric d,
and let K : T ∗Rn × T ∗Rn → C be measurable and such that for all N ≥ 0 there
exists an M ≥ 0 with

|K(x, ξ, y, η)| ≤MΥ
( |ξ|
|η|

)N(
1 + ρ−1d((x, ξ̂), χ̂(y, η̂))2

)−N

for all (x, ξ), (y, η) ∈ T ∗Rn \ o, where ρ := min(|ξ|−1, |η|−1). Then the integral
operator with kernel K is bounded on T p

s (S
∗Rn) for all p ∈ [1,∞] and s ∈ R.

We note that RF (x, ξ) :=
´

T∗Rn K(x, ξ, y, η)F (y, η)dydη is initially well defined
for F ∈ J (T ∗Rn). A more precise wording of Proposition 2.4 would be that, using
(2.9), R extends uniquely to a bounded operator on T p

s (S
∗Rn) for all p ∈ [1,∞)

and s ∈ R, and then by duality to T∞
s (S∗Rn).

Proof. We first consider s = −n/2. By Remark 2.2, it suffices to show that π∗Rπ∗

is bounded on the space T p(S∗Rn) from [22], where π∗ := (π∗)−1 : T p
−n/2(S

∗Rn) →
T p(S∗Rn) is push-forward via π. One can check that π∗Rπ∗ is an integral operator

with kernel K̃ given by

K̃(x, ω, σ, y, ν, τ) := τ−nK(x, ωσ−1, y, ντ−1)

for all (x, ω, σ), (y, ν, τ) ∈ S∗Rn × (0,∞). Then

|K̃(x, ω, σ, y, ν, τ)| . ρ̃−nΥ(στ )
N (1 + ρ̃−1d((x, ω), χ̂(y, ν))2)−N

for each N ≥ 0, where ρ̃ := min(σ, τ). Now [22, Theorem 3.7] concludes the proof
for s = −n/2.

For general s ∈ R we note that the integral operator R with kernel K is bounded
on T p

s (S
∗Rn) if and only if the integral operator with kernel Ks is bounded on

T p
n/2(S

∗Rn), where Ks(x, ξ, y, η) := K(x, ξ, y, η)
( |ξ|
|η|

)s+n
2 for (x, ξ), (y, η) ∈ T ∗Rn \

o. Moreover, for each N ≥ 0 one has

|Ks(x, ξ, y, η)| ≤MΥ
( |ξ|
|η|

)N+|s+n
2
|
(1 + ρ−1d((x, ξ̂), χ̂(y, η̂))2)−N−|s+n

2
|( |ξ|

|η|
)s+n

2
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≤MΥ
( |ξ|
|η|

)N
(1 + ρ−1d((x, ξ̂), χ̂(y, η̂))2)−N ,

since Υ
( |ξ|
|η|

)
≤ |η|

|ξ| , which concludes the proof. �

3. Wave packet transforms and Hardy spaces for Fourier integral

operators

In this section we introduce the wave packets and the wave packet transform
that will be used in this article, and then we use them to define the Hardy spaces
for Fourier integral operators.

3.1. The wave packet transform. In this subsection we first introduce the relevant
wave packets for this article, and we derive some of their properties. These wave
packets coincide with those in [22] up to a normalization factor, which in turn arises
by switching from spherical to Cartesian coordinates, and similar wave packets can
be found in [20]. Then we introduce our wave packet transform, which in turn is
a modified version of the transform from [22]. A similar transform was also used
in [20].

Throughout, fix a real-valued radial ϕ ∈ S(Rn) such that ϕ(ζ) = 1 in a neigh-
borhood of zero, and ϕ(ζ) = 0 if |ζ| ≥ 1. For ξ ∈ Rn set

(3.1) c|ξ| :=
(ˆ

Sn−1

ϕ(|ξ|1/2(e1 − ν))2dν
)−1/2

.

Note that the first basis vector e1 can be replaced by any element of Sn−1. Fix a
real-valued radial Ψ ∈ C∞

c (Rn) such that supp(Ψ) ⊆ {ζ ∈ Rn | |ζ| ∈ [ 12 , 2]} and

(3.2)

ˆ ∞

0

Ψ(σζ)2
dσ

σ
= 1 (ζ 6= 0).

Now, for ξ, ζ ∈ Rn \ {0} let

ψξ(ζ) = |ξ|−n/2c|ξ|Ψ(|ξ|−1ζ)ϕ(|ξ|1/2(ζ̂ − ξ̂))

and ψξ(0) := 0. Finally, let

(3.3) q(ζ) :=
( 1

|B1(0) \B1/2(0)|

ˆ

B1(0)

ψξ(ζ)
2dξ

)1/2

for ζ ∈ Rn. Then

(3.4) q(ζ) = 0 if |ζ| ≥ 2 and q(ζ) = |B1(0) \B1/2(0)|−1/2 if |ζ| ≤ 1
2 ,

as follows from (3.3) and the support property of Ψ. Moreover, q ∈ C∞
c (Rn), as

can be checked by showing that the derivatives of q vanish where q(ζ) = 0, using
that q is radial. We collect some properties of these wave packets, one of which
involves the vector quantity Ωξ(ζ), whose jth component (1 ≤ j ≤ n) is defined by

(3.5) (Ωξ(ζ))j := ∂ξjψξ(ζ) +
|ζ|
|ξ|∂ζjψξ(ζ)

for ξ ∈ Rn \0 and ζ ∈ Rn. Recall from Section 1.6 that we write ∂ξ = (∂ξ1 , . . . , ∂ξn)
and ∂αξ = ∂α1

ξ1
. . . ∂αn

ξn
, for ξ = (ξ1, . . . , ξn) ∈ Rn and α = (α1, . . . , αn) ∈ Zn

+.

Lemma 3.1. For all ξ ∈ Rn\{0} one has ψξ ∈ C∞
c (Rn). Each ζ ∈ supp(ψξ) satisfies

1
2 |ξ| ≤ |ζ| ≤ 2|ξ| and |ζ̂ − ξ̂| ≤ |ξ|1/2. Moreover, for each ζ ∈ Rn \ {0} one has

ˆ

Rn

ψξ(ζ)
2dξ = 1.



Lp AND Hp
FIO REGULARITY FOR ROUGH WAVE EQUATIONS 15

For all α ∈ Zn
+ and β ∈ Z+ there exists an M ≥ 0 such that one has

|(ξ̂ · ∂ζ)β∂αζ ψξ(ζ)| ≤M |ξ|−n+1

4
− |α|

2
−β ,(3.6)

|(ξ̂ · ∂ζ)β∂αζ ∂ξψξ(ζ)| ≤M |ξ|−n+3

4
− |α|

2
−β ,(3.7)

|(ξ̂ · ∂ζ)β∂αζ Ωξ(ζ)| ≤M |ξ|−n+1

4
−1− |α|

2
−β ,(3.8)

for all ξ ∈ Rn \ {0} and ζ ∈ Rn.

Proof. The second statement follows immediately from the support conditions on
Ψ and ϕ. The first statement follows subsequently from the smoothness of Ψ and
ϕ. For the third statement, switch to spherical coordinates and use (3.2) to write

ˆ

Rn

ψξ(ζ)
2dξ =

ˆ ∞

0

ˆ

Sn−1

ψτν(ζ)
2τndν

dτ

τ
=

ˆ ∞

0

ˆ

Sn−1

ψσ−1ν(ζ)
2σ−ndν

dσ

σ

=

ˆ ∞

0

Ψ(σζ)2c2σ−1

ˆ

Sn−1

ϕ(σ−1/2(ζ̂ − ν))2dν
dσ

σ
=

ˆ ∞

0

Ψ(σζ)2
dσ

σ
= 1

for ζ 6= 0.
For (3.6), (3.7) and (3.8), by the second statement of the lemma, we may fix

ξ, ζ ∈ Rn \ {0} and suppose in the remainder that 1
2 |ξ| ≤ |ζ| ≤ 2|ξ| and |ζ̂ − ξ̂| ≤

|ξ|−1/2. We also note, for later use, that

(3.9) ∂ζ |ζ| =
ζ

|ζ| = ζ̂ and ∂ζi ζ̂j = ∂ζi
ζj
|ζ| =

δij − ζ̂iζ̂j
|ζ|

for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, where δij is the Kronecker delta, and that

(3.10) |ξ||ζ̂ − ξ̂|2 = 2|ξ|(1− ζ̂ · ξ̂) = 2(|ξ| − ζ̂ · ξ).
Now, the bounds in (3.6) in fact follow directly from [22, Lemma 4.1], but we

sketch the argument here since it will be useful for (3.7) and (3.8) as well. Let κ > 0
be such that ϕ(η) = 1 for |η| ≤ κ, and set Eξ := {ν ∈ Sn−1 | |e1 − ν| ≤ κ|ξ|−1/2}
and Fξ := {ν ∈ Sn−1 | |e1 − ν| ≤ |ξ|−1/2}. Then

(3.11) |ξ|−n−1

2 h

ˆ

Eξ

dν ≤
ˆ

Sn−1

ϕ
(
|ξ|1/2(e1 − ν))2dν .

ˆ

Fξ

dν h |ξ|−n−1

2 .

Hence c|ξ| h |ξ|(n−1)/4. Upon multiplication with |ξ|−n/2, this yields the factor

|ξ|−(n+1)/4 in (3.6). Moreover,

|∂αζ Ψ(|ξ|−1ζ)| = |ξ|−|α||(∂αζ Ψ)(|ξ|−1ζ)| . |ξ|−|α|.

Finally, for the derivatives of ϕ(|ξ|1/2(ζ̂ − ξ̂)) one writes ξ̂ · ∂ζ = (ξ̂ − ζ̂) · ∂ζ +

ζ̂ · ∂ζ . Since ϕ(|ξ|1/2(ζ̂ − ξ̂)) is positively homogeneous of degree 0 in ζ, one has

ζ̂ · ∂ζϕ(|ξ|1/2(ζ̂ − ξ̂)) = 0. Hence (3.9) and the assumptions on ξ and ζ yield

|(ξ̂ · ∂ζ)β∂αζ ϕ(|ξ|1/2(ζ̂ − ξ̂))|

.
∑

α′≤α,β′≤β

|ξ|
|α′|+β′

2

∣∣(((ξ̂ − ζ̂) · ∂ζ)β
′
∂α

′

ζ ϕ
)
(|ξ|1/2(ζ̂ − ξ̂))

∣∣ |ζ|−|α|−β . |ξ|−
|α|
2

−β .

All of this combined proves (3.6).

For (3.7) and (3.8), set Ψ̃(t) := Ψ
(
1
t e1

)
for t > 0, and ϕ̃(t) := ϕ(

√
2te1) for t ≥ 0.

Since Ψ and ϕ are radial, we can then write ∂ξψξ(ζ) = I1 + I2 + I3, where

I1 := ∂ξ(|ξ|−n/2c|ξ|)Ψ(|ξ|−1ζ)ϕ(|ξ|1/2(ζ̂ − ξ̂)),
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I2 := |ξ|−n/2c|ξ|∂ξ
(
Ψ̃
( |ξ|
|ζ|

))
ϕ(|ξ|1/2(ζ̂ − ξ̂)),

I3 := |ξ|−n/2c|ξ|Ψ(|ξ|−1ζ)∂ξ(ϕ̃(
1
2 |ξ||ζ̂ − ξ̂|2)).

We will prove (3.7) by obtaining estimates for each of these terms separately.
First consider I1. We use (3.9) to write

I1 = −n
2 |ξ|

−1ψξ(ζ)ξ̂ + |ξ|−n/2∂ξ(c|ξ|)Ψ(|ξ|−1ζ)ϕ(|ξ|1/2(ζ̂ − ξ̂)).

It directly follows from (3.6) that

(3.12)

∣∣(ξ̂ · ∂ζ)β∂αζ
(
∂ξ(|ξ|−n/2)c|ξ|Ψ(|ξ|−1ζ)ϕ(|ξ|1/2(ζ̂ − ξ̂))

)∣∣

=
∣∣(ξ̂ · ∂ζ)β∂αζ

(
n
2 |ξ|

−1ψξ(ζ)ξ̂
)∣∣ . |ξ|−n+1

4
−1− |α|

2
−β

for all α ∈ Zn
+ and β ∈ Z+. Moreover, differentiating (3.1) and using (3.10) yields

∂ξ(c|ξ|) =
1
2c

3
|ξ|

ˆ

Sn−1

ϕ(|ξ|1/2(e1 − ν))(∂ξϕ)(|ξ|1/2(e1 − ν)) · (e1 − ν)dν|ξ|−1/2ξ̂.

As before, with Fξ := {ν ∈ Sn−1 | |e1 − ν| ≤ |ξ|−1/2}, we obtain

|∂ξ(c|ξ|)| . c3|ξ|

ˆ

Fξ

|ϕ(|ξ|1/2(e1 − ν))(∂ξϕ)(|ξ|1/2(e1 − ν))| |e1 − ν|dν|ξ|−1/2

. c3|ξ|

ˆ

Fξ

|ξ|−1/2dν|ξ|−1/2 h c3|ξ||ξ|−(n−1)/2|ξ|−1.

We already showed that c|ξ| h |ξ|(n−1)/4, so (3.6) yields
∣∣(ξ̂ · ∂ζ)β∂αζ

(
|ξ|−n/2∂ξ(c|ξ|)Ψ(|ξ|−1ζ)ϕ(|ξ|1/2(ζ̂ − ξ̂))

)∣∣

=
|∂ξ(c|ξ|)|
c|ξ|

|(ξ̂ · ∂ζ)β∂αζ ψξ(ζ)
∣∣ . |ξ|−n+1

4
−1− |α|

2
−β.

Combined with (3.12), this shows that |(ξ̂ · ∂ζ)β∂αζ I1| . |ξ|−n+1

4
−1− |α|

2
−β .

For I2 we use (3.9):

(3.13) I2 = |ξ|−n/2c|ξ|Ψ̃
′( |ξ|

|ζ|
)
ϕ(|ξ|1/2(ζ̂ − ξ̂))|ζ|−1ξ̂.

Now one can repeat the arguments that yielded (3.6). The only difference is that

Ψ(|ξ|−1ζ) is replaced by Ψ̃′( |ξ|
|ζ|
)
, and there is an additional factor of |ζ|−1ξ̂. Differ-

entiating Ψ̃′( |ξ|
|ζ|

)
yields factors of − |ξ|

|ζ|2 ζ̂, and since |ζ| h |ξ|, we obtain

(3.14) |(ξ̂ · ∂ζ)β∂αζ I2| . |ξ|−n+1

4
−1− |α|

2
−β .

Finally, for I3 we use (3.10) to write

I3 = |ξ|−n/2c|ξ|Ψ(|ξ|−1ζ)∂ξ(ϕ̃(|ξ| − ζ̂ · ξ))
= |ξ|−n/2c|ξ|Ψ(|ξ|−1ζ)ϕ̃′(|ξ| − ζ̂ · ξ)(ξ̂ − ζ̂).

The only difference between this expression and ψξ(ζ) is that ϕ(|ξ|1/2(ζ̂ − ξ̂)) is

replaced by ϕ̃′(|ξ| − ζ̂ · ξ)(ξ̂ − ζ̂). Nonetheless, one can repeat the arguments that

yielded (3.6), and the term ξ̂ − ζ̂ is responsible for an additional decay factor of

|ξ|−1/2. The resulting estimate is |(ξ̂ · ∂ζ)β∂αζ I3| . |ξ|−n+3

4
− |α|

2
−β , and combined

with the estimates for I1 and I2, this yields (3.7).
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It remains to prove (3.8). To this end, we decompose ∂ζϕξ(ζ) in a similar manner
as was done for ∂ξϕξ(ζ). One has ∂ζψξ(ζ) = J1 + J2, where

J1 :=|ξ|−n/2c|ξ|∂ζ
(
Ψ̃
( |ξ|
|ζ|
))
ϕ(|ξ|1/2(ζ̂ − ξ̂)),

J2 :=|ξ|−n/2c|ξ|Ψ(|ξ|−1ζ)∂ζ(ϕ̃(
1
2 |ξ||ζ̂ − ξ̂|2)).

We calculate, using (3.9),

|ζ|
|ξ|J1 = −|ξ|−n/2c|ξ|Ψ̃

′( |ξ|
|ζ|

)
ϕ(|ξ|1/2(ζ̂ − ξ̂))|ζ|−1ζ̂ .

The only difference between this and −I2 is that the final ξ̂ in (3.13) has been

replaced by ζ̂. Nonetheless, it satisfies the same estimates as I2 in (3.14), namely∣∣(ξ̂ · ∂ζ)β∂αζ
( |ζ|
|ξ|J1

)∣∣ . |ξ|−n+1

4
−1− |α|

2
−β . Next, using (3.9) and (3.10) we calculate

|ζ|
|ξ|J2 =

|ζ|
|ξ| |ξ|

−n/2c|ξ|Ψ(|ξ|−1ζ)∂ζ(ϕ̃(|ξ| − ζ̂ · ξ))

= −|ζ|
|ξ| |ξ|

−n/2c|ξ|Ψ(|ξ|−1ζ)ϕ̃′(|ξ| − ζ̂ · ξ) |ξ||ζ| (ξ̂ − (ξ̂ · ζ̂)ζ̂)

= −I3 + |ξ|−n/2c|ξ|Ψ(|ξ|−1ζ)ϕ̃′(|ξ| − ζ̂ · ξ)(1− ξ̂ · ζ̂)ζ̂ .

Denote the second term on the final line by J3. Then one has |(ξ̂ · ∂ζ)β∂αζ J3| .
|ξ|−n+1

4
−1− |α|

2
−β . This is shown in the same way as (3.6), with the improvement of

a factor of |ξ|−1 over (3.6) coming from the term (1− ξ̂ · ζ̂)ζ̂ = 1
2 |ξ̂− ζ̂|2 . |ξ|−1. So

Ωξ(ζ) = I1 + I2 + I3 +
|ζ|
|ξ|J1 +

|ζ|
|ξ|J2 = I1 + I2 +

|ζ|
|ξ|J1 + J3,

and our estimates for the four terms on the right conclude the proof. �

We are now ready to introduce our wave packet transform W . For f ∈ S ′(Rn)
and (x, ξ) ∈ T ∗Rn, it is given by

(3.15) Wf(x, ξ) :=

{
ψξ(D)f(x) if |ξ| > 1,

1[1/2,1](|ξ|)q(D)f(x) if |ξ| ≤ 1

where q is defined in (3.3). ThenW : L2(Rn) → L2(T ∗Rn) is an isometry, as follows
from Lemma 3.1:

‖Wf‖2L2(T∗Rn) =

ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

|Wf(x, ξ)|2dxdξ

=

ˆ

Rn

|f̂(ζ)|2
( ˆ

Rn\B1(0)

|ψξ(ζ)|2dξ +
ˆ

B1(0)\B1/2(0)

|q(ξ)|2dξ
)
dζ

=

ˆ

Rn

|f̂(ζ)|2
ˆ

Rn

|ψξ(ζ)|2dξdζ =

ˆ

Rn

|f̂(ζ)|2dζ = ‖f‖2L2(Rn)

for all f ∈ L2(Rn). Moreover, it follows from [22, Proposition 4.3] that W maps
S(Rn) into the class of test functions J (T ∗Rn) from Section 2.1, and that W :
S ′(Rn) → J ′(T ∗Rn). The adjoint W ∗ of W is given by

(3.16) W
∗F (x) =

ˆ

Rn\B1(0)

ψη(D)F (·, η)(x)dη +
ˆ

B1(0)\B1/2(0)

q(D)F (·, η)(x)dη
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for F ∈ L2(S∗
+R

n) and x ∈ Rn. It has similar mapping properties with respect to
test functions and distributions, and one has

(3.17) W ∗Wf = f (f ∈ S ′(Rn).

3.2. Hardy spaces for Fourier integral operators. In this subsection we define the
Hardy spaces for Fourier integral operators, as well as the associated Sobolev spaces,
and we collect some of their basic properties. Recall the definition of the tent space
T p
0 (S

∗Rn) from Definition 2.1.

Definition 3.2. Let p ∈ [1,∞]. Then Hp
FIO(R

n) consists of all f ∈ S ′(Rn) such that
Wf ∈ T p

0 (S
∗Rn), with

‖f‖Hp
FIO(Rn) := ‖Wf‖Tp

0
(S∗Rn) (f ∈ Hp

FIO(R
n)).

Moreover, for s ∈ R the space Hs,p
FIO(R

n) := 〈D〉−sHp
FIO(R

n) consists of all f ∈
S ′(Rn) such that 〈D〉sf ∈ Hp

FIO(R
n), endowed with the norm

‖f‖Hs,p
FIO(Rn) := ‖〈D〉sf‖Hp

FIO(Rn) (f ∈ Hs,p
FIO(R

n)).

Remark 3.3. In [22] the Hardy spaces for Fourier integral operators were defined in
a manner that, at first sight, appears different from the present definition. Nonethe-
less, the resulting spaces coincide. Indeed, in [22] the Hardy spaces for Fourier inte-
gral operators were defined to consist of all f ∈ S ′(Rn) such thatW ′f ∈ T p(S∗Rn),
endowed with the norm ‖W ′f‖Tp(S∗Rn). Here T p(S∗Rn) is as in Remark 2.2, and
for (x, ω, σ) ∈ S∗Rn × (0,∞) one has

W ′f(x, ω, σ) =

{
σ−n/2ψσ−1ω(D)f(x) if σ < 1,
|B1(0)\B1/2(0)|1/2

|Sn−1|1/2 1[1,e](σ)q(D)f(x) if σ ≥ 1.

Using Remark 2.2, it is straightforward to check that the resulting space coincides
with Hp

FIO(R
n) as introduced in Definition 3.2, with equivalence of norms. In fact,

for any f ∈ S ′(Rn) with supp(f̂ ) ⊆ {ξ ∈ Rn | |ξ| ≥ 2} one has ‖Wf‖Tp
0
(S∗Rn) =

‖W ′f‖Tp(S∗Rn).

It follows from [22, Theorem 7.4] that the following Sobolev embeddings hold for
all p ∈ [1,∞] and s ∈ R, with s(p) = n−1

2 | 12 − 1
p |:

(3.18) Hs+s(p),p(Rn) ⊆ Hs,p
FIO(R

n) ⊆ Hs−s(p),p(Rn),

and the exponents in these embeddings are sharp (see [22, Remark 7.9] and [16,
Remark 6.5]). Here and throughout, for simplicity of notation we write

(3.19) Hs,p(Rn) :=





W s,p(Rn) if p ∈ (1,∞),

〈D〉−sH1(Rn) if p = 1,

〈D〉−sbmo(Rn) if p = ∞,

with the associated norm ‖f‖Hs,p(Rn) := ‖〈D〉sf‖H0,p(Rn). By H1(Rn) we denote
the local Hardy space from [21]. Given a function q0 ∈ C∞

c (Rn) such that q0(ζ) = 1
for |ζ| ≤ 2, and writing H1(Rn) for the classical Hardy space, it consists of those
f ∈ S ′(Rn) such that q0(D)f ∈ L1(Rn) and (1− q0)(D)f ∈ H1(Rn), with norm

‖f‖H1(Rn) := ‖q0(D)f‖L1(Rn) + ‖(1− q0)(D)f‖H1(Rn).
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Moreover, recall that bmo(Rn) consists of those f ∈ S ′(Rn) such that q0(D)f ∈
L∞(Rn) and (1− q0)(D)f ∈ BMO(Rn), endowed with the norm

‖f‖bmo(Rn) := ‖q0(D)f‖L∞(Rn) + ‖(1− q0)(D)f‖BMO(Rn).

For later use we note that the following duality property holds:

(3.20) (Hs,p
FIO(R

n))∗ = H−s,p′

FIO (Rn)

for all p ∈ [1,∞) and s ∈ R, where the duality pairing is given by the standard

duality pairing between f ∈ S(Rn) ⊆ Hs,p
FIO(R

n) and g ∈ H−s,p′

FIO (Rn) ⊆ S ′(Rn).
This is shown in [22, Proposition 6.8] for s = 0, from which the case of general
s ∈ R follows directly.

Next, we relate the Sobolev spaces Hs,p
FIO(R

n) over the Hardy spaces for Fourier
integral operators to the weighted tent spaces from Section 2.

Proposition 3.4. Let p ∈ [1,∞] and s ∈ R. Then there exists a constant M > 0
such that the following holds for all f ∈ S ′(Rn). One has f ∈ Hs,p

FIO(R
n) if and

only if Wf ∈ T p
s (S

∗Rn), and

1

M
‖Wf‖Tp

s (S∗Rn) ≤ ‖f‖Hs,p
FIO(Rn) ≤M‖Wf‖Tp

s (S∗Rn)

for all f ∈ Hs,p
FIO(R

n). Moreover, W ∗ : T p
s (S

∗Rn) → Hs,p
FIO(R

n) is bounded and
surjective.

Proof. First note that, by Proposition A.1 (see Remark A.3),

R1F (x, ξ) := |ξ|−sW 〈D〉sW ∗F (x, ξ)

and
R2F (x, ξ) := |ξ|sW 〈D〉−sW ∗F (x, ξ)

define bounded operators R1, R2 : T p
s (S

∗Rn) → T p
s (S

∗Rn). Now, by definition, an
f ∈ S ′(Rn) satisfies f ∈ Hs,p

FIO(R
n) if and only if W 〈D〉sf ∈ T p

0 (S
∗Rn), which in

turn holds if and only if the function (x, ξ) 7→ |ξ|−sW 〈D〉sf(x, ξ) is an element of
T p
s (S

∗Rn). Using (3.17), for all (x, ξ) ∈ T ∗Rn we can write

(3.21) |ξ|−sW 〈D〉sf(x, ξ) = |ξ|−s
(
W 〈D〉sW ∗Wf

)
(x, ξ) = R1Wf(x, ξ),

and the boundedness of R1 implies half of the first statement. On the other hand,
〈D〉s commutes with W ∗W , as follows from (3.15) and (3.16). Hence (3.17) yields

Wf(x, ξ) = |ξ|s|ξ|−s
(
WW ∗W 〈D〉−s〈D〉sW ∗Wf

)
(x, ξ) = R2R1Wf(x, ξ).

Now the boundedness of R2 and (3.21) imply the other half of the first statement.
Finally, the boundedness of W ∗ : T p

s (S
∗Rn) → Hs,p

FIO(R
n) follows from what we

have already shown, since WW ∗ ∈ L(T p
s (S

∗Rn)) by Corollary A.2. Similarly, for
each f ∈ Hs,p

FIO(R
n) one has Wf ∈ T p

s (S
∗Rn) and W ∗Wf = f , by (3.17). �

As a corollary we obtain the following extension of [22, Proposition 6.7]. It shows
that the Sobolev spaces over the Hardy spaces for Fourier integral operators form
a complex interpolation scale.

Corollary 3.5. Let p1, p2 ∈ [1,∞], s1, s2 ∈ R and θ ∈ [0, 1] be given. Let p ∈ [1,∞]
be such that 1

p = 1−θ
p1

+ θ
p2
, and set s := (1− θ)s1 + θs2. Then

(3.22) [Hs1,p1

FIO (Rn),Hs2,p2

FIO (Rn)]θ = Hs,p
FIO(R

n)

with equivalent norms.
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Proof. As in [2, Theorem 2.1], using also Remark 2.2, one can show that

(3.23) [T p1

s1 (S
∗Rn), T p2

s2 (S
∗Rn)]θ = T p

s (S
∗Rn).

We use a slightly different weight than in [2], but this does not affect the argument,
which relies on viewing T p

s (S
∗Rn) as a subspace of a weighted Lp space with values

in a Banach space, and on results about interpolation of weighted Lp spaces.
Next, it follows from Proposition 3.4 that WW ∗ : T p0

t (S∗Rn) → T p0

t (S∗Rn) is
bounded for all p0 ∈ [1,∞] and t ∈ R, and that the range of WW ∗ in T p0

t (S∗Rn) is

isomorphic to Ht,p0

FIO(R
n). Now one can rely on known results about interpolation

of complemented subspaces (see [56, Theorem 1.17.1.1]) to conclude the proof. �

To conclude this section we note that the Hardy spaces for Fourier integral
operators can be characterized in an alternative manner, using parabolic frequency

cut-offs. For w ∈ Sn−1 and ζ ∈ Rn set ϕω(ζ) :=
´ 4

0 ψτ−1ω(ζ)
dτ

τ1+n/2 . These functions
localize to a paraboloid in the direction of ω (see [36, Remark 3.3]). Let q0 ∈
C∞

c (Rn) be such that q0(ζ) = 1 for |ζ| ≤ 2. It was shown in [36] for 1 < p <∞, and
in [16] for p = 1, that f ∈ Hs,p

FIO(R
n) if and only if q0(D)f ∈ Lp(Rn), ϕω(D)f ∈

Hs,p(Rn) for almost all ω ∈ Sn−1, and (
´

Sn−1 ‖ϕω(D)f(x)‖pHs,p(Rn)dω)
1/p < ∞.

Moreover,

(3.24) ‖f‖Hs,p
FIO(Rn) h ‖q0(D)f‖Lp(Rn) +

( ˆ

Sn−1

‖ϕω(D)f(x)‖pHs,p(Rn)dω
)1/p

for implicit constants independent of f ∈ Hs,p
FIO(R

n). This characterization in turn
allows one to apply tools from Littlewood-Paley theory to the Hardy spaces for
Fourier integral operators. It will not play an explicit role in this article, but it was
crucial in the proof in [35, 38] of Theorem 4.8 below, and that theorem is in turn
essential for the main results of this article.

4. Rough symbols

In this section we collect some background on the rough symbol classes that
are used throughout this article. We also introduce a symbol smoothing procedure
which plays a key role in the proofs of our main results. Then we state our main
results for the smooth and rough terms in this symbol smoothing procedure.

4.1. Symbol classes and symbol smoothing. Throughout this article, we work with
symbols a(x, ξ) that have limited smoothness in the x-variable. We will measure
the degree of smoothness of such a symbol using spaces of continuous functions,
and to simplify notation it will be convenient to make the following definition.

Definition 4.1. For r > 0, write r = l+ s with l ∈ Z+ and s ∈ (0, 1]. Then Cr
−(R

n)
consists of those l times continuously differentiable f : Rn → C such that ∂αx f is
bounded for each α ∈ Zn

+ with |α| ≤ l, and if |α| = l then ∂αx f is additionally
Hölder continuous with exponent s. For f ∈ Cr

−(R
n) we set

‖f‖Cr
−(Rn) := max

|α|≤l
sup
x∈Rn

|∂αx f(x)|+max
|α|=l

sup
x 6=y

|∂αx f(x)− ∂αx f(y)|
|x− y|s .

For r ∈ N, Cr
−(R

n) can be equivalently described as the space of r times weakly
differentiable f : Rn → C such that ∂αx f ∈ L∞(Rn) for all α ∈ Zn

+ with |α| ≤ r.
This notation is inspired by the fact that

Cr(Rn) ∩ L∞(Rn) ⊆ Cr
−(R

n) ⊆ Cr−ε(Rn) ∩ L∞(Rn)
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for all ε > 0, where the first inclusion is strict for r ∈ N.
We can now introduce the rough symbol classes that appear in this article. Recall

that, for m ∈ R and δ ∈ [0, 1], Sm
1,δ is the class of a ∈ C∞(R2n) such that for all

α, β ∈ Zn
+ there exists an Mα,β ≥ 0 such that

|∂αξ ∂βxa(x, ξ)| ≤Mα,β〈ξ〉m−|α|+|β|δ (x, ξ ∈ Rn).

Definition 4.2. Let r > 0, m ∈ R and δ ∈ [0, 1]. Then Cr
−S

m
1,δ is the collection of

a : R2n → C such that for each α ∈ Zn
+ there exists an Mα ≥ 0 with the following

properties:

(1) For all x, ξ ∈ Rn one has a(x, ·) ∈ C∞(Rn) and |∂αη a(x, ξ)| ≤Mα〈ξ〉m−|α|.
(2) For all ξ ∈ Rn one has ∂αξ a(·, ξ) ∈ Cr

−(R
n) and

‖∂αξ a(·, ξ)‖Cr
−(Rn) ≤Mα〈ξ〉m−|α|+rδ,

and for each j ∈ Z+ with 0 ≤ j ≤ r one has

‖∂αξ a(·, ξ)‖Cj
−(Rn) ≤Mα〈ξ〉m−|α|+jδ.

Moreover, ArSm
1,δ consists of those a ∈ Sm

1,δ such that for all α ∈ Zn
+ and s ≥ 0

there exists an Mα,s ≥ 0 such that

‖∂αξ a(·, ξ)‖Cr+s
− (Rn) ≤Mα,s〈ξ〉m−|α|+δs

for all ξ ∈ Rn.

Note that ArSm
1,δ ⊆ Sm

1,δ ∩ Cr
−S

m
1,0 for all r > 0, m ∈ R and δ ∈ [0, 1]. These

symbols arise naturally when applying a symbol smoothing procedure to functions
of limited regularity, cf. Lemma 4.6 and the proof of our main result in Section 5.

Next, the pseudodifferential operator a(x,D) : S(Rn) → S ′(Rn) with symbol
a ∈ Cr

−S
m
1,δ is given by

a(x,D)f(x) :=
1

(2π)n

ˆ

Rn

eixξa(x, ξ)f̂ (ξ)dξ

for f ∈ S(Rn) and x ∈ Rn. One says that a ∈ Cr
−S

m
1,δ is elliptic if there exist

κ,R > 0 such that |a(x, ξ)| > κ|ξ|m for all x, ξ ∈ Rn with |ξ| ≥ R.
An a ∈ Cr

−S
m
1,δ is homogeneous (of degree m) for |ξ| ≥ 1 if a(x, λξ) = λma(x, ξ)

for all x, ξ ∈ Rn and λ ≥ 1 with |ξ| ≥ 1. Note that this holds if and only if
(ξ · ∂ξ −m)a(x, ξ) = 0 for |ξ| ≥ 1. We find this notion of homogeneity more useful
than complete homogeneity for all ξ 6= 0, as this is too rigid a requirement. For
example, if m = 1, then the only functions homogeneous of degree 1 in C2

−S
1
1,1/2

are functions linear in ξ, while if 1 < m < 2, there are no nonzero functions
homogeneous of degree m, due to the blowup of second ξ-derivatives at ξ = 0.

The following weaker version of homogeneity plays a key role in this article.

Definition 4.3. Let r > 0, m ∈ R, δ ∈ [0, 1] and b ∈ Sm
1,δ, and let a ∈ Cr

−S
m
1,0 be

homogeneous of degree m for |ξ| ≥ 1. Then b ∈ Sm
1,δ is asymptotically homogeneous

of degree m with limit a if the following conditions hold:

[(x, ξ) 7→ (ξ · ∂ξ −m)b(x, ξ)] ∈ Sm−1
1,δ ;(4.1a)

a− b ∈ Cr
−S

m−1
1,δ .(4.1b)
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Moreover, b is asymptotically homogeneous of degree m if there exists an a ∈ Cr
−S

m
1,0

that is homogeneous for |ξ| ≥ 1 such that b is asymptotically homogeneous of degree
m with limit a.

Remark 4.4. Given (4.1a), one can show that the limit

(4.2) lim
t→∞

b(x, tξ)

tm
(|ξ| ≥ 1)

exists pointwise and defines a function ã(x, ξ) that is homogeneous of degree m for
|ξ| ≥ 1, and that

ã− b = O(〈ξ〉m−1).

Since there can be at most one function a that is homogeneous of degree m and
such that a − b = O(〈ξ〉m−1) for |ξ| ≥ 1, as implied by (4.1b), it follows that a is
given by (4.2) for |ξ| ≥ 1. It is in this sense that a is a ‘limit’ of the function b.

Remark 4.5. It may appear at first that either condition in this definition implies
the other, but that is not the case. In one direction, although, using the previous
remark, a is determined for |ξ| ≥ 1 by (4.2), it need not be the case that this
limit, for given b ∈ Sm

1,δ should lie in the space Cr
−S

m
1,0. In the other direction,

(4.1b) does not imply (4.1a), even though (ξ · ∂ξ −m)a(x, ξ) = 0 for |ξ| ≥ 1, since
(4.1b) only provides information about a finite number of x-derivatives of a−b. The
subtlety is that, although b is infinitely differentiable, the a to which it is asymptotic
may be rough. In fact, that is exactly what happens in the case of interest; see
Proposition 4.9.

We next describe a symbol smoothing procedure that decomposes a rough symbol
into a sum of smooth part and a rough part with additional decay. Let (ψj)

∞
j=0 ⊆

C∞
c (Rn) be a fixed Littlewood–Paley decomposition. That is, one has

(4.3)

∞∑

j=0

ψj(ξ) = 1 (ξ ∈ Rn),

ψ0(ξ) = 0 for |ξ| > 1, ψ1(ξ) = 0 if |ξ| /∈ [1/2, 2], and ψj(ξ) = ψ1(2
−j+1ξ) for all

j > 1 and ξ ∈ Rn. In fact, we may suppose that

(4.4) ψj(ξ) = ψ0(2
−jξ)− ψ0(2

1−jξ)

for all j ≥ 1 and ξ ∈ Rn. Let a ∈ Cr
−S

m
1,0 for r > 0 and m ∈ R, and recall from

Section 3.1 that ϕ ∈ C∞
c (Rn) satisfies φ ≡ 1 near zero. For x, ξ ∈ Rn set

(4.5) a♯(x, ξ) :=

∞∑

k=0

(
ϕ(2−k/2D)a(·, ξ)

)
(x)ψk(ξ)

and

a♭(x, ξ) := a(x, ξ)− a♯(x, η) =

∞∑

k=0

(
(1− ϕ)(2−k/2D)a(·, ξ)

)
(x)ψk(ξ).

The decomposition a = a♯ + a♭ then has the following properties.

Lemma 4.6. Let r > 0, m ∈ R and a ∈ Cr
−S

m
1,0. Then a♯ ∈ ArSm

1,1/2 and a♭ ∈
Cr

−S
m−r/2
1,1/2 . If a is elliptic then a♯ is elliptic as well. If a is homogeneous of degree

m for |ξ| ≥ 1 and if r ≥ 2, then a♯ is asymptotically homogeneous of degree m with
limit a.
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Proof. For the fact that a♯ ∈ ArSm
1,1/2 see [54, Proposition 3.1.C], where the nota-

tion Ar
0S

m
1,1/2 is used. To see that a♭ ∈ Cr

−S
m−r/2
1,1/2 , one uses the estimate

(4.6)

‖(1− ϕ)(2−k/2D)a(·, ξ)‖L∞ ≤
∑

j≥−M+k/2

‖(1− ϕ)(2−k/2D)ψj(D)a(·, ξ)‖L∞

.
∑

j≥−M+k/2

‖ψj(D)a(·, ξ)‖L∞ .
∑

j≥−M+k/2

2−jr‖a(·, ξ)‖Cr
− . 2−kr/2〈ξ〉m

for some M > 0 and all k ≥ 0, ξ ∈ Rn. Choosing k such that 〈ξ〉 h 2k, and using
similar estimates for the derivatives of a, one obtains the desired result. For more
details see [54, Proposition 1.3.E].

If a is elliptic then, since a♭ ∈ Cr
−S

m−r/2
1,1/2 , it follows by writing a♯ = a− a♭ that

|a♯(x, ξ)| & 〈ξ〉m for x, ξ ∈ Rn with |ξ| sufficiently large, i.e. that a♯ is elliptic.
Finally, suppose that a is homogeneous of degree m for |ξ| ≥ 1, and that r ≥ 2.

By what we have already shown, a−a♯ = a♭ ∈ Cr
−S

m−r/2
1,1/2 ⊆ Cr

−S
m−1
1,1/2, so it remains

to show that (x, ξ) 7→ (ξ · ∂ξ −m)a♯(x, ξ) is a symbol in Sm−1
1,1/2. By (4.4),

ξ · ∂ξψk(ξ) = ξ · ∂ξψ0(2
−kξ)− ξ · ∂ξψ0(2

−(k−1)ξ)

for all k ≥ 1 and ξ ∈ Rn. Let x, ξ ∈ Rn with |ξ| ≥ 1. Then, by assumption,
(ξ · ∂ξ −m)a(x, ξ) = 0. Hence, by definition of a♯,

(ξ · ∂ξ −m)a♯(x, ξ) =

∞∑

k=0

(
(ϕ(2−k/2D)−ϕ(2−(k+1)/2D))a(·, ξ)

)
(x)ξ · ∂ξ

(
ψ0(2

−kξ)
)
.

Now, using that r ≥ 2, it follows in a similar manner as in (4.6) that

‖(ϕ(2−k/2D)− ϕ(2−(k+1)/2D))a(·, ξ)‖L∞ . 2−k〈ξ〉m

for all k ≥ 0. To conclude the proof, one again chooses k such that 〈ξ〉 h 2k and
uses similar estimates for the derivatives of a. Each ξ-derivative yields a factor
2−k h 〈ξ〉−1, and each x-derivative, applied to 2kn/2F−1(ϕ)(2k/2·), yields a factor
2k/2 h 〈ξ〉1/2. The relevant estimates for |ξ| < 1 are automatic. �

4.2. Results for the smooth and rough terms. This subsection contains our main
results for the smooth and rough terms in the symbol splitting. We also prove a
proposition that will allow us to work with first order equations instead of second
order equations in the next sections, and we collect some lemmas on pseudodiffer-
ential calculus.

The following theorem is our main result for smooth first order equations. It will
be proved in Section 7, based in turn on results from Sections 8 and 9.

Theorem 4.7. Let b ∈ A2S1
1,1/2 be real-valued, elliptic and asymptotically homoge-

neous of degree 1 with real-valued limit a ∈ C2
−S

1
1,0. Then there exists a unique

family (et)t∈R of operators on S ′(Rn) such that, for all p ∈ [1,∞), s ∈ R, k ∈ Z+

and t0 > 0, there exists an M > 0 such that the following properties hold for all
f ∈ Hs,p

FIO(R
n):

(1) [t 7→ etf ] ∈ Ck(R;Hs−k,p
FIO (Rn));

(2) ‖∂kt etf‖Hs−k,p
FIO (Rn) ≤M‖f‖Hs,p

FIO(Rn) for all t ∈ [−t0, t0];
(3) e0f = f , and Dtetf = b(x,D)etf for all t ∈ R.
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Note that the et, t ∈ R, are the solution operators to the equation Dtw(t) =
b(x,D)w(t). We prove uniqueness of the solutions to this equation because it is of
independent interest. However, for the results in Sections 5 and 6 we only need the
existence of such a family.

The following theorem is our main result for pseudodifferential operators with
rough coefficients. It was proved in [38], based in turn on results from [35]. Recall
that s(p) = n−1

2 | 12 − 1
p | for p ∈ [1,∞].

Theorem 4.8. Let r > 0, m ∈ R, p ∈ (1,∞) and a ∈ Cr
−S

m
1,1/2. For ε ∈ (0, r/2], set

ρ :=

{
0 if 2s(p) < r/2,

2s(p)− r/2 + ε if 2s(p) ≥ r/2.

Then

(4.7) a(x,D) : Hs+m+ρ,p
FIO (Rn) → Hs,p

FIO(R
n)

for −r/2+ s(p)− ρ < s < r− s(p). If r ∈ N, then (4.7) also holds for s = r− s(p).

Proof. The result follows from [38, Theorem 5.1] upon noting that, by (B.1) and
(B.2), Cr

−S
m
1,1/2 ⊆ Cr

∗S
m
1,1/2 for all r > 0, and Cr

−S
m
1,1/2 ⊆ Hr,∞Sm

1,1/2 if r ∈ N. �

Next, we prove a proposition, about approximate square roots of the smooth
term in the symbol splitting, which will be used in Sections 5 and 6 to move from
a second order operator to a first order operator to which Theorem 4.7 applies.

Proposition 4.9. Let A ∈ C2
−S

2
1,0 be non-negative, elliptic and homogeneous of de-

gree 2 for |ξ| ≥ 1. Then there exist a real-valued elliptic b ∈ A2S1
1,1/2 and an

e ∈ S1
1,1/2 with the following properties:

(1) A♯(x,D) = b(x,D)2 + e(x,D).
(2) b is asymptotically homogeneous of degree 1 with real-valued limit a ∈

C2
−S

1
1,0 such that a(x, ξ) =

√
A(x, ξ) for all x, ξ ∈ Rn with |ξ| ≥ 1.

Proof. Recall the formula for the product of two pseudodifferential operators (see
e.g. [54, Proposition 0.3.C]): for m1,m2 ∈ R and a1 ∈ Sm1

1,1/2, a2 ∈ Sm2

1,1/2, one

has a1(x,D)a2(x,D) = a3(x,D), where a3 ∈ Sm1+m2

1,1/2 has the following asymptotic

expansion:

a3(x, ξ) =
∑

α∈Z
n
+
,|α|≤N

i|α|

α!
Dα

ξ a1(x, ξ)D
α
xa2(x, ξ) + eN(x, ξ),(4.8)

eN (x, ξ) =
iN+1

N !

(ˆ 1

0

(1− t)NeitDξ·Dydt (Dξ ·Dy)
N+1

)
a1(x, ξ)a2(y, η)

∣∣∣
x=y,ξ=η

for all N ∈ Z+, where the remainder term eN is in general in S
m1+m2−(N+1)/2
1,1/2 . By

Lemma 4.6, A♯ ∈ A2S2
1,1/2 is elliptic, and because A♭ ∈ C2

−S
1
1,1/2 is lower order and

A is non-negative, there exist κ,R > 0 such that A♯(x, ξ) = A(x, ξ) − A♭(x, ξ) ≥
κ|ξ|2 for x, ξ ∈ Rn with |ξ| > R. Let χ ∈ C∞(Rn) be real-valued and such that
χ(ξ) = 1 for |ξ| > 2R, and χ(ξ) = 0 for |ξ| ≤ R. Now, for x, ξ ∈ Rn set

b(x, ξ) :=

{√
A♯(x, ξ)χ(ξ) if |ξ| > R,

0 if |ξ| ≤ R.
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It is straightforward to check that b ∈ A2S1
1,1/2, and (4.8) with N = 0 implies that

in fact A♯(x,D) − b1(x,D)2 = e(x,D) for some e ∈ S1
1,1/2. Clearly b is real-valued

and elliptic.
It remains to prove (2). Since A is non-negative, elliptic and homogeneous of

degree 2 for |ξ| ≥ 1, one has A(x, ξ) ≥ A(x, ξ̂) > 0 for all x, ξ ∈ Rn with |ξ| ≥ 1.

Hence a(x, ξ) :=
√
A(x, ξ) is well defined, and one can cut off

√
A(x, ξ) smoothly

for |ξ| < 1 to extend a to a real-valued element of C2
−S

1
1,0 that is homogeneous of

degree 1 for |ξ| ≥ 1 by definition.
We have to show that b is asymptotically homogeneous of degree 1 with limit

a. First note that for x, ξ ∈ Rn with |ξ| > R one has, since A♯ is asymptotically
homogeneous of degree 2 by Lemma 4.6, and because A♯(x, ξ) ≥ κ〈ξ〉2,

|(ξ · ∂ξ − 1)b(x, ξ)| = 1
2

∣∣∣(A♯(x, ξ))−1/2ξ · ∂ξA♯(x, ξ)−
√
A♯(x, ξ)

∣∣∣

= 1
2 |(A

♯(x, ξ))−1/2(ξ · ∂ξ − 2)A♯(x, ξ)| . 1.

Similar estimates hold for the derivatives of (ξ ·∂ξ − 1)b(x, ξ). This suffices to show
that (x, ξ) 7→ (ξ · ∂ξ − 1)b(x, ξ) is a symbol in S0

1,1/2, as is needed for Definition 4.3

(4.1a).
Finally, to see that a−b ∈ C2

−S
0
1,δ, it suffices to obtain the appropriate estimates

for x, ξ ∈ Rn with |ξ| > max(R, 1). Then we can use the definition of a and b, the
fact that A♭ ∈ C2

−S
1
1,1/2 by Lemma 4.6, and that A and A♯ are elliptic, to estimate

|a(x, ξ) − b(x, ξ)| =
∣∣∣
√
A(x, ξ) −

√
A♯(x, ξ)

∣∣∣ = |A♭(x, ξ)|√
A(x, ξ) +

√
A♯(x, ξ)

. 1.

Similar estimates hold for the derivatives of a− b. This concludes the proof. �

We conclude this section with two basic lemmas about pseudodifferential calcu-
lus. The proofs are standard, but we include them for the convenience of the reader
and because we work in a slightly nonstandard setting. The first lemma concerns
the invertibility of elliptic pseudodifferential operators on Hardy spaces for Fourier
integral operators.

Lemma 4.10. Let m ∈ R, and let b ∈ Sm
1,1/2 be real-valued and elliptic. Then for all

p ∈ [1,∞] and s ∈ R there exists a c > 0 such that b(x,D) + ic : Hs+m,p
FIO (Rn) →

Hs,p
FIO(R

n) is invertible.

Proof. It is a consequence (see [35, Lemma 3.2 and Remark 4.2]) of Theorem
6.10 in [22] and the remark following it that each a ∈ Sm

1,1/2 satisfies a(x,D) :

Hs+m,p
FIO (Rn) → Hs,p

FIO(R
n), and that the operator norm of a(x,D) is bounded

by finitely many of the Sm
1,1/2 seminorms of a. Since b is real-valued and el-

liptic, {(b + ic)−1 | c ≥ 1} is a uniformly bounded collection in S−m
1,1/2, and

{(b + ic)−1(x,D) | c ≥ 1} ⊆ L(Hs,p
FIO(R

n),Hs+m,p
FIO (Rn)) is uniformly bounded.

Moreover, for each c ≥ 1 it follows from (4.8) that

(b(x,D) + ic)(b + ic)−1(x,D) = I + bc(x,D)

for some bc ∈ S0
1,1/2 with an asymptotic expansion given by

(4.9) bc(x, ξ) =
∑

α∈Z
n
+
,0<|α|≤N

i|α|

α!
Dα

ξ b(x, ξ)D
α
x (b(x, ξ) + ic)−1 + ec,N(x, ξ)
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where ec,N is an error term as in (4.8). Now, for each α ∈ Z+ with |α| = 1 we can
use the ellipticity of b ∈ Sm

1,1/2 to write

|Dα
ξ b(x, ξ)D

α
x (b(x, ξ) + ic)−1| =

|Dα
ξ b(x, ξ)D

α
x b(x, ξ)|

|b(x, ξ) + ic|2

.
〈ξ〉m−1〈ξ〉m+ 1

2

|b(x, ξ) + ic|2− 1
2m |b(x, ξ) + ic| 1

2m

.
〈ξ〉2m− 1

2

〈ξ〉2m− 1
2 c

1
2m

= c−
1

2m

for an implicit constant independent of x, ξ ∈ Rn and c ≥ 1. Similar estimates
hold for the derivatives of the terms with |α| = 1, and for the remaining terms in
(4.9). In particular, an analysis of the remainder term in (4.9) shows that the S0

1,1/2

seminorms of bc tend to zero as c→ ∞. Hence ‖bc(x,D)‖L(Hs,p
FIO(Rn)) → 0 as c→ ∞,

and the proof is concluded by choosing c such that ‖bc(x,D)‖L(Hs,p
FIO(Rn)) < 1. �

The following lemma will play a minor role in Section 7.

Lemma 4.11. Let r > 0, m ∈ R, δ ∈ [0, 1) and b ∈ ArSm
1,δ. Then there exists a

b1 ∈ ArSm
1,δ such that b(x,D)∗ = b1(x,D).

Proof. By [54, Proposition 0.3.B], there exists a b1 ∈ Sm
1,δ with b(x,D)∗ = b1(x,D)

and with an asymptotic expansion given by

b1(x, ξ) ∼
∑

α∈Z
n
+

i|α|

α!
Dα

ξD
α
x b(x, ξ).

For j ≤ r, the terms in this expansion with |α| = j belong to Ar−jSm−j
1,δ ⊆ ArSm

1,δ,

and for j > r the terms with |α| = j belong to S
m−j+δ(j−r)
1,δ ⊆ ArSm

1,δ. For j large

enough, the remainder term is also an element of S
m−(1−δ)(j+1)
1,δ ⊆ ArSm

1,δ. �

5. Operators in divergence form

In this section we state and prove our main result for operators in divergence
form. From this main result we derive a corollary for equations on Sobolev spaces
over Lp(Rn), and one about oscillatory operators which arise from spectral calculus.

We consider the following differential operator in divergence form:

Lf(x) =

n∑

i,j=1

Di(ai,jDjf)(x).

Here ai,j : Rn → R is a bounded real-valued function for each 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, and
there exists a κ0 > 0 such that

n∑

i,j=1

ai,j(x)ηiηj ≥ κ0|η|2

for all x, η ∈ Rn. Crucially, we assume that there exists an r ≥ 2 such that
ai,j ∈ Cr

−(R
n) for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n. We consider the following Cauchy problem:

(5.1)

(D2
t − L)u(t, x) = F (t, x),

u(0, x) = u0(x),

∂tu(0, x) = u1(x).
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We will prove existence and uniqueness of solutions to (5.1). To this end, a key tool
is the symbol smoothing procedure from Section 4.1. More precisely, as in Lemma

4.6, for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n we write ai,j = a♯i,j + a♭i,j with a♯i,j ∈ ArS0
1,1/2 ⊆ A2S0

1,1/2 and

a♭i,j ∈ Cr
−S

−r/2
1,1/2 . Write L = L1 + L2, where

(5.2) L1 :=
n∑

i,j=1

Dia
♯
i,j(x,D)Dj and L2 :=

n∑

i,j=1

Dia
♭
i,j(x,D)Dj .

Also let

(5.3) A(x, ξ) :=

n∑

i,j=1

ai,j(x)ξiξj (x, ξ ∈ Rn).

The following proposition records some important properties of these operators.

Proposition 5.1. Let p ∈ (1,∞) be such that 2s(p) < r − 1. Then the following
statements hold.

(1) There exist a real-valued elliptic b ∈ A2S1
1,1/2 and an e ∈ S1

1,1/2 such that

L1 = b(x,D)2 + e(x,D).

One may choose b to be asymptotically homogeneous of degree 1 with real-
valued limit a given by a(x, ξ) =

√
A(x, ξ) for x, ξ ∈ Rn with |ξ| ≥ 1.

(2) For all 0 ≤ s < r − s(p) one has

(5.4) L2 : Hs,p
FIO(R

n) → Hs−1,p
FIO (Rn).

If r ∈ N, then (5.4) also holds for s = r − s(p).
(3) For all −r + s(p) + 1 < s < r − s(p) + 1 one has

(5.5) L : Hs,p
FIO(R

n) → Hs−2,p
FIO (Rn).

If r ∈ N, then (5.4) also holds for s = −r + s(p) + 1 and s = r − s(p) + 1.

Proof. (1): The symbol of L1 is given by

(x, ξ) 7→
n∑

i,j=1

(Dia
♯
i,j)(x, ξ)ξj +

n∑

i,j=1

a♯i,j(x, ξ)ξiξj ,

where the first term is a symbol in Ar−1S1
1,1/2 ⊆ S1

1,1/2, and the second term is

A♯(x, ξ) for A as in (5.3). It thus suffices to find a b ∈ A2S1
1,1/2 with the stated

properties, and an e1 ∈ S1
1,1/2, such that A♯(x,D) = b(x,D)2 + e1(x,D). But this

follows directly from Proposition 4.9.

(2): As noted before, by Lemma 4.6 one has a♭i,j ∈ Cr
−S

−r/2
1,1/2 for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n.

Now let ρ and ε be as in Theorem 4.8, and note that s − 1 ≥ s − r/2 + ρ for
sufficiently small ε. Here we used the assumption that 2s(p) < r − 1. Moreover,
−r/2 + s(p)− ρ < 0. Hence Theorem 4.8 yields

a♭i,j(x,D) : Hs−1,p
FIO (Rn) ⊆ Hs−r/2+ρ,p

FIO (Rn) → Hs,p
FIO(R

n)

for s ∈ [0, r− s(p)) ⊆ (−r/2+ s(p)− ρ, r− s(p)), and also for s = r− s(p) if r ∈ N.

This yields the required statement, since Di, Dj : Hs,p
FIO(R

n) → Hs−1,p
FIO (Rn).

(3): Combining (1) with Theorem 4.8, we obtain that L1 : Hs,p
FIO(R

n) →
Hs−2,p

FIO (Rn) for all s ∈ R. By duality, cf. (3.20), one then also has L∗
1 : Hs,p

FIO(R
n) →

Hs−2,p
FIO (Rn) for all s ∈ R. Moreover, again by duality and because s(p) = s(p′),
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(2) yields L∗
2 : Hs,p

FIO(R
n) → Hs−1,p

FIO (Rn) for −r + s(p) + 1 < s ≤ 1. Since L
is self adjoint, we can now write L = L1 + L2 = L∗

1 + L∗
2 to obtain (5.5) for all

−r+s(p)+1 < s < r−s(p). To deal with the case where r−s(p) < s < r−s(p)+1,
one additionally uses (2) to write

L2 : Hs,p
FIO(R

n) ⊆ Hr−s(p),p
FIO (Rn) → Hr−s(p)−1,p

FIO (Rn) ⊆ Hs−2,p
FIO (Rn).

It follows from (2) that for r ∈ N one can include the endpoints s = −r + s(p) + 1
and s = r − s(p) + 1. �

We are now ready to prove our main result on existence and uniqueness of solu-
tions to (5.1).

Theorem 5.2. Let p ∈ (1,∞) be such that 2s(p) < r − 1, and let −r + s(p) +

1 < s < r − s(p). Then for all u0 ∈ Hs,p
FIO(R

n), u1 ∈ Hs−1,p
FIO (Rn) and F ∈

L1
loc(R;H

s−1,p
FIO (Rn)), there exists a unique

(5.6) u ∈ C(R;Hs,p
FIO(R

n)) ∩ C1(R;Hs−1,p
FIO (Rn)) ∩W 2,1

loc (R;H
s−2,p
FIO (Rn))

such that u(0) = u0, ∂tu(0) = u1, and

(5.7) (D2
t − L)u(t) = F (t)

in Hs−2,p
FIO (Rn) for almost all t ∈ R. If r ∈ N, then this statement holds for −r +

s(p) + 1 ≤ s ≤ r − s(p).

As is explained in Appendix B, for r > 2 the regularity assumptions on the
coefficients can in fact be weakened slightly, by considering more refined forms of
regularity. This is the reason that the result can be strengthened for r ∈ N. Note
that the conditions in Theorem 6.1 are satisfied for all p ∈ (1,∞) whenever r ≥ n+1

2 .
In particular, if n ≤ 3 then the conclusion of Theorem 5.2 holds for all p ∈ (1,∞),
given that r ≥ 2. The condition on p arises from Theorem 4.8, through Proposition
5.1 (2). It follows from (5.6) and Proposition 5.1 (3) that (5.7) is well defined in

Hs−2,p
FIO (Rn).

Proof. We need to prove existence and uniqueness of solutions. We first prove
existence for the interval 0 ≤ s < r − s(p) from Proposition 5.1 (2). This is
the main part of the proof. We then prove uniqueness for the smaller interval
1/2 ≤ s < r − s(p), by solving an adjoint problem. Since L is self adjoint, here we
can rely on what we have already shown, and working with a smaller interval allows
us to circumvent some difficulties related to the roughness of the coefficients. To
get the full range of s, in the final step we use duality and some semigroup theory.

Existence for 0 ≤ s < r − s(p). The idea for this part of the proof is as follows.
Write L = L1 + L2 with L1 and L2 as in (5.2). By Proposition 5.1 (2) one has

L2 : Hs,p
FIO(R

n) → Hs−1,p
FIO (Rn), which will allow us to incorporate the term L2u into

the inhomogeneous term in (5.7). Heuristically, by Duhamel’s principle we may
then consider the homogeneous second order equation D2

tw(t) = L1w(t). Write
L1 = b(x,D)2 + e(x,D) as in Proposition 5.1 (1). One has e(x,D) : Hs,p

FIO(R
n) →

Hs−1,p
FIO (Rn), so that we can again view e(x,D)w as an inhomogeneous term. We can

then use the solution operators {et | t ∈ R} to the first order equation associated
with b(x,D), arising from Theorem 4.7, to build a solution to our second order
equation D2

t u(t) = Lu(t). However, it turns out to be more convenient to work
with the operators ẽt = e−ct

et, which satisfy Dtẽt = (b(x,D) + ic)ẽt, where c > 0
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is such that b(x,D)+ic is invertible, as in Lemma 4.10. One encounters error terms
when incorporating various factors into the inhomogeneous term; these error terms
are dealt with using an iterative approximation scheme.

To make this idea precise, we first do some preliminary work. Write

(5.8) L = L1 + L2 = b(x,D)2 + e(x,D) + L2

as in Proposition 5.1, with b ∈ A2S1
1,1/2 real-valued, elliptic and asymptotically

homogeneous of degree 1 with real-valued limit a ∈ C2
−S

1
1,0, and e ∈ S1

1,1/2. Let

{et | t ∈ R} be the family of operators from Theorem 4.7, satisfying Dtetf =
b(x,D)etf for all f ∈ Hs,p

FIO(R
n) and t ∈ R. As in Lemma 4.10, let c > 0 be such

that
b̃(x,D) := b(x,D) + ic : Hs,p

FIO(R
n) → Hs−1,p

FIO (Rn)

is invertible. Set ẽt := e−ct
et, so that

(5.9) ẽ0f = f and Dtẽtf = (b(x,D) + ic)ẽtf = b̃(x,D)ẽtf.

Using (5.8), we can now write

(5.10)

(
D2

t − L
)
ẽtf =

(
D2

t − b(x,D)2 − e(x,D)− L2

)
ẽtf

=
(
(Dt + b(x,D))(Dt − b(x,D))− e(x,D)− L2

)
ẽtf

=
(
(Dt + b̃(x,D))(Dt − b̃(x,D)) + ẽ(x,D)

)
ẽtf = ẽ(x,D)ẽtf,

where

(5.11) ẽ(x,D) := −e(x,D) + 2icb(x,D)− c2 − L2.

One obtains

(5.12)

(
D2

t − L
)
ẽ−tf =

(
(Dt − b̃(x,D))(Dt + b̃(x,D)) + ẽ(x,D)

)
ẽ−tf

= ẽ(x,D)ẽ−tf

in the same manner.
By Proposition 5.1 (2), L2 : Hs,p

FIO(R
n) → Hs−1,p

FIO (Rn). The same mapping
property holds for −e + 2icb − c2 ∈ S1

1,1/2, without restrictions on p and s, by

Theorem 4.8. Hence

(5.13) ẽ(x,D) : Hs,p
FIO(R

n) → Hs−1,p
FIO (Rn)

as well. Note that (5.13) also holds for s = r− s(p) if r ∈ N, by Proposition 5.1 (2).
Next, we construct approximate solutions to our equation. For t ∈ R set

(5.14) ct :=
ẽt + ẽ−t

2
and st :=

ẽt − ẽ−t

2i
b̃(x,D)−1.

By (5.9), for all f ∈ Hs,p
FIO(R

n) and g ∈ Hs−1,p
FIO (Rn) one has

(5.15) c0f = f, ∂tctf |t=0 = 0, s0g = 0, ∂tstg|t=0 = g.

Moreover, by (5.10) and (5.12), for all t ∈ R one has

(5.16) (D2
t − L)ctf = ẽ(x,D)ctf and (D2

t − L)stg = ẽ(x,D)stg.

Finally, by (1) and (2) of Theorem 4.7, for all t0 > 0 and k ≥ 0 one has

(5.17) sup
|t|≤t0

‖∂kt ct‖L(Hs,p
FIO(Rn),Hs−k,p

FIO (Rn)) + ‖∂kt st‖L(Hs−1,p
FIO (Rn),Hs−k,p

FIO (Rn)) <∞,

where the derivatives are taken in the strong operator topology, and these deriva-
tives are strongly continuous as operators between the appropriate spaces.
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Next, we deal with the error term in our approximation and derive some of its
properties. For t ∈ R, set v0(t) := ẽ(x,D)(ctu0 + stu1)− F (t) and, recursively,

vk+1(t) :=

ˆ t

0

ẽ(x,D)st−τ vk(τ)dτ

for k ≥ 0. By (5.13) and (5.17), for each t0 > 0 one has

‖v0‖L1([−t0,t0];Hs−1,p
FIO (Rn))

≤ 2t0M0(‖u0‖Hs,p
FIO(Rn) + ‖u1‖Hs−1,p

FIO (Rn)) + ‖F‖L1([−t0,t0];Hs−1,p
FIO (Rn))

for

M0 := sup
|t|≤t0

‖ẽ(x,D)ct‖L(Hs,p
FIO(Rn),Hs−1,p

FIO (Rn)) + ‖ẽ(x,D)st‖L(Hs−1,p
FIO (Rn)).

Using that ‖vk+1(t)‖Hs,p
FIO(Rn) ≤ M0

´ t

0 ‖vk(τ)‖Hs−1,p
FIO (Rn)dτ for all k ≥ 0 and t ∈

[−t0, t0], it follows by induction that

‖vk+1(t)‖Hs−1,p
FIO (Rn) ≤

Mk+1
0 |t|k
k!

‖v0‖L1([−t0,t0];Hs−1,p
FIO (Rn)).

In particular, v :=
∑∞

k=0 vk is a well defined element of L1
loc(R;H

s−1,p
FIO (Rn)), with

(5.18)
‖v‖L1([−t0,t0];Hs−1,p

FIO (Rn)) ≤
∞∑

k=0

‖vk‖L1([−t0,t0];Hs−1,p
FIO (Rn))

≤M1(‖F‖L1([−t0,t0];Hs−1,p
FIO (Rn)) + ‖u0‖Hs,p

FIO(Rn) + ‖u1‖Hs−1,p
FIO (Rn))

for each t0 > 0 and some M1 =M1(t0) > 0.
We are now ready to define our candidate solution u and show that it has the

required regularity. For t ∈ R set

(5.19) u(t) := ctu0 + stu1 +

ˆ t

0

st−τv(τ)dτ.

It follows (see e.g. [3, Proposition 1.3.4]) from the dominated convergence the-
orem, using (5.18) and the strong continuity of t 7→ ct and t 7→ st, that u ∈
C(R;Hs,p

FIO(R
n)). Moreover, for t ∈ R and h > 0 one can use the smoothness of

σ 7→ sσ, and the fact that s0 = 0, to write

1

h

( ˆ t+h

0

st+h−τv(τ)dτ −
ˆ t

0

st−τv(τ)dτ
)

=

ˆ t

0

st+h−τ − st−τ

h
v(τ)dτ +

1

h

ˆ t+h

t

st+h−τv(τ)dτ

=

ˆ t

0

st+h−τ − st−τ

h
v(τ)dτ +

ˆ t+h

t

1

h

ˆ t+h−τ

0

∂σsσv(τ)dσdτ.

Since v ∈ L1
loc(R;H

s−1,p
FIO (Rn)), (5.17) now implies that u ∈ C1(R;Hs−1,p

FIO (Rn)) with

(5.20) ∂tu(t) = ∂tctu0 + ∂tstu1 +

ˆ t

0

∂tst−τv(τ)dτ.

For the second derivative of u we argue in a different manner, due to the low
regularity of v. Let h ∈ C∞

c (R;C∞
c (Rn)). Then t 7→ 〈∂tst−τv(τ), h(t)〉Rn is a

differentiable map for all τ ∈ R, and

∂t〈∂tst−τv(τ), h(t)〉Rn = 〈∂tst−τv(τ), ∂th(t)〉Rn + 〈∂2t st−τv(τ), h(t)〉Rn .
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Write v(t) :=
´ t

0
∂tst−τv(τ)dτ for t ∈ R. Then

〈∂tv, h〉Rn+1 = −〈v, ∂th〉Rn+1 = −
ˆ

R

ˆ t

0

〈∂tst−τv(τ), ∂th(t)〉Rndτdt

=

ˆ

R

ˆ t

0

〈∂2t st−τv(τ), h(t)〉Rndτdt−
ˆ

R

ˆ t

0

∂t〈∂tst−τv(τ), h(t)〉Rndτdt.

Interchanging the order of integration in the final term and using the fundamental
theorem of calculus, that h ∈ C∞

c (R;C∞
c (Rn)) and that ∂tst|t=0 = I, we obtain

that ∂tv(t) =
´ t

0
∂2t st−τv(τ)dτ + v(t) as distributions on R × Rn. By (5.17) with

k = 2, the right-hand side is an element of L1
loc(R;H

s−2,p
FIO (Rn)). Hence

(5.21) ∂2t u(t) = ∂2t ctu0 + ∂2t stu1 + v(t) +

ˆ t

0

∂2t st−τv(τ)dτ

in L1
loc(R;H

s−2,p
FIO (Rn)), and u ∈ W 2,1

loc (R;H
s−2,p
FIO (Rn)). Note that at this point we

cannot differentiate any more, due to the low regularity of u.
Finally, we show that u solves (5.1). By (5.15) and (5.20), one has u(0) = u0

and ∂tu(t)|t=0 = u1. Moreover, (5.21), (5.16) and the definitions of u and v yield

(D2
t − L)u(t) = (D2

t − L)ctu0 + (D2
t − L)stu1 − v(t) +

ˆ t

0

(D2
t − L)st−τv(τ)dτ

= ẽ(x,D)(ctu0 + stu1)−
∞∑

k=0

vk(t) +

∞∑

k=0

ˆ t

0

ẽ(x,D)st−τvk(τ)dτ

= ẽ(x,D)(ctu0 + stu1)− v0(t) = F (t)

for almost all t ∈ R. Thus u is a solution with the required properties.
If r ∈ N, then for s = r − s(p) the exact same construction, combined with the

fact that (5.13) now holds for s = r− s(p) as well, shows that u is well defined and
satisfies (5.6) and (5.7).

Uniqueness for 1/2 ≤ s < r−s(p). Next, we prove uniqueness, by solving an adjoint
problem.

We first reduce the problem somewhat. By linearity, we may suppose that

u ∈ C(R;Hs,p
FIO(R

n)) ∩ C1(R;Hs−1,p
FIO (Rn)) ∩W 2,1

loc (R;H
s−2,p
FIO (Rn))

satisfies u(0) = ∂tu(0) = 0 and (D2
t −L)u(t) = 0 in Hs−2,p

FIO (Rn) for almost all t ∈ R,
and show that u = 0. For t ∈ R set

u+(t) := 1(−∞,0](t)u(t) and u−(t) := 1[0,−∞)(t)u(t).

By the assumptions on u, one has u = u+ + u−,

u+, u− ∈ C(R;Hs,p
FIO(R

n)) ∩ C1(R;Hs−1,p
FIO (Rn)) ∩W 2,1

loc (R;H
s−2,p
FIO (Rn))

and (D2
t −L)u+(t) = (D2

t −L)u−(t) = 0 in Hs−2,p
FIO (Rn) for almost all t ∈ R. In fact,

the latter identity and Proposition 5.1 (3) imply that u+, u− ∈ C2(R;Hs−2,p
FIO (Rn)).

We need to show that u+ = u− = 0, and by symmetry, replacing u(t) by u(−t), it
suffices to consider only u+. We want to show that

(5.22)

ˆ

R

〈u+(t), F (t)〉Rndt = 0
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for each F ∈ C∞
c (R;C∞

c (Rn)), and we will use that

(5.23)

ˆ

R

〈u+(t), (D2
t − L)w(t)〉Rndt =

ˆ

R

〈(D2
t − L)u+(t), w(t)〉Rndt = 0

for all

(5.24) w ∈ C(R;H2−s,p′

FIO (Rn)) ∩W 2,1
loc (R;H

−s,p′

FIO (Rn))

with compact support in time, as follows from the properties of u+. In fact, since
u+(t) = 0 for t ≤ 0, it suffices to assume only that there exists a t0 > 0 such that
w(t) = 0 for all t ≥ t0. Note that the regularity of w in (5.24) is needed because
of the limited regularity of u+, and the support condition on w is used in (5.23) to
deal with the fact that u need not be bounded or compactly supported in time.

For (5.22) note that, by the first part of the proof, there exists a

(5.25) w ∈ C(R;Hσ,p′

FIO(R
n)) ∩ C1(R;Hσ−1,p′

FIO (Rn)) ∩W 2,1
loc (R;H

σ−2,p′

FIO (Rn))

such that (D2
t − L)w(t) = F (t) in Hσ−2,p′

FIO (Rn), where σ := r − s(p) − ε for some
small ε > 0. Moreover, by the assumptions that 2s(p) < r − 1, r ≥ 2 and s ≥ 1/2,
one has

(5.26) r − s(p) = r
2 − 1

2 − s(p) + r
2 + 1

2 >
r
2 + 1

2 ≥ 3
2 ≥ 2− s.

Hence, for ε sufficiently small, (5.24) holds. Via (5.23), this would seem to imply
(5.22). However, a priori it is not clear whether w(t) = 0 for some t0 > 0 and all
t ≥ t0, and the construction of a solution in (5.19) would not yield this. Hence we
modify the argument slightly.

Let t0 > 0 be such that F (t) = 0 for t ≥ t0. Using notation as in the first part
of the proof, for t ∈ R set v0(t) := F (t) and, recursively,

vk+1(t) := −
ˆ t0

t

ẽ(x,D)st−τvk(τ)dτ

for k ≥ 0. As before, v :=
∑∞

k=0 vk is a well defined element of L1
loc(R;H

σ−1,p′

FIO (Rn)),

and one has v(t) = 0 for t ≥ t0. Set w(t) :=
´ t0
t

st−τv(τ)dτ for t ∈ R. As in the
first part of the proof, it follows that w satisfies (5.25), w(t) = 0 for t ≥ t0, and

(D2
t − L)w(t) = v(t) +

ˆ t0

t

ẽ(x,D)st−τv(τ)dτ = F (t)

for almost all t. Now (5.25) implies (5.24), and then (5.23) yields (5.22).
Finally, since Hs1,p

FIO(R
n) ⊆ Hs2,p

FIO(R
n) for s1 ≥ s2, if r ∈ N then one immediately

obtains uniqueness for s = r − s(p) from what we have already shown.

Existence and uniqueness for all −r + s(p) + 1 < s < r − s(p). We will use that
the solution operators that we have constructed form a strongly continuous group
which is independent of the choices of p and s considered until now. Then duality
shows that these operators extend boundedly to the other values of s as well, and
basic results from semigroup theory conclude the proof. See [15] for some of the
basics of semigroup theory that are used here.

We first formulate our problem in terms of an evolution equation. For −r +
s(p) + 1 < s < r − s(p), set

Ds,p :=
{(w0

w1

)
∈ Hs,p

FIO(R
n)×Hs−1,p

FIO (Rn)
∣∣∣w1 ∈ Hs,p

FIO(R
n), Lw0 ∈ Hs−1,p

FIO (Rn)
}
.



Lp AND Hp
FIO REGULARITY FOR ROUGH WAVE EQUATIONS 33

We claim that we must show that, for all u0 ∈ Hs,p
FIO(R

n), u1 ∈ Hs−1,p
FIO (Rn) and

F ∈ L1
loc(R;H

s−1,p
FIO (Rn)), there exists a unique

(5.27) w ∈ C
(
R;Hs,p

FIO(R
n)×Hs−1,p

FIO (Rn)
)

such that for all t ∈ R one has

(5.28)

ˆ t

0

w(τ)dτ ∈ Ds,p

and

(5.29) w(t) =

(
u0
u1

)
+

(
0 I
−L 0

)
ˆ t

0

w(τ)dτ −
ˆ t

0

(
0

F (τ)

)
dτ

in Hs,p
FIO(R

n)×Hs−1,p
FIO (Rn).

To prove this claim, suppose that w satisfies (5.27), (5.28) and (5.29). Using the
mapping properties of L from Proposition 5.1 (3), differentiate (5.29) to see that

(5.30) w ∈ C
(
R;Hs,p

FIO(R
n)×Hs−1,p

FIO (Rn)
)
∩W 1,1

loc

(
R;Hs−1,p

FIO (Rn)×Hs−2,p
FIO (Rn)

)

with

(5.31) ∂tw(t) =

(
0 I
−L 0

)
w(t) −

(
0

F (t)

)

in Hs−1,p
FIO (Rn) × Hs−2,p

FIO (Rn) for almost all t ∈ R. Now let u ∈ C(R;Hs,p
FIO(R

n))
equal the first coordinate of w. Then u(0) = u0 by (5.29). Moreover, (5.30), (5.31)
and (5.29) show that

u ∈ C(R;Hs,p
FIO(R

n)) ∩ C1(R;Hs−1,p
FIO (Rn)) ∩W 2,1

loc (R;H
s−2,p
FIO (Rn)),

∂tu(0) = u1, and (D2
t − L)u(t) = F (t) in Hs−2,p

FIO (Rn) for almost all t ∈ R.
Conversely, suppose that u is as in the statement of the theorem, and set w(t) :=(
u(t)
∂tu(t)

)
for t ∈ R. Then w satisfies (5.30) and (5.31). By integrating the latter

identity one obtains (5.29). Finally, (5.28) follows by rewriting (5.29) as

w(t) −
(
u0
u1

)
+

ˆ t

0

(
0

F (τ)

)
dτ =

(
0 I
−L 0

)
ˆ t

0

w(τ)dτ

and noting that the left-hand side is an element of Hs,p
FIO(R

n)×Hs−1,p
FIO (Rn). This

proves the claim. By Proposition 5.1 (3), for r ∈ N the same argument works for
s = −r + s(p) + 1 and s = r − s(p).

Having reformulated our problem in terms of an evolution equation, we now
construct an appropriate strongly continuous group. For 1/2 ≤ s < r − s(p),

u0 ∈ Hs,p
FIO(R

n) and u1 ∈ Hs−1,p
FIO (Rn), let

u ∈ C(R;Hs,p
FIO(R

n)) ∩ C1(R;Hs−1,p
FIO (Rn)) ∩W 2,1

loc (R;H
s−2,p
FIO (Rn))

be as in (5.19) for F ≡ 0. In this case one in fact has

(5.32) u ∈ C(R;Hs,p
FIO(R

n)) ∩ C1(R;Hs−1,p
FIO (Rn)) ∩ C2(R;Hs−2,p

FIO (Rn)),

since (D2
t − L)u(t) = 0 in Hs−2,p

FIO (Rn) and because Lu ∈ C(R;Hs−2,p
FIO (Rn)), by

Proposition 5.1 (3). Next, for t ∈ R set

S(t)

(
u0
u1

)
:=

(
u(t)
∂tu(t)

)
.
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It follows from (5.17), (5.18), (5.20) and (5.32) that (S(t))t∈R is a strongly con-

tinuous family of bounded linear operators on Xs,p := Hs,p
FIO(R

n) × Hs−1,p
FIO (Rn).

Moreover, by the uniqueness statement that we have already shown, (S(t))t∈R is
a strongly continuous group. This group does not depend on the choice of p or s
within the allowed range, since the operators that occur in (5.19) are independent

of those choices. The generator of (S(t))t∈R is A :=

(
0 I
−L 0

)
, with domain

(5.33)

D(A) =
{(

u0
u1

)
∈ Xs,p

∣∣∣ lim
h→0

1
h(S(h)− I)

(
u0
u1

)
exists in Xs,p

}

=
{(u0

u1

)
∈ Xs,p

∣∣∣u1 ∈ Hs,p
FIO(R

n), Lu0 ∈ Hs−1,p
FIO (Rn)

}
= Ds,p

on Xs,p, as follows from (5.32) and from the definition of (S(t))t∈R.
By duality (see [15, Sections I.5.14, II.2.5 and II.3.11] and (3.20)), the transpose

operators (S(t)′)t∈R form a strongly continuous group on X∗
s,p = H−s,p′

FIO (Rn) ×

H1−s,p′

FIO (Rn) with generator A′ =

(
0 −L
I 0

)
with domain

D′
−s,p′ := D(A′) =

{( v0
v1

)
∈ X∗

s,p

∣∣∣v0 ∈ H1−s,p′

FIO (Rn), Lv1 ∈ H−s,p′

FIO (Rn)
}
.

By Proposition 5.1 (3), S(Rn)×S(Rn) ⊆ Ds,p ∩D′
−s,p′ , and for all u0, u1 ∈ S(Rn)

and t ∈ R one has S(t)′
(
u0
u1

)
=

(
∂tu(t)
u(t)

)
. Since S(Rn)× S(Rn) is dense in Xs,p

andX∗
s,p, it follows by interchanging the factors inX∗

s,p = H−s,p′

FIO (Rn)×H1−s,p′

FIO (Rn),
as well as the roles of p and p′ and of s and 1−s, that (S(t))t∈R extends to a strongly

continuous group onHs,p
FIO(R

n)×Hs−1,p
FIO (Rn) for −r+s(p)+1 < s ≤ 1/2. Moreover,

it follows from what we have already shown that, for all −r+s(p)+1 < s < r−s(p),
its generator is A with domain Ds,p.

Now [3, Proposition I.3.1.16] implies that for all −r + s(p) + 1 < s < r − s(p),

u0 ∈ Hs,p
FIO(R

n), u1 ∈ Hs−1,p
FIO (Rn) and F ∈ L1

loc(R;H
s−1,p
FIO (Rn)), there exists a

unique w satisfying (5.27), (5.28) and (5.29), given by

(5.34) w(t) = S(t)

(
u0
u1

)
+

ˆ t

0

S(t− τ)

(
0

F (τ)

)
dτ

for t ∈ R. This concludes the proof for r /∈ N. For r ∈ N the exact same arguments
yield the required statement for −r + s(p) + 1 ≤ s ≤ r − s(p). �

Remark 5.3. If, in Theorem 6.1, one additionally has F ∈ Lq
loc(R;H

s−2,p
FIO (Rn)) for

some q ∈ (1,∞], then u ∈ W 2,q
loc (R;H

s−2,p
FIO (Rn)). Similarly, if F ∈ C(R;Hs−2,p

FIO (Rn))

then u ∈ C2((−t0, t0);Hs−2,p
FIO (Rn)). This follows from the identity D2

t u(t) =

Lu(t) + F (t) and the fact that Lu ∈ C(R;Hs−2,p
FIO (Rn)), by Proposition 5.1 (3).

Remark 5.4. Note that we have in fact proved a stronger statement than Theorem
5.2. Namely, we have shown that there exists a single collection (S(t))t∈R that

forms a strongly continuous group on Hs,p
FIO(R

n) × Hs−1,p
FIO (Rn) for all p and s

from the theorem, such that for all u0 ∈ Hs,p
FIO(R

n), u1 ∈ Hs−1,p
FIO (Rn) and F ∈

L1
loc(R;H

s−1,p
FIO (Rn)), the function in (5.34) is the unique w satisfying (5.30) and

(5.31). Apart from merely proving existence and uniqueness of solutions to (5.1),
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this stronger statement also yields norm bounds for the solutions and consistency
for initial data contained in Hs,p

FIO(R
n) for multiple values of p and s.

Moreover, since u is defined in (5.19) (see also (5.14)) in terms of the operators
et from Theorem 4.7, and because these operators can be expressed through a flow
parametrix (see Remark 7.3), we have in fact also obtained a parametrix for (5.7).

We can combine Theorem 5.2 with the Sobolev embeddings for Hp
FIO(R

n) to
obtain a corollary about wave equations with rough coefficients in the Lp-scale.

Corollary 5.5. Let p ∈ (1,∞) be such that 2s(p) < r − 1, and let −r + s(p) +
1 < s < r − s(p). Then for all u0 ∈ W s+s(p),p(Rn), u1 ∈ W s−1+s(p),p(Rn) and
F ∈ L1

loc(R;W
s−1+s(p),p(Rn)), there exists a

u ∈ C(R;W s−s(p),p(Rn)) ∩ C1(R;W s−1−s(p),p(Rn)) ∩W 2,1
loc (R;W

s−2−s(p),p(Rn))

such that u(0) = u0, ∂tu(0) = u1, and

(D2
t − L)u(t) = F (t)

for almost all t ∈ R. If, additionally, s > 1 − r + 3s(p), then such a u is unique.
If r ∈ N, then the first statement holds for −r + s(p) + 1 ≤ s ≤ r − s(p), and the
second statement holds for s ≥ 1− r + 3s(p).

Proof. The existence of such a u is an immediate consequence of Theorem 5.2 and
the Sobolev embeddings for Hp

FIO(R
n) in (3.18). The uniqueness statement follows

in the same manner, since such a u satisfies

u ∈ C(R;Hs−2s(p),p
FIO (Rn)) ∩C1(R;Hs−1−2s(p),p

FIO (Rn)) ∩W 2,1
loc (R;H

s−2−2s(p),p
FIO (Rn)).

For −r + s(p) + 1 < s− 2s(p), one now obtains uniqueness from Theorem 5.2. �

Remark 5.6. It is not clear whether the extra condition 3s(p) < r− 1+ s is needed
for uniqueness in Corollary 5.5. We choose not to pursue this matter any further,
since under the assumptions of the corollary, Theorem 5.2 in fact yields a solution
that has the stronger regularity property in (5.6), and such a u is unique.

From Theorem 5.2 we can also derive a corollary about the boundedness of
certain operators that arise in the spectral calculus of L. More precisely, L is a pos-
itive operator on L2(Rn), and therefore the operators cos(t

√
L) and sin(t

√
L)L−1/2

are well defined and bounded on L2(Rn) = H2
FIO(R

n) for all t ∈ R. Since
S(Rn) ⊆ Hs,p

FIO(R
n) ∩ L2(Rn) is dense in Hs,p

FIO(R
n) for all p ∈ [1,∞) and s ∈ R,

cf. [22, Proposition 6.6], it is natural to wonder whether these operators extend
boundedly to Hs,p

FIO(R
n) for p 6= 2. The following corollary gives conditions on L,

p and s such that this is the case.

Corollary 5.7. Let p ∈ (1,∞) be such that 2s(p) < r − 1. Then for all −r + s(p) <
s < r − s(p) and t ∈ R, the operator

(5.35) cos(t
√
L) : Hs,p

FIO(R
n) → Hs,p

FIO(R
n)

is bounded, with locally uniform bounds in t. Moreover, for all −r+ s(p) + 1 < s <
r − s(p) and t ∈ R, the operator

(5.36) sin(t
√
L)L−1/2 : Hs−1,p

FIO (Rn) → Hs,p
FIO(R

n)

is bounded, with locally uniform bounds in t. If r ∈ N, then (5.35) holds for −r +
s(p) ≤ s ≤ r − s(p), and (5.36) holds for −r + s(p) + 1 ≤ s ≤ r − s(p).
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Proof. It follows from abstract form theory (see e.g. [25, Chapter 6]) that
√
L :

L2(Rn) → W−1,2(Rn) boundedly. Moreover, L : L2(Rn) → W−2,2(Rn), as follows
directly as well as from Proposition 5.1 (3). Now the spectral calculus shows that,

for f ∈ S(Rn), the function t 7→ u(t) := cos(t
√
L)f satisfies

u ∈ C(R;L2(Rn)) ∩C1(R;W−1,2(Rn)) ∩C2(R;W−2,2(Rn)),

u(0) = f , ∂tu(0) = 0 and (D2
t − L)u(t) = 0. For −r + s(p) + 1 ≤ s ≤ r − s(p) it

thus follows from Remarks 5.3 and 5.4 that

u ∈ C(R;Hs,p
FIO(R

n)) ∩ C1(R;Hs−1,p
FIO (Rn)) ∩ C2(R;Hs−2,p

FIO (Rn)),

and that for each t0 > 0 there exists a M > 0, independent of f , such that
‖u(t)‖Hs,p

FIO(Rn) ≤ M‖f‖Hs,p
FIO(Rn) for all t ∈ [−t0, t0]. Since S(Rn) ⊆ Hs,p

FIO(R
n)

is dense, this yields (5.35) for −r+ s(p)+1 < s < r− s(p). Then duality, cf. (3.20),
extends (5.35) to all −r + s(p) < s < r − s(p).

Applying the same reasoning to the function t 7→ v(t) := sin(t
√
L)L−1/2f , one

obtains (5.36) for all −r+ s(p) + 1 < s < r− s(p). The statements for r ∈ N follow
in the same manner. �

6. Operators in standard form

This section contains our main result for operators in standard form.
The bounded real-valued functions ai,j : Rn → R, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, are as before.

That is, we assume that there exists a κ0 > 0 such that
∑n

i,j=1 ai,j(x)ξiξj ≥ κ0|ξ|2
for all x, ξ ∈ Rn, and that ai,j ∈ Cr

−(R
n) for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n and some r ≥ 2. Let

A(x,D) :=
∑n

i,j=1 ai,j(x)DiDj . Our main result for such differential operators in
standard form is then as follows.

Theorem 6.1. Let p ∈ (1,∞) be such that 2s(p) < r − 1, and let −r + s(p) +

2 < s < r − s(p) + 1. Then for all u0 ∈ Hs,p
FIO(R

n), u1 ∈ Hs−1,p
FIO (Rn) and F ∈

L1
loc(R;H

s−1,p
FIO (Rn)), there exists a unique

u ∈ C(R;Hs,p
FIO(R

n)) ∩ C1(R;Hs−1,p
FIO (Rn)) ∩W 2,1

loc (R;H
s−2,p
FIO (Rn))

such that u(0) = u0, ∂tu(0) = u1, and

(6.1) (D2
t −A(x,D))u(t) = F (t)

in Hs−2,p
FIO (Rn) for almost all t ∈ R. If r ∈ N, then this statement holds for −r +

s(p) + 2 ≤ s ≤ r − s(p) + 1.

Note that the condition p is identical to that in Theorem 5.2, but the Sobolev
interval for s is shifted by one. As was the case for Theorem 5.2, for r > 2 the
regularity assumptions on the coefficients can be weakened, cf. Appendix B.

As in Corollary 5.5, the Sobolev embeddings and Theorem 6.1 combine to yield
the following corollary on the Lp regularity of wave equations in standard form.

Corollary 6.2. Let p ∈ (1,∞) be such that 2s(p) < r − 1, and let −r + s(p) + 2 ≤
s ≤ r − s(p) + 1. Then for all u0 ∈ W s+s(p),p(Rn), u1 ∈ W s−1+s(p),p(Rn) and
F ∈ L1

loc(R;W
s−1+s(p),p(Rn)), there exists a

u ∈ C(R;W s−s(p),p(Rn)) ∩ C1(R;W s−1−s(p),p(Rn)) ∩W 2,1
loc (R;W

s−2−s(p),p(Rn))

such that u(0) = u0, ∂tu(0) = u1, and

(D2
t −A(x,D))u(t) = F (t)
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for almost all t ∈ R. If, additionally, s > −r + 3s(p) + 2, then such a u is unique.
If r ∈ N, then the first statement holds for −r + s(p) + 1 ≤ s ≤ r − s(p), and the
second statement holds for s ≥ −r + 3s(p) + 1.

Proof of Theorem 6.1. The proof is analogous to that of Theorem 5.2, and we just
summarize some key steps here. For details, we refer to the earlier preprint version
[23] of the present article.

First apply the symbol smoothing procedure from Lemma 4.6, to write ai,j =

a♯i,j+a
♭
i,j for each 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, with a♯i,j ∈ ArS0

1,1/2 ⊆ A2S0
1,1/2 and a

♭
i,j ∈ Cr

−S
−r/2
1,1/2 .

Equivalently, applying this decomposition to the symbol A of A(x,D) yields

(6.2) A♯(x,D) =

n∑

i,j=1

a♯i,j(x,D)DiDj and A♭(x,D) =

n∑

i,j=1

a♭i,j(x,D)DiDj .

Also set B1 :=
∑n

i,j=1DiDja
♯
i,j(x,D) and B2 :=

∑n
i,j=1DiDja

♭
i,j(x,D), so that

A(x,D)∗ = B1 + B2. Next, let b ∈ A2S1
1,1/2 be as in Proposition 5.1 (1). Then

Proposition 4.9 yields e1, e2 ∈ S1
1,1/2 such that

A♯(x,D) = b(x,D)2 + e1(x,D) and B1 = b(x,D)2 + e2(x,D).

Moreover, by Theorem 4.8, the operators A♭(x,D) and B2 have similar mapping
properties as the operator L2 in Proposition 5.1 (2), albeit with Sobolev intervals
shifted by 1 and −1, respectively. By duality, similarly shifted versions of the
mapping properties in Proposition 5.1 (3) hold for A(x,D) and A(x,D)∗.

Now, one first proves existence of solutions to (6.1) for a restricted Sobolev range,
the interval 1 ≤ s < r−s(p)+1. This part of the argument is completely analogous
to that in Theorem 5.2, with the only difference being that the Sobolev interval is
shifted by 1 when incorporating the factor A♭(x,D)u into the inhomogeneous term.
Then, with an eye towards deriving uniqueness of solutions by solving an adjoint
problem, one proves in the same manner the existence of solutions to

(6.3) (D2
t −A(x,D)∗)u(t) = F (t)

for −1 ≤ s < r− s(p)− 1. With this second existence result in hand, one can prove
uniqueness of solutions to (6.1) for 3/2 ≤ s < r−s(p)+1. Working with this smaller
interval again allows us to circumvent some subtleties that arise from the roughness
of the coefficients. In the same manner, one proves uniqueness of solutions to (6.3)
for −1/2 ≤ s < r − s(p) − 1. Finally, having established existence and uniqueness
of solutions to both (6.1) and (6.3) in restricted Sobolev ranges, one extends the
range of existence and uniqueness for (6.1) to −r+s(p)+2 < s < r−s(p)+1 using
duality and semigroup theory. �

Remark 6.3. In this article we consider pure second order operators, but our tech-
niques also allow for lower order perturbations. Indeed, in the proof of Theorem
5.2, one can include in the error term ẽ(x,D) from (5.11) an additional factor of the
form

∑n
i=1 bi(x)Di+c0(x), as long as the mapping property ẽ(x,D) : Hs,p

FIO(R
n) →

Hs−1,p
FIO (Rn) from (5.13) still holds. Using results about multiplication operators on

Hs,p
FIO(R

n) from [38], one can then determine conditions on p and s that guarantee
solvability and uniqueness of the corresponding wave equation in Hs,p

FIO(R
n). These

conditions will depend on the regularity of the lower order terms.
We leave the details of the various cases to the reader. We do note that, although

operators in standard form are first order perturbations of operators in divergence
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form, and vice versa, one cannot directly deduce Theorem 6.1 from Theorem 5.2
in this manner, or the other way around. Indeed, doing so would lead to a smaller
range of Sobolev indices. Instead, we used the specific structure of the operators in
Theorems 5.2 and 6.1 to obtain well-posedness for these larger Sobolev intervals.

7. First order equations

In this section we reduce Theorem 4.7, our main result for smooth first order
equations, to the following theorem about parametrices for such equations. This
theorem will be proved in Sections 8 and 9.

Theorem 7.1. Let b ∈ A2S1
1,1/2 be real-valued, elliptic and asymptotically homo-

geneous of degree 1 with real-valued limit a ∈ C2
−S

1
1,0. Then there exists a family

(Ut)t∈R of operators on S ′(Rn) such that, for all p ∈ [1,∞), s ∈ R and t0 > 0, there
exists an M > 0 such that the following properties hold for all f ∈ Hs,p

FIO(R
n):

(1) [t 7→ Utf ] ∈ Ck(R;Hs−k,p
FIO (Rn)) for k ∈ {0, 1};

(2) ‖∂kt Utf‖Hs−k,p
FIO (Rn) ≤M‖f‖Hs,p

FIO(Rn) for k ∈ {0, 1} and t ∈ [−t0, t0];
(3) U0f = f ,

(7.1) ‖(Dt − b(x,D))Utf‖Hs,p
FIO(Rn) ≤M‖f‖Hs,p

FIO(Rn)

for all t ∈ [−t0, t0], and [t 7→ (Dt − b(x,D))Utf ] ∈ C(R;Hs,p
FIO(R

n)).

We will now use Theorem 7.1 to prove Theorem 4.7, the statement of which we
recall here.

Theorem 7.2. Let b ∈ A2S1
1,1/2 be real-valued, elliptic and asymptotically homoge-

neous of degree one with real-valued limit a ∈ C2
−S

1
1,0. Then there exists a unique

family (et)t∈R of operators on S ′(Rn) such that, for all p ∈ [1,∞), s ∈ R, k ∈ Z+

and t0 > 0, there exists an M > 0 such that the following properties hold for all
f ∈ Hs,p

FIO(R
n):

(1) [t 7→ etf ] ∈ Ck(R;Hs−k,p
FIO (Rn));

(2) ‖∂kt etf‖Hs−k,p
FIO (Rn) ≤M‖f‖Hs,p

FIO(Rn) for all t ∈ [−t0, t0];
(3) e0f = f , and Dtetf = b(x,D)etf for all t ∈ R.

Remark 7.3. We prove uniqueness of the family (et)t∈R because it is of independent
interest. However, in Sections 5 and 6 we only used the existence of such a family.
In fact, we will also show (see (9.1)) that one may let

etf = Utf +

ˆ t

0

Ut−τV f(τ)dτ,

for each f ∈ Hs,p
FIO(R

n), where Ut is as in Theorem 7.1, and V : Hs,p
FIO(R

n) →
C([−t0, t0];Hs,p

FIO(R
n)) is bounded for each t0 > 0. Moreover, it will be shown in

Section 9 (see (9.1)) that one may choose Ut = W ∗FtW , for W the wave packet
transform from (3.15), and Ft the pull-back from (8.3) with respect to the bichar-
acteristic flow map Φt associated to the symbol χ(ξ)b(x, ξ), for a χ ∈ C∞(Rn) with
χ(ξ) = 0 for |ξ| ≤ 8, and χ(ξ) = 1 for |ξ| ≥ 16 (note that Φt solves (8.2) with b
replaced by χb).

Proof. We first prove existence of solutions in a manner similar to, but somewhat
different from, the first step of the proofs of Theorems 5.2 and 6.1. Then we solve
an adjoint problem to show uniqueness of solutions. Since b is a smooth symbol,
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there are no subtleties related to the Sobolev interval on which we prove existence
and uniqueness. In particular, one does not need a final step as in the proofs of
Theorems 5.2 and 6.1.

Existence. The point is, of course, to deal with the error term associated with the
parametrix in Theorem 7.1. To do so we again use an iterative construction.

Fix p ∈ [1,∞) and s ∈ R, with the construction of the family {et | t ∈ R} being
independent of these parameters. First we explicitly construct the error term. For
f ∈ Hs,p

FIO(R
n) and t ∈ R, set V0f(t) := −i(Dt − b(x,D))Utf and, recursively,

Vj+1f(t) := −i
ˆ t

0

(Dt − b(x,D))Ut−τVjf(τ)dτ

for j ≥ 0. By Theorem 7.1 (3), V0f ∈ C(R;Hs,p
FIO(R

n)), and for each t0 > 0
there exists an M0 > 0 such that ‖V0f(t)‖Hs,p

FIO(Rn) ≤ M0‖f‖Hs,p
FIO(Rn) for all

t ∈ [−t0, t0]. Using Theorem 7.1 (3) again, to obtain ‖Vj+1f(t)‖Hs,p
FIO(Rn) ≤

´ t

0
M0‖Vjf(τ)‖Hs,p

FIO(Rn)dτ , it now follows by induction from the dominated con-

vergence theorem that Vjf ∈ C(R;Hs,p
FIO(R

n)) for all j ≥ 0, with

‖Vjf(t)‖Hs,p
FIO(Rn) ≤

M j+1
0 tj

j!
‖f‖Hs,p

FIO(Rn)

for t ∈ [−t0, t0]. Hence V :=
∑∞

k=0 Vk defines a bounded operator

(7.2) V : Hs,p
FIO(R

n) → C([−t0, t0];Hs,p
FIO(R

n)) ⊆ L1([−t0, t0];Hs,p
FIO(R

n))

for each t0 > 0. In particular, V f ∈ C(R;Hs,p
FIO(R

n)) ⊆ L1
loc(R;H

s,p
FIO(R

n)) for all
f ∈ Hs,p

FIO(R
n).

Next, we construct the solution operators. For f ∈ Hs,p
FIO(R

n) and t ∈ R, set

(7.3) etf := Utf +

ˆ t

0

Ut−τV f(τ)dτ.

It follows from the dominated convergence theorem, using the strong continu-
ity of t 7→ Ut from Theorem 7.1 (1) and that V f ∈ L1

loc(R;H
s,p
FIO(R

n)), that
[t 7→ etf ] ∈ C(R;Hs,p

FIO(R
n)). Moreover, by Theorem 7.1 (2) and (7.2), one has

sup|t|≤t0 ‖et‖L(Hs,p
FIO(Rn)) <∞ for each t0 > 0. This proves (1) and (2) for k = 0.

For k = 1, let h > 0 and write

1

h

(ˆ t+h

0

Ut+h−τV f(τ)dτ −
ˆ t

0

Ut−τV f(τ)dτ
)

=

ˆ t

0

Ut+h−τ − Ut−τ

h
V f(τ)dτ +

1

h

ˆ t+h

t

Ut+h−τV f(τ)dτ.

By Theorem 7.1 (1) and (2) with k = 1, the first term on the last line converges in

Hs−1,p
FIO (Rn) to

´ t

0 ∂tUt−τV f(τ)dτ as h→ 0. Since U0 is the identity operator I, we
can write the second term as

1

h

ˆ t+h

t

(Ut+h−τ − I)V f(τ)dτ +
1

h

ˆ t+h

t

V f(τ)dτ

=

ˆ t+h

t

1

h

ˆ t+h−τ

0

∂σUσV f(τ)dσdτ +
1

h

ˆ t+h

t

(V f(τ) − V f(t))dτ + V f(t).
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By Theorem 7.1 (2) with k = 1, and because V f ∈ C(R;Hs,p
FIO(R

n)), the first two

terms on the last line converge to zero in Hs−1,p
FIO (Rn) as h → 0. We thus conclude

that [t 7→ etf ] ∈ C1(R;Hs−1,p
FIO (Rn)) with

(7.4) ∂tetf = ∂tUtf + V f(t) +

ˆ t

0

∂tUt−τV f(τ)dτ

for all t ∈ R. Using again Theorem 7.1 (2) with k = 1, and (7.2), one obtains the
necessary norm bounds to conclude the proof of (1) for k = 1.

To deal with (1) for k ≥ 2, it suffices to prove part (2). Indeed, by Theorem 4.8

one has b(x,D)k : Hs,p
FIO(R

n) → Hs−k,p
FIO (Rn), from which one would then obtain

[t 7→ etf ] ∈ Ck(R;Hs−k,p
FIO (Rn)) with ∂kt etf = ikb(x,D)ketf for all t ∈ R. The

bounds for et that we already obtained then conclude the proof of (1) for all k ≥ 2.
Hence it remains to prove (2). First note that, by definition of et in (7.3) and

by Theorem 7.1 (3), one has e0f = U0f = f for all f ∈ Hs,p
FIO(R

n). Also, by (7.4)
and by definition of V , we obtain for each t ∈ R that

(Dt − b(x,D))etf = (Dt − b(x,D))Utf − iV f(t) +

ˆ t

0

(Dt − b(x,D))Ut−τV f(τ)dτ

= (Dt − b(x,D))Utf − i

∞∑

j=0

Vjf(t) +

∞∑

j=0

ˆ t

0

(Dt − b(x,D))Ut−τVjf(τ)dτ

= (Dt − b(x,D))Utf − iV0f(t) = 0.

This proves (2) and concludes the proof of existence of the family {et | t ∈ R}.

Uniqueness. We prove uniqueness of a family with the properties in the statement
of the theorem. For s ∈ R, it suffices to show that if

u ∈ C(R;Hs,p
FIO(R

n)) ∩ C1(R;Hs−1,p
FIO (Rn))

is such that u(0) = 0 and (Dt − b(x,D))u(t) = 0 for all t ∈ R, then u ≡ 0. We
again write u+(t) := 1[0,∞)(t)u(t) and u−(t) := u(t)− u+(t) for t ∈ R. Then

u+, u− ∈ C(R;Hs,p
FIO(R

n)) ∩W 1,1
loc (R;H

s−1,p
FIO (Rn))

with (Dt− b(x,D))u+(t) = (Dt− b(x,D))u−(t) = 0 for almost all t ∈ R. The latter

identity shows that in fact u+, u− ∈ C1(R;Hs−1,p
FIO (Rn)). It suffices to show that

ˆ

R

〈u+(t), F (t)〉Rndt = 0

for all F ∈ C∞
c (R;C∞

c (Rn)). Let b1 ∈ A2S1
1,1/2 be as in Lemma 4.11, with

b(x,D)∗ = b1(x,D), and let {ẽt | t ∈ R} be the family obtained in the previ-
ous part of the proof with b replaced by −b1. Let t0 > 0 be such that F (t) = 0 for

t ≥ t0. Now set w(t) := i
´ t0
t ẽt−τF (τ)dτ for t ∈ R. Then w ∈ Ck(R;Hσ,p′

FIO(R
n))

for all k ≥ 0 and σ ∈ R, with w(t) = 0 for t ≥ t0 and (Dt + b1(x,D))w(t) = F (t)
for all t ∈ R. Hence

ˆ

R

〈u+(t), F (t)〉Rndt =

ˆ

R

〈u+(t), (Dt + b1(x,D))w(t)〉Rndt

= −
ˆ

R

〈(Dt − b1(x,D))u+(t), w(t)〉Rndt = 0,
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where we used the regularity and support conditions of u+ and w to see that all
the integrals converge. This concludes the proof. �

8. The flow on phase space

In this section we prove some properties of flow maps on phase space which will
be needed for the proof of Theorem 4.7 in the next section.

Let b ∈ A2S1
1,1/2 be real-valued, elliptic and asymptotically homogeneous of de-

gree 1 with real-valued limit a ∈ C2
−S

1
1,0 in the sense of Definition 4.3. Throughout

this section, we suppose additionally that b(x, ξ) = 0 for all (x, ξ) ∈ T ∗Rn with
|ξ| ≤ 8. Such a b will arise in the next section as χb for a b as in Theorem 4.7 and a
χ ∈ C∞(Rn) with χ(ξ) = 0 for |ξ| ≤ 8, and χ(ξ) = 1 for |ξ| ≥ 16, but for simplicity
of notation we will simply denote such a reduced symbol by b in the present section,
and merely assume that b(x, ξ) = 0 for |ξ| ≤ 8.

We recall that a is, by definition, homogeneous of degree one for |ξ| ≥ 1. We
shall also compute with the completely homogeneous function determined by a,
which we denote ahom. Note that ahom is not in C2

−S
1
1,0, since second ξ-derivatives

of ahom blow up at ξ = 0; however, we certainly have this regularity away from
ξ = 0. We also record that

(8.1) b− ahom = (b − a) + (a− ahom) ∈ C1
−S

0
1,1/2,

which follows since the first derivatives of ahom are uniformly bounded near ξ = 0.
Our parametrix for the first order equation (Dt − b(x,D))u = 0 involves the

flow of the Hamilton vector field V of b on phase space T ∗Rn, which we denote by
(Φt)t∈R. Recall that for all (x, ξ) ∈ T ∗Rn one has

V (x, ξ) := ∂ξb(x, ξ) · ∂x − ∂xb(x, ξ) · ∂ξ,
and that Φt(x, ξ) ∈ T ∗Rn satisfies ∂tΦt(x, ξ) = V (Φt(x, ξ)), with Φ0(x, ξ) = (x, ξ).
That is, the Φt are the solution operators to the ODE

(8.2)

(
∂tx(t)
∂tξ(t)

)
=

(
∂ξb(x(t), ξ(t))
−∂xb(x(t), ξ(t))

)
and

(
x(0)
ξ(0)

)
=

(
x
ξ

)
.

We recall for later use that each Φt is a symplectomorphism, that is, it preserves
the symplectic form

∑n
j=1 dξj ∧ dxj . Note also that the low-frequency part of the

flow is trivial. That is, since b(x, ξ) = 0 for |ξ| ≤ 8, one has V (x, ξ) = 0 and
Φt(x, ξ) = (x, ξ) for all |ξ| < 8 and t ∈ R.

To prepare for the parametrix construction, in this section we study the proper-
ties of this flow, and the induced operators Ft on the weighted tent space T p

s (S
∗Rn)

from Definition 2.1, given by pullback:

(8.3) FtG = G ◦ Φt

for p ∈ [1,∞), s ∈ R and G ∈ T p
s (S

∗Rn). The parametrix itself will be defined in
terms of Ft by

Ut :=W ∗FtW,

where W is the wave packet transform from (3.15).
Throughout, fix p ∈ [1,∞) and s ∈ R. The main result of this section is as

follows.

Theorem 8.1. For each t0 > 0 there exists an M ≥ 0 such that the following
properties hold.
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(1) For all t ∈ R one has Ft ∈ L(T p
s (S

∗Rn)), and ‖Ft‖L(Tp
s (S∗Rn)) ≤M for all

t ∈ [−t0, t0].
(2) The map t 7→ Ft is continuous in the strong operator topology from R into

T p
s (S

∗Rn).
(3) For all f ∈ Hs,p

FIO(R
n), the map t 7→ FtWf is continuously differentiable

from R into T p
s−1(S

∗Rn), and

‖∂tFtWf‖Tp
s−1

(S∗Rn) ≤M‖f‖Hs,p
FIO(Rn)

for all t ∈ [−t0, t0].
The proof of this theorem essentially follows from the results in [20, Section

6], which considers operators on L2(T ∗Rn). As our setup, involving flows on tent
spaces, is a bit different, we provide full details. It is also very closely related
to [42, Section 3].

We prepare for the proof of Theorem 8.1 by deriving some properties of the
Hamilton vector field V . To do so, we use coordinates (x, ω, σ) ∈ S∗Rn × (0,∞),

where ω = ξ̂ and σ = |ξ|−1 for ξ 6= 0, and we write

(8.4)
V = Vx · ∂x − Vω · ∂ω − Vσσ∂σ,

Vx := ∂ξb, Vω := σ(∂xb)
⊥, Vσ := −σ∂xb · ω,

where ⊥ denotes the orthogonal component of a vector relative to ω. There is a
slight abuse of notation in writing Vω · ∂ω, which we ignore. Keep in mind that Vσ
is the component of σ∂σ , not of ∂σ. Note that the components of Vx, Vω and Vσ
are all A1S0

1,1/2 symbols, since b ∈ A2S1
1,1/2 and V (x, ω, σ) = 0 for σ ≥ 1/8.

We will also work with the Hamilton vector field of the homogeneous symbol
ahom, which we denote by V hom and decompose in a similar way as V , in terms of
V hom
x , V hom

ω and V hom
σ . Note that V hom is homogeneous of order zero.

The following lemma will be used in the proof of part (1) of Theorem 8.1.

Lemma 8.2. Set V• := (Vx, Vξ̂, Vσ). Then there exists an M ≥ 0 such that
∣∣∂xV•(x, ω, σ)

∣∣ +
∣∣∂ωV•(x, ω, σ)

∣∣ +
∣∣∂σV•(x, ω, σ)

∣∣ ≤M

for all (x, ω, σ) ∈ S∗Rn × (0,∞).

Proof. As already noted, the components of V• are all A1S0
1,1/2 symbols. Hence

we can apply the vector fields ∂x, ∂w and σ∂σ , and the resulting symbols will be
uniformly bounded. However, we are claiming more, namely that the same holds if
we apply ∂σ, not just σ∂σ. The reason for this is the asymptotic homogeneity of b.
For example, we apply ∂σ = −|ξ|ξ · ∂ξ to Vx. We obtain

∂σVx(x, ω, σ) = ∂σ∂ξb(x, ξ) = −|ξ|(ξ · ∂ξ)∂ξb(x, ξ)
= −|ξ|∂ξ(ξ · ∂ξ − 1)b(x, ξ)

for all (x, ω, σ) ∈ S∗Rn × (0,∞), where ξ = σ−1ω. Using the first asymptotic
homogeneity property (4.1a) of b, we see that

|ξ|∂ξ(ξ · ∂ξ − 1)b(x, ξ)

is uniformly bounded. The argument is similar for the other components of V . �

We will also need the following lemma, in the proof of part (3) of Theorem 8.1.

Lemma 8.3. The map VW : Hs,p
FIO(R

n) → T p
s−1(S

∗Rn) is bounded.
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Proof. Let f ∈ Hs,p
FIO(R

n). Note that VWf(x, ξ) = 0 for |ξ| < 8, since we already
observed that V (x, ξ) = 0 for such (x, ξ) ∈ T ∗Rn. On the other hand, Wf(x, ξ) is
smooth for |ξ| ≥ 8, by Lemma 3.1 and the definition of W in (3.15). Hence

(8.5) VWf(x, ξ) = (∂ξb · ∂xWf)(x, ξ) − (∂xb · ∂ξWf)(x, ξ)

makes sense classically for such (x, ξ). Now fix 1 ≤ j ≤ n and first note that

(8.6) ∂ξj b : T
p
s−1(S

∗Rn) → T p
s−1(S

∗Rn) and ∂xjb : T
p
s (S

∗Rn) → T p
s−1(S

∗Rn),

as follows from pointwise estimates, using that ∂ξb ∈ S0
1,1/2 and ∂xb ∈ S1

1,1/2.

Next, consider

(8.7)

∂xjWf(x, ξ) = ∂xjψξ(D)f(x) = (2π)−n∂xj

ˆ

R2n

eix·ηψξ(η)f̂(η)dη

= i(2π)−n

ˆ

R2n

eix·ηηjψξ(η)f̂(η)dη

and note that the wave packets ψξ,1(η) := |ξ|−1ηjψξ(η) have similar support and
boundedness properties as the ψξ. Hence, by Remark A.3, one has W1W

∗ :
T p
s (S

∗Rn) → T p
s−1(S

∗Rn) for the new wave packet transform

W1g(x, ξ) :=

{
ψξ,1(D)f(x) if |ξ| > 1,

0 if |ξ| ≤ 1.

Combined with (8.6) and the fact that W is an isometry, this shows that

‖1[8,∞)(ξ)∂ξj b∂xjWf‖Tp
s−1

(S∗Rn) . ‖1[8,∞)(ξ)∂xjWf‖Tp
s−1

(S∗Rn)

= ‖1[8,∞)(ξ)W1f‖Tp
s (S∗Rn)

= ‖1[8,∞)(ξ)W1W
∗Wf‖Tp

s (S∗Rn)

. ‖Wf‖Tp
s (S∗Rn) = ‖f‖Hs,p

FIO(Rn).

This suffices to deal with the first term on the right-hand side of (8.6).
The argument for the second term on the right-hand side of (8.6) is similar. One

differentiates with respect to ξj instead of xj in (8.7), and applies Lemma 3.1 to
see that the wave packets ψξ,2(η) := ∂xjψξ(η) satisfy similar (and in fact slightly
better) support and boundedness properties as the ψξ. Then the natural associated
wave packet transform W2 satisfies W2W

∗ : T p
s (S

∗Rn) → T p
s (S

∗Rn), and a similar
argument as before concludes the proof. �

We are now ready to prove Theorem 8.1.

Proof of Theorem 8.1. Most of the work will go into proving part (1).

Proof of (1). First note that it suffices to consider only the high-frequency part of
the flow. More precisely, one can write anyG ∈ T p

s (S
∗Rn) asG = 1|ξ|≤1G+1|ξ|>1G.

As already remarked, one has Φt(x, ξ) = (x, ξ) for all |ξ| < 8. Hence the required
bounds are trivial for 1|ξ|≤1G, and we may consider in the remainder only |ξ| > 1.
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The homogeneous flow. The function ahom is homogeneous of degree one and is
C2

−S
1
1,0 away from ξ = 0, thus it generates a flow (Φhom

t )t∈R which is homogeneous
of degree one and is Lipschitz away from ξ = 0. As shown in [22, Proposition 2.4],
by projection such a flow induces a flow on the cosphere bundle, denoted (χt)t∈R,
that is not only Lipschitz with respect to the usual metric on the cosphere bundle,
but Lipschitz2 with respect to the contact metric d. Moreover, the d-Lipschitz
bounds for χt are locally uniform in t, since the Lipschitz bounds of the Φhom

t are.
For (x0, ω0, σ0) ∈ S∗Rn × (0, 1), write Φhom

t (x0, ω0, σ0) = (y(t), ν(t), τ(t)) for
t ∈ R. Since V hom

σ is bounded, for each t0 > 0 there exists an M = Mt0 ≥ 0,
independent of (x0, ω0, σ0), such that

∣∣∣ d
dt

log τ(t)
∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣ τ̇ (t)
τ(t)

∣∣∣ ≤M

for all t ∈ [−t0, t0]. This in turn implies that τ(t) does not vary much on [−t0, t0]:

(8.8) e−Mt0 ≤ τ(t)

σ0
≤ eMt0 .

Now the combination of the d-Lipschitz property of χt and (8.8) shows that Φhom
t

maps the parabolic region Γ1(x0, ω0), defined by (2.10), into Γα(t)(χt(x0, ω0)) for
some α(t) > 0 which is locally uniformly bounded in t, from above and below.
Lemma 2.3, on comparability of the tent space norm under change of aperture,
then implies locally uniform boundedness of the homogeneous flow (Φhom

t )t∈R on
T p
s (S

∗Rn).

The smoothed flow. We are, however, interested in the smoothed flow (Φt)t∈R. To
analyze it we estimate the difference between Φt and Φhom

t , using the metric d.
Recall that

(8.9)
(
d((x, ω), (y, ν))

)2
h |x− y|2 + |ω − ν|2 + |ν · (y − x)|

for all (x, ω), (y, ν) ∈ S∗Rn, by (2.2). Note that the low-frequency parts of these
flows are very different; however, our interest is in the high-frequency part.

For a given (x0, ω0, σ0) ∈ S∗Rn×(0, 1), write Φt(x0, ω0, σ0) = (x(t), ω(t), σ(t)) =
(x(t), ξ(t)) and Φhom

t (x0, ω0, σ0) = (y(t), ν(t), τ(t)) = (y(t), η(t)) as before. We fix
t0 > 0 and consider t ∈ [−t0, t0]. The bounds which we will obtain are uniform in
such t and in the initial data. For simplicity of notation, we will typically omit the
variable t.

We begin by observing that Vσ is bounded, since Vσ is in A1S0
1,1/2, and therefore,

similar to (8.8), we have

(8.10) e−Mt0 ≤ σ(t)

σ0
≤ eMt0 .

Next, we claim that it suffices to show that the right-hand side of (8.9), that is,

|x(t) − y(t)|2 + |ω(t)− ν(t)|2 + |ν(t) · (y(t)− x(t))|,
is bounded by a constant multiple of σ0, as a function of t. Indeed, suppose that
we have proved this. By comparing with the homogeneous flow Φhom

t , and using
again that χt is d-Lipschitz, it then follows that the ball B√

σ0
(x0, ω0) ⊆ S∗Rn

2Technically speaking, in [22, Proposition 2.4] the maps are assumed to be (infinitely) smooth.
However, the relevant bounds only involve the supremum of the Jacobian of χt, and the same
proof works for bi-Lipschitz maps (see also footnote 1).
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gets mapped into Bβ(t)
√
σ0
(x(t), ω(t)) for some locally uniformly bounded β(t) > 0.

This shows that Φt maps the high frequency part of the paraboloid Γ1(x0, ω0) into
Γβ(t)(x(t), ω(t)). Since Φt is also Lipschitz with respect to the standard metric, the
Jacobian factor in the change of variables between Γ1(x0, ω0) and Γβ(t)(x(t), ω(t))
is bounded. Lemma 2.3 then completes the proof.

In fact, we will prove the stronger statement that

(8.11) D(t) := |x− y|2 + |ω − ν|2 +
(
1− σ

τ

)2

+ |ν · (y − x)| . σ0.

By Gronwall’s lemma, it suffices to prove an inequality of the form

(8.12)
d

dt
D(t) ≤ C(D(t) + σ0)

for some C > 0, and then multiply D(t) by e−Ct and integrate from 0 to t. In turn,
to show (8.12) we take the time derivative of each term in (8.11), and show that it
is bounded by the right-hand side of (8.12).

The first three terms. We start with the time derivative of the first term in (8.11),
|x− y|2. It is equal to

2(x− y) ·
(
Vx(x, ω, σ)− V hom

x (y, ν, τ)
)

which we estimate by expressing it as

2(x− y) ·
(
Vx(x, ω, σ) − Vx(y, ν, τ) + Vx(y, ν, τ)− V hom

x (y, ν, τ)
)
.

By Lemma 8.2, Vx is Lipschitz in x, ω and σ. Hence one can use (8.8), (8.10)
for σ and τ to bound the difference between the first two terms in brackets by a
multiple of |x− y|+ |ω− ν|+σ0. To estimate the second term, we use the fact that
the difference between the vector fields V − V hom is the Hamilton vector field of
b − ahom, which satisfies (8.1). The x-component is the ξ-derivative of this vector
field, which is therefore O(|ξ|−1) = O(σ0). So we get an estimate for this time
derivative by a multiple of

|x− y|
(
|x− y|+ |ω − ν|+ σ0),

which is bounded by the right-hand side of (8.12) since σ0 < 1.
The argument to bound the time derivative of the second term on the right-hand

side of (8.11) is similar to the argument for the first term, so we omit the details.
Next, consider the third term of (8.11). The time derivative is

2
(
1− σ

τ

)(
− σVσ(x, ω, σ)

τ
+
σV hom

σ (y, ν, τ)

τ

)

= 2
(
1− σ

τ

)σ
τ

(
V hom
σ (y, ν, τ)− V hom

σ (x, ω, σ) + V hom
σ (x, ω, σ)− Vσ(x, ω, σ)

)
.

Using the Lipschitz property of V hom with respect to the standard metric, and the
fact that V hom is independent of τ , we can estimate

∣∣V hom
σ (y, ν, τ)− V hom

σ (x, ω, σ)
∣∣ . |x− y|+ |ω − ν|.

For the final two terms, we use the fact that V −V hom is the Hamilton vector field
of (8.1), and therefore we can bound

∣∣V hom
σ (x, ω, σ)− Vσ(x, ω, σ)

∣∣ .
√
σ.
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Hence, using (8.10), the time derivative of the third term in (8.11) is bounded by a
multiple of (

1− σ

τ

)(
|x− y|+ |ω − ν|+√

σ0
)

which is bounded by the right-hand side of (8.12).

The fourth term. This term is more interesting. We follow a similar calculation by
Smith in [42], although our setting is slightly different. Smith treats a sequence
of approximate Hamiltonians Hk, each of which is homogeneous, while we have in
effect ‘pasted together’ all these into a single Hamiltonian b which is only asymp-
totically homogeneous. So we need to take care with the dependence on σ. We
compute the absolute value of the time derivative as

| − V hom
σ (y, ν, τ)

(
ν · (y − x)

)
+ τ

d

dt

(
τ−1ν · (y − x)

)
|

. |ν · (y − x)|+ τ
∣∣∂yahom(y, ν, τ) · (x − y) + τ−1ν ·

(
∂ηa

hom(y, ν, τ)− ∂ξb(x, ω, σ)
)∣∣

and note that the first term is bounded by D. The other terms can be rewritten as

τ
(
∂ya

hom(y, η) · (x− y) + η ·
(
∂ηa

hom(y, η)− ∂ξa
hom(x, ξ) − ∂ξ(b − ahom)(x, ξ)

))

= τ
(
ahom(y, η)− ahom(x, ξ) + (x− y) · ∂yahom(y, η) + (ξ − η) · ∂ξahom(x, ξ)

− η · ∂ξ(b− ahom)(x, ξ)
)

= τ
(
ahom(y, η)− ahom(x, ξ) + (x− y) · ∂yahom(x, ξ) + (ξ − η) · ∂ξahom(x, ξ)

)

+ τ(x − y) ·
(
∂ya

hom(y, η)− ∂ya
hom(x, ξ)

)
− η̂ · ∂ξ(b− ahom)(x, ξ).

In the last line, the term η̂ · ∂ξ(b − ahom) is O(σ), using (8.1), so this term is
acceptable. To treat the two terms in large parentheses, we first consider the case

where |η̂ − ξ̂| = |ν − ω| is large, say |η̂ − ξ̂| ≥ 1/4. In that case, D ≥ 1/16, so we
need only show that these two terms are O(1). This is easy to check, noting that
|x− y| = O(1) since both ẋ and ẏ are O(1).

The remaining case is |η̂− ξ̂| ≤ 1/4. Here we treat the first of the terms in large
parentheses as follows (the other one is treated analogously; we omit the details).
We use Taylor’s formula to express this term as

−τ
(∑

jk

(y − x)j(y − x)k

ˆ 1

0

(1− r)∂2xjxk
ahom(x+ r(y − x), ξ + r(η − ξ))dr

+ 2
∑

jk

(y − x)j(η − ξ)k

ˆ 1

0

(1− r)∂2xjξk
ahom(x+ r(y − x), ξ + r(η − ξ))dr(8.13)

+
∑

jk

(η − ξ)j(η − ξ)k

ˆ 1

0

(1− r)∂2ξjξka
hom(x+ r(y − x), ξ + r(η − ξ))dr

)
.

We note that the condition |η̂− ξ̂| ≤ 1/4 implies that |ξ+ r(η− ξ)|−1 is comparable
to σ and τ (and hence, to σ0 thanks to (8.8), (8.10)) for 0 ≤ r ≤ 1. Using the fact
that ahom ∈ C2

−S
1
1,0 away from ξ = 0, and the homogeneity of degree 1 in ξ, as well

as (8.8), (8.10) and the inequality

|η − ξ|2 ≤ 2σ−2
(
|η̂ − ξ̂|2 +

(
1− σ

τ

)2)
,
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we see that this is bounded by a multiple of

|y − x|2 + σ0|y − x||η − ξ|+ σ2
0 |η − ξ|2 . |y − x|2 + |η̂ − ξ̂|2 +

(
1− σ

τ

)2

,

which is an acceptable error term. This completes the proof of (8.12), and thus
also of (1).

Proof of (2). In view of part (1), we only need to show the continuity of FtG for G
in a dense subset S of T p

s (S
∗Rn). We choose for our dense subset S the continuous

functions of compact support. Then, for all G ∈ S and t0 > 0, there is a fixed
compact set containing the support of FtG for all t ∈ [−t0, t0]. We can thus choose
an integrable function that dominates all the FtG. It follows, using the dominated
convergence theorem, that for all (x, ω) ∈ S∗Rn the integrals

|As(FtG−Ft′G)(x, ω)|2 =

ˆ

Γ(x,ω)

〈η〉2sµ(|η|)|FtG−Ft′G|2(y, η)dydη

converge to zero as t′ → t, where µ is as in (2.6). Moreover, one has FtG(y, η) −
Ft′G(y, η) = G(y, η)−G(y, η) = 0 for |η| < 8. Hence there is also a fixed compact
subset of S∗Rn containing the support of all the functions As(FtG−Ft′G), for t, t

′ ∈
[−t0, t0]. So, using the dominated convergence theorem again, the Lp(S∗Rn) norm
of As(FtG − Ft′G) converges to zero as t′ → t. It now follows from Definition 2.1
that the T p

s (S
∗Rn) norm of FtG−Ft′G converges to zero as t′ → t. This establishes

the strong continuity of Ft on T
p
s (S

∗Rn).

Proof of (3). Let f ∈ Hs,p
FIO(R

n). Recall that Wf is smooth in (x, ξ) for |ξ| ≥ 8,
and FtWf(x, ξ) = Wf(x, ξ) for |ξ| < 8. Hence FtWf is pointwise continuously
differentiable in time, with derivative V FtWf . This is equal to FtVWf , since V
commutes with the flow that it generates. Now Lemma 8.3, combined with parts
(1) and (2), concludes the proof of (3), and thereby of Theorem 8.1. �

Remark 8.4. Note that, if the symbol b is time-dependent, then V no longer com-
mutes with the flow, and a more elaborate argument is needed to show (3). This
is one of the additional difficulties in dealing with equations with time-dependent
coefficients.

Remark 8.5. We used the assumption that ahom ∈ C2
−S

1
1,0, and in particular the

uniform bounds for the second derivatives of ahom for |ξ| & 1, in several key places in
the proof of Theorem 8.1. For example, these bounds imply that the homogeneous
flow (Φhom

t )t∈R is Lipschitz, and they were also crucial in (8.13).

9. Parametrix for the first order equation

Let b be as in Theorem 7.1. That is, b ∈ A2S1
1,1/2 is real-valued, elliptic and

asymptotically homogeneous of degree one with real-valued limit a ∈ C2
−S

1
1,0. Fix

p ∈ [1,∞) and s ∈ R. In this section we prove Theorem 7.1 for the parametrix
(Ut)t∈R defined on Hs,p

FIO(R
n) by

(9.1) Ut :=W ∗FtW

for t ∈ R. Here W is the wave packet transform from (3.15), and Ft is the flow
map (see (8.3)) induced by the Hamilton vector field V of χb, for a χ ∈ C∞(Rn)
such that χ(ξ) = 0 for |ξ| ≤ 8 and χ(ξ) = 1 for |ξ| ≥ 16.

Proof of Theorem 7.1. Almost all of the work will go into proving property (3).
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Reductions. Let f ∈ Hs,p
FIO(R

n). Properties (1) and (2) in the statement of Theo-
rem 7.1 are an almost immediate consequence of Theorem 8.1. Indeed, recall that,
by Proposition 3.4, the Hs,p

FIO(R
n) norm of f is equivalent to the T p

s (S
∗Rn) norm

ofWf . Thus, the strong continuity of t 7→W ∗FtW on Hs,p
FIO(R

n) is implied by the
strong continuity of t 7→ WW ∗Ft on T

p
s (S

∗Rn), and a similar statement holds for
the time derivatives of these maps, and for the bounds in (2). Theorem 8.1 demon-
strates the boundedness and continuity of Ft, while Corollary A.2 states thatWW ∗

is bounded.
The first statement of property (3), namely that U0f = f , is trivially satisfied.

Thus, it remains to show that for f ∈ Hs,p
FIO(R

n), the error term

(9.2) (Dt − b(x,D))Utf

is bounded, locally uniformly in t, and continuous as a map from R into Hs,p
FIO(R

n).
The remainder of this section will be devoted to proving this.

We begin with a convenient reduction: it suffices to prove instead that

(Dt − (χb)(x,D))Utf = (Dt − b(x,D)χ(D))Utf

is bounded, locally uniformly in t, and continuous as a map from R into Hs,p
FIO(R

n).
Here, as before, χ ∈ C∞(Rn) is such that χ(ξ) = 0 for |ξ| ≤ 8 and χ(ξ) = 1 for

|ξ| ≥ 16. Indeed, suppose that we can prove the theorem for b̃, and write

(Dt − b(x,D))Ut = (Dt − (χb)(x,D))Ut + ((χb)(x,D) − b(x,D))Ut.

By assumption, the first term on the right-hand side, (Dt − (χb)(x,D))Ut, satisfies
the conditions of the theorem. On the other hand, the term ((χb)(x,D)−b(x,D))Ut

does so as well, since (χb)(x,D)− b(x,D) = ((χ− 1)b)(x,D) is a pseudodifferential
operator of order zero (in fact, it has order −∞), and it is therefore bounded on
Hs,p

FIO(R
n), as follows from Theorem 4.8. This shows that it suffices to prove (9.2)

with b replaced by χb. However, for simplicity of notation, in the remainder of
this section we will simply denote this reduced symbol by b, and merely assume in
addition that b(χ) = 0 for |ξ| ≤ 8, as we also did in Section 8.

Having made this reduction, we claim that it suffices to consider (9.2) under
the assumption that the function f has Fourier transform supported in the region
{|ξ| ≥ 2}. In fact, we can write f = χ̃(D)f + (1 − χ̃)(D)f =: f1 + f2 for a
χ̃ ∈ C∞(Rn) which is equal to 0 for |ξ| ≤ 2 and equal to 1 for |ξ| ≥ 4. Then
Wf2 is supported where |ξ| ≤ 8 due to the support properties of the ψξ. Hence
FtWf2 = Wf2, since b vanishes where |ξ| ≤ 8. Thus U(t)f2 = f2 for all t, and
b(x,D)f2 = 0. Hence the conclusions of the theorem are trivial for f2, and we only
need to check them for f1, which proves the claim.

The virtue of these reductions is that we can now disregard the component of
W on the second line of (3.15) entirely. To see this, recall first that the function
q defined in (3.3) is supported where |ζ| ≤ 2, cf. (3.4). Hence, if f has Fourier
transform supported where {|ξ| ≥ 2}, then Wf(ξ) = 0 for |ξ| ≤ 1. The same
holds true for FtWf for all t ∈ R, as Ft is the identity where |ξ| ≤ 1. Finally, the
low-frequency component of W ∗ applied to FtWf then vanishes as well.

For the rest of the proof we may thus assume that the quantity on the second line
of (3.15) is in fact zero, and similarly for W ∗. We may also assume that f ∈ S(Rn)
and obtain appropriate Hs,p

FIO(R
n)-bounds for f , since the Schwartz functions lie

dense. Then Wf(x, ξ) is smooth for |ξ| > 1, cf. Lemma 3.1.
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Kernel of the error term. Next, we calculate the kernel of the error term.
Recall that ∂tFt = V Ft for all t. Hence the error term can be written as

(−iW ∗V − b(x,D)W ∗)FtWf.

We therefore begin our analysis by considering the operator −iW ∗V − b(x,D)W ∗

acting on Wf . First note that −iW ∗VWf(x) equals

(2π)−n

ˆ

R3n

(−i)ei(x−y)·ζψη(ζ)(∂ηb · ∂y − ∂yb · ∂η)Wf(y, η)dydηdζ,

where the integrals are absolutely convergent because F is an element of the class
of test functions J (T ∗Rn) from Section 2, as was remarked above (3.16). It follows
that the Schwartz kernel of this operator is

(2π)−n

ˆ

Rn

ei(x−y)·ζ(ζ · ∂ηb(y, η)ψη(ζ)− i∂yb(y, η) · ∂ηψη(ζ)
)
dζ

for |η| > 1. On the other hand, the kernel of the operator b(x,D)W ∗ takes the form
of an oscillatory integral

(2π)−2n

ˆ

R3n

ei(x−z)·ξb(x, ξ)ei(z−y)·ζψη(ζ)dξdzdζ,

which simplifies to

(2π)−n

ˆ

Rn

ei(x−y)·ζb(x, ζ)ψη(ζ)dζ.

Combining these we find the kernel of (2π)n(−iW ∗V − b(x,D)W ∗):

(9.3)

ˆ

Rn

ei(x−y)·ζ(ζ · ∂ηb(y, η)ψη(ζ)− i∂yb(y, η) · ∂ηψη(ζ) − b(x, ζ)ψη(ζ)
)
dζ

for |η| > 1. For the rest of the proof we will only deal with such η, as is allowed by
our assumption on W . Moreover, from here on the function f will no longer play
any role in the proof, and we will only work with the kernel of the error term.

In this expression, we will use the identity

∂ηψη(ζ) = −|η|−1|ζ|∂ζψη(ζ) + Ωη(ζ),

where Ωη is defined in (3.5) and satisfies the bounds in (3.8). In particular, by the
support properties of ψη in Lemma 3.1, Ωη(ζ) decays a full power of 〈ζ〉 faster than
ψη(ζ). We substitute this into (9.3), and integrate by parts in ζ. At the same time,
we write ζ · ∂ηb = (ζ − η) · ∂ηb+ η · ∂ηb. This gives us

(9.4)

ˆ

Rn

ei(x−y)·ζ
[(

(ζ − η) · ∂ηb(y, η) + η · ∂ηb(y, η) + (x− y) · ∂yb(y, η)

− |η| − |ζ|
|η| (x− y) · ∂yb(y, η)− i

ζ̂

|η| · ∂yb(y, η)− b(x, ζ)
)
ψη(ζ)

− i∂yb(y, η) · Ωη(ζ)
]
dζ.

The main part of the proof. We now get to the heart of the proof, which revolves
around the expression in (9.4).

To deal with this expression, we first make a definition. We say that s ∈ C∞(R4n)
is an acceptable symbol of order δ ∈ R if the following two conditions hold:
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• For all α, β ∈ Zn
+ and γ ∈ Z+ there exists an Mα,β,γ ≥ 0 such that

∣∣∂αx ∂βζ (ζ̂ · ∂ζ)γs(x, y, η, ζ)
∣∣ ≤Mα,β,γ〈ζ〉−δ+|α|/2−|β|/2−γ

for all x, y, η, ζ ∈ Rn;
• For all x, y, η, ζ ∈ Rn one has

s(x, y, η, ζ) = 0 if ζ /∈ supp(ψη).

The rest of the proof will mainly concern the following proposition.

Proposition 9.1. The expression (9.4) is of the form

(9.5)

ˆ

Rn

ei(x−y)·ζs(x, y, η, ζ)dζ

for an acceptable symbol s of order −(n+ 1)/4.

Proof. Proving the proposition requires finding cancellations between the individual
terms, as most of these have order −(n+ 1)/4 + 1.
First steps. Note that, by Lemma 3.1, ψη is an acceptable symbol of order −(n +
1)/4, and Ωη is an acceptable symbol of order −(n+ 1)/4− 1. We start by using
the asymptotic homogeneity (4.1a) of b, which we write as

(9.6) c(y, η) := (η · ∂η − 1)b(y, η) ∈ S0
1,1/2.

We use (9.6), twice, to write (9.4) in the form

ˆ

Rn

ei(x−y)·ζ
[(

(ζ − η) · ∂ηb(y, η) + b(y, η) + c(y, η) + (x− y) · ∂yb(y, η)

− |η| − |ζ|
|η|

∑

jk

(x− y)jηk · ∂2yjηk
b(y, η) +

|η| − |ζ|
|η| (x− y) · ∂yc(y, η)

− b(x, ζ)
)
ψη(ζ) − i

ζ̂

|η| · ∂yb(y, η)ψη(ζ) − i∂yb(y, η) · Ωη(ζ)

]
dζ.

Since c ∈ S0
1,1/2, we can check that the terms involving c, as well as the final two

terms on the last line, are individually acceptable. For the term involving ∂yc, this
requires integrating by parts with respect to ζ to deal with the factor x− y.

Thus we can write (9.4) in the form

(9.7)

ˆ

Rn

ei(x−y)·ζ
[(

(ζ − η) · ∂ηb(y, η) + b(y, η) + (x− y) · ∂yb(y, η)− b(x, ζ)

− |η| − |ζ|
|η|

∑

jk

(x− y)jηk · ∂2yjηk
b(y, η)

)
ψη(ζ)

+ s0(x, y, η, ζ)

]
dζ
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for some acceptable s0 of order −(n+ 1)/4. We now apply Taylor’s formula to the
first line of (9.7), obtaining a similar expression to that in (8.13):

(9.8)

b(y, η) + (ζ − η) · ∂ηb(y, η) + (x− y) · ∂yb(y, η)− b(x, ζ)

= −
∑

jk

ˆ 1

0

(1− r)(x − y)j(x− y)k∂
2
yjyk

b(y + r(x − y), η + r(ζ − η))dr

− 2
∑

jk

ˆ 1

0

(1 − r)(x − y)j(ζ − η)k∂
2
yjηk

b(y + r(x − y), η + r(ζ − η))dr

−
∑

jk

ˆ 1

0

(1− r)(ζ − η)j(ζ − η)k∂
2
ηjηk

b(y + r(x − y), η + r(ζ − η))dr.

We examine the terms in (9.7), using (9.8) to substitute for the first line.
The second line of (9.8). As it stands, it appears to contribute a symbol of order
−(n+1)/4+ 1. However, if we substitute this expression into the integral in (9.7),
we see that the factors of (x− y)j can be expressed as Dζj hitting the exponential
factor. Since we only need to consider ζ ∈ supp(ψη), integrating by parts in ζ yields
a decay factor of 〈ζ〉−1. Indeed, each ζ-derivative gains us 〈ζ〉−1 when it hits the
b factor, and 〈η + r(ζ − η)〉−1/2 h 〈ζ〉−1/2 when it hits the ψη factor, due to the
symbol estimates in (3.6). Using these bounds and the fact that ∂2yjyk

b is a symbol

of order S1
1,1/2, since b ∈ A2S1

1,1/2, we conclude that we obtain an acceptable symbol

of order −(n+ 1)/4.
The fourth line of (9.8). Without loss of generality, we may suppose that η̂ =
(1, 0, . . . , 0) is the first basis vector of Rn. Fix r ∈ [0, 1], let ζ ∈ supp(ψη), and set
ξ := η + r(ζ − η). Then the symbol we have to consider is

(9.9) (ζ − η)j(ζ − η)k∂
2
ξjξkb(y + r(x − y), ξ)ψη(ζ)

for 1 ≤ j, k ≤ n. Note that |η| h |ζ| h |ξ| and |η̂ − ξ̂| . |η|−1/2 h |ζ|−1/2.
Now, if both j and k are at least 2, then

|(ζ − η)j | . |η|1/2 h |ζ|1/2,
and similarly for k. Since ∂2ξjξkb ∈ S−1

1,1/2 and |ξ|−1 h |ζ|−1, this shows that (9.9) is

an acceptable symbol of order −(n + 1)/4. In fact, there is a slight subtlety here,
when differentiating the factors (ζ − η)j and (ζ − η)k. Any nonradial derivative of

these factors leads to additional decay of order |ζ|−1/2, and at first sight the same
seems to hold for the radial derivative. However, one can write

ζ̂ · ∂ζ = (ζ̂ − η̂) · ∂ζ + η̂ · ∂ζ = (ζ̂ − η̂) · ∂ζ + ∂ζ1 .

The first term applied to either (ζ − η)j or (ζ − η)k does yield additional decay of
order |ζ|−1, whereas the second term annihilates these factors.

Next, suppose that j = 1 and k ≥ 2. Note that

(9.10)

ξ̂ · ∂ξ
(
∂ξkb

)
=

1

|ξ|ξ · ∂ξ
(
∂ξkb

)
=

1

|ξ|∂ξk
(
(ξ · ∂ξ − 1)b

)

=
1

|ξ|∂ξkc ∈ S−2
1,1/2.

Now write

(9.11) ∂2ξjξkb = (η̂ − ξ̂) · ∂ξ(∂ξkb) + ξ̂ · ∂ξ(∂ξkb).
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The first term on the right-hand side leads to a symbol of order −(n+1)/4 in (9.9),

since |η̂ − ξ̂| . |ζ|−1/2 and |(ζ − η)j(ζ − η)k| . |ζ|3/2. Again, there is a subtlety

when differentiating the term η̂ − ξ̂ in the radial direction, since ξ depends on ζ.
To get the required decay, this time one writes

ζ̂ · ∂ζ = (ζ̂ − ξ̂) · ∂ζ + ξ̂ · ∂ζ ,
and notes that the first term yields a full gain of order |ζ|−1 when applied to η̂− ξ̂.

On the other hand, ξ̂ · ∂ζ(ξ̂) = rξ̂ · ∂ξ(ξ̂) = 0 since ξ = rζ + (1 − r)η. Note that,
when differentiating (ζ − η)1 in the radial direction, one automatically gains a full
factor of |ζ|−1, since |(ζ − η)1| h |ζ|.

In a similar manner, the second term in (9.11) leads to a symbol of order −(n+
1)/4 − 1/2, by (9.10). For k = 1 and j ≥ 2, exchange the order of differentiation
first.

Finally, suppose that j = k = 1, and write

∂2ξ1b = (η̂ − ξ̂ + ξ̂) · ∂ξ
(
(η̂ − ξ̂ + ξ̂) · ∂ξb

)
.

After expanding and cleaning up, we are left with

(9.12) (η̂ − ξ̂) ·
(
((η̂ − ξ̂) · ∂ξ)∂ξb

)
+ 2(η̂ − ξ̂) · ((ξ̂ · ∂ξ)∂ξb) + (ξ̂ · ∂ξ)2b.

The first term leads to an acceptable symbol of order −(n+ 1)/4, since |η̂ − ξ̂|2 .
|ζ|−1. For the second term, it follows from (9.10) that

(ξ̂ · ∂ξ)∂ξb =
1

|ξ|∂ξc,

the components of which are all S−2
1,1/2 symbols. Hence this term leads to an accept-

able symbol of order −(n+ 1)/4− 1/2. The same argument applies to the double

radial derivative in (9.12), since ξ̂ · ∂ξ(ξ̂) = 0 and

(ξ̂ · ∂ξ)2b = ξ̂ · ((ξ̂ · ∂ξ)∂ξb).
The third line of (9.8). We write this as

− 2

ˆ 1

0

(1− r)
∑

jk

(x− y)j(ζ − η)k∂
2
yjηk

b(y + r(x − y), η + r(ζ − η))dr

= −2

ˆ 1

0

(1 − r)
∑

jk

(x − y)j(ζ − η)k∂
2
yjηk

b(y, η)dr

− 2

ˆ r

0

(1− r)
∑

jk

(x− y)j(ζ − η)k∂
2
yjηk

(
b(y + r(x − y), η + r(ζ − η))− b(y, η)

)
dr.

Note that the second line is equal to

(9.13) −
∑

jk

(x− y)j(ζ − η)k∂
2
yjηk

b(y, η)

On the other hand, the third line is treated by using Taylor’s formula to write

∂2yjηk

(
b(y + r(x − y), η + r(ζ − η)) − b(y, η)

)

as an integral involving third partial derivatives of b. Notice that these third partial
derivatives involve either two y-partial derivatives and one η-partial derivative, or
one y-partial derivatives and two η-partial derivatives. In the former case we apply
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the same argument as for the second line of (9.8), while in the latter case we apply
the same argument as for the fourth line of (9.8).
The third line of (9.7), and (9.13). These are the final terms to be dealt with. The
combination of these terms, after reinserting the factor ψη(ζ) in (9.13), is

−ψη(ζ)
∑

jk

(x − y)j

( |η| − |ζ|
|η| ηk + (ζ − η)k

)
∂2yjηk

b(y, η)

= −ψη(ζ)
∑

jk

(x − y)j

(
|ζ|(η̂k − ζ̂k)

)
∂2yjηk

b(y, η).

We note that (ζ̂−η̂)ψη(ζ) is an acceptable term of order−(n+3)/4, so ψη(ζ)|ζ|(η̂k−
ζ̂k)∂

2
yjηk

b(y, η) has order −(n− 1)/4. We then integrate by parts to trade (x− y)j
for Dζj , which decreases the order of this expression by a further 1/2, using (3.6).
This shows that the overall order of this term is −(n+ 1)/4.

This completes the proof of the proposition. �

Comletion of the proof of Theorem 7.1. We have seen that the error term is

(−iW ∗V − b(x,D)W ∗)FtW,

and we also know that FtW is bounded from Hs,p
FIO(R

n) to T p
s (S

∗Rn), locally
uniformly in t, by Theorem 8.1. So it suffices to show that the factor −iW ∗V −
b(x,D)W ∗ is a bounded map from T p

s (S
∗Rn) to Hs,p

FIO(R
n). Since W is in fact

an isometry from Hs,p
FIO(R

n) to T p
s (S

∗Rn), it is enough to show that W (−iW ∗V −
b(x,D)W ∗) is a bounded map on T p

s (S
∗Rn).

Recall that the kernel of (2π)n(−iW ∗V − b(x,D)W ∗) can be written in the form
(9.3), which was manipulated to (9.4). Proposition 9.1 then shows it can be written
in the form (9.5), with amplitude s an acceptable symbol of order −(n + 1)/4.
Composing on the left with W gives an operator with kernel of the form

K(x, ξ, y, η) :=

ˆ

R3n

ei(x−z)·θψξ(θ)e
i(z−y)·ζs(z, y, η, ζ)dθdzdζ.

This oscillatory integral is of the form treated in Proposition A.1, and this propo-
sition then implies that −iW ∗V − b(x,D)W ∗ is bounded on T p

s (S
∗Rn), which in

turn concludes the proof of the bounds in (7.1).
Finally, the strong continuity of the error term follows immediately from the

boundedness of W (−iW ∗V − b(x,D)W ∗) and the strong continuity of t 7→ Ft,
proved in Theorem 8.1. �

Remark 9.2. The fact that b ∈ A2S1
1,1/2, and specifically that one has uniform

bounds for the second derivatives of b, was crucial in dealing with the second and
third lines of (9.8).
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Appendix A. Kernel bounds

In this appendix we collect a result about kernel bounds for oscillatory integrals
which has been used at various points in this article. In very similar settings, these
kernel bounds can be found in [41] and [20]. They were then used in connection
with the theory of tent spaces in [22]. Recall that Υ was defined in (2.11).

Proposition A.1. Let a : R6n → C be measurable and such that the following prop-
erties hold:

(1) For all ξ, y, η ∈ Rn one has a(ξ, ·, ·, ·, y, η) ∈ C∞(R3n). Moreover, for all
α, β, δ ∈ Zn

+ and γ, ε ∈ Z+ there exists an M ≥ 0 such that

|∂αz ∂βθ (θ̂ · ∂θ)γ∂δζ (ζ̂ · ∂ζ)εa(ξ, ζ, z, θ, y, η)| ≤M〈θ〉−n+1

4
+ |α|

2
− |β|

2
−γ〈ζ〉− n+1

4
− |δ|

2
−ε

for all ξ, ζ, z, θ, y, η ∈ Rn.
(2) For all (ξ, ζ, z, θ, y, η) ∈ supp(a) with ξ 6= 0 6= η one has

1

2
|ξ| ≤ |ζ| ≤ 2|ξ| and 1

2
|η| ≤ |θ| ≤ 2|θ|,

as well as

|ζ̂ − ξ̂| ≤ |ξ|−1/2 and |θ̂ − η̂| ≤ |η|−1/2.

For (x, ξ), (y, η) ∈ T ∗Rn set

(A.1) K(x, ξ, y, η) :=

ˆ

R3n

ei((x−z)·ζ+(z−y)·θ)a(ξ, ζ, z, θ, y, η)dθdzdζ.

Then for each N ≥ 0 there exists an MN ≥ 0 such that

(A.2) |K(x, ξ, y, η)| ≤MNΥ
( |ξ|
|η|

)N(
1 + ρ−1d((x, ξ̂), (y, η̂))2

)−N

for all (x, ξ), (y, η) ∈ T ∗Rn \ o, where ρ := min(|ξ|−1, |η|−1). In particular, the
integral operator with kernel K is bounded on T p

s (S
∗Rn) for all p ∈ [1,∞] and

s ∈ R.

One could also allow for the appropriate dependence of a on x, but we will not
need such generality.

Proof. First note that K : T ∗Rn × T ∗Rn → C is well defined and measurable.
Indeed, the integrals in θ and ζ are absolutely convergent since a is compactly
supported in these variables, and to see that the integral in z converges one can
integrate by parts with respect to θ to gain factors of (1 + |z|2)−1.

By Proposition 2.4, it suffices to prove the first statement. To this end we may in
turn suppose that a is compactly supported in the z variable, as follows by multiply-
ing by appropriate cut-offs and then applying the dominated convergence theorem,
using an expression for K where one has integrated by parts in θ sufficiently many
times to make the integral absolutely convergent.

Now the proof is contained in [22, Section 5]. Indeed, the proof of [22, Theorem
5.1] relies on showing that a kernel as in the proposition (see [22, Equation (5.6)]),
compactly supported in z, satisfies the assumptions of Proposition 2.4. The only
differences between our setting and [22] are that we have expressed ξ and η in
Cartesian coordinates as opposed to spherical coordinates, that we consider a special
case of [22, Equation (5.6)] where Φ(z, θ) = z ·θ (with the roles of θ and ζ reversed),
and that we allow a to depend on y. The first difference leads to kernel bounds that
look different at first sight but are in fact equivalent (see the proof of Proposition



Lp AND Hp
FIO REGULARITY FOR ROUGH WAVE EQUATIONS 55

2.4), the second difference slightly simplifies the proof, and the dependence on y
plays no role in the proof. �

Proposition A.1 applies in particular to operators of the formWTW ∗, for suitable
operators T on function spaces over Rn. The simplest nontrivial example of this
is the case where T is the identity operator, and the boundedness of the resulting
operator WW ∗ on tent spaces, guaranteed by the following corollary, is used at
various points throughout this article.

Corollary A.2. For all p ∈ [1,∞] and s ∈ R one has WW ∗ ∈ L(T p
s (S

∗Rn)).

Proof. By definition of W and by the expression for W ∗ in (3.16), WW ∗ is an
integral operator with kernel K : T ∗Rn × T ∗Rn → R given by

(A.3) K(x, ξ, y, η) = (2π)−2n

ˆ

R3n

ei((x−z)·ζ+(z−y)·θ)ψξ(ζ)ψη(θ)dθdzdζ

for (x, ξ), (y, η) ∈ T ∗Rn with |ξ|, |η| ≥ 1, and similarly for other values of ξ and η.

Moreover, by writing ζ̂ · ∂ζ = (ζ̂ − ξ̂) · ∂ζ + ξ̂ · ∂ζ , it follows from Lemma 3.1 that
for all α ∈ Zn

+, β ∈ Z+ and ξ, ζ ∈ Rn \ {0} one has

|(ζ̂ · ∂ζ)β∂αζ ψξ(ζ)| . |ζ|− n+1

4
− |α|

2
−β .

Now the proof is concluded by combining Proposition A.1 and Lemma 3.1. �

Of course, the expression for the kernel of WW ∗ in (A.3) can be simplified, and
in fact for this specific kernel the proof of the bounds in (A.2) can be simplified
considerably, as shown in [36, Proposition 3.6].

Remark A.3. Proposition A.1 applies more generally to operators of the form W̃W ∗,
where W̃ is a modified wave packet transform that involves wave packets ψ̃ξ and
r̃ with similar support and boundedness properties as ψξ and r. For example, for
t ∈ R, f ∈ S ′(Rn) and (x, ξ) ∈ T ∗Rn one may set

W̃f(x, ξ) :=

{
ψ̃ξ(D)f(x) if |ξ| > 1,

1[1/2,1](|ξ|)|ξ|−tr̃(D)f(x) if |ξ| ≤ 1,

where ψ̃ξ(ζ) := |ξ|−t〈ζ〉tψξ(ζ) and r̃(ζ) := 〈ζ〉tr(ζ) for ζ ∈ Rn. The proof of

Corollary A.2 then shows that W̃W ∗ is bounded on L(T p
s (S

∗Rn)) for all p ∈ [1,∞]
and s ∈ R. This fact is used in Proposition 3.4.

Appendix B. Other regularity assumptions

In this appendix we indicate how our main results can be improved slightly by
making more refined regularity assumptions on the differential operators involved.

Let (ψj)
∞
j=0 ⊆ C∞

c (Rn) be the Littlewood–Paley decomposition from (4.3). For

r > 0 we let the Zygmund space Cr
∗(R

n) consist of all f ∈ S ′(Rn) such that

‖f‖Cr
∗(R

n) := sup
j∈Z+

2jr‖ψj(D)f‖L∞(Rn) <∞.

Then (see e.g. [57])

(B.1) Hr,∞(Rn) ( Cr
∗(R

n) = Cr
−(R

n)

if r /∈ N, and

(B.2) Cr
−(R

n) ( Hr,∞(Rn) ( Cr
∗(R

n)
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if r ∈ N. Here Hr,∞(Rn) is as in (3.19).
There are associated classes of rough symbols.

Definition B.1. Let r > 0, m ∈ R and δ ∈ [0, 1]. Then Cr
∗S

m
1,δ is the collection of

a : R2n → C such that for each α ∈ Zn
+ there exists an Mα ≥ 0 with the following

properties:

(1) For all x, ξ ∈ Rn one has a(x, ·) ∈ C∞(Rn) and |∂αη a(x, ξ)| ≤Mα〈ξ〉m−|α|.
(2) For all ξ ∈ Rn one has ∂αξ a(·, ξ) ∈ Cr

∗(R
n) and

‖∂αξ a(·, ξ)‖Cr
∗(R

n) ≤Mα〈ξ〉m−|α|+rδ.

Also, Hr,∞Sm
1,δ is the class of a ∈ Cr

∗S
m
1,δ such that, in (2), one has ∂αξ a(·, ξ) ∈

Hr,∞(Rn) and ‖∂αξ a(·, ξ)‖Hr,∞(Rn) ≤Mα〈ξ〉m−|α|+rδ for all ξ ∈ Rn.

These symbol classes are related to the results in this article through Theorem
4.8. Indeed, [38, Theorem 5.1] shows that, under the assumptions of Theorem 4.8,

(B.3) a(x,D) : Hs+m+ρ,p
FIO (Rn) → Hs,p

FIO(R
n)

for all −r/2 + s(p) − ρ < s < r − s(p) if one merely assumes that a ∈ Cr
∗S

m
1,1/2.

Moreover, (B.3) also holds for s = r − s(p) if a ∈ Hr,∞Sm
1,1/2. By (B.1) and (B.2),

also keeping in mind the additional bounds that are required of a in Definition 4.2
(2), this generalizes Theorem 4.8 for all r > 2.

Using the same arguments as in Section 5, one can now show the following. For
r > 2, the existence and uniqueness statement in Theorem 5.2 holds more generally
for −r + s(p) + 1 < s < r − s(p) under the assumption that the coefficients ai,j ,
1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, of L satisfy ai,j ∈ Cr

∗(R
n). Moreover, if ai,j ∈ Hr,∞(Rn) then the

same statement holds for s = −r + s(p) + 1 and s = r − s(p) as well. One can
obtain similar extensions of the other results in Sections 5 and 6.

Note that, using these extensions of our results, (B.1) and (B.2) show why the
case r ∈ N is special in the results of Sections 5 and 6.
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