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LP — L7 ESTIMATES FOR THE CIRCULAR MAXIMAL
OPERATOR ON HEISENBERG RADIAL FUNCTIONS

JUYOUNG LEE AND SANGHYUK LEE

ABSTRACT. LP boundedness of the circular maximal function My1 on the
Heisenberg group H! has received considerable attentions. While the problem
still remains open, LP boundedness of My on Heisenberg radial functions
was recently shown for p > 2 by Beltran, Guo, Hickman, and Seeger [2].
In this paper we extend their result considering the local maximal operator
My which is defined by taking supremum over 1 < ¢ < 2. We prove LP—L4
estimates for My on Heisenberg radial functions on the optimal range of p, g
modulo the borderline cases. Our argument also provides a simpler proof of
the aforementioned result due to Beltran et al.

1. INTRODUCTION

For d > 2 the spherical maximal function is given by

@ an flz —ty)do(y)|,

where S¢71 = R? is the (d — 1)-dimensional sphere centered at the origin and do is
the surface measure on S%~!. When d > 3, it was shown by Stein [21] that Mpa f
is bounded on LP if and only if p > ﬁ. The case d = 2 was later settled by
Bourgain [5]. An alternative proof of Bourgain’s result was subsequently found by
Mockenhaupt, Seeger, Sogge [11], who used a local smoothing estimate for the wave
operator. We now consider the local maximal operator

j f(z — ty)do(y)|
Sd—1

As is easy to see, the maximal operator Mpa can not be bounded from LP to L?
unless p = ¢q. However, Mpa is bounded from LP to L? for some p < ¢ thanks to
the supremum taken over the restricted range [1,2]. This phenomenon is called
LP improving. Almost complete characterization of LP improving property of Mp2
was obtained by Schlag [I7] except for the endpoint cases. A different proof which
is based on LP-LZ smoothing estimate for the wave operator was also found by
Schlag and Sogge [18]. They also proved LP—L? boundedness of Mpa for d > 3
which is optimal up to the borderline cases. Most of the left open endpoint cases
were settled by the second author [§] but there are some endpoint cases where LP—
L9 estimate remains unknown though restricted weak type bounds are available for
such cases. There are results which extend the aforementioned results to variable
coefficient settings, see [19, [18]. Also, see [II, 14l [4] and references therein for recent
extensions of the earlier results.

Mpa f(x) = sup

t>0

Mpga f(z) = sup

1<t<2
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The analogous spherical maximal operators on the Heisenberg group H" also
have attracted considerable interests. The Heisenberg group H" can be identified
by R?” x R with the noncommutative multiplication law

(7, 22n41) - (¥, Y2ns1) = (T + Y, T2ng1 + Y2ng1 + 2 - Ay),

where (7, 29,11) € R?" x R and A is the 2n x 2n matrix given by

o -1,
)

The natural dilation structure on H" is t(x, 22,+1) = (tz,t?T2,41). Abusing the
notation, since there is no ambiguity, we denote by do the usual surface measure
of §?~1 x {0}. Then, the dilation do; of the measure do is defined by (f,do;) =
{f(t-),do). Thus, the average over the sphere is now given by

foiadon(eaanin) = [ oty zan — to - Aydo(y).
.

We consider the associated local spherical maximal operator
Muyn f (2, 22p41) = sup |f #mdo(z, T2n41)] -
I<t<2

Similarly, the global maximal operator My~ is defined by taking supremum over
t > 0. As in the Euclidean case, LP boundedness of My~ is essentially equivalent to
that of My= (for example, see [2] or Section [Z3]). The spherical maximal operator
on H" was first studied by Nevo and Thangavelu [I3]. It is easy to see that Myn is

bounded on L? only if p > 522 by using Stein’s example ([21])
—on 1
f@, x2n11) = 2172 logm ¢o(T; T2n+1)

for a suitable cutoff function ¢y supported near the origin. For n > 2, L? bounded-
ness of My on the optimal range was independently proved by Miiller and Seeger
[10], and by Narayanan and Thangavelu [I2]. Furthermore, for n = 2, Roos, Seeger
and Srivastava[l5] recently obtained the complete LP—L? estimate for Mpy» except
for some endpoint cases. Also see [7] for related results.

However, the problem still remains open when n = 1.

Definition. We say a function f : H' — C is Heisenberg radial if f(z,23) =
f(Rz, z3) for all R e SO(2).

Beltran, Guo, Hickman and Seeger [2] obtained LP boundedness of My on the
Heisenberg radial functions for p > 2. In the perspective of the results concern-
ing the local maximal operators ([I7, I8 8l [15]), it is natural to consider LP—L?
estimate for M. The main result of this paper is the following which completely
characterizes LP improving property of My on Heisenberg radial function except
for some borderline cases.

Theorem 1.1. Let Py = (0,0), P, = (1/2,1/2), and P, = (3/7,2/7), and let T be
the closed region bounded by the triangle APyPyPy. Suppose (1/p,1/q) € {Py} u
T\(P1 P> u PyP,). Then, the estimate

(1.1) 1M fllg < 1] e

holds for any Heisenberg radial function f. Conversely, if (1/p,1/q) ¢ T, then the
estimate fails.



Though the Heisenberg radial assumption simplifies the structure of the averag-
ing operator significantly, the associated defining function of the averaging operator
is still lacking of curvature properties. In fact, the defining function has vanishing
rotational and cinematic curvatures at some points, see [2] for detailed discussion.
This increases complexity of the problem. To overcome the issue of vanishing cur-
vatures, Beltran, et al. [2] used the oscillatory integral operators with two-sided
fold singularities and the variable coefficient version of local smoothing estimate
(B]) combined with additional localization.

The approach in this paper is quite different from that in [2]. Capitalizing on the
Heisenberg radial assumption, we make a change of variables so that the averaging
operator on the Heisenberg radial function takes a form close to the circular average,
see (1) below. While the defining function of the consequent operator still does
not have nonvanishing rotational and cinematic curvatures, via a further change
of variables we can apply the LP—L? local smoothing estimate (see, Theorem [3.1]
below) in a more straightforward manner by exploiting the apparent connection to
the wave operator (see (22) and ([23])). Consequently, our approach also provides
a simplified proof of the result in [2]. See Section 25

Even though we use the local smoothing estimate, we do not need to use the full
strength of the local smoothing estimate in d = 2 since we only need the sharp LP—
L7 local smoothing estimates for (p,q) near (7/3,7/2). Such estimates can also be
obtained by interpolation and scaling argument if one uses the trilinear restriction
estimates for the cone and the sharp local smoothing estimate for some large p (for
example, see [9]).

We close the introduction showing the necessity part of Theorem [[1]
Optimality of p,q range. We show (1)) implies (1/p,1/q) € T, that is to say,

(a)p<q, (b)1+1/9=3/p, (c)3/q=2/p.

To see (a), let fr be the characteristic function of a ball of radius R » 1, centered at
0. Then, My fr is also supported in a ball B of radius ~ R and My: fr = 1 on B.
Thus, supp-q | Mm frll¢/| frp is finite only if p < g. For (b) let g, be the character-
istic function of a ball of radius r « 1 centered at 0. Then, |My1g,(x,z3)| 2 r when
(x,z3) is contained in a cor—neighborhood of {(z,z3) : 1 < |z| < 2,23 = 0} for a
small constant co > 0. Thus, (CI) implies #'*/4 < 3P which gives 1+ 1/q > 3/p
if we let » — 0. Finally, to show (c) we consider h, which is the characteristic
function of an r—neighborhood of {(x,z3) : |x| = 1,23 = 0} with r « 1. Then,
|My1hy(z,23)] 2 ¢ > 0 when (z,z3) is in an r—ball centered at 0. Thus, (II]) gives
r3/4 < /P which gives 3/q = 2/p.

The maximal estimate (L)) for general L? functions has a smaller range of p, g.
Let h, be a characteristic function of the set {(x,z3) : |z1 — 1| < r%, 12| < 7, |23] <
r} for a sufficiently small » > 0. Then Myih,(x,x3) ~ 7 if =1 < 21 < 0,]z2] <
ery|zs| < cor for a small constant ¢ > 0 independent of r. Thus, ([I]) implies
r1+2/a < ¢4/P Tt seems to be plausible to conjecture that (CI) holds for general f
aslong as 1 +2/¢—4/p = 0, 3/q = 2/p, and 1/q < 1/p. So, the range of p,q is
properly contained in T.

2. PrROOF OF THEOREM [T 1]

In this section we prove Theorem [Tl while assuming Proposition 2.Iland Propo-
sition (see below), which we show in the next section.
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2.1. Heisenberg Radial function. Since f is a Heisenberg radial function, we
have f(x,x3) = fo(|z|,x3) for some fy. Let us set
9(s,2) = fo(V2s,23), s=0.

Then, it follows f(;v :103 = g(|z|?/2, x3). Since fxudoy(r,0,z3) = § f(r—ty:, —tys, v3—

trys)do(y) = §g(~ H — try1, x3 — trys)do(y), we have
2 t2

(2.1) [ doe(r,0,23) = g*dotT(%,m).
Let us define an operator A; by

1 2442 —
(22) Aeglras) = sy [ O (ar) Ge)de.

(27)? Jr2

Using Fourier inversion, we have
(2.3) frmdoy(r,0,23) = Ag(r, 23).

Since f g doy is also Heisenberg radial[] | Mg f2 = §| Mg f(r, 0, 23)|9rdrdzs. A
computation shows | f|zz = |g|rz, . Therefore, we see that the estimate (LI)
is equivalent to

(2.4) HT% sup |~At9|HL‘1, < Clyglp-
1<t<2 ®3

In what follows we show (24 holds for p, ¢ satisfying
(2.5) p<gq 3/p—1/g<1,1/p+2/g>1

Then, interpolation with the trivial L® estimate proves Theorem [I.1]

2.2. Decomposition. Let ¢ denote a positive smooth function on R supported in
[1—-1073,2+107?] such that Z;O:_OO #(s/27) = 1for s > 0. We set ¢;(s) = ¢(s/27).
To show (2.4]) we decompose A; as follows:
Ag(r,x5) = Y ok (r) Arg(r, xs).
keZ

We decompose g via the Littlewood-Paley decomposition and try to obtain esti-
mates for each decomposed pieces. For the purpose we denote ¢ = >, <t ¢; and
G0 = Zj;l ¢; and define the projection operators

Pig(&) == 6;(1€DF(€),  P=;9(8) = 6=;(1€NG(E).

Our proof of (Z4) mainly relies on the following two propositions, which we
prove in Section

Proposition 2.1. Let |k| > 2 and j = —k. Suppose
(2.6) <q lp+1/g<1, 1/p+3/qg>

Then, for e >0 we have

@7) | sup [0n(r)APig]

1<t<?2

20N =2 2 g e, k22,
L,

QUK (=3 =3I g, k< —2.

IThis is true because SO(2) is an abelian group. However, SO(n) is not commutative in general,
so the property is not valid in higher dimensions.
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The estimate (Z7) continues to be valid for the case k = —1,0,1. However, the
range of p, ¢ for which ([2.7) holds gets smaller.

Proposition 2.2. Let j > —1 and k = —1,0,1. Suppose p < q, 1/p+1/qg<1 and
1/p+2/q > 1. Then, for ¢ > 0 we have

J

s 226V

| sup (o (r)
1<t<2

We frequently use the following elementary lemma (for example, see [§]) which
plays the role of the Sobolev imbedding theorem.

Lemma 2.3. Let I be an interval and let F' be a smooth function defined on R™ x I.
Then, for 1 < p < o,

sup | F'(x,t) |H

tel Lr(R™)
2.3. Proof of ([Z4]). We prove (24 considering the three cases k < —2, |k| < 1
and k > 2, separately. In fact, we make use of the change of variables (ZI2]) to
apply the local smoothing estimate for the wave propagator (see Section [B1]). Since

1<t<?2, |det% = |r? — 2| ~ max(22¥ 1) if |k| = 2. The cases |k| > 2
can be handled in a rather straightforward manner. However, the Jacobian may
vanishes when |k| < 1, so the map (r,x3,t) — (y1,y2,7) becomes singular. This
requires further decomposition away from the set {r = t}. See Section B3l This is

why we separately consider the three cases.

a1 (p—1) 1
|I| pHFHLP(R"XI) + HFHLpp(RnXI)HatFuzp(RnX[)-

Case k < —2. We claim that
1
(2.8) (rq D sup |¢n(r)

k<—2 I<t<2 a3

holds provided that p, ¢ satisfy 2/p < 3/q, 3/p — 1/q¢ < 1, and (Z8). Thus (ZJ)
holds for p, ¢ satisfying (235]).

Let us set g, = P<_j g and g¥ = g — P<_jg so that g = g + g*. We break

< lglee

(2.9) O (r)Arg = o (r) Argr + o (r)Arg".
We first consider ¢y (r).Argr. We shall show that
(2.10) [t sup jox()Agl] |, < 2% F gl

I<t< 7‘,23

holds for 1 < p < ¢ < . We recall (Z2)) and note that (%(c/lc\r(tr{)) is uniformly
2442

bounded because |ré| < 1. Since suppgr < {£ : |¢] < C27%} and g™ 2 &1 =

2
tee s 51, we have ||¢g (r)0r Argr| g < 27%|ék(r)Argr|, by the Mikhlin multiplier
theorem. Applying Lemma 23] to ¢y (r)Ar gk, we see that (ZI0) follows if we show

(2.11) |6k () Asgelze, @expzy <277 [gloe.
We now make use of the change variables

(2.12) (ryxs3,t) = (y1,92,7) := <T2 ;rt2,x3,rt) .

Note that

(2.13) dot SWLYT) o g

0(T7 €3, t)
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Since k < —2 and ¢ € [1,2], we have | det %| ~ 1. Thus the left hand side of
([2I11) is bounded by

Clon(rtun ) [ €736 (r€)0-r(6)dg

L (R2x[271,22])
Changing variables ¢ — 27%¢ and (y,7) — (2Fy, 2%7) gives

3k

ok () Argelzs rexpr < 27 f e € m(€)g(25)(€)de

LY, (R2x[271,22])

where m(§) = L/ZE(T§)¢<0(§). Since 7 ~ 1 and ¢o(&) is a smooth function supported

in the set {¢ : [¢] < 1}, m(§) is a smooth multiplier whose derivatives are uniformly

bounded. So, the multiplier operator given by m is uniformly bounded from L?(R?)

to LY(R?) for 7 € [271,22]. Thus, via scaling we obtain ([ZI1]) and, hence, [210).
Using the triangle inequality and (210), we have

s S omAal] < (X 25 ) gl < ol

1<t<2 k<—2 L, k<—2
because 2/p < 3/q. We now consider (bk(r).Atgk for which we use Proposition 211

Since
ra sup Z | P (r < Z Z ‘T" sup [¢x(r)

‘ 1<t<2k< 2 ,(ES k<—2j>—k 1<t<2 a3

and since p, ¢ satisfy 3/p — 1/q¢ < 1, 2/p < 3/q, and (Z.0), using the estimate (21,
we get

Combining this with the above estimate for ¢ — ¢x(r)A;g" gives ) and this
proves the claim.

Lk,%
s Y (e . S (X257 )lgly < Dol

I<t<2p <o @3 k<—2

Case k > 2. In this case we show
1
(2.14) ’rq Z sup | (r)
k>2 1<t<?2

if p<gq,3/p—1/qg <1, and [Z86) holds. So, we have [2I4) if (X)) holds.
In order to prove ([ZI4) we first prove the following.

. Slalze
3

Lemma 2.4. Let k> —1. If[t| <1 and 0 < s < 2%%, then
(2.15) AP« gl (V2s,23) < EY # |g](s, x3),
where EN (y) = 272¢(1 + 27 |y|) =N
Proof. We note that

APo_rg(V2s,23) = K # g(s + 277, 23),
where

K(y) = # Jeiy%_k(&)c@(t@s)d&

We note 0?[¢<,k(2*k§)c/lc;(2*kt\/25§)] = O(1) since s < 22%. Thus, changing
variables ¢ — 27%¢, by integration by parts we have |K| < & for any N > 0.
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Since [t| £ 1 and k > —1, we see EN (y1 + 2712, 42) < EN(y1,y2). Therefore, we

get (215). O

Proof of ([2Z14). We begin by observing a localization property of the operator A;.
From (Z1)) we note that
r? 4 t2
2

for r € supp ¢y, if k is large enough, i.e., 2% < 1073, Thus, from 1)) and (Z3) we
see that

(2.16) O (r)Aeg(r, x3) = or(r) Ac([g]r) (7, x3)

where [g]x (7, 23) = x1,,(r)g(r, 23). Clearly, the intervals I; are finitely overlapping
and so are the supports of ¢,. Since p < ¢, by a standard localization argument it
is sufficient for (ZI4) to show

—try; < I := [22F71(1 — 1072), 221 (1 4 1072)]

1
ra sup |ox(r)A:gl < llglze

1<t<2 T3

(2.17) (

for k > 2
Using the decomposition (1), we first consider ¢y (r).Arg*. Since

1
ra su A g* < ‘
1<t£)2 (61 () Asg7] LY ., j;k
and since 3/p — 1/q < 1, p < ¢, and (2.6) holds, using the estimate [2.7), we get
We now handle ¢y, (r)Agr. Changing variables r +— /2s, we have
q
1
’rq 151ip2 g () < J@g(\/ 2s) ( sup |Argr(v/2s, :E3)|) dsdzxs.
<t<

1<t<2
Since 1 < t < 2, k = 2, and g, = P<_rg, by Lemma [Z4 |A:gr(v2s,23)| <
EN xg|(s,x3). Hence,

The second inequality follows by Young’s convolution inequality and the third is
clear because k = 2 and p < ¢q. Therefore, we get ([Z1I7). O

(2.18) ‘

ri sup ok (r)APigl|

I<t<2 3

M
q

ra sup | (7 HQHp < lgllp-

1<t<

ri sup |gn(r < & # lgllze,, < 222M9 P gl < gy

1<t<2

2.4. Case |k| < 1. To complete the proof of ([Z4]), the matter is now reduced to

obtaining

ra sup_[¢n(r)Avg]
1<t< r 3

if p, ¢ satisfy (Z3). In order to show this we use Proposition Using the de-
composition (ZT), we first consider ¢x(r).A;g*. Note that (28] is satisfied if (2.3
holds. Since 3/p —1/q < 1, by ([ZI8)) and Proposition we see

1 3_1
‘” sup_|r.(r)Arg"| E 28G5V g 1o < gl
1<t<2

HgHva szl,(),l

q
Lr,z3
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taking a small enough € > 0. We now consider ¢y (r)A;gx. Since 1 <t < 2 and
|k| < 1, by Lemma B4 we have ¢y (1) Argr| < EY * |g|. Hence, it follows that

1
i sup [on(r) Al |,

for 1 < p < ¢ < . Therefore we get the desired estimate.

< lgll»

T‘L‘3

2.5. Global maximal estimate. Using the estimates in this section, one can
provide a simpler proof of the result due to Beltran et al. [2], i.e.,

(2.19) 7 S | gz, < Cllglp

s
for 2 < p < . In order to show this we use the following lemma which is a
consequence of Proposition 2.1l and

Lemma 2.5. Let 2 < p < 4. Then, for some ¢ > 0 we have

(2.20) [re sup [APgl],, < C27gl,
1<t<?2 3

Proof. We briefly explain how one can show (220). In fact, similarly as before, we
decompose
A{Pjg =51+ 53 + S3 + Sy,

where

D (AP, Sai= Y. (APg, Ssi= Y ok(r) AP,

k<—j —j<k<—2 —1<k<1
and Sy = APjg — S1 — Sz — S3. Then, the estimate ([220) follows if we show
Hr% supy <y<a |9¢ll 2, < C27|g|,, ¢ = 1,2,3,4 for some ¢ > 0. The estimate
for S; follows from (ZI0) and summation over k < —j. Using the estimate of the
second case in (Z7), one can easily get the estimate for Ss. The estimate for S5 is
obvious from Proposition By Proposition 2] combined with the localization
property (Z.16) we can obtain the estimate for Sy. However, due to the projection
operator P; we need to modify the previous argument slightly.

From (Z1)) and 23] we see

(2.21)
2442
A Pig(r, x3) Jf z1,23)K T 5~ 21 — try;, x3s — 23 — tryg)da(y)dz,
where Kj ¢(277] - |). Note that |K;| < EY, for any N and k > 2. If

7 € Supp (b;g, \/22 ¢ Ik, and k is large enough, then we have

r? + 12 ; ; -
‘Kj<T—try17z1,:zrg—tryzfzg)‘ < 9~ (2k+)N <1+2J|r272z1|+27k|3:37z2|)

for any N since [271r% — 21| = 22 and |rty| < 2*. Hence it follows that

77 @ () APy (1 = x1,)glp < C27FN g, 1<p<oo

for any N. We break A, Pjg = A:Pjxr, 9+ AP (1—x1,)g. Using the last inequality
and then Proposition 1] we obtain

1
l > _ . _c,
|Sallp < ( > I\Tpsbk(T)AtPjXIkgHS)p + 27"V g], < 27 g,

k=2 k>2
for some ¢ > 0 by taking an N large enough. O
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Once we have (2.20)), using a standard argument which relies on the Littlewood-
Paley decomposition and rescaling (for example, see [5l [16] 2] ) one can easily show
[2I9). Indeed, we break the maximal function into high and lower frequency parts:

sup |Atg| < Alowg + Ahigh g,

O<t<oo

where

Aowg =sup  sup  |A;P<_agl,

I 2lst<al+l
Apigh g = Z sup  sup | APr_29|-
kS0 | 2ist<ait
For Ay g we claim
(2.22) sup | AP<_o1g(r,z3)| S Mp2g(27 1%, 13).

2l <t<2l+l
This gives Ajow 9(1, 23) < Mp2g(271r%, 23). Since Mg is bounded on L for p > 2,
for 2 < p < o0 we get

1
75 Ao gl e, < Clgly-

We now proceed to prove (222). Note that >}, #2771 - |) = ¢p=1(2%| - |) and
$<1 is a smooth function supported on [—22,22]. Thus, similarly as in 221) we
note that AyP_og(r, x3) = SSQ(Zl, 23)I~(l #doy,. (271 (r? +1%) — 21, 13 — 22)dz where
K1 = FY(¢=1(2%]-|)). Since K; < EN for any N, for 20 <t < 2/*1 we see

(2.23) |A:Pe_og(r,z3)] < ‘ f l9(21, 22)|EZN * doy, (2717“2 — 21,23 — zz)dz

because 22't? < 1 and EFY = 274(1 + 272y|)~2N. Hence, taking an N large
enough, we note that

(2241 4+ 272 |z —tr)7N, 2% « it

2.24 EN wdoy(x) <
(2.24) o *dou(®) {241(1+22l|x|)N, 22 2 tr,

provided that 2! < t < 2/*1. Indeed, to show this we only have to consider the
case 22! « tr since the other case is trivial. By scaling z — trz we may assume
that tr = 1. Thus, it is enough to show {L=2(1 + L™z —y|)"*Ndo(y) < L' (1 +
L~ Y|z| — 1))~ for L « 1 with an N large enough. However, this is easy to see
since |z — y| = ||| — 1] and §L7Y(1 + L™z — y[) " Ndo(y) < 1.
Therefore, combining (Z23) and (2.24)), one can see
sup | APe_oig(r,z3)| S Mpeg(272, 23) + Mag(27 1%, 23).

2lgt<2l+1

Here 91y denotes the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function on R?. This proves the
claim ([2:22)) since Mag < Mp2g.

So we are reduced to showing Hr%Ahigh 9lrr,,
purpose it is sufficient to show

(2.25) | sup [ APezglly < 27%]gll,

20t <2+

< Clgl|lp for p > 2. For the

because Apign g < Zk;O(Zl |SUP2l<t<2l+1 |~At7)k—2l9|p)l/p and (Zl Hpk—leHg)l/p <
lglp. By scaling, using ([2.2), we can easily see the inequality (2.25]) is equivalent
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to (220)) while j replaced by k. So, we have (228]) and this completes the proof of
@19).

3. PROOF OF PROPOSITION [2.I] AND

In order to prove Proposition 2.1l and 2.2] we are led by ([22) to consider L/ZE(trg )
for which we use the following well known asymptotic expansion (see, for example,

[20]):
— N 1 . .
(3.1) do(€) = > Crle| 27l + Ey(g]), 121
j=0

where E is a smooth function satisfying

dﬁ
&
for 0 < £ < 4 if r 2 1. The expansion (B relates the operator A; to the wave

propagator. After changing variables, to prove Proposition 2] and we can use
the local smoothing estimate for the wave operator (see Proposition Bl below).

(3.2) Ex(r) <r

3.1. Local smoothing estimate. Let us denote

~

VTR (@) = (2i)2 fR2 e e TIED F(g)de.

We make use of LP—L4 local smoothing estimate for the wave equation in R2.

Theorem 3.1. Let j = 0. Suppose (20) holds. Then, for ¢ > 0 we have

< 23(G=a)ived| £,

3.3
(3:3) L3, (R2x[1,2])

eitﬂpjf‘

This follows by interpolating the estimates B3] with (p,¢) = (2,2), (1, 0), and
(4,4). The estimate B3] with (p,q) = (2,2) is a straightforward consequence of
Plancherel’s theorem and [B3]) with (p,q) = (1,0) can be shown by the stationary
phase method (for example, see [§]). The case (p,q) = (4,4) is due to Guth, Wang,
and Zhang [6].

From Theorem Bl we can deduce the following estimate via simple rescaling
argument.

Lemma 3.2. Let j = —{. Suppose 26 holds. Then, for e > 0 we have

< 23D+ (3-3)ereei)

Lo
L3 (R2x[2¢,2641])

eitmpjf‘

Proof. Changing variables (,t) — 2%(x,t), we see

3¢
=27

eitmpjf‘

VAP f (QZ')‘

L3, (R?x[2¢,2641]) L3, (R?x[1,2])

Thus, using B3] we have

g < 243G ot

q £ 90 HLP'
Lm,t(R2x[2 2 +1])

So, rescaling gives the desired inequality. O
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3.2. Proof of Proposition 2.3l We now recall [2:2)) and 3]). To show Proposi-
tion [2.1] we first deal with the contribution from the error part En. Let us set

Erg(r,x3) = fei(

Lemma 3.3. Let j = —k. Suppose (28] holds. Then, we have

r24¢2
2

Stmsl) By (trl¢]) §(€)dé.

2~ (N=3)G+R* G =) gl Ln, k> —2,
34) | su &P <
(3.4) 1<tI<) |pr(r)E Jg| Le.,, 2,(N73)(j+k)2k(% %)HgHLp7 k< _9.
Proof. We first consider the case k > —2. Using Lemma [Z3] we need to esti-
mate ¢y (r)&P;g and ¢y (r)0,EPjg in LY, (R x [1,2]). For simplicity we denote
Lﬁ wat = Lo (R? x [1,2]). We first consider ¢y (r)&;P;g. Changing variables

% — s, we note that

ok(V28)EPig(V2s,x3) = d1.(vV/25) J’C(S — 1+ 272 15— y2) g(y1, y2)dy,
where
K, = 29 [ /060160 gy 6 B (2 B

Since s ~ 22¢, using B2), we have |K(s,u)| < 2%(1 + 27|(s,u)|)"M2-NUG+F) for
1 < M < 4 via integration by parts. Thus, we have |¢r(v/25)K (s + %,u)HL;u <
C2-NG+R)22i(1-3) for 1 < ¢ < 2 with a positive constant C. Young s convolution
inequality gives |ox(v/25)EPig(v2s,w3)rs, | < 27 NG+R929G =0 | g| Lp. Thus,
reversing s — 12/2, after a simple manipulation we get
(3.5) lonngPsg| | <2 NRORRGD g,

L agt

for 1 < p < ¢ < 0. We now consider ¢ (r)0&,Pjg. Note that

(3.6)  di&ig(r,ws) = Jei( Srreate) (16, En (tr(€]) + rl€| BN (¢r]€]))§(€)de.

Using (B2), we can handle ¢y, (r)0&;P;g similarly as before. In fact, since [t&;] < 27
and r|¢| ~ 2547 we see

on(r)2

Hence, combining this and (33]) with Lemma 23] we get (B4 for k > —
We now consider the case k < —2. We first claim that

C(N—2)(i 2_2
(3.7) |#x(r)EPjgllLa < 9~ (N=2)(G+k)9k(g P)HQHLP-

™x3,t

r24t2
2

< 2~ (N=2G+R) k(5 =) (274 | 23Y g1,

We use the transformation (ZI1Z). By @I3) we have | 24227 | 1. Therefore,

o(r,xz3,t)

ontrePigliy., ., < ([ |ontrtv. R ) g0 dyar)
where

Ry, ) = Jeiy% (€) En (7]€])de
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Note that 7 ~ 2¥. Changing 7 + 2F7 and ¢ — 27¢, using (32) and integration
by parts, we have |K (y,2F7)] < C2%(1 + 27]y[)~M2-NU+k) for 1 < M < 4 and
1 < 7 < 2. Young’s convolution inequality gives

|6%(r)E:Pig] L

rzg,t
Thus, we get (B1). As for ¢y (r)0EP;g, we use (B6) and repeat the same argument
to see |¢r(r)EiPiglrs, | < 2-N+k)2i92( =) | g| 1y since [t&] < 27, rl¢] ~
2k+7 and k < —2. Thus, we get

|k (1) EPsgl e <2 W=D +Rgkok(G=2) g,

™x3,t

S 27 NERGD g .

Putting (B7) and this together, by Lemma [Z3] we obtain ([B4) for k < —2. O

By B1) and Lemma B3] to prove Proposition 2] and we only have to
consider contributions from the remaining C5"[tr¢ |m2—detiltrél 5 = 0,... N. To

this end, it is sufficient to consider the major term Cg" |tr§|*§e+”"5| since the other
terms can be handled similarly. Furthermore, by reﬂectlon t — —t it is enough to
deal with |tr¢|~2eliél since the estimate ([B3) clearly holds with the interval [1,2]
replaced by [—2, —1].

Let us set

(3.8) Urg(r,z3) = Je i«

To complete the proof of Proposition 2.1l we need to show
QUG 2T gl k22,
L.y

o +k)(F5— g —3+e)+3F 7TH9HLP7 < —

r+t

Grtmata i g7 g(€)de.

(39) | sup [on(rUPig]
I<t<2

Using Lemma 23] the matter is reduced to obtaining estimates for ¢y (r)U;P;g and
br(r)0:UsPig in L} . ;. Note that

. 7‘2 t2 _ t + T
(3.10) OUPig(r,x3,t) = Je“ FbtzatattrldD By ) ﬂl §|1/l§|d§
By the Mikhlin multiplier theorem one can easily see
2o (U PiglLa, . k=0,
|ow(r)osUe Piglre ; o reae
3 2 H(bk( )ut JgHqu ) k< 05

denotes LZ

q
where L st

r,x3,t

for (39) to prove that

(R? x [1,2]). Therefore, by Lemma 23 it is sufficient

3

U s d O g, k22
—2.

| or(r Mt,])‘]gHLT(E t S {2(]+k)(2p—2(,—+6)+3 HQHLTH k<

We first consider the case k = 2. As before, we use the change of variables ([2.12)).

Since |det %ﬁf;” ~ 22F from (ZI3) and since 7 = rt and 1 < ¢ < 2, we have

lovhPigly 28T e g

LY - (R2x[2k—1 2k+2])

since |ré| ~ 27+F. Thus, Lemma B.2] gives the desired estimate ([3.3)) for k > 2. The
case k < —2 can be handled in the exactly same manner. The only difference is
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that |det M| ~ 1. Thus, the desired estimate ([3.9) immediately follows from
Lemma 3.2

3.3. Proof of Proposition As mentioned already, the determinant of Ja-
cobian d(y1,y2,7)/0(r, x3,t) may vanish when |k| < 1. So, we need additional
decomposition depending on |r — ¢|. We also make decomposition in £ depending
on |£]71¢; + 1 to control the size of the multiplier [t&; + ||| more accurately (for

example, see (3:22)).

For m = 0 let us set
Ym(€) = (271l 6 + 1)),

PE) =1— Y (9

o<j<m
so that Yo, _,,, ¥ + 9™ = 1. We additionally define
Pimg = (¢;9m@)", P"g=(o;4™7)".
So it follows that
(3.11) Pi= >, Pux+Pm

o<k<m

Yo(2!r —t]). Let j = —1 and k =
m/2, for e > 0 we have
(

Proposition 3.4. Let us set ¢ (r,t) = ¢r(r
—1,0,1. Suppose 28) holds. Then, if 0 <1 <

3 1
13-n+¥ (-1

(812)  |GuithPymgls |, <2 H2i00ED 5 g o,

In order to prove Proposition B4l we make the change of variables (212)). Since
|k] <1, we need only to consider (r,t) contained in the set [271 — 1072, 22 + 10?] x
[1,2]. Set

Sl = { y17y27T) : 2_2l_1 < |y1 - 7-| < 2_2l+1 Y1, T € [2_3723]}'

By @12) y1—7 = (r—t)%/2. From ([2I3)) we note |det %| ~ 27 if (y1,7) € Sp.
Thus, changing variables (r, z3,t) — (y1,y2,7) we obtain

(3.13) H¢k 1ULP; hHLq

mag,t

<27 3923 afe v hHLqT(Sl

Therefore, for (312) it is sufficient to show
i/ m 81) 13 (L-1)te
(3.14) Hezn/ APj,mgHLg,T(Sl) < 9o(% “D(E+2-D+3(E-1)+ gl

for p, ¢ satistying (2.0). For the purpose we need the following lemma, which gives
an improved L? estimate thanks to restriction of the integral over S;.

Lemma 3.5. Let Dy = {(x1,72,t) : 272 < |z1 — | < 2721} Then, we have

(3.15) ’ [ eteertngieyim e

<277 g| e
Li,t(Dl)

Proof. We write x - £ + t|¢] = x1(& + [€]) + x282 + (t — x1)[€|. Then, changing
variables (z,t — x1) — (z,t) and £ — 1 := L(§) = (& + |€],&2), we see

(-1
HJ i(xn+t| L7 ) h(‘c 77) d
Dl)

’Jei(mf-,—tgl)g(f)‘/)m(f) |det JL(n)]

L2 (R2x 1))
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where h(€) = §(€)hm (€) and I, = [—272+1 —2-2][2-2 2-21+1]. By Plancherel’s
theorem, we have

([ eringeum

< CQ*ZH

h(L1)
|det JL

y
L2 (D)) La

A computation shows det JL£ = 1+ |£|71¢;, so |det JL| ~ 27™ on the support of h.
Thus, by changing variables and Plancherel’s theorem we get (B.15). 0

We also use the following elementary lemma.

Lemma 3.6. For any 1 < p < o0, j, and m, we have
1(@5¥md) " e < lglze,  1(659™9)" e < llg]Le-

Proof. Since ™ — ™+l = 4., it suffices to prove the second inequality only.
By Young’s inequality we need only to show [(¢;4™)" |1 < 1. By scaling it is
clear that, (65 (€)6™())* |1+ = [(60(€)™ (€))" |12 Note that m(€) := do(£)™(€)
is supported in a rectangular box with dimensions 1 x 27™. So, m(&1,27™&) is
supported in a cube of side length ~ 1 and it is easy to see dg'(m(§1,27"&2)) is
uniformly bounded for any «. This gives [[(m(-,27"))¥ |1 < 1. Therefore, after
scaling we get |(9o(€)4™ (€)1 < 1 0

Proof of (314). In view of interpolation the estimate [BI4) follows for p, g satis-
fying (Z6]) if we show the next three estimates:

(3.16) [V =2 Pmalz sy < 2% glre,
i/ — 33
(3.17) le ™Y =2 Py gl (s < 27 gl
|2 Pmales sy < 29]g]Ls.

The first estimate follows from Proposition Lemma and Lemma give
the other two estimates. O

It is possible to improve the estimate [B.12) when j > m.

Proposition 3.7. Let j > —1 and k = —1,0,1. Suppose 1 <p<gq, 1/p+1/q <1,
and j > m, then

|k athiPymglpe <27 3282a(F D+ 505D+ F G0 || 1,

Tx3,t

Proof. By BI3) it is sufficient to show

[ BBy mglzy (s < 28 ETHEOSDRG D g,

for p,q satisfying 1 < p < ¢, 1/p+ 1/q¢ < 1. In fact, by interpolation with the
estimates ([B.I6]) and BI7) we only have to show

(3.18) le ™ 2 Pymgliz, s) S 27 g]Le.

Let us set

, 1 ,
,m _ i(x-E41|€ .
K™ (@) = oy Je (D5 (1) pm (€)de.
Then e™V=4P; ,,g = KI™ x g. Therefore, [BI8) follows if we show

(3.19) K7™ s 273"
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when ¢ ~ 1. Note that |&]/|¢] = /1 —&/|EW/1+&/E] < 27%F if € € supp ¢m.
So, supp ¢, is contained in a conic sector with angle ~ 2-%. Let S be a sector

centered at the origin in R? with angle ~ 277 and ¢s be a cut-off function adapted
to S. Then, by integration by parts it follows that

| [[etteesteng, qeposte)
if  ~ 1. (See, for example, [§]). Now (B.I9) is clear since the support of 1, can be
decomposed into as many as C2° 2" such sectors. 0

Finally, we prove Proposition making use of Proposition 3.4 and 371 We
recall (Z2]) and I)). As mentioned before, by Lemma [3.3] we need only to consider
U, (see [B)) and it is sufficient to show

1(3-1-1)jre
(3.20) | sup (o (rthPigl] s, < 2257707 gLy
1<t<?2 ™3
for p, ¢ satisfying p < ¢, 1/p+ 1/g <1 and 1/p+2/q > 1.
Proof of @Z). et us set ¢!(-) = 1 — X5 ¢(22-) and 6} (r.1) = o(1)6(Ir — t]).

Then, we decompose
Z (blet Z (blet)+¢J(Tt)
0<I<j/2 jj2<l<y

Combining this with (BI1)) and using >_; ici<j Or1 < qS[J/ ' by the triangle in-
equality we have

ot

[ ls<1t11<>2|¢k(7”)ut7’j9|“m <D, S

where
Z Z | sup Gkl Pmgl|,,, Sz = Z | sup ow|thPlyllLa,
0<l<j/2 O<m=<i—1 1<t<2 o<i<j/2 1<t=<?
o> sup rilthPimgllee,  Si= Y. | sup $LUP;mgll Lo,
%<l<j osm<j—1 1<t<?2 osm<j—1 1<t<2

S5 =1 sup ¢ P gll 1o
I<t<2
The proof of (B20) is now reduced to showing

(3.21) Sp <28 Vit g, 1< <5,

for p, ¢ satisfying p < ¢, 1/p+ 1/g <1 and 1/p+2/q > 1.
We first consider S;. Using Lemma [Z3] we need to estimate ¢y 1 UPj g and

Or(PrkaUsPimg) in LY (R? x [1,2]). Writing &, + r|¢] = ¢(|€] 716 + 1) + (r — 1),
we note that

(3.22) |té&r + r|€|| < 27 max{2™™, 27!},

Note that d;¢r, = O(2') and 2! < 27~™. Thus, recalling (BI0), we apply Lemma
and the Mikhlin multiplier theorem to get

-1
Sis D) D277 |bkathPimgl .

0<1<j/2 m=0
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Thus, by Proposition 34l it follows
L -1
S, < 9= +i+ Y (G- +ed Z ol(1=5-2) 2%(%+§—1)‘|g‘|m_
0<I<j/2 m=0
Since 1/p+1/g—1 <0 and 1/p + 2/q > 1, we obtain ([B2I]) with ¢ = 1.
We now estimate Ss, which can be handled similarly. Since d;¢; = O(2') and

2! 2 2971, using (B22) and BI0), we see
1
Ss< Y > 20| okthPrmglre

j/2<l<j 0Osm<j—1

by applying Lemma and the Mikhlin multiplier theorem. Thus, using Proposi-
tion B7) we get (B21I) with ¢ = 3 since 1/p +2/q > 1.

We can show the estimate (B2I]) with ¢ = 2 in the same manner. As before,
since Oy = O(2') and 2! < 277! using (B22) and applying Lemma 23 and the
Mikhlin multiplier theorem, we have

Sox Y 2 [enithPla],,
0<i<j/2
Thus, by (BI3]) and Proposition[3] we have Sy < 20<j<% 2—%2%+%(%*§)+%j”g”m
which gives B.21]) with £ = 2.
We handle Sy and S5 without relying on Lemma[2.3l Instead, we control S; and
S5 more directly. Concerning S; we claim that

(3.23) Si <226V g

if 5/g >1+1/pand 2 < p < ¢ < 0. This clearly gives (B2I) with £ = 4 for p,q
satisfying p < ¢, 1/p+1/¢ <1 and 1/p +2/q > 1. We note that

|GIUP, mg(r,z5)] < 27 sﬂ 2026+ ata 11D (£) g (€)1hym (€) (271 (€)de],

where

m({) _ eizj(@;rz £1+(t—r)r\£|)|§|—%q~5o(§)7

and (50 is a smooth function supported in [—m, 7]? such that $0¢>0 =1. 1If (rt) e
supp ¢i, then [t—r| < 277. Thus, |ogm(&)] < 1 for any a. Expanding m into Fourier
series on [—m, 7]? we have m(§) = 3, ;2 Cik(r, t)e™® € while |Cy (r, )] < (1+ k|)~V
Therefore, after scaling & — 27¢, the estimate (IB_._Z{I) follows if we obtain

|RPj.mgl s

'rzg

([2-2,2%]xR) S 22| g) o,
where

Ry(r,zs) = J ellrerteate DG (¢)de.

When ¢q = 2, changing variables 72 — r and following the argument in the proof
of Lemma BB we have [RP;mglrz , (2-220xr) < 27/2| g| 2. On the other hand,

BI]) gives \|R’P]7mg\|Lgox3( [2-2,25] xR) $ 20=m)/2||g| 1. Interpolation between these
two estimates gives

IRPjmglLa., (2-2 28 xR) < 2% )HQHLq
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for 2 < ¢ < 0. Since the support m({) is contained in a rectangular region of
dimensions 27 x 2/=% | by Bernstein’s inequality we have

(F=P+m(g—5-

‘ ‘ N
IRNGl s, (22,291 x) < 2 %)) g 2o

for 2 < p < ¢ < . Since 5/¢g > 1 + 1/p, this proves the claimed estimate (3.23)).

Finally, we show B.21) with £ = 5. Changing variables (£1,&) — (29€1, &), we
observe

(r—t)?

I P g(r, )| 5 24| [ F RO ) Pg 276, €2)de],

where

() = @2 PRI (6, 2776) |72 o (|(61, 27 &2) )T (6, ):
Note that suppm < {& € [27,2%], |&] < 2%}, Since [9gm(€)] < 1 for any a, ex-
panding m into Fourier series on [—2m, 27]% we have m(§) = >, ;2 Ci(r, t)ei2 k€

while |Ck(r,t)] < (1 + |k|)™™. Hence, similarly as before, changing variables
(€1,&) — (279&1, &), to show [BZI) with £ = 5 it is sufficient to obtain

(3.24) | sup Pjg(@,l’s)‘

I<t<2

103 1y,
L% .. ([2-2,23] xR) <220 q)]HgHLT’
T3 s

[N

for 1 < p < g < 0. Clearly, the left hand side is bounded by H’Pjg(wl, x3)HLgs(Liol)'

The Fourier transform of Pjg is supported on the rectangle {&; € [2771,29%2] |&] <
27%2} Thus, using Bernstein’s inequality in a1, we get

| Pio( 5 m)

jd :
<2 zta|pd
Sup, 5 1P} gl La

L7 25([272,23]xR)

for 1 < ¢ < . So, another use of Bernstein’s inequality gives (324 for 1 < p <
g < 00. This completes the proof of ([B20]). O
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