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Lp ´ Lq ESTIMATES FOR THE CIRCULAR MAXIMAL

OPERATOR ON HEISENBERG RADIAL FUNCTIONS

JUYOUNG LEE AND SANGHYUK LEE

Abstract. Lp boundedness of the circular maximal function M
H1 on the

Heisenberg group H1 has received considerable attentions. While the problem
still remains open, Lp boundedness of M

H1 on Heisenberg radial functions
was recently shown for p ą 2 by Beltran, Guo, Hickman, and Seeger [2].
In this paper we extend their result considering the local maximal operator
M

H1 which is defined by taking supremum over 1 ă t ă 2. We prove Lp–Lq

estimates for M
H1 on Heisenberg radial functions on the optimal range of p, q

modulo the borderline cases. Our argument also provides a simpler proof of
the aforementioned result due to Beltran et al.

1. introduction

For d ě 2 the spherical maximal function is given by

MRdfpxq “ sup
tą0

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ 1

σpSd´1q

ż

Sn´1

fpx´ tyqdσpyq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ,

where Sd´1 Ă Rd is the pd´ 1q-dimensional sphere centered at the origin and dσ is
the surface measure on Sd´1. When d ě 3, it was shown by Stein [21] that MRdf

is bounded on Lp if and only if p ą d
d´1

. 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

MRdfpxq “ sup
1ătă2

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

Sd´1

fpx´ tyqdσpyq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌ .

As is easy to see, the maximal operator MRd can not be bounded from Lp to Lq

unless p “ q. However, MRd is bounded from Lp to Lq for some p ă q thanks to
the supremum taken over the restricted range r1, 2s. This phenomenon is called
Lp improving. Almost complete characterization of Lp improving property of MR2

was obtained by Schlag [17] except for the endpoint cases. A different proof which
is based on Lp–Lq

α smoothing estimate for the wave operator was also found by
Schlag and Sogge [18]. They also proved Lp–Lq boundedness of MRd for d ě 3
which is optimal up to the borderline cases. Most of the left open endpoint cases
were settled by the second author [8] but there are some endpoint cases where Lp–
Lq 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 [1, 14, 4] and references therein for recent
extensions of the earlier results.
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The analogous spherical maximal operators on the Heisenberg group Hn also
have attracted considerable interests. The Heisenberg group Hn can be identified
by R2n ˆ R with the noncommutative multiplication law

px, x2n`1q ¨ py, y2n`1q “ px` y, x2n`1 ` y2n`1 ` x ¨ Ayq,
where px, x2n`1q P R

2n ˆ R and A is the 2nˆ 2n matrix given by

A “
ˆ
0 ´In
In 0

˙
.

The natural dilation structure on Hn is tpx, x2n`1q “ ptx, t2x2n`1q. Abusing the
notation, since there is no ambiguity, we denote by dσ the usual surface measure
of S2n´1 ˆ t0u. Then, the dilation dσt of the measure dσ is defined by xf, dσty “
xfpt¨q, dσy. Thus, the average over the sphere is now given by

f ˚H dσtpx, x2n`1q “
ż

S2n´1

fpx´ ty, x2n`1 ´ tx ¨ Ayqdσpyq.

We consider the associated local spherical maximal operator

MHnfpx, x2n`1q “ sup
1ătă2

|f ˚H dσtpx, x2n`1q| .

Similarly, the global maximal operator MHn is defined by taking supremum over
t ą 0. As in the Euclidean case, Lp boundedness ofMHn is essentially equivalent to
that of MHn (for example, see [2] or Section 2.5). The spherical maximal operator
on Hn was first studied by Nevo and Thangavelu [13]. It is easy to see that MHn is
bounded on Lp only if p ą 2n

2n´1
by using Stein’s example ([21])

fpx, x2n`1q “ |x|1´2n log
1

|x| φ0px, x2n`1q

for a suitable cutoff function φ0 supported near the origin. For n ě 2, Lp bounded-
ness of MHn on the optimal range was independently proved by Müller and Seeger
[10], and by Narayanan and Thangavelu [12]. Furthermore, for n ě 2, Roos, Seeger
and Srivastava[15] recently obtained the complete Lp–Lq estimate for MHn 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
1 Ñ C is Heisenberg radial if fpx, x3q “

fpRx, x3q for all R P SOp2q.

Beltran, Guo, Hickman and Seeger [2] obtained Lp boundedness of MH1 on the
Heisenberg radial functions for p ą 2. In the perspective of the results concern-
ing the local maximal operators ([17, 18, 8, 15]), it is natural to consider Lp–Lq

estimate for MH1 . The main result of this paper is the following which completely
characterizes Lp improving property of MH1 on Heisenberg radial function except
for some borderline cases.

Theorem 1.1. Let P0 “ p0, 0q, P1 “ p1{2, 1{2q, and P2 “ p3{7, 2{7q, and let T be

the closed region bounded by the triangle ∆P0P1P2. Suppose p1{p, 1{qq P tP0u Y
TzpP1P2 Y P0P2q. Then, the estimate

(1.1) }MH1f}q À }f}Lp

holds for any Heisenberg radial function f . Conversely, if p1{p, 1{qq R T, then the

estimate fails.
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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
([3]) 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 (2.1) 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–Lq local smoothing estimate (see, Theorem 3.1
below) in a more straightforward manner by exploiting the apparent connection to
the wave operator (see (2.2) and (2.3)). Consequently, our approach also provides
a simplified proof of the result in [2]. See Section 2.5.

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–
Lq local smoothing estimates for pp, qq near p7{3, 7{2q. 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 1.1.

Optimality of p, q range. We show (1.1) implies p1{p, 1{qq P T, that is to say,

paq p ď q, pbq 1 ` 1{q ě 3{p, pcq 3{q ě 2{p.
To see paq, let fR be the characteristic function of a ball of radius R " 1, centered at
0. Then, MH1fR is also supported in a ball B of radius „ R and MH1fR Á 1 on B.
Thus, supRą1 }MH1fR}q{}fR}p is finite only if p ď q. For pbq let gr be the character-
istic function of a ball of radius r ! 1 centered at 0. Then, |MH1grpx, x3q| Á r when
px, x3q is contained in a c0r´neighborhood of tpx, x3q : 1 ă |x| ă 2, x3 “ 0u for a
small constant c0 ą 0. Thus, (1.1) implies r1`1{q À r3{p, which gives 1 ` 1{q ě 3{p
if we let r Ñ 0. Finally, to show pcq we consider hr which is the characteristic
function of an r´neighborhood of tpx, x3q : |x| “ 1, x3 “ 0u with r ! 1. Then,
|MH1hrpx, x3q| Á c ą 0 when px, x3q is in an r´ball centered at 0. Thus, (1.1) gives
r3{q À r2{p, which gives 3{q ě 2{p.

The maximal estimate (1.1) for general Lp functions has a smaller range of p, q.
Let hr be a characteristic function of the set tpx, x3q : |x1 ´ 1| ă r2, |x2| ă r, |x3| ă
ru for a sufficiently small r ą 0. Then MH1hrpx, x3q „ r if ´1 ď x1 ď 0, |x2| ă
cr, |x3| ă cr for a small constant c ą 0 independent of r. Thus, (1.1) implies
r1`2{q À r4{p. It seems to be plausible to conjecture that (1.1) holds for general f
as long as 1 ` 2{q ´ 4{p ě 0, 3{q ě 2{p, and 1{q ď 1{p. So, the range of p, q is
properly contained in T.

2. Proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section we prove Theorem 1.1 while assuming Proposition 2.1 and Propo-
sition 2.2 (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 fpx, x3q “ f0p|x|, x3q for some f0. Let us set

gps, zq “ f0p
?
2s, x3q, s ě 0.

Then, it follows fpx, x3q “ gp|x|2{2, x3q. Since f˚Hdσtpr, 0, x3q “
ş
fpr´ty1,´ty2, x3´

try2qdσpyq “
ş
gp r2`t2

2
´ try1, x3 ´ try2qdσpyq, we have

f ˚H dσtpr, 0, x3q “ g ˚ dσtr
´r2 ` t2

2
, x3

¯
.(2.1)

Let us define an operator At by

(2.2) Atgpr, x3q “ 1

p2πq2
ż

R2

eip
r2`t2

2
ξ1`x3ξ2qxdσptrξq pgpξqdξ.

Using Fourier inversion, we have

(2.3) f ˚H dσtpr, 0, x3q “ Atgpr, x3q.
Since f ˚H dσt is also Heisenberg radial,1 }MH1f}qq “

ş
|MH1fpr, 0, x3q|qrdrdx3. A

computation shows }f}Lp
x,x3

“ }g}Lp
r,x3

. Therefore, we see that the estimate (1.1)

is equivalent to

(2.4)
››r 1

q sup
1ătă2

|Atg|
››
L

q
r,x3

ď C}g}p.

In what follows we show (2.4) holds for p, q satisfying

(2.5) p ď q, 3{p´ 1{q ă 1, 1{p` 2{q ą 1.

Then, interpolation with the trivial L8 estimate proves Theorem 1.1.

2.2. Decomposition. Let φ denote a positive smooth function on R supported in
r1´10´3, 2`10´3s such that

ř8
j“´8 φps{2jq “ 1 for s ą 0. We set φjpsq “ φps{2jq.

To show (2.4) we decompose At as follows:

Atgpr, x3q “
ÿ

kPZ
φkprqAtgpr, x3q.

We decompose g via the Littlewood-Paley decomposition and try to obtain esti-
mates for each decomposed pieces. For the purpose we denote φăℓ “ ř

jăℓ φj and

φěℓ “ ř
jěℓ φj and define the projection operators

yPjgpξq :“ φjp|ξ|qpgpξq, zPăjgpξq :“ φăjp|ξ|qpgpξq.
Our proof of (2.4) mainly relies on the following two propositions, which we

prove in Section 3.

Proposition 2.1. Let |k| ě 2 and j ě ´k. Suppose

(2.6) p ď q, 1{p` 1{q ď 1, 1{p` 3{q ě 1.

Then, for ǫ ą 0 we have

(2.7)
››› sup
1ătă2

|φkprqAtPjg|
›››
L

q
r,x3

À
#
2pj`kqp 3

2p
´ 1

2q
´ 1

2
`ǫq` k

q
´ 2k

p }g}Lp, k ě 2,

2pj`kqp 3

2p
´ 1

2q
´ 1

2
`ǫq` 2k

q
´ 2k

p }g}Lp, k ă ´2.

1This is true because SOp2q is an abelian group. However, SOpnq is not commutative in general,

so the property is not valid in higher dimensions.
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The estimate (2.7) continues to be valid for the case k “ ´1, 0, 1. However, the
range of p, q for which (2.7) holds gets smaller.

Proposition 2.2. Let j ě ´1 and k “ ´1, 0, 1. Suppose p ď q, 1{p` 1{q ă 1 and

1{p` 2{q ą 1. Then, for ǫ ą 0 we have››› sup
1ătă2

|φkprqAtPjg|
›››
L

q
r,x3

À 2
j
2

p 3

p
´ 1

q
´1q`ǫj}g}Lp.

We frequently use the following elementary lemma (for example, see [8]) 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 RnˆI.
Then, for 1 ď p ď 8,

››› sup
tPI

|F px, tq|
›››
LppRnq

À |I|´ 1

p }F }LppRnˆIq ` }F }
pp´1q

p

LppRnˆIq}BtF }
1

p

LppRnˆIq.

2.3. Proof of (2.4). We prove (2.4) considering the three cases k ď ´2, |k| ď 1,
and k ě 2, separately. In fact, we make use of the change of variables (2.12) to
apply the local smoothing estimate for the wave propagator (see Section 3.1). Since

1 ă t ă 2, | det Bpy1,y2,τq
Bpr,x3,tq | “ |r2 ´ t2| „ maxp22k, 1q if |k| ě 2. The cases |k| ě 2

can be handled in a rather straightforward manner. However, the Jacobian may
vanishes when |k| ď 1, so the map pr, x3, tq Ñ py1, y2, τq becomes singular. This
requires further decomposition away from the set tr “ tu. See Section 3.3. This is
why we separately consider the three cases.

Case k ď ´2. We claim that

(2.8)
›››r 1

q

ÿ

kď´2

sup
1ătă2

|φkprqAtg|
›››
L

q
r,x3

À }g}Lp

holds provided that p, q satisfy 2{p ă 3{q, 3{p ´ 1{q ă 1, and (2.6). Thus (2.8)
holds for p, q satisfying (2.5).

Let us set gk “ Pă´k g and gk “ g ´ Pă´kg so that g “ gk ` gk. We break

(2.9) φkprqAtg “ φkprqAtgk ` φkprqAtg
k.

We first consider φkprqAtgk. We shall show that

(2.10)
›››r 1

q sup
1ătă2

|φkprqAtgk|
›››
L

q
r,x3

À 2
3k
q

´ 2k
p }g}Lp

holds for 1 ď p ď q ď 8. We recall (2.2) and note that Btpxdσptrξqq is uniformly

bounded because |rξ| À 1. Since supp pgk Ă tξ : |ξ| ď C2´ku and Bte
r2`t2

2
ξ1 “

tξ1e
r2`t2

2
ξ1 , we have }φkprqBtAtgk}q À 2´k}φkprqAtgk}q by the Mikhlin multiplier

theorem. Applying Lemma 2.3 to φkprqAtgk, we see that (2.10) follows if we show

(2.11) }φkprqAtgk}Lq
r,x3,t

pR2ˆr1,2sq À 2
3k
q

´ 2k
p }g}Lp .

We now make use of the change variables

(2.12) pr, x3, tq Ñ py1, y2, τq :“
ˆ
r2 ` t2

2
, x3, rt

˙
.

Note that

(2.13) det
Bpy1, y2, τq
Bpr, x3, tq

“ r2 ´ t2.
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Since k ď ´2 and t P r1, 2s, we have | det Bpy1,y2,τq
Bpr,x3,tq | „ 1. Thus the left hand side of

(2.11) is bounded by

C
›››φkprpy1, y2, τqq

ż
eiy¨ξ pgpξqxdσpτξqφă´kpξqdξ

›››
L

q
y,τ pR2ˆr2´1,22sq

.

Changing variables ξ Ñ 2´kξ and py, τq Ñ p2ky, 2kτq gives

}φkprqAtgk}Lq
r,x3,t

pR2ˆr1,2sq À 2
3k
q

›››
ż
eiy¨ξ

mpξq{gp2k¨qpξqdξ
›››
L

q
y,τ pR2ˆr2´1,22sq

,

wherempξq “ xdσpτξqφă0pξq. Since τ „ 1 and φă0pξq is a smooth function supported
in the set tξ : |ξ| À 1u, mpξq is a smooth multiplier whose derivatives are uniformly
bounded. So, the multiplier operator given by m is uniformly bounded from LppR2q
to LqpR2q for τ P r2´1, 22s. Thus, via scaling we obtain (2.11) and, hence, (2.10).

Using the triangle inequality and (2.10), we have
›››r 1

q sup
1ătă2

ÿ

kď´2

|φkprqAtgk|
›››
L

q
r,x3

À
´ ÿ

kď´2

2
3k
q

´ 2k
p

¯
}g}p À }g}p

because 2{p ă 3{q. We now consider φkprqAtg
k for which we use Proposition 2.1.

Since›››r 1

q sup
1ătă2

ÿ

kď´2

|φkprqAtg
k|
›››
L

q
r,x3

ď
ÿ

kď´2

ÿ

jě´k

›››r 1

q sup
1ătă2

|φkprqAtPjg|
›››
L

q
r,x3

and since p, q satisfy 3{p´ 1{q ă 1, 2{p ă 3{q, and (2.6), using the estimate (2.7),
we get

›››r 1

q sup
1ătă2

ÿ

kď´2

|φkprqAtg
k|
›››
L

q
r,x3

À
´ ÿ

kď´2

2
3k
q

´ 2k
p

¯
}g}p À }g}p.

Combining this with the above estimate for g Ñ φkprqAtg
k gives (2.8) and this

proves the claim.

Case k ě 2. In this case we show

(2.14)
›››r 1

q

ÿ

kě2

sup
1ătă2

|φkprqAtg|
›››
L

q
r,x3

À }g}Lp

if p ď q, 3{p´ 1{q ă 1, and (2.6) holds. So, we have (2.14) if (2.5) holds.

In order to prove (2.14) we first prove the following.

Lemma 2.4. Let k ě ´1. If |t| À 1 and 0 ď s À 22k, then

(2.15) |AtPă´kg|p
?
2s, x3q À E

N
k ˚ |g|ps, x3q,

where EN
ℓ pyq “ 2´2ℓp1 ` 2´ℓ|y|q´N .

Proof. We note that

AtPă´kgp
?
2s, x3q “ K ˚ g

`
s ` 2´1t2, x3

˘
,

where

Kpyq “ 1

p2πq2
ż
eiy¨ξφă´kpξqxdσpt

?
2sξqdξ.

We note Bα
ξ rφă´kp2´kξqxdσp2´kt

?
2sξqs “ Op1q since s À 22k. Thus, changing

variables ξ Ñ 2´kξ, by integration by parts we have |K| À EN
k for any N ą 0.
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Since |t| À 1 and k ě ´1, we see EN
k py1 ` 2´1t2, y2q À EN

k py1, y2q. Therefore, we
get (2.15). �

Proof of (2.14). We begin by observing a localization property of the operator At.
From (2.1) we note that

r2 ` t2

2
´ try1 Ă Ik :“ r22k´1p1 ´ 10´2q, 22k`1p1 ` 10´2qs

for r P suppφk if k is large enough, i.e., 2´k ď 10´3. Thus, from (2.1) and (2.3) we
see that

(2.16) φkprqAtgpr, x3q “ φkprqAtprgskqpr, x3q
where rgskpr, x3q “ χIkprqgpr, x3q. Clearly, the intervals Ik are finitely overlapping
and so are the supports of φk. Since p ď q, by a standard localization argument it
is sufficient for (2.14) to show

(2.17)
›››r 1

q sup
1ătă2

|φkprqAtg|
›››
L

q
r,x3

À }g}Lp

for k ě 2.

Using the decomposition (2.9), we first consider φkprqAtg
k. Since

(2.18)
›››r 1

q sup
1ătă2

|φkprqAtg
k|
›››
L

q
r,x3

ď
ÿ

jě´k

›››r 1

q sup
1ătă2

|φkprqAtPjg|
›››
L

q
r,x3

and since 3{p´ 1{q ă 1, p ď q, and (2.6) holds, using the estimate (2.7), we get
›››r 1

q sup
1ătă2

|φkprqAtg
k|
›››
L

q
r,x3

À 2
2k
q

´ 2k
p }g}p À }g}p.

We now handle φkprqAtgk. Changing variables r ÞÑ
?
2s, we have

›››r 1

q sup
1ătă2

|φkprqAtgk|
›››
q

L
q
r,x3

À
ż
φkp

?
2sq

ˆ
sup

1ătă2

|Atgkp
?
2s, x3q|

˙q

dsdx3.

Since 1 ă t ă 2, k ě 2, and gk “ Pă´kg, by Lemma 2.4 |Atgkp
?
2s, x3q| À

EN
k ˚ |g|ps, x3q. Hence,

›››r 1

q sup
1ătă2

|φkprqAtgk|
›››
L

q
r,x3

À }EN
k ˚ |g|}Lq

s,x3

À 22kp1{q´1{pq}g}p ď }g}p.

The second inequality follows by Young’s convolution inequality and the third is
clear because k ě 2 and p ď q. Therefore, we get (2.17). �

2.4. Case |k| ď 1. To complete the proof of (2.4), the matter is now reduced to
obtaining ›››r 1

q sup
1ătă2

|φkprqAtg|
›››
L

q
r,x3

À }g}Lp, k “ ´1, 0, 1

if p, q satisfy (2.5). In order to show this we use Proposition 2.2. Using the de-
composition (2.9), we first consider φkprqAtg

k. Note that (2.6) is satisfied if (2.5)
holds. Since 3{p´ 1{q ă 1, by (2.18) and Proposition 2.2 we see

›››r 1

q sup
1ătă2

|φkprqAtg
k|
›››
L

q
r,x3

À
ÿ

jě´k

2
j
2

p 3

p
´ 1

q
´1q`ǫj}g}Lp À }g}p
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taking a small enough ǫ ą 0. We now consider φkprqAtgk. Since 1 ă t ă 2 and
|k| ď 1, by Lemma 2.4 we have φkprq|Atgk| À EN

0 ˚ |g|. Hence, it follows that›››r 1

q sup
1ătă2

|φkprqAtgk|
›››
L

q
r,x3

À }g}p

for 1 ď p ď q ď 8. Therefore we get the desired estimate.

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) }r 1

p sup
0ătă8

|Atg|}Lp
r,x3

ď C}g}p

for 2 ă p ď 8. In order to show this we use the following lemma which is a
consequence of Proposition 2.1 and 2.2.

Lemma 2.5. Let 2 ď p ď 4. Then, for some c ą 0 we have

(2.20)
››r 1

p sup
1ătă2

|AtPjg|
››
L

p
r,x3

ď C2´cj}g}p .

Proof. We briefly explain how one can show (2.20). In fact, similarly as before, we
decompose

AtPjg “ S1 ` S3 ` S3 ` S4,

where

S1 :“
ÿ

kă´j

φkprqAtPjg, S2 :“
ÿ

´jďkď´2

φkprqAtPjg, S3 :“
ÿ

´1ďkď1

φkprqAtPjg,

and S4 “ AtPjg ´ S1 ´ S2 ´ S3. Then, the estimate (2.20) follows if we show

}r 1

p sup1ătă2 |Sℓ|}Lp
r,x3

ď C2´cj}g}p, ℓ “ 1, 2, 3, 4 for some c ą 0. The estimate

for S1 follows from (2.10) and summation over k ă ´j. Using the estimate of the
second case in (2.7), one can easily get the estimate for S2. The estimate for S3 is
obvious from Proposition 2.2. By Proposition 2.1 combined with the localization
property (2.16) we can obtain the estimate for S4. However, due to the projection
operator Pj we need to modify the previous argument slightly.

From (2.1) and (2.3) we see

AtPjgpr, x3q “
ĳ

gpz1, z3qKj

´r2 ` t2

2
´ z1 ´ try1, x3 ´ z2 ´ try2

¯
dσpyqdz,

(2.21)

where Kj “ F´1pφp2´j | ¨ |q. Note that |Kj | À EN
´j for any N and k ě 2. If

r P suppφk,
?
2z1 R Ik, and k is large enough, then we have

ˇ̌
ˇKj

´r2 ` t2

2
´try1´z1, x3´try2´z2

¯ˇ̌
ˇ À 2´p2k`jqN

´
1`2j|r2´2z1|`2´k|x3´z2|

¯´N

for any N since |2´1r2 ´ z1| Á 22k and |rty| À 2k. Hence it follows that

}r 1

pφkprqAtPjp1 ´ χIkqg}p ď C2´pk`jqN }g}p, 1 ď p ď 8
for any N . We break AtPjg “ AtPjχIkg`AtPjp1´χIkqg. Using the last inequality
and then Proposition 2.1, we obtain

}S4}p ď
´ ÿ

kě2

}r 1

pφkprqAtPjχIkg}pp
¯ 1

p `
ÿ

kě2

2´pk`jqN }g}p À 2´cj}g}p

for some c ą 0 by taking an N large enough. �
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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 [5, 16, 2] ) one can easily show
(2.19). Indeed, we break the maximal function into high and lower frequency parts:

sup
0ătă8

|Atg| ď Alow g ` Ahigh g,

where

Alow g “ sup
l

sup
2lďtă2l`1

|AtPă´2lg|,

Ahigh g “
ÿ

kě0

sup
l

sup
2lďtă2l`1

|AtPk´2lg|.

For Alow g we claim

(2.22) sup
2lďtă2l`1

|AtPă´2lgpr, x3q| À MR2gp2´1r2, x3q.

This gives Alow gpr, x3q À MR2gp2´1r2, x3q. Since MR2 is bounded on Lp for p ą 2,
for 2 ă p ď 8 we get

}r 1

pAlow g}Lp
r,x3

ď C}g}p.
We now proceed to prove (2.22). Note that

ř
jď2l φp2´j | ¨ |q “ φă1p22l| ¨ |q and

φă1 is a smooth function supported on r´22, 22s. Thus, similarly as in (2.21) we

note that AtPă´2lgpr, x3q “
ť
gpz1, z3q rKl ˚dσtrp2´1pr2 ` t2q ´z1, x3 ´z2qdz where

rKl “ F´1pφă1p22l| ¨ |qq. Since rKl À EN
2l for any N , for 2l ď t ă 2l`1 we see

(2.23) |AtPă´2lgpr, x3q| À
ˇ̌
ˇ
ż

|gpz1, z2q|E2N
2l ˚ dσtr

`
2´1r2 ´ z1, x3 ´ z2

˘
dz

because 22lt2 À 1 and E2N
2l “ 2´4lp1 ` 2´2l|y|q´2N . Hence, taking an N large

enough, we note that

(2.24) E
2N
2l ˚ dσtrpxq À

#
p22ltrq´1p1 ` 2´2l||x| ´ tr|q´N , 22l ! tr,

2´4lp1 ` 2´2l|x|q´N , 22l Á tr,

provided that 2l ď t ă 2l`1. Indeed, to show this we only have to consider the
case 22l ! tr since the other case is trivial. By scaling x Ñ trx we may assume
that tr “ 1. Thus, it is enough to show

ş
L´2p1 ` L´1|x´ y|q´2Ndσpyq À L´1p1 `

L´1||x| ´ 1|q´N for L ! 1 with an N large enough. However, this is easy to see
since |x´ y| ě ||x| ´ 1| and

ş
L´1p1 ` L´1|x´ y|q´Ndσpyq À 1.

Therefore, combining (2.23) and (2.24), one can see

sup
2lďtă2l`1

|AtPă´2lgpr, x3q| À MR2gp2´1r2, x3q ` M2gp2´1r2, x3q.

Here M2 denotes the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function on R2. This proves the
claim (2.22) since M2g À MR2g.

So we are reduced to showing }r 1

pAhigh g}Lp
r,x3

ď C}g}p for p ą 2. For the

purpose it is sufficient to show

(2.25) } sup
2lďtă2l`1

|AtPk´2lg|}p À 2´ck}g}p

because Ahigh g ď ř
kě0

přl | sup2lďtă2l`1 |AtPk´2lg|pq1{p and přl }Pk´2lg}ppq1{p À
}g}p. By scaling, using (2.2), we can easily see the inequality (2.25) is equivalent
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to (2.20) while j replaced by k. So, we have (2.25) and this completes the proof of
(2.19).

3. Proof of Proposition 2.1 and 2.2

In order to prove Proposition 2.1 and 2.2, we are led by (2.2) to consider xdσptrξq
for which we use the following well known asymptotic expansion (see, for example,
[20]):

(3.1) xdσpξq “
Nÿ

j“0

C˘
j |ξ|´ 1

2
´je˘i|ξ| ` EN p|ξ|q, |ξ| Á 1

where EN is a smooth function satisfying

(3.2) | d
ℓ

dtℓ
EN prq| À r´N

for 0 ď ℓ ď 4 if r Á 1. The expansion (3.1) relates the operator At to the wave
propagator. After changing variables, to prove Proposition 2.1 and 2.2 we can use
the local smoothing estimate for the wave operator (see Proposition 3.1 below).

3.1. Local smoothing estimate. Let us denote

eit
?

´∆fpxq “ 1

p2πq2
ż

R2

eipx¨ξ`t|ξ|q pfpξqdξ.

We make use of Lp–Lq local smoothing estimate for the wave equation in R2.

Theorem 3.1. Let j ě 0. Suppose (2.6) holds. Then, for ǫ ą 0 we have

(3.3)
›››eit

?
´∆

Pjf
›››
L

q
x,tpR2ˆr1,2sq

À 2
3

2 p 1

p
´ 1

q qj`ǫj}f}Lq

This follows by interpolating the estimates (3.3) with pp, qq “ p2, 2q, p1,8q, and
p4, 4q. The estimate (3.3) with pp, qq “ p2, 2q is a straightforward consequence of
Plancherel’s theorem and (3.3) with pp, qq “ p1,8q can be shown by the stationary
phase method (for example, see [8]). The case pp, qq “ p4, 4q is due to Guth, Wang,
and Zhang [6].

From Theorem 3.1 we can deduce the following estimate via simple rescaling
argument.

Lemma 3.2. Let j ě ´ℓ. Suppose (2.6) holds. Then, for ǫ ą 0 we have
›››eit

?
´∆

Pjf
›››
L

q
x,tpR2ˆr2ℓ,2ℓ`1sq

À 2
3

2 p 1

p
´ 1

q qpℓ`jq`p 3

q
´ 2

p qℓ`ǫpℓ`jq}f}Lp .

Proof. Changing variables px, tq Ñ 2ℓpx, tq, we see
›››eit

?
´∆

Pjf
›››
L

q
x,tpR2ˆr2ℓ,2ℓ`1sq

“ 2
3ℓ
q

›››eit
?

´∆
Pℓ`jfp2ℓ¨q

›››
L

q
x,tpR2ˆr1,2sq

.

Thus, using (3.3) we have
›››eit

?
´∆

Pjf
›››
L

q
x,tpR2ˆr2ℓ,2ℓ`1sq

À 2
3ℓ
q

` 3

2 p 1

p
´ 1

q qpℓ`jq`ǫpℓ`jq}fp2ℓ¨q}Lp .

So, rescaling gives the desired inequality. �



11

3.2. Proof of Proposition 2.1. We now recall (2.2) and (3.1). To show Proposi-
tion 2.1 we first deal with the contribution from the error part EN . Let us set

Etgpr, x3q “
ż
eip

r2`t2

2
ξ1`x3ξ2qEN ptr|ξ|q pgpξqdξ.

Lemma 3.3. Let j ě ´k. Suppose (2.6) holds. Then, we have

(3.4)
››› sup
1ătă2

|φkprqEtPjg|
›››
L

q
r,x3

À
#
2´pN´3qpj`kq2kp 1

q
´ 2

p
q}g}Lp, k ě ´2,

2´pN´3qpj`kq2kp 3

q
´ 2

p
q}g}Lp, k ă ´2.

Proof. We first consider the case k ě ´2. Using Lemma 2.3, we need to esti-
mate φkprqEtPjg and φkprqBtEtPjg in Lq

r,x3,t
pR2 ˆ r1, 2sq. For simplicity we denote

L
q
r,x3,t

“ L
q
r,x3,t

pR2 ˆ r1, 2sq. We first consider φkprqEtPjg. Changing variables
r2

2
ÞÑ s, we note that

φkp
?
2sqEtPjgp

?
2s, x3q “ φkp

?
2sq

ż
K
`
s ´ y1 ` 2´1t2, x3 ´ y2

˘
gpy1, y2qdy,

where

Kps, uq “ 22j
ż
ei2

jpsξ1`uξ2qφ0pξqEN p2jt
?
2s|ξ|qdξ.

Since s „ 22k, using (3.2), we have |Kps, uq| À 22jp1 ` 2j |ps, uq|q´M2´Npj`kq for

1 ď M ď 4 via integration by parts. Thus, we have }φkp
?
2sqKps ` t2

2
, uq}Lr

s,u
ď

C2´Npj`kq22jp1´ 1

r
q for 1 ă t ă 2 with a positive constant C. Young’s convolution

inequality gives }φkp
?
2sqEtPjgp

?
2s, x3q}Lq

s,x3,t
À 2´Npj`kq22jp 1

p
´ 1

q
q}g}Lp . Thus,

reversing s Ñ r2{2, after a simple manipulation we get

(3.5)
›››φkprqEtPjg

›››
L

q
r,x3,t

À 2´pN´2qpj`kq2kp 1

q
´ 2

p
q}g}Lp

for 1 ď p ď q ď 8. We now consider φkprqBEtPjg. Note that

(3.6) BtEtgpr, x3q “
ż
eip

r2`t2

2
ξ1`x3ξ2q`tξ1EN ptr|ξ|q ` r|ξ|E1

N ptr|ξ|q
˘
pgpξqdξ.

Using (3.2), we can handle φkprqBEtPjg similarly as before. In fact, since |tξ1| À 2j

and r|ξ| „ 2k`j , we see
›››φkprqBtEtPjg

›››
L

q
r,x3

À 2´pN´2qpj`kq2kp 1

q
´ 2

p
qp2j`k ` 2jq}g}Lp .

Hence, combining this and (3.5) with Lemma 2.3, we get (3.4) for k ě ´2.

We now consider the case k ă ´2. We first claim that

(3.7) }φkprqEtPjg}Lq
r,x3,t

À 2´pN´2qpj`kq2kp 2

q
´ 2

p
q}g}Lp .

We use the transformation (2.12). By (2.13) we have | Bpy1,y2,τq
Bpr,x3,tq | „ 1. Therefore,

}φkprqEtPjg}Lq
r,x3,t

À
´ ż ˇ̌

ˇφkprpy, τqq rKp¨, τq ˚ gpyq
ˇ̌
ˇ
q

dydτ
¯ 1

q

,

where

rKpy, τq “
ż
eiy¨ξφjpξqEN pτ |ξ|qdξ.
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Note that τ „ 2k. Changing τ ÞÑ 2kτ and ξ ÞÑ 2jξ, using (3.2) and integration

by parts, we have | rKpy, 2kτq| ď C22jp1 ` 2j|y|q´M2´Npj`kq for 1 ď M ď 4 and
1 ă τ ă 2. Young’s convolution inequality gives

}φkprqEtPjg}Lq
r,x3,t

À 2´Npj`kq22jp 1

p
´ 1

q
q}g}Lp.

Thus, we get (3.7). As for φkprqBEtPjg, we use (3.6) and repeat the same argument

to see }φkprqBtEtPjg}Lq
r,x3,t

À 2´Npj`kq2j22jp 1

p
´ 1

q
q}g}Lp since |tξ1| À 2j , r|ξ| „

2k`j , and k ă ´2. Thus, we get

}φkprqBtEtPjg}Lq
r,x3,t

À 2´pN´2qpj`kq2k2kp 2

q
´ 2

p
q}g}Lp .

Putting (3.7) and this together, by Lemma 2.3 we obtain (3.4) for k ă ´2. �

By (3.1) and Lemma 3.3, to prove Proposition 2.1 and 2.2 we only have to

consider contributions from the remaining C˘
j |trξ|´ 1

2
´je˘i|trξ|, j “ 0, . . . , N . To

this end, it is sufficient to consider the major term C˘
0

|trξ|´ 1

2 e˘i|trξ| since the other
terms can be handled similarly. Furthermore, by reflection t Ñ ´t it is enough to

deal with |trξ|´ 1

2 ei|trξ| since the estimate (3.3) clearly holds with the interval r1, 2s
replaced by r´2,´1s.

Let us set

(3.8) Utgpr, x3q “
ż
eip

r2`t2

2
ξ1`x3ξ2`tr|ξ|q|rξ|´ 1

2 pgpξqdξ.

To complete the proof of Proposition 2.1, we need to show

(3.9)
››› sup
1ătă2

|φkprqUtPjg|
›››
L

q
r,x3

À
#
2pj`kqp 3

2p
´ 1

2q
´ 1

2
`ǫq` k

q
´ 2k

p }g}Lp, k ě 2,

2pj`kqp 3

2p
´ 1

2q
´ 1

2
`ǫq` 2k

q
´ 2k

p }g}Lp, k ď ´2.

Using Lemma 2.3, the matter is reduced to obtaining estimates for φkprqUtPjg and
φkprqBtUtPjg in Lq

r,x3,t
. Note that

(3.10) BtUtPjgpr, x3, tq “
ż
eip

r2`t2

2
ξ1`x3ξ2`tr|ξ|qyPjgpξq tξ1 ` r|ξ|

|rξ|1{2 dξ.

By the Mikhlin multiplier theorem one can easily see

}φkprqBtUtPjg}Lq
r,x3,t

À
#
2j`k}φkprqUtPjg}Lq

r,x3,t
, k ě 0,

2j}φkprqUtPjg}Lq
r,x3,t

, k ă 0,

where Lq
r,x3,t

denotes Lq
r,x3,t

pR2 ˆ r1, 2sq. Therefore, by Lemma 2.3 it is sufficient
for (3.9) to prove that

}φkprqUtPjg}Lq
r,x3,t

À
#
2pj`kqp 3

2p
´ 3

2q
´ 1

2
`ǫq` k

q
´ 2k

p }g}Lp, k ě 2,

2pj`kqp 3

2p
´ 3

2q
´ 1

2
`ǫq` 3k

q
´ 2k

p }g}Lp , k ď ´2.

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

Since |det Bpy1,y2,τq
Bpr,x3,tq | „ 22k from (2.13) and since τ “ rt and 1 ă t ă 2, we have

››φkprqUtPjg
››
L

q
r,x3,t

À 2´ 2k
q

´ j`k
2

››eiτ
?

´∆
Pjf

››
L

q
y,τ pR2ˆr2k´1,2k`2sq

since |rξ| „ 2j`k. Thus, Lemma 3.2 gives the desired estimate (3.9) for k ě 2. The
case k ď ´2 can be handled in the exactly same manner. The only difference is



13

that |det Bpy1,y2,τq
Bpr,x3,tq | „ 1. Thus, the desired estimate (3.9) immediately follows from

Lemma 3.2.

3.3. Proof of Proposition 2.2. As mentioned already, the determinant of Ja-
cobian Bpy1, y2, τq{Bpr, x3, tq may vanish when |k| ď 1. So, we need additional
decomposition depending on |r ´ t|. We also make decomposition in ξ depending
on |ξ|´1ξ1 ` 1 to control the size of the multiplier |tξ1 ` r|ξ|| more accurately (for
example, see (3.22)).

For m ě 0 let us set

ψmpξq “ φ
`
2m

ˇ̌
|ξ|´1ξ1 ` 1

ˇ̌˘
,

ψmpξq “ 1 ´
ÿ

0ďjăm

ψjpξq.

so that
ř

0ďkăm ψk ` ψm “ 1. We additionally define

Pj,mg “ pφjψmpgq_, P
m
j g “ pφjψm pgq_.

So it follows that

(3.11) Pj “
ÿ

0ďkăm

Pj,k ` P
m
j .

Proposition 3.4. Let us set φk,lpr, tq “ φkprqφp2l|r ´ t|q. Let j ě ´1 and k “
´1, 0, 1. Suppose (2.6) holds. Then, if 0 ď l ď m{2, for ǫ ą 0 we have

(3.12) }φk,lUtPj,mg}Lq
r,x3,t

À 2´ 1

2
j2

l
q 2p m

2
´lqp 1

p
` 3

q
´1q` 3j

2
p 1

p
´ 1

q
q`ǫj}g}Lp.

In order to prove Proposition 3.4, we make the change of variables (2.12). Since
|k| ď 1, we need only to consider pr, tq contained in the set r2´1 ´ 10´2, 22 ` 102s ˆ
r1, 2s. Set

Sl “
 

py1, y2, τq : 2´2l´1 ď |y1 ´ τ | ď 2´2l`1, y1, τ P r2´3, 23s
(
.

By (2.12) y1´τ “ pr´tq2{2. From (2.13) we note |det Bpy1,y2,τq
Bpr,x3,tq | „ 2´l if py1, τq P Sl.

Thus, changing variables pr, x3, tq Ñ py1, y2, τq we obtain

(3.13) }φk,lUtPjh}Lq
r,x3,t

À 2´ 1

2
j2

l
q }eiτ

?
´∆h}Lq

y,τ pSlq.

Therefore, for (3.12) it is sufficient to show

}eiτ
?

´∆
Pj,mg}Lq

y,τ pSlq À 2p m
2

´lqp 1

p
` 3

q
´1q` 3j

2
p 1

p
´ 1

q
q`ǫj}g}Lp(3.14)

for p, q satisfying (2.6). For the purpose we need the following lemma, which gives
an improved L2 estimate thanks to restriction of the integral over Sl.

Lemma 3.5. Let Dl “ tpx1, x2, tq : 2´2l ď |x1 ´ t| ď 2´2l`1u. Then, we have

(3.15)

››››
ż
eipx¨ξ`t|ξ|qpgpξqψmpξqdξ

››››
L2

x,tpDlq
À 2

m
2

´l}g}L2.

Proof. We write x ¨ ξ ` t|ξ| “ x1pξ1 ` |ξ|q ` x2ξ2 ` pt ´ x1q|ξ|. Then, changing
variables px, t ´ x1q Ñ px, tq and ξ Ñ η :“ Lpξq “ pξ1 ` |ξ|, ξ2q, we see
››››
ż
eipx¨ξ`t|ξ|qpgpξqψmpξqdξ

››››
L2

x,tpDlq
ď
›››
ż
eipx¨η`t|L´1η|q phpL´1ηq

|detJLpηq|dη
›››
L2

x,tpR2ˆIlq
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where phpξq “ pgpξqψmpξq and Il “ r´2´2l`1,´2´2lsYr2´2l, 2´2l`1s. By Plancherel’s
theorem, we have

››››
ż
eipx¨ξ`t|ξ|qpgpξqψmpξqdξ

››››
L2

x,tpDlq
ď C2´l

›››
phpL´1¨q
|detJL|

›››
L2

x

.

A computation shows detJL “ 1` |ξ|´1ξ1, so |detJL| „ 2´m on the support of ph.
Thus, by changing variables and Plancherel’s theorem we get (3.15). �

We also use the following elementary lemma.

Lemma 3.6. For any 1 ď p ď 8, j, and m, we have

}pφjψmpg q_}Lp À }g}Lp, }pφjψmpg q_}Lp À }g}Lp.

Proof. Since ψm ´ ψm`1 “ ψm, it suffices to prove the second inequality only.
By Young’s inequality we need only to show }pφjψmq_}L1 À 1. By scaling it is
clear that }pφjpξqψmpξqq_}L1 “ }pφ0pξqψmpξqq_}L1 . Note that mpξq :“ φ0pξqψmpξq
is supported in a rectangular box with dimensions 1 ˆ 2´m. So, mpξ1, 2´mξ2q is
supported in a cube of side length „ 1 and it is easy to see Bα

ξ pmpξ1, 2´mξ2qq is

uniformly bounded for any α. This gives }pmp¨, 2´m¨qq_}1 À 1. Therefore, after
scaling we get }pφ0pξqψmpξqq_}L1 À 1. �

Proof of (3.14). In view of interpolation the estimate (3.14) follows for p, q satis-
fying (2.6) if we show the next three estimates:

}eiτ
?

´∆
Pj,mg}L2

y,τ pSlq À 2
m
2

´l}g}L2,(3.16)

}eiτ
?

´∆
Pj,mg}L8

y,τ pSlq À 2
3j
2 }g}L1,(3.17)

}eiτ
?

´∆
Pj,mg}L4

y,τ pSlq À 2ǫj}g}L4.

The first estimate follows from Proposition 3.5. Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 3.6 give
the other two estimates. �

It is possible to improve the estimate (3.12) when j ą m.

Proposition 3.7. Let j ě ´1 and k “ ´1, 0, 1. Suppose 1 ď p ď q, 1{p` 1{q ď 1,
and j ą m, then

}φk,lUtPj,mg}Lq
r,x3,t

À 2´ j
2 2

l
q 2

2

q
p m

2
´lq` j´m

2
p1´ 1

p
´ 1

q
q` 3j

2
p 1

p
´ 1

q
q}g}Lp .

Proof. By (3.13) it is sufficient to show

}eiτ
?

´∆
Pj,mg}Lq

y,τ pSlq À 2
2

q
p m

2
´lq` j´m

2
p1´ 1

p
´ 1

q
q` 3j

2
p 1

p
´ 1

q
q}g}Lp

for p, q satisfying 1 ď p ď q, 1{p ` 1{q ď 1. In fact, by interpolation with the
estimates (3.16) and (3.17) we only have to show

(3.18) }eiτ
?

´∆
Pj,mg}L8

y,τpSlq À 2
j´m

2 }g}L8 .

Let us set

K
j,m
t pxq “ 1

p2πq2
ż
eipx¨ξ`t|ξ|qφjp|ξ|qψmpξqdξ.

Then eiτ
?

´∆Pj,mg “ Kj,m
τ ˚ g. Therefore, (3.18) follows if we show

(3.19) }Kj,m
t }L1

x
À 2

j´m
2
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when t „ 1. Note that |ξ2|{|ξ| “
a
1 ´ ξ1{|ξ|

a
1 ` ξ1{|ξ| À 2´ m

2 if ξ P suppψm.

So, suppψm is contained in a conic sector with angle „ 2´ m
2 . Let S be a sector

centered at the origin in R
2 with angle „ 2´ j

2 and φS be a cut-off function adapted
to S. Then, by integration by parts it follows that

›››
ż
eipx¨ξ`t|ξ|qφjp|ξ|qφS pξqdξ

›››
L1

x

À 1

if t „ 1. (See, for example, [8]). Now (3.19) is clear since the support of ψm can be

decomposed into as many as C2
j´m

2 such sectors. �

Finally, we prove Proposition 2.2 making use of Proposition 3.4 and 3.7. We
recall (2.2) and (3.1). As mentioned before, by Lemma 3.3 we need only to consider
Ut (see (3.8)) and it is sufficient to show

(3.20)
›› sup
1ătă2

|φkprqUtPjg|
››
L

q
r,x3

À 2
1

2
p 3

p
´ 1

q
´1qj`ǫj}g}Lp

for p, q satisfying p ď q, 1{p` 1{q ă 1 and 1{p` 2{q ą 1.

Proof of (3.20). Let us set φlp¨q “ 1 ´ řl´1

j“0
φp2j ¨q and φlkpr, tq “ φkprqφlp|r ´ t|q.

Then, we decompose

φkprq “
ÿ

0ďlďj{2
φk,lpr, tq `

ÿ

j{2ălăj

φk,lpr, tq ` φ
j
kpr, tq.

Combining this with (3.11) and using
ř

j
2

ălăj φk,l ď φ
rj{2s´1

k , by the triangle in-

equality we have

›› sup
1ătă2

|φkprqUtPjg|
››
Lq ď

5ÿ

ℓ“1

Sℓ,

where

S1 “
ÿ

0ďlďj{2

ÿ

0ďmďl´1

›› sup
1ătă2

φk,l|UtPj,mg|
››
Lq , S2 “

ÿ

0ďlďj{2
} sup
1ătă2

φk,l|UtP
l
jg|}Lq ,

S3 “
ÿ

j
2

ălăj

ÿ

0ďmďj´1

} sup
1ătă2

φk,l|UtPj,mg|}Lq , S4 “
ÿ

0ďmďj´1

} sup
1ătă2

φ
j
k|UtPj,mg|}Lq ,

S5 “ } sup
1ătă2

φ
rj{2s´1

k |UtP
j
j g|}Lq .

The proof of (3.20) is now reduced to showing

(3.21) Sℓ À 2
1

2
p 3

p
´ 1

q
´1qj`ǫj}g}Lp, 1 ď ℓ ď 5,

for p, q satisfying p ď q, 1{p` 1{q ă 1 and 1{p` 2{q ą 1.

We first consider S1. Using Lemma 2.3, we need to estimate φk,lUtPj,mg and
Btpφk,lUtPj,mgq in Lq

r,x3,t
pR2 ˆ r1, 2sq. Writing tξ1 ` r|ξ| “ t

`
|ξ|´1ξ1 ` 1

˘
` pr ´ tq,

we note that

(3.22) |tξ1 ` r|ξ|| À 2j maxt2´m, 2´lu.
Note that Btφk,l “ Op2lq and 2l À 2j´m. Thus, recalling (3.10), we apply Lemma
2.3 and the Mikhlin multiplier theorem to get

S1 À
ÿ

0ďlďj{2

l´1ÿ

m“0

2
j´m

q

››φk,lUtPj,mg
››
Lq .



16 JUYOUNG LEE AND SANGHYUK LEE

Thus, by Proposition 3.4 it follows

S1 À 2´ j
2

` j
q

` 3j
2

p 1

p
´ 1

q
q`ǫj

ÿ

0ďlďj{2
2lp1´ 1

p
´ 2

q
q

l´1ÿ

m“0

2
m
2

p 1

p
` 1

q
´1q}g}Lp .

Since 1{p` 1{q ´ 1 ă 0 and 1{p` 2{q ą 1, we obtain (3.21) with ℓ “ 1.

We now estimate S3, which can be handled similarly. Since Btφk,l “ Op2lq and
2l Á 2j´l, using (3.22) and (3.10), we see

S3 À
ÿ

j{2ălăj

ÿ

0ďmďj´1

2
l
q }φk,lUtPj,mg}Lq

by applying Lemma 2.3 and the Mikhlin multiplier theorem. Thus, using Proposi-
tion 3.7, we get (3.21) with ℓ “ 3 since 1{p` 2{q ą 1.

We can show the estimate (3.21) with ℓ “ 2 in the same manner. As before,
since Btφk,l “ Op2lq and 2l À 2j´l, using (3.22) and applying Lemma 2.3 and the
Mikhlin multiplier theorem, we have

S2 À
ÿ

0ďlďj{2
2

j´l
q

››φk,lUtP
l
j g
››
Lq .

Thus, by (3.13) and Proposition 3.1, we have S2 À
ř

0ďjď j
2

2´ j
2 2

j
q

` 3j
2

p 1

p
´ 1

q
q` ǫ

2
j}g}Lp,

which gives (3.21) with ℓ “ 2.

We handle S4 and S5 without relying on Lemma 2.3. Instead, we control S4 and
S5 more directly. Concerning S4 we claim that

(3.23) S4 À 2
1

2
p 3

p
´ 1

q
´1qj}g}Lp

if 5{q ą 1 ` 1{p and 2 ď p ď q ď 8. This clearly gives (3.21) with ℓ “ 4 for p, q
satisfying p ď q, 1{p` 1{q ă 1 and 1{p` 2{q ą 1. We note that

|φjkUtPj,mgpr, x3q| À 2´ 1

2
j
ˇ̌
ˇφjk

ż
ei2

jpr2ξ1`x3ξ2`r2|ξ|q
mpξqφ0pξqψmpξq {gp2´j ¨qpξqdξ

ˇ̌
ˇ,

where

mpξq “ ei2
jp t2´r2

2
ξ1`pt´rqr|ξ|q|ξ|´ 1

2 rφ0pξq,
and rφ0 is a smooth function supported in r´π, πs2 such that rφ0φ0 “ 1. If pr, tq P
suppφjk, then |t´r| À 2´j. Thus, |Bα

ξmpξq| À 1 for any α. Expanding m into Fourier

series on r´π, πs2 we have mpξq “ ř
kPZ2 Ckpr, tqeik¨ξ while |Ckpr, tq| À p1` |k|q´N .

Therefore, after scaling ξ Ñ 2jξ, the estimate (3.23) follows if we obtain

}RPj,mg}Lq
r,x3

pr2´2,23sˆRq À 2
1

2
p 3

p
´ 1

q
qj}g}Lp,

where

Rgpr, x3q “
ż
eipr

2ξ1`x3ξ2`r2|ξ|qpgpξqdξ.

When q “ 2, changing variables r2 Ñ r and following the argument in the proof
of Lemma 3.5 we have }RPj,mg}L2

r,x3
pr2´2,23sˆRq À 2m{2}g}L2. On the other hand,

(3.18) gives }RPj,mg}L8
r,x3

pr2´2,23sˆRq À 2pj´mq{2}g}L8 . Interpolation between these

two estimates gives

}RPj,mg}Lq
r,x3

pr2´2,23sˆRq À 2
m
q

` j´m
2

p1´ 2

q
q}g}Lq
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for 2 ď q ď 8. Since the support {Pj,mgpξq is contained in a rectangular region of
dimensions 2j ˆ 2j´ m

2 , by Bernstein’s inequality we have

}Rj
mg}Lq

r,x3
pr2´2,23sˆRq À 2jp 2

p
´ 3

q
q`mp 5

2q
´ 1

2
´ 1

2p
q}g}Lp

for 2 ď p ď q ď 8. Since 5{q ą 1 ` 1{p, this proves the claimed estimate (3.23).

Finally, we show (3.21) with ℓ “ 5. Changing variables pξ1, ξ2q Ñ p2jξ1, ξ2q, we
observe

φ
rj{2s´1

k |UtP
j
j gpr, x3q| À 2

j
2φ

rj{2s´1

k

ˇ̌
ˇ
ż
eip

pr´tq2

2
2
jξ1`x3ξ2q

mpξqyPj
j gp2jξ1, ξ2qdξ

ˇ̌
ˇ,

where

rmpξq “ ei2
jrtp|pξ1,2´jξ2q|´ξ1q|pξ1, 2´jξ2q|´ 1

2 rφ0p|pξ1, 2´jξ2q|qψj´1p2jξ1, ξ2q.
Note that supp rm Ă tξ1 P r2´1, 22s, |ξ2| ď 22u. Since |Bα

ξmpξq| À 1 for any α, ex-

panding rm into Fourier series on r´2π, 2πs2 we have rmpξq “ ř
kPZ2 Ckpr, tqei2´1

k¨ξ

while |Ckpr, tq| À p1 ` |k|q´N . Hence, similarly as before, changing variables
pξ1, ξ2q Ñ p2´jξ1, ξ2q, to show (3.21) with ℓ “ 5 it is sufficient to obtain

(3.24)
››› sup
1ătă2

P
j
j g
´pr ´ tq2

2
, x3

¯›››
L

q
r,x3

pr2´2,23sˆRq
À 2

1

2
p 3

p
´ 1

q
qj}g}Lp

for 1 ď p ď q ď 8. Clearly, the left hand side is bounded by }Pj
j gpx1, x3q}Lq

x3
pL8

x1
q.

The Fourier transform of Pj
j g is supported on the rectangle tξ1 P r2j´1, 2j`2s, |ξ2| ď

2j`2u. Thus, using Bernstein’s inequality in x1, we get
››› sup
1ătă2

P
j
j g
´pr ´ tq2

2
, x3

¯›››
L

q
r,x3

pr2´2,23sˆRq
À 2´ j

2
` j

q }Pj
j g}Lq

for 1 ď q ď 8. So, another use of Bernstein’s inequality gives (3.24) for 1 ď p ď
q ď 8. This completes the proof of (3.20). �
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