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Abstract. In this paper, we investigate the W s,p-boundedness for stationary
wave operators of the Schrödinger operator with inverse-square potential

La = −∆+ a

|x|2
, a ≥ −

(d−2)2

4
,

in dimension d ≥ 2. We construct the stationary wave operators in terms
of integrals of Bessel functions and spherical harmonics, and prove that they
are W s,p-bounded for certain p and s which depend on a. As corollaries, we
solve some open problems associated with the operator La, which include the
dispersive estimates and the local smoothing estimates in dimension d ≥ 2. We
also generalize some known results such as the uniform Sobolev inequalities,
the equivalence of Sobolev norms and the Mikhlin multiplier theorem, to a

larger range of indices. These results are important in the description of linear
and nonlinear dynamics for dispersive equations with inverse-square potential.
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1. Main results and applications

1.1. Background. For a real-valued potential V , the time-dependent wave oper-
ators for the pair of self-adjoint operators H0 = −∆ and H := H0 + V are defined
as

W± = s-lim
t→±∞

eitHe−itH0 , (1.1)

W ∗
± = s-lim

t→±∞
eitH0e−itH , (1.2)
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2 C. MIAO, X. SU, AND J. ZHENG

where s-lim indicates the strong limit in L2(Rd). In [18], Kato and Kuroda derived
the following stationary formula for the wave operators,

W± =

∫ ∞

−∞

dE(λ)

dλ
(H − λ)R0(λ± i0) dλ, (1.3)

and

W ∗
± =

∫ ∞

−∞

dE0(λ)

dλ
(H0 − λ)R(λ ± i0) dλ, (1.4)

where dE(λ), dE0(λ), R(λ ± i0), R0(λ ± i0) are the spectral measures and resol-
vents associated to H and H0, respectively. The authors in [18] proved that under
some restrictive assumptions, the wave operators defined in time-dependent form
(1.1),(1.2) and stationary form (1.3), (1.4) are identical.

For suitable potentials V e.g. short range potentials, one can prove that the time-
dependent W± and W ∗

± exist and are complete, see Agmon [2]. This implies that

they are isometries from L2(Rd) to L2(Rd), and there is no singular continuous
spectrum. It is natural to ask: for what p 6= 2 are the wave operators W±,W ∗

±
bounded in Lp(Rd), or bounded in W s,p(Rd)? This is precisely the question that
this paper tries to answer.

The W s,p-boundedness of the wave operators was first investigated by Yajima
[44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49] under the assumption that zero energy is neither a eigenvalue
nor a resonance. These results are established by using the perturbation method
and the resolvent identity. However, the above results only apply to a restricted
class of potentials. To relax the conditions, Beceanu and Schlag recently [3] estab-
lished a structure formula for wave operators using an abstract version of Wiener’s
theorem, which implies the Lp-boundedness for more general potentials.

In this paper, we study the W s,p-boundedness of the stationary wave operators
associated to the operator La = −∆+ a

|x|2 for a ≥ − (d−2)2

4 in dimensions d ≥ 2,

for suitable p ∈ [1,∞] and s ∈ R. We define La as the Friedrichs extension of the
operator−∆+ a

|x|2 defined on C∞
c (Rd\{0}). We refer the readers to [36, Section X.3]

for the general theory of such extensions. The restriction a ≥ − (d−2)2

4 guarantees
positivity of La; indeed, the associated form is

Q(f) =

∫

Rd

∣∣∣∇f +
σx

|x|2 f
∣∣∣
2

dx, where σ :=
d− 2

2
−
[(d− 2

2

)2
+ a
] 1

2

. (1.5)

The elliptic operator La has appeared frequently in the literature. For example,
the heat and Schrödinger flows associated with the elliptic operator La have been
studied in the theory of combustion (see [42]), and in quantum mechanics (see [17]).
It is known [8, 32] that the time-dependent wave operators of −∆ and La exist and

are complete for a > − (d−2)2

4 in dimensions d ≥ 3. For the case d = 2 and d ≥ 3

with a = − (d−2)2

4 , there is no scattering theory for La. However, we can still define
the stationary wave operators using the formula (1.3) and (1.4), provided we have
the spectral measures.

One of the main motivations for investigating the W s,p(Rd)-boundedness for the
stationary wave operators is to derive the Strichartz and dispersive estimates. Burq,
Planchon, Stalker, and Tahvildar-Zadeh [9, 10] proved the Strichartz estimates
for the Schrödinger and wave equations with inverse-square potentials, in space

dimensions d ≥ 2 and a > − (d−2)2

4 . The endpoint case a = − (d−2)2

4 was proven
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by Mizutani [30]. Later, Fanelli, Felli, Fontelos, and Primo proved [13, 14] the
dispersive estimates for certain Schrödinger evolution, including the inverse-square
potential in dimensions d = 2 and 3. The dispersive estimates and Strichartz
estimates play an important role in the description of well-posedness and long-time
behavior for the nonlinear dispersive equation with potentials, see [22, 23, 24, 28,
29, 50, 51]. However, to the best of our knowledge, the dispersive estimates for
the Schrödinger evolution eitLa in higher dimensions d ≥ 4, and wave propagator
sin(t

√
La)√

La
in all dimensions are still open. Once we have the W s,p-boundedness, by

the intertwining property, we may transfer the dispersive estimates and Strichartz
estimates of the operator −∆ to the operator La.

Another motivation for our work is to obtain Sogge’s local smoothing estimates

for eit
√
La . This states that the space regularity of half-wave propagator will be

improved if we average in time. Using the W s,p-boundedness, we will establish

the corresponding estimates for eit
√
La , under the assumption that local smoothing

estimates have been proven for eit
√
−∆.

Our results also imply the uniform Sobolev inequality for La, the equivalence
of Sobolev norms adapted to La, and a Mikhlin-type multiplier theorem for La.
These results improve the corresponding results in [33, 22] to a more general range
of indices. See Subsection 1.3 for more details.

One thing we want to mention is that a number of other estimates related to
La also can be directly deduced from the W s,p-boundedness of the stationary wave
operators, but to keep our paper at a reasonable length, we omit the details.

1.2. Main results.

Main result 1. First, we give the Lp-boundedness of the stationary wave opera-
tors, which is also the first step to establish the W s,p-boundedness.

Theorem 1.1 (Lp-boundedness). Let d ≥ 2 and a ≥ − (d−2)2

4 . Then, the stationary

wave operators W± and W ∗
± are bounded in Lp(Rd) with

max
{
0, σd

}
< 1

p < min
{
1, d−σ

d

}
, (1.6)

where σ is as in (1.5).

Remark 1.2. The condition (1.6) is equivalent to
{

1 < p < +∞ if a > 0,

p′0 < p < p0 if a < 0,
(1.7)

where p0 = d
σ .

Proof sketch for Theorem 1.1. To prove the above results, we cannot use the
perturbative method as Yajima and Beceanu did, due to the strong singularity at
zero. However, notice that the potential term V = a

|x|2 is homogeneous of degree−2,
which has the same scaling as −∆. This key property has been employed in [9, 10,
35] to prove the dispersive and Strichartz estimates for the solutions of Schrödinger
equation and wave equation with inverse square potentials. In particular, [35]
proved Strichartz estimates for the wave equation by constructing some intertwining
operators which enabled them to transfer the results for −∆ to La, but under the
radial assumption. Our contribution is to remove this assumption, as we now
explain.
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Using the special structure of our operator, on each subspace of spherical har-
monics, the operator La is equivalent to a Bessel operator which can be diagonalized
using the eigenfunction expansion in terms of spherical waves. This eigenfunction
expansion serves as the “distorted Fourier transform” for La. It is known [27] that
once the distorted Fourier transforms F± are well-defined, the wave operators can
be given byW± = F ∗

±F . This formula inspires us to construct the stationary wave
operators directly.

Hence, we construct two intertwining operators W and W ∗ in L2(Rd) for −∆
and La using the decomposition into spherical harmonics,

Wf(r, ω) =

∫ ∞

0

∞∑

k=0

Kk(r, s)Pkf(r, ω)
dr

r
, (1.8)

W ∗f(r, ω) =

∫ ∞

0

∞∑

k=0

K∗
k(r, s)Pkf(r, ω)

dr

r
, (1.9)

where Kk(r, s), and K
∗
k(r, s) are given by integrals involving two Bessel functions,

and the projection operator Pk is defined as in (2.14) below. It is easy to check that
W and W ∗ are unitary in L2(Rd). In addition, we are able to prove that W =W−
and W ∗ =W ∗

− defined by (1.3) and (1.4).

To verify thatW andW ∗ are bounded in Lp(Rd), it suffices to prove two modified

operators W̃ and W̃ ∗ are bounded in Lp(drr · dω). One of the key ingredients in
proving the Lp-boundedness is a discrete multiplier theorem (Theorem 2.12 below)

for spherical harmonics. If for any fixed r and s, the coefficients K̃k(r, s) satisfy the
assumptions of this theorem, then it follows that

‖W̃f(r, ω)‖Lp(dω) ≤M(r, s)
∥∥∥

∞∑

k=0

Pkf(r, ω)
∥∥∥
Lp(dω)

,

whereM(r, s) is the upper bound for K̃k(r, s) uniformly in k. IfM(r, s) is bounded
in L1(drr ) on the diagonal r = s, then by Young’s inequality, we would have that

W̃ is bounded in Lp
(
dr
r ·dω

)
. However, this is not true. In fact, as we will see from

(4.31) below, for each fixed k, K̃k(r, s) has a singularity of the type

c(r − s)−1

as r approaches s, which cannot be controlled by a L1(drr ) function on the diagonal.

This fact also suggests that the intertwining operators W̃ and W̃ ∗ are Calderón–
Zygmund singular integral operators on the radial part in each subspace. Hence,
our second ingredient in proving the Lp-boundedness is the Calderón–Zygmund
theory.

If we directly estimate each kth part in r using Calderón–Zygmund theory and
Minkowski’s inequality, we would have

‖W̃f(r, ω)‖Lp( dr
r
) ≤

∞∑

k=0

∥∥Pkf(r, ω)
∥∥
Lp( dr

r
)
.

That is, the Lp norm would go inside of the sum, making it impossible to recover
the Lp norm of f . However, if we estimate the angular part first, the resulting
bound is expressed in terms of 1/|r− s| instead of 1/(r− s) and we will not be able

to take advantage of the cancellation in K̃k(r, s).
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One special case which can be easily proved is when the kernels are of the

variable-separated form K̃k(r, s) = F (r, s)M(k), where F (r, s) defines a Calderón–
Zygmund operator and {M(k)}k≥0 satisfies the condition of Theorem 2.12. In this

situation, the operator W̃ can be written as

W̃f(r, ω) =

∫ ∞

0

F (r, s)

∞∑

k=0

M(k)Pkf(r, ω)
dr

r
.

Using Calderón–Zygmund theory, we have

‖W̃f(r, ω)‖Lp( dr
r
) ≤

∥∥∥
∞∑

k=0

M(k)Pkf(r, ω)
∥∥∥
Lp( dr

r
)
.

Furthermore, by Theorem 2.12, we would get the boundedness in Lp(drr ·dω). This
easy case motivates us to approximate the K̃k(r, s) with variable-separated kernels
to capture the singularity in the radial part. The remainder term has an L1(drr )
kernel which guarantees that we can estimate the angular part first.

Having the previous ideas in mind, the main difficulty in proving Theorem 1.1
is in checking that the conditions for the discrete multiplier theorem are valid. To
obtain this, we need to use the power series expansion for hypergeometric functions,
and the asymptotic expansions for Gamma functions and its derivatives. This step
forms the main part of the proof.

Main result 2. Now we give our second theorem, which improves the previous
theorem to the scale of Sobolev spaces. Define

ν0 =

√(
d−2
2

)2
+ a. (1.10)

Theorem 1.3 (W s,p-boundedness). Assume that d ≥ 2 and a ≥ − (d−2)2

4 .

(1) Let −d < α < 2 + 2ν0. The stationary wave operators W± are bounded in
Wα,p(Rd), if p satisfies

max
{
0,
σ

d
,
σ + α

d

}
<

1

p
< min

{
1,
d− σ

d
,
d+ α

d

}
. (1.11)

(2) Let −2ν0 − 2 < β < d. The stationary wave operators W ∗
± are bounded in

W β,p(Rd), if p satisfies

max
{
0,
σ

d
,
β

d

}
<

1

p
< min

{
1,
d− σ

d
,
d− σ + β

d

}
. (1.12)

Proof sketch for Theorem 1.3. To prove the W s,p-boundedness of the wave
operators, we introduce the following Riesz-type operators Rα formally given by

Rα = (−∆)α/2L−α/2
a , −d < α < 2ν0 + 2, α 6= 0,

and their inverse operators

R−β = Lβ/2
a (−∆)−β/2, −2− 2ν0 < β < d, β 6= 0.

The precise definitions are given in Section 5.
For these operators, we have the following Lp-boundedness results.

Proposition 1.4. Let d ≥ 2 and a ≥ − (d−2)2

4 .
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(1) Let −d < α < 2 + 2ν0 and α 6= 0. The operator Rα given by (5.1) is
bounded in Lp(Rd) with

max
{
0,
σ + α

d

}
<

1

p
< min

{
1,
d− σ

d
,
d+ α

d

}
. (1.13)

(2) Let −2ν0 − 2 < β < d and β 6= 0. The operator R−β given by (5.2) is
bounded in Lp(Rd) with

max
{
0,
β

d
,
σ

d

}
<

1

p
< min

{
1,
d− σ + β

d

}
. (1.14)

Once we prove Proposition 1.4, combining it with the Lp-boundedness of wave
operators immediately gives the W s,p-boundedness for W± and W ∗

±: for s 6= 0
satisfying −d < s < 2ν0 + 2, and p as in (1.11), we have

‖W±f‖Ẇ s,p(Rd) =
∥∥|∇|sW±|∇|−s|∇|sf

∥∥
Lp(Rd)

=
∥∥|∇|sL−s/2

a W±|∇|sf
∥∥
Lp(Rd)

. ‖W±|∇|sf‖Lp(Rd)

. ‖f‖Ẇ s,p(Rd).

(1.15)

This proves the result, because boundedness in Lp(Rd) and Ẇ s,p(Rd) implies bound-
edness in W s,p(Rd). Hence, to prove Theorem 1.3, we only need to prove Proposi-
tion 1.4.

The operators Rα and R−β are essentially Mellin multipliers on each subspace
of spherical harmonics. The kernel functions of Rα and R−β are given by Fox H-
functions H2,2

4,4 (k; r, s), which plays the same role as the hypergeometric functions

in the study of wave operators. Using the residue theorem, H2,2
4,4 can be written as

power series when 0 < r
s < 1 and when r

s > 1. At the point r = s, we can prove
that they have a singularity of type

c(r − s)−1,

see Lemma 5.4 below. These facts allow us to essentially re-use the proof of the
Lp-boundedness of W± and W ∗

± to show the boundedness of Rα and R−β . The
details are given in Section 5.

The Lp-boundedness of Rα and R−β is also closely related to the equivalence of
Sobolev norms as studied in [22], where the authors utilized generalized Gaussian
kernel estimates for the operator e−tLa and a perturbative method to obtain the
equivalence in a restricted range α ∈ (0, 2). In this paper, we directly handle these
operators using spherical harmonics and FoxH-functions, which enable us to extend
the range of the fractional powers to −2−2ν0 < β < d and −d < α < 2+2ν0. These
bounds on α and β arise naturally in order to guarantee that the Fox H-functions
are well-defined. In particular, the equivalence of Sobolev norms hold for a larger
range of α. To be precise, we have the following:

Corollary 1.5 (Equivalence of Sobolev norms). Let d ≥ 2 and a ≥ −(d−2
2 )2.

(1) Let −d < α < 2 + 2ν0 and α 6= 0. Further assume that p satisfies

max
{
0,
σ + α

d

}
<

1

p
< min

{
1,
d− σ

d
,
d+ α

d

}
.



W s,p-BOUNDEDNESS OF WAVE OPERATORS 7

Then for all f ∈ C∞
c (Rd \ {0}),

‖(−∆)α/2f‖Lp(Rd) . ‖Lα/2
a f‖Lp(Rd). (1.16)

(2) Let −2ν0 − 2 < β < d and β 6= 0. Further assume that p satisfies

max
{
0,
β

d
,
σ

d

}
<

1

p
< min

{
1,
d− σ + β

d

}
.

Then for all f ∈ C∞
c (Rd \ {0}),

‖Lβ/2
a f‖Lp(Rd) . ‖(−∆)β/2f‖Lp(Rd). (1.17)

Remark 1.6. We want to emphasize part (2) of Corollary 1.5 in dimension d = 2:
in this case, a ≥ 0, and our result simply says thatR−1 is Lp-bounded for 1 < p < 2.
In particular, this implies that for 1 < p < 2

∥∥|x|−1f
∥∥
Lp(R2)

. ‖∇f‖Lp(R2). (1.18)

This is consistent with the fact that Hardy’s inequality, which is (1.18) at the p = 2
endpoint, is false. In this sense, the range for which we proved the inequality (1.17)
is sharp in dimension two.

1.3. Applications. Since La is a positive self-adjoint operator on L2(Rd). By the
spectral theorem, for any bounded Borel function F , we can define the operator
F (La) by the formula

F (La) =

∫ ∞

0

F (λ) dELa
(λ).

By the intertwining propertyW±(−∆) = LaW± and the spectral theorem, we have
W dE−∆(λ) = dELa

(λ)W . Hence,

F (La) =W±F (H0)W
∗
±. (1.19)

Application 1: Dispersive estimates. Let eitLaf be the solution of the free
Schrödinger equation with inverse-square potential and initial data f . Using (1.19)

and the Lp-Lp′

estimates for the free Schrödinger operator e−it∆,
∥∥e−it∆f

∥∥
Lp′(Rd)

. |t|−d( 1
p
− 1

2 )‖f‖Lp(Rd), ∀ t 6= 0

with 1 ≤ p ≤ 2, and by Theorem 1.1, we obtain the dispersive estimates for the
Schrödinger operator e−itLa as follows:

Corollary 1.7 (Dispersive estimate for Schrödinger equations). Let d ≥ 2, a ≥
− (d−2)2

4 and 1
2 ≤ 1

p < min
{
1, d−σ

d

}
. Then, there holds

∥∥e−itLaf
∥∥
Lp′(Rd)

.|t|−d( 1
p
− 1

2 )‖f‖Lp(Rd), ∀ t 6= 0. (1.20)

For the wave propagator, the following dispersive estimate
∥∥∥ sin(t

√
−∆)√

−∆
f
∥∥∥
Lp′(Rd)

. |t|−(d−1)( 1
p
− 1

2 )‖f‖Ẇ θp,d,p(Rd), ∀ t 6= 0, (1.21)

is valid, where

θp,d = d+1
p − d+3

2 . (1.22)

This inequality together with Theorem 1.3 yields the dispersive estimates for the

wave propagator sin(t
√
La)√

La
.
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Corollary 1.8 (Dispersive estimate for wave equations). Let d ≥ 2, a ≥ − (d−2)2

4

and 1
2 ≤ 1

p < min
{
1, d−σ

d

}
. If further assume that 1

p >
3
2 − d

2 +σ, then there holds

∥∥∥ sin(t
√
La)√

La
f
∥∥∥
Lp′(Rd)

.|t|−(d−1)( 1
p
− 1

2 )
∥∥f
∥∥
Ẇ

θp,d,p , ∀ t 6= 0. (1.23)

Proof. By (1.19), we have sin(t
√
La)√

La
=W±

sin(t
√
−∆)√

−∆
W ∗

±. Hence,
∥∥∥ sin(t

√
La)√

La
f
∥∥∥
Lp′(Rd)

=
∥∥∥W±

sin(t
√
−∆)√

−∆
W ∗

±f
∥∥∥
Lp′(Rd)

.
∥∥ sin(t

√
−∆)√

−∆
W ∗

±f
∥∥
Lp′(Rd)

(1.24)

. |t|−(d−1)( 1
p
− 1

2 )‖W ∗
±f‖Ẇ θp,d,p(Rd)

. |t|−(d−1)( 1
p
− 1

2 )‖f‖Ẇ θp,d,p(Rd), (1.25)

where in (1.24), we used that max
{
0, σd

}
< 1

p′
< min

{
1, d−σ

d

}
, and in (1.25), we

used that

−2ν0 − 2 < θp,d < d,max
{
0,

θp,d
d , σd

}
<

1

p
< min

{
1, d−σ

d ,
d−σ+θp,d

d

}
. �

Remark 1.9. As we mentioned before, Fanelli, Felli, Fontelos, and Primo have
proven (1.20) with d ∈ {2, 3} in [13, 14], while we prove the dispersive estimates
for eitLa in all dimensions d ≥ 4. We stress that the dispersive estimates for the

propagator sin(t
√
La)√

La
are new for all dimensions d ≥ 2.

Application 2: Strichartz estimates. Using the classical Strichartz estimates
for the free Schrödinger operator e−it∆ (see Keel–Tao [19] and Strichartz [40])

‖e−it∆f‖Lq
tL

r
x(R×Rd) . ‖f‖L2(Rd),

with (q, r) ∈ Λ0 :=
{
(q, r) : q, r ≥ 2, 2

q = d
(
1
2 − 1

r

)
, (q, r, d) 6= (2,∞, 2)

}
, we

recover the Strichartz estimates for eitLa .

Corollary 1.10 (Strichartz estimates for Schrödinger equations). Let d ≥ 2 and

a ≥ − (d−2)2

4 . Then for any (q, r) ∈ Λ0, we have

‖eitLaf‖Lq
tL

r
x(R×Rd) . ‖f‖L2(Rd). (1.26)

Proof. Using the condition 1
r ∈

(
σ
d ,

d−σ
d

)
, the spectral theorem gives that

‖eitLaf‖Lq
tL

r
x(R×Rd) = ‖We−it∆W ∗f‖Lq

tL
r
x(R×Rd)

. ‖e−it∆W ∗f‖Lq
tL

r
x(R×Rd)

. ‖W ∗f‖L2(Rd)

. ‖f‖L2(Rd). �

Let I be a time interval and let u : I × Rd → R be a Schwartz solution to the
homogeneous wave equation ∂ttu − ∆u = 0 with the initial data (f, g). Then we
have the estimates

‖u‖Lq
tL

r
x(I×Rd) . ‖f‖Ẇ s,2(Rd) + ‖g‖Ẇ s−1,2(Rd),
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whenever s ≥ 0, 2 ≤ q ≤ ∞ and 2 ≤ r <∞ obey the scaling condition

1

q
+
d

r
=
d

2
− s,

and the wave admissibility conditions

1

q
+
d− 1

2r
≤ d− 1

4
.

One could also obtain the following Strichartz estimates for the wave equation with
inverse-square potential using Theorem 1.3.

Corollary 1.11 (Strichartz estimates for wave equation). Let d ≥ 2, a ≥ − (d−2)2

4 ,
and u be the solution of wave equation ∂ttu − Lau = 0 with Cauchy data (f, g) ∈
Ẇ s,2(Rd)× Ẇ s−1,2(Rd) with 0 < s < d

2 . Let 2 ≤ q ≤ ∞ and 2 ≤ r < ∞ such that
2
q + d−1

r ≤ d−1
2 (q > 2, if d = 3 and q > 4, if d = 2). Then,

‖u‖Lq
tL

r
x(I×Rd) . ‖f‖Ẇ s,2(Rd) + ‖g‖Ẇ s−1,2(Rd), (1.27)

where s = d
2 − 1

q − d
r .

Proof. Let ũ be the solution of the wave equation without potential with Cauchy
data (W ∗f,W ∗g), then (W ∗f,W ∗g) ∈ Ẇ s,2 × Ẇ s−1,2. By W s,p-boundedness of
W and W ∗, since we have

max
{
0,
σ

d
,
s

d

}
<

1

r
< min

{
1,
d− σ

d
,
d− σ + s− 1

d

}
,

it follows that

‖u‖Lq
tL

r
x
= ‖Wũ‖Lq

tL
r
x(I×Rd) ≤ ‖ũ‖Lq

tL
r
x(I×Rd)

≤ C(‖W ∗f‖Ẇ s,2(Rd) + ‖W ∗g‖Ẇ s−1,2(Rd))

≤ C(‖f‖Ẇ s,2(Rd) + ‖g‖Ẇ s−1,2(Rd)). �

Application 3: Sogge’s local smoothing estimates. By theW s,p-boundedness
of wave operators, we can extend some results of conjectures in harmonic analysis
associated to −∆, such as the local smoothing conjecture, Bochner–Riesz conjec-
ture, and restriction conjecture, to the operator La. For simplicity, we take Sogge’s
local smoothing conjecture for example.

Conjecture 1.12 (Sogge’s Local smoothing conjecture, [37]). For d ≥ 2 and a ≥
− (d−2)2

4 , the inequality

(∫ 1

0

‖eit
√
−∆f‖p

Lp(Rd)
dt

) 1
p

. ‖f‖W sp−ε,p(Rd), (1.28)

holds for all

ε <

{
sp, if 2 < p ≤ 2d

d−1 ,
1
p , if 2d

d−1 < p <∞.

For the history and progress on the local smoothing conjecture, we refer the
readers to [4, 15]. By the intertwining property (1.19) and Theorem 1.3, we establish

the local smoothing estimates for the propagator eit
√
La as follows:
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Corollary 1.13 (Local smoothing estimates for eit
√
La). Let d ≥ 2, and a ≥

− (d−2)2

4 . Suppose that (1.28) holds for p ≥ pknown. Then, for p ≥ pknown and

max
{ sp−ε

d , σd
}
< 1

p ≤ 1
2 , the following estimate is valid:

(∫ 1

0

‖eit
√
Laf‖p

Lp(Rd)
dt

) 1
p

. ‖f‖W sp−ε,p(Rd). (1.29)

Proof. Under the assumption for p, we know that W is Lp-bounded and W ∗ is
W sp−ε,p-bounded. Hence,

(∫ 1

0

‖eit
√
Laf‖p

Lp(Rd)
dt

) 1
p

=

(∫ 1

0

‖Weit
√
−∆W ∗f‖p

Lp(Rd)
dt

) 1
p

.

(∫ 1

0

‖eit
√
−∆W ∗f‖p

Lp(Rd)
dt

) 1
p

. ‖W ∗f‖W sp−ε,p(Rd)

. ‖f‖W sp−ε,p(Rd). �

Application 4: Uniform resolvent inequality. For the Laplacian −∆, the
uniform Sobolev inequality has been proved by Kenig–Ruiz–Sogge [20] which is
given as follows: for z ∈ C \ R+ and f ∈ C∞

0 (Rd),
∥∥(−∆− z)−1f

∥∥
Lq(Rd)

≤ C|z| d2 ( 1
p
− 1

q
)−1‖f‖Lp(Rd), (1.30)

where d ≥ 3 and (p, q) satisfies the conditions

2

d+ 1
≤ 1

p
− 1

q
≤ 2

d
,

2d

d+ 3
< p <

2d

d+ 1
, and

2d

d− 1
< q <

2d

d− 3
. (1.31)

See also the paper of Gutiérrez [16], which proved that the condition (1.31) is
sharp. More recently, Evéquoz [7] applied the method of [16] to show the uniform
resolvent estimate (1.30) in dimension d = 2 provided that (1/p, 1/q) is contained
in the pentagon

{(
1
p ,

1
q

)
: 2
3 ≤ 1

p − 1
q < 1, 3

4 <
1
p ≤ 1, 0 ≤ 1

q <
1
4

}
. (1.32)

As a consequence of Theorem 1.1, one can extend (1.30) to the operator La. To
state our result, with ν0 as in (1.10), we write

µa := min
{1
2
, ν0

}
.

Corollary 1.14 (Uniform Sobolev inequality). For d ≥ 3, we suppose

2

d+ 1
≤ 1

p
− 1

q
≤ 2

d
,

2d

d+ 2(1 + µa)
< p <

2d

d+ 1
,

2d

d− 1
< q <

2d

d− 2(1 + µa)
.

(1.33)
While for d = 2, we assume that (1/p, 1/q) is as in (1.32). Then there exists a
positive constant C such that for z ∈ C \ R+, f ∈ C∞

0 (Rd),
∥∥(La − z)−1f

∥∥
Lq(Rd)

≤ C|z| d2 ( 1
p
− 1

q
)−1‖f‖Lp(Rd). (1.34)

Remark 1.15. The result of Corollary 1.14 with d = 2 is new. For d ≥ 3, the
estimates for (1.34) were first proved by Bouclet and Mizutani [6] and Mizutani
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[31] under (1.33) and an extra assumption 1
p + 1

q = 1. Mizutani–Zhang–Zheng [33]

proved Corollary 1.14 for

µa =

{
1
2 , ν0 ≥ 1

2 ;

ν̃0, 0 < ν0 <
1
2 ,

with ν̃0 =
ν2
0

1−2ν2
0
. Our result extends their results to µa = min

{
1
2 , ν0

}
, since ν̃0 < ν0

for ν0 <
1
2 .

See Figure 1 for an illustration of condition (1.33):

• When a ≥ − (d−2)2

4 + 1
4 , or equivalently ν0 ≥ 1

2 , (1.33) coincides with (1.31)
and corresponds to the interior of the trapezium ABB′A′ unioned with the
two open line segments AA′, BB′ (see Figure 1), in which case Corollary
1.14 gives the full range of uniform Sobolev inequalities for La.

• When − (d−2)2

4 ≤ a < − (d−2)2

4 + 1
4 , the condition on (p, q) in the paper

of Mizutani–Zhang–Zheng [33] corresponds to the interior of the shaded
hexagon CDBB′D′C′, unioned with the two open line segments BB′ and
CC′. From our work, we extend the region of validity of the uniform
Sobolev inequality to the interior of the larger shaded hexagon EFBB′F ′E′

unioned with the two open line segments BB′ and EE′, which corresponds
to the condition (1.33) of Corollary 1.14.

Application 5: Multiplier theorem. It follows from Sogge [38, Theorem 0.2.6]
that m

(√
−∆

)
is bounded in Lp(Rd) provided
∑

0≤|α|<n

sup
λ>0

λ−d
∥∥|λ|αDα(χ(·/λ)m(·))

∥∥2
L2(Rd)

<∞, (1.35)

for some integer n > d
2 , whenever χ ∈ C∞

0 (Rd \ {0}). This, together with Lp-
boundedness of wave operators yields the following multiplier theorem for La.

Corollary 1.16. Let m ∈ L∞(Rd) satisfy the condition (1.35). Then m
(√

La

)
is

bounded in Lp(Rd) for 1 < p < ∞ when a > 0, and for p′0 < p < p0 = d
σ when

− (d−2)2

2 ≤ a < 0.

Remark 1.17. Noting that the condition
∣∣∂jλm(λ)

∣∣ . λ−j , ∀ j ≥ 0

implies that m satisfies the assumption (1.35), Corollary 1.16 also implies the
Mikhlin-type multiplier theorem of Killip–Miao–Visan–Zhang–Zheng [22].

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we give some pre-
liminaries which will be used in the following sections. In Section 3, we construct
two intertwining operators which turns out to be the stationary wave operators.
The proof of the Lp-boundedness is given in Section 4. In Section 5, we give the
Lp-boundedness of two Riesz-type operators, which implies the W s,p-boundedness
of wave operators. In Appendices A and B, we give the proof for two technical
lemmas.

We conclude this introduction by defining some notation which will be used
throughout this paper. If X,Y are nonnegative quantities, we use X . Y or
X = O(Y ) to denote the estimate X ≤ CY for some constant C > 0. We use ⌊s⌋
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1

1

0
1/p

1/q

1
p − 1

q = 2
d

1
p − 1

q = 2
d+1

A

A′

B

B′

C

C′

D

D′

E

E′

F

F ′

d+1
2d

d+2
2d

d+3
2d

d−1
2d

d−2
2d

d−3
2d

Figure 1. An illustration of condition (1.33) of Corollary 1.14.
A′, B′, C′, D′, E′ are dual points of A,B,C,D,E, respectively, and

A = (d+1
2d ,

d−3
2d ), B = (d+1

2d ,
d2−3d+1
2d(d+1) ),

C = (d+2(1−ν̃0)
2d , d−2(1+ν̃0)

2d ), D = (d+1
2d ,

d−2(1+ν̃0)
2d ),

E = (d+2(1−ν0)
2d , d−2(1+ν0)

2d ), F = (d+1
2d ,

d−2(1+ν0)
2d ).

The two trapeziums CDFE and C′D′F ′E′ are new when

− (d−2)2

4 ≤ a < − (d−2)2

4 + 1
4 .

to denote the floor of s, i.e. the largest integer that does not exceed s. 〈f(r), g(r)〉
denotes the inner product between f, g ∈ L2(R+; r

d−1 dr), i.e.

〈f(r), g(r)〉 =
∫ ∞

0

f(r)g(r)rd−1 dr.

In the course of proving our results, we will need to further introduce more notation,
which we summarize in Table 1 at the end of this paper.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we first recall some basic properties of gamma, Bessel and hyper-
geometric functions and Fox H-functions. Then, we prove the Lp-boundedness of
a singular integral operator, and recall a discrete multiplier theorem for spherical
harmonics which is crucial in proving our main result.

2.1. Gamma function and reciprocal gamma function. For a complex num-
ber z with Re z > 0, the gamma function Γ(z) is defined by

Γ(z) =

∫ ∞

0

tz−1e−t dt,
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and analytically continued to C\{0,−1,−2, . . .}. Let b, c be two positive constants.
Then the following asymptotic expression is a generalization of the Stirling formula
(see [41]),

Γ(z + b)

Γ(z + c)
≃ zb−c

[
1 + C1

1

z
+ C2

1

z2
+ . . .

]
(2.1)

as z → ∞ along any curve joining z = 0 and z = ∞ provided z 6= −b,−b− 1,−b−
2, . . . , and z 6= −c,−c− 1,−c− 2, . . . , where

C1 =
(b − c)(b+ c− 1)

2
, C2 =

1

12

(
b− c

2

)[
3(b+ c− 1)2 − (b− c+ 1)

]
.

The reciprocal Gamma function 1
Γ(z) is an analytic function near z = 0 with the

Taylor expansion

1

Γ(z)
= z + γz2 +

∞∑

j=2

Cjz
j,

where γ is Euler’s constant, see [1, p. 256].

2.2. Polygamma function. As in [1, p. 258, 260], polygamma functions ψ(m)(x)
of order m are defined as the (m+ 1)-th derivative of the logarithm of the gamma
function:

ψ(0)(x):= ψ(x) =
Γ′(x)

Γ(x)
,

ψ(m)(x):=
dmψ(x)

dxm
, m ∈ N.

Lemma 2.1. The polygamma function has the following asymptotic expansion as
|z| → ∞:

ψ(m)(z) ∼ (−1)m+1
∞∑

k=0

(k +m− 1)!Bk

k!zk+m
, m ≥ 1,

ψ(0) ∼ ln(z)−
∞∑

k=1

Bk

kzk
,

where Bk are the Bernoulli numbers with B1 = 1
2 .

2.3. The Bessel functions. The Bessel function of the first kind of order ν
(Re ν > − 1

2 ) is defined by (see [43])

Jν(z) =
(1
2
z
)ν ∞∑

k=0

(−1)k
(
1
4z

2
)k

k!Γ(ν + k + 1)
. (2.2)

The Bessel function of the second kind (a.k.a. Weber’s function) of order ν is

Yν(z) =
Jν(z) cos(νπ) − J−ν(z)

sin(νπ)
.

When ν is an integer, the right hand side is given by the limiting value

Yn(z) =
1

π

∂Jν(z)

∂ν

∣∣
ν=n

+
(−1)n

π

∂Jν(z)

∂ν

∣∣
ν=−n

.
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The Bessel function of the third kind (a.k.a. Hankel function) of order ν is

H(1)
ν (z) = Jν(z) + iYν(z), H(2)

ν = Jν(z)− iYν(z).

Lemma 2.2 (Watson [43, p. 429]). The following equality is valid

∫ ∞

0

t

t2 − r2
Jν(at)Jν(bt) dt =

{
1
2πiJν(br)H

(1)
ν (ar), b < a;

1
2πiJν(ar)H

(1)
ν (br), a < b.

Another formula we need is the indefinite integral for products of two Bessel
functions (see [34, p. 241]).

Lemma 2.3. Let Cν(z) and Dν(z) be any nontrivial linear combination of Jν(z), Yν(z),

and H
(1)
ν (z) (not necessarily different). Then

∫
Cµ(z)Dν(z)

dz

z
= −zCµ+1(z)Dν(z)− Cµ(z)Dν+1(z)

µ2 − ν2
+

Cµ(z)Dν(z)

µ+ ν
. (2.3)

From the proof of Proposition 2 in [11] , we can derive
∫ ∞

z

Jµ(t)Yν(t)

t
dt =

zYν(z)

µ+ ν

(Jµ+1(z)− Jν+1(z)

µ− ν

)
− zYν+1(z)

µ+ ν

(
Jµ(z)− Jν(z)

µ− ν

)

− Jµ(z)Yν(z)

µ+ ν
,

and
∫ z

0

Jµ(t)Jν(t)

t
dt = −z Jµ+1(z)Jν(z)− Jµ(z)Jν+1(z)

µ2 − ν2
+
Jµ(z)Jν(z)

µ+ ν
.

Hence, combining the Wronskians for Bessel equations (see [34, p. 222]),

Jν+1(z)Yν(z)− Jν(z)Yν+1(z) =
2

πz
,

we have
∫ s

0

Yµ(sλ)Jµ(ρλ)Jν(ρλ)
dρ

ρ
+

∫ ∞

s

Jµ(sλ)Yµ(ρλ)Jν(ρλ)
dρ

ρ

=
2

(ν2 − µ2)π
[Jν(sλ)− Jµ(sλ)] . (2.4)

2.4. The hypergeometric function 2F1. See [1, p. 556]. Recall that Pochham-
mer’s symbol (z)n is

(z)n := z(z + 1)(z + 2) . . . (z + n− 1) =
Γ(z + n)

Γ(z)
, n ∈ N,

with (z)0 = 1. The hypergeometric function 2F1(a; b; c; z) is defined by the Gauss
series

2F1(a; b; c; z) =

∞∑

n=0

(a)n(b)n
(c)nn!

zn = 1 +
ab

c
z +

a(a+ 1)b(b+ 1)

c(c+ 1)2!
z2 + . . .

=
Γ(c)

Γ(a)Γ(b)

∞∑

n=0

Γ(a+ n)Γ(b + n)

Γ(c+ n)n!
zn



W s,p-BOUNDEDNESS OF WAVE OPERATORS 15

on the disk |z| < 1, and by analytic continuation elsewhere. Near the branch point
z = 1, when Re(c− a− b) < 0, we have

lim
z→1−

(1− z)a+b−c
2F1(a; b; c; z) =

Γ(c)Γ(a+ b− c)

Γ(a)Γ(b)
. (2.5)

Lemma 2.4 ([26, p. 74]). The following Weber–Sonin–Schafheitlin integral can be
written as

∫ ∞

0

tJµ(at)Jν(bt) dt =
2bνΓ

(
1
2µ+ 1

2ν + 1
)

aν+2Γ(ν + 1)Γ
(
1
2µ− 1

2ν
)

× 2F1

(
µ+ ν

2
+ 1,

ν − µ

2
+ 1; ν + 1;

b2

a2

)

for 0 < b < a, and
∫ ∞

0

tJµ(at)Jν(bt) dt =
2aµΓ

(
µ+ν
2 + 1

)

bµ+2Γ
(
ν−µ
2

)
Γ(µ+ 1)

× 2F1

(
µ+ ν

2
+ 1,

µ− ν

2
+ 1;µ+ 1;

a2

b2

)

for 0 < a < b, as long as µ, ν are such that the integral is convergent.

2.5. Mellin transform. The Mellin transform of a function is defined by

M(f(s))(z) =

∫ ∞

0

f(s)sz−1ds,

as long as the above integral is valid.
The inverse Mellin transform is defined by

M−1(g(z))(s) =
1

2πi

∫

C
s−zg(z) dz,

where C is a curve in C which are specially chosen.

2.6. Fox H-functions.

Definition 2.5 ([21]). For integers m,n, p, q such that 0 ≤ m ≤ q, 0 ≤ n ≤ p,
for ai, bj ∈ C and for αi, βj ∈ R+ = (0,∞)(i = 1, 2, . . . , p; j = 1, 2, . . . , q), the Fox
H-function Hm,n

p,q (z) is defined via a Mellin-Barnes type integral in the form

Hm,n
p,q (z) := Hm,n

p,q

[
z
∣∣∣ (a1,α1),...,(ap,αp)
(b1,β1),...,(bq,βq)

]
=

1

2πi

∫

C
Hm,n

p,q (s)z−sds,

with

Hm,n
p,q (s) := Hm,n

p,q

[
(a1,α1),...,(ap,αp)
(b1,β1),...,(bq,βq)

∣∣∣s
]

:=

∏m
j=1 Γ(bj + βjs)

∏n
i=1 Γ(1− ai − αis)∏p

j=n+1 Γ(ai + αis)
∏q

j=m+1 Γ(1− bj − βjs)
, (2.6)

and C is the infinite contour in the complex plane which separate the poles

bjl =
−bj − l

βj
(j = 1, . . . ,m; l = 0, 1, 2, . . . ),
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of the Gamma functions Γ(bj + βjs) to the left of C and the poles

aik =
1− ai + k

αi
(i = 1, . . . , n; k = 0, 1, 2, . . . ),

of the Gamma functions Γ(1− ai − αis) to the right of C.
The properties of the Fox H-function Hm,n

p,q (z) depend on the parameters of a∗,
Λ, ̺ and δ which are given by

a∗ =

n∑

i=1

αi −
p∑

i=n+1

αi +

m∑

j=1

βj −
q∑

j=m+1

βj, (2.7)

Λ =

q∑

j=1

βj −
p∑

i=1

αi, (2.8)

̺ =

q∑

j=1

bj −
p∑

i=1

ai +
p− q

2
, (2.9)

δ =

p∏

i=1

α−αi

i

q∏

j=1

β
βj

j . (2.10)

From the definition, it is immediate that

M(Hm,n
p,q (s))(z) = Hm,n

p,q (z), M−1(Hm,n
p,q (z))(s) = Hm,n

p,q (s).

In this paper, we only consider the Fox H-functions with fixed indices H2,2
4,4 (z)

with δ = 1. For H2,2
4,4 (z) with δ = 1, we have the following power series expansions

Lemma 2.6 (Theorem 1.3, [21]). Let Λ = 0 and 0 < |z| < δ = 1. Then the Fox

H-function H2,2
4,4 (z) has the power series expansion

H2,2
4,4 (z) =

∞∑

n=0

h∗1nz
b1+n

β1 +

∞∑

n=0

h∗2nz
b2+n

β2 , (2.11)

with the coefficients

h∗1n = lim
s→b1n

[
(s− b1n)H2,2

4,4

]

=
(−1)n

n!β1

Γ
(
b2 − [b1 + n]β2

β1

)
Π2

j=1Γ
(
1− aj + [b1 + n]

αj

β1

)

Π4
j=3Γ

(
aj − [b1 + n]

αj

β1

)
Π4

i=3Γ
(
1− bi − [b1 + n] βi

β1

) ,

and

h∗2n = lim
s→b2n

[
(s− b2n)H2,2

4,4

]

=
(−1)n

n!β2

Γ
(
b1 − [b2 + n]β1

β2

)
Π2

j=1Γ
(
1− aj + [b2 + n]

αj

β2

)

Π4
j=3Γ

(
aj − [b2 + n]

αj

β2

)
Π4

i=3Γ
(
1− bi − [b2 + n] βi

β2

) .

Lemma 2.7 (Theorem 1.4, [21]). Let Λ = 0 and |z| > δ = 1. Then the Fox

H-function H2,2
4,4 (z) has the powerseries expansion

H2,2
4,4 (z) =

∞∑

n=0

h1nz
a1−1−n

α1 +
∞∑

n=0

h2nz
a2−1−n

α2 , (2.12)
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with the coefficients

h1n = lim
s→a1n

[
−(s− a1n)H2,2

4,4

]

=
(−1)n

n!α1

Π2
i=1Γ

(
bi + [1− a1 + n] βi

α1

)
Γ
(
1− a2 − [1− a1 + n]α2

α1

)

Π4
j=3Γ

(
aj − [1− a1 + n]

αj

α1

)
Π4

i=3Γ
(
1− bi − [1− a1 + n] βi

α1

) ,

and

h2n = lim
s→a2n

[
−(s− a2n)H2,2

4,4

]

=
(−1)n

n!α2

Π2
i=1Γ

(
bi + [1− a2 + n] β1

α2

)
Γ
(
1− a1 − [1− a2 + n]α1

α2

)

Π4
j=3Γ

(
aj − [1− a2 + n]

αj

α2

)
Π4

i=3Γ
(
1− bi − [1− a2 + n] βi

α2

) .

2.7. Singular integral operators on the half-line. We first easily get Young’s
inequality for convolutions on the half-line (0,∞) with Haar measure dr/r as fol-
lows:

Lemma 2.8 (Young’s inequality). For 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, we have
∥∥∥∥
∫ ∞

0

f(ρ)g(r/ρ)
dρ

ρ

∥∥∥∥
Lp(dr

r
)

≤ ‖f(r)‖Lp( dr
r
)‖g(r)‖L1( dr

r
).

As a corollary of Lemma 2.8, we have the following result.

Lemma 2.9. The operator

Tf(r) =

∫ r

r
2

∣∣∣∣ln
(
1−

(s
r

)2)∣∣∣∣ f(s)
ds

s
+

∫ 2r

r

∣∣∣∣ln
(
1−

(r
s

)2)∣∣∣∣ f(s)
ds

s

is bounded in Lp
(
R+;

dr
r

)
for 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞.

Proof. It is easy to notice that
∫ ∞

0

∣∣ln(1 − s2)
∣∣χ{1/2<s<1}

ds

s
<∞.

Thus, by Lemma 2.8, we deduce that T is Lp
(
R+;

dr
r

)
bounded. �

The following lemma is a variant of Schur’s test, which will be used in the proof
of Lemma 2.11 below.

Lemma 2.10 (Schur’s test with weights, [25]). Suppose (X, dµ) and (Y, dν) are
measure spaces, and w(x, y) is a positive measurable function defined on X × Y .
Let K(x, y) : X × Y → C satisfy

sup
x∈X

∫

Y

w(x, y)
1
p

∣∣K(x, y)
∣∣dν(y) = C0 <∞,

sup
y∈Y

∫

X

w(x, y)
− 1

p′
∣∣K(x, y)

∣∣dµ(x) = C1 <∞,

for some 1 < p <∞. Then the operator T defined by

Tf(x) =

∫

Y

K(x, y)f(y)dν(y)

is a bounded operator from Lp(Y, dν) to Lp(X, dµ). In particular,

∥∥Tf
∥∥
Lp(X,dµ)

≤ C
1
p′

0 C
1
p

1 ‖f‖Lp(Y,dν).
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Using the Lp-boundedness of the Hilbert transform and Schur’s test in Lemma
2.10, we can prove the following lemma.

Lemma 2.11. Let µ0 = d
2 − 1 and ν0 =

√
µ2
0 + a. For r ∈ R+, define

Tf(r) =

∫ r

r
2

(s
r

)µ0+
d
2−d

p
+1 f(s)

1− ( sr )
2

ds

s
−
∫ 2r

r

(r
s

) d
p
− d

2+ν0+1 f(s)

1− ( rs )
2

ds

s
,

then T is bounded in Lp(R+,
dr
r ) for 1 < p <∞.

Proof. Note that T is bounded in Lp(R+,
dr
r ) if and only if

‖r− 1
pTf(r)‖Lp(R+;dr) . ‖r− 1

p f‖Lp(R+;dr).

Hence we define the following modified operator T̃ with

T̃ f(r) =

∫ r

r
2

(s
r

)µ0+
d
2−

d−1
p

+1 f(s)

1− ( sr )
2

ds

s
−
∫ 2r

r

(r
s

) d−1
p

− d
2+ν0+1 f(s)

1− ( rs )
2

ds

s
,

and it suffices to prove that T̃ is bounded in Lp(R+; dr).
Let f ∈ Lp(R+, dr), which we identify with its extension by zero to a function

on R. For r > 0, write T̃ f(r) =
∫
R
T̃ (r, s)f(s) ds with

T̃ (r, s) =
(s
r

)µ0+
d
2−

d−1
p r

r2 − s2
χ{1/2<s/r<1} +

(r
s

) d−1
p

− d
2+ν0+1 s

r2 − s2
χ{1<s/r<2}.

We also identify T̃ f with its extension by zero. It is easy to check that T̃ (r, s)
satisfies

|T̃ (r, s)| < C
1

|r − s| ,

|∂rT̃ (r, s) + ∂sT̃ (r, s)| ≤ C
1

|r − s|2 .

Combining this with Calderón–Zygmund singular integral theory (See [12, Chapter
5]), in order to prove T is bounded in Lp(R; dr) for 1 < p <∞, it suffices to prove
that T is bounded in L2(R; dr). We write Tf(r) as follows,

T̃ f(r) =

∫ ∞

−∞
(F (r, s)− 1)f(s)

ds

r − s
+

∫ ∞

−∞
f(s)

ds

r − s
, (2.13)

with

F (r, s) =
(s
r

)d−d−1
p

−1 r

r + s
χ{r/2<s<r} −

1

2
+
(r
s

) d−1
p

−d
2+ν0+1 s

r + s
χ{r<s<2r} −

1

2
+ 1

=:
[
F+(r, s)− 1

2

]
+
[
F−(r, s)− 1

2

]
+ 1.

We denote

T̃+f(r) =

∫ ∞

−∞

[
F+(r, s)− 1

2

]
f(s)

ds

r − s
,

T̃−f(r) =

∫ ∞

−∞

[
F−(r, s)− 1

2

]
f(s)

ds

r − s
.
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Using the boundedness of the Hilbert transform, we know that the convolution
operator

∫ ∞

−∞
f(s)

ds

r − s

is bounded in L2(R; dr). Hence, it remains to show that the operators T̃± are
L2-bounded. To do this, we rewrite the kernels as

F+(r, s)− 1

2
=
(s
r

)d− d−1
p

−1
(

r

r + s
− 1

2

)
χ{r/2<s<r} +

1

2

[(s
r

)d−d−1
p

−1

− 1

]
χ{r/2<s<r}

=
1

2

(s
r

)d−d−1
p

−1 r − s

2(r + s)
χ{r/2<s<r} +

1

2

[(s
r

)d− d−1
p

−1

− 1

]
χ{r<s<2r},

and

F−(r, s)− 1

2

=
(r
s

) d−1
p

− d
2+ν0+1

(
s

r + s
− 1

2

)
χ{r<s<2r} +

1

2

[(r
s

) d−1
p

− d
2+ν0+1

− 1

]
χ{r<s<2r}

=
1

2

(r
s

) d−1
p

− d
2+ν0+1 s− r

2(r + s)
χ{r<s<2r} +

1

2

[(r
s

) d−1s
p

− d
2+ν0+1

− 1

]
χ{r<s<2r}.

Let us now define

T̃+f(r) =

∫ ∞

−∞

[
F+(r, s)− 1

2

]
f(s)

ds

r − s

=
1

2

∫ r

r/2

(s
r

)d− d−1
p

−1 f(s)

2(r + s)
ds+

1

2

∫ r

r/2

[(s
r

)d−d−1
p

−1

− 1

]
f(s)

ds

r − s

, T̃+
1 f(r) + T̃+

2 f(r).

Taking w(r, s) = (r/s)1/2 in Lemma 2.10, we can check that

sup
r>0

∫ ∞

0

1

r + s

r1/2

s1/2
ds . 1, and sup

s>0

∫ ∞

0

1

r + s

s1/2

r1/2
dr . 1.

Hence, T̃+
1 is L2(R; dr) bounded.

For T̃+
2 , a direct computation gives

sup
r

∫ ∞

−∞

1−
(
s
r

)d− d−1
p

−1

1− s
r

χ{r/2<s<r}
ds

s
. 1,

sup
s

∫ ∞

−∞

1−
(
s
r

)d− d−1
p

−1

1− s
r

χ{r/2<s<r}
dr

r
. 1.

This yields the L2(R; dr) boundedness of T̃+
2 . By the same argument, we get the

L2-boundedness of T̃−.
In conclusion, we derive that T is bounded in Lp(R+; dr

r ) for 1 < p <∞. �
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2.8. A discrete multiplier theorem for spherical harmonics. We denote
Yk,l(ω) to be the l-th spherical harmonic of degree k. These are homogeneous
harmonic polynomials of degree k restricted to the surface of unit sphere Sd−1. It
is known that Yk,l(ω) are the eigenfunctions of the angular part of ∆ with eigenval-
ues −k(k+d−2). {Yk,l}k,l forms a complete orthonormal system in L2(Sd−1) in the
sense that for any given function F (ω) ∈ L2(Sd−1), we expand F (ω) in spherical
harmonics

F (ω) =

∞∑

k=0

dk∑

l=1

Fk,lYk,l(ω),

with coefficients Fk,l =
∫
Sd−1 F (ω)Yk,l(ω) dσ(ω). We write PkF for the projection

of F to the spherical harmonics of degree k,

PkF (ω) :=

dk∑

l=1

Fk,lYk,l(ω). (2.14)

By making use of zonal harmonics Zk, F (ω) can also be written as

F (ω) =

∞∑

k=0

PkF (ω) =

∞∑

k=0

∫

Sd−1

Zk(θ · ω)F (θ) dσ(θ). (2.15)

See [39, Chapter IV] for more information about spherical harmonics and zonal
harmonics.

Define the forward finite difference operator acting on sequences (Ck)k≥0 by

DCk := Ck+1 − Ck
and inductively define the Nth order forward finite difference operator

D
NCk := D(DN−1Ck), N ∈ N.

For the decomposition (2.15), we have the following multiplier theorem on Sd−1,
which is crucial in proving our main result.

Theorem 2.12 (Bonami and Clerc, [5]). Let (Ck)k≥0 be a sequence of complex
numbers satisfying the conditions

(BCi) supk |Ck| . 1,

(BCii) supj 2
j(N−1)

2j+1∑
k=2j

∣∣DNCk
∣∣ . 1 for N = ⌊d−1

2 ⌋+ 1.

Then for 1 < p <∞, there holds
∥∥∥∥∥

∞∑

k=0

CkPkF

∥∥∥∥∥
Lp(Sd−1)

.

∥∥∥∥∥

∞∑

k=0

PkF

∥∥∥∥∥
Lp(Sd−1)

. (2.16)

Remark 2.13. Notice that if (BCi) and (BCii) are valid, by interpolation, we have
for all 1 ≤ m ≤ N ,

sup
j

2j(m−1)
2j+1∑

k=2j

|DmCk| . 1.

The following lemma gives a sufficient condition for (BCii) if the sequence can
be viewed as a smooth function of k.
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Lemma 2.14. Suppose that a bounded sequence Ck = C(k) for some smooth func-
tion C : [1,∞) → R. If one has

∣∣∣∣
dNC
dkN

∣∣∣∣ .N
1

kN
, N = ⌊d−1

2 ⌋+ 1,

then, there holds

sup
k
kN |DNCk| .N 1.

This estimate implies (BCii) for the sequence {Ck}k≥0.

Proof. Using the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus and Remark 2.13, we have

|DC(k)| =
∣∣∣∣∣

∫ k+1

k

C′(y)dy

∣∣∣∣∣ .
1

k
.

By induction, we have for N = ⌊d−1
2 ⌋+ 1,

|DNC(k)| =
∣∣∣∣∣

∫ k+1

k

∫ y1+1

y1

· · ·
∫ yN−1+1

yN−1

C(N)(z)dzdyN−1 . . . dy1

∣∣∣∣∣ . k−N .

Hence,

sup
j

2j(N−1)
2j+1∑

k=2j

|DNCk| < sup
j

2j(N−1)2j sup
2j≤k≤2j+1

|DNCk|

. sup
k
kN |DNCk| <∞. �

Later, we need to determine whether the product of sequences satisfies the con-
ditions (BCi) and (BCii) or not. This is achieved by the following lemma.

Lemma 2.15. Suppose that (Gk)k≥0 and (Fk)k≥0 both satisfy (BCi), (Gk)k≥0 sat-
isfies (BCii), and (Fk)k≥0 satisfies the stronger condition that

sup
k
km |DmFk| . 1, (2.17)

for 1 ≤ m ≤ N = ⌊d−1
2 ⌋+1, then {Ck}k≥0 := {GkFk}k≥0 also satisfies the assump-

tions (BCi) and (BCii) in Theorem 2.12.

Proof. For N = ⌊d−1
2 ⌋+ 1, using the Leibniz rule for finite difference, we have

D
N (FkGk) =

N∑

m=0

(
N

m

)
D

N−mFkD
mGk+N−m.

Hence, by Remark 2.13, we get

sup
j

2j(N−1)
2j+1∑

k=2j

|DN (FkGk)|

=sup
j

2j(N−1)
2j+1∑

k=2j

∣∣∣∣∣

N∑

m=0

(
N

m

)
D

N−mFkD
mGk+N−m

∣∣∣∣∣

=sup
j

2j+1∑

k=2j

∣∣∣∣∣

N∑

m=0

(
N

m

)
2j(N−m)

D
N−mFk 2j(m−1)

D
mGk+N−m

∣∣∣∣∣



22 C. MIAO, X. SU, AND J. ZHENG

≤CN max
1≤m≤N

sup
j

2jm |DmF2j | sup
j

2j+1+N−m∑

k=2j+N−m

∣∣∣
N∑

m=0

2j(m−1)
D

mGk

∣∣∣ .N 1. �

3. Construction of stationary wave operators

In this section, we construct two operators W and W ∗ which “intertwine” −∆
and La in L2(Rd). Later, we prove that these two intertwining operators are the
wave operatorsW− and W ∗

− as in (1.3) and (1.4) defined by the stationary method
which is introduced by Kato and Kuroda [18] for d ≥ 2.

3.1. Spherical harmonics decomposition of L2(Rd). Using the spherical har-
monics expansion, for any function f(x) ∈ L2(Rd), we can decompose it as

f(r, ω) =

∞∑

k=0

dk∑

l=1

fk,l(r)Yk,l(ω) =:
∞∑

k=0

Pkf(r, ω) (3.1)

where r = |x|, ω = x
|x| , and each fk,l(r) ∈ L2(R+; r

d−1 dr). For this decomposition,

we have the following identity

∫

Rd

|f(x)|2dx =

∞∑

k=0

dk∑

l=1

∫ ∞

0

|fk,l(r)|2 rd−1 dr.

This gives an isometric isomorphism between L2(Rd) and the countable direct sum
of Hk,l = {f(r)Yk,l(ω)| f ∈ L2(R+; r

d−1 dr)} ∼= L2(R+; r
d−1 dr):

I : L2(Rd) →
⊕

k,l

Hk,l

f 7→ {fk,l}0≤k<∞
1≤l≤dk

.

3.2. Bessel transform and Hankel transform. Each Hk,l reduces −∆ to

H0;k,l := −∆|Hk,l
= − d2

dr2
− d− 1

r

d

dr
+

1

r2
(k(k + d− 2))

= − d2

dr2
− d− 1

r

d

dr
+

1

r2

[(
d− 2

2
+ k

)2

−
(
d− 2

2

)2
]
.

If we denote µk = d−2
2 + k, then H0;k,l has the generalized eigenfunction,

ek(r, λ) = (λr)−
d−2
2 Jµk

(λr) with eigenvalue λ2 > 0

in the sense

H0;k,lek(r, λ) = λ2ek(r, λ), (3.2)

where the Jµk
are Bessel functions of the first kind of order µk as in Subsection 2.3.

Now we define the Bessel transform in L2(R+; r
d−1 dr) by

Bµk
f(λ) := 〈f(r), ek(r, λ)〉 =

∫ ∞

0

f(r)(λr)−
d−2
2 Jµk

(rλ)rd−1 dr, (3.3)

here 〈·, ·〉 denotes the inner product in L2(R+; r
d−1 dr).
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Lemma 3.1 (Properties of the Bessel Transform). There holds
∫ ∞

0

|Bµk
f(λ)|2λd−1 dλ =

∫ ∞

0

|f(r)|2rd−1 dr; (3.4)

Bµk
Bµk

= I; (3.5)

Bµk
(H0;k,lf)(λ) = λ2Bµk

f(λ); (3.6)

Proof. Using the integral formula
∫ ∞

0

λJν(sλ)Jν(rλ) dλ =
δ(r − s)

s
,

we can easily obtain (3.4) and (3.5) by the definition of Bessel transform.
Since

Bµk
(H0;k,lf)(λ) = 〈H0;k,lf(r), ek(r, λ)〉 = 〈f(r),H0;k,lek(r, λ)〉

= 〈f(r), λ2ek(r, λ)〉 = λ2Bµk
f(λ),

we get (3.6). �

Restricting the operator La to Hk,l, we have

Hk,l := La|Hk,l
= − d2

dr2
− 1

r

d

dr
+

1

r2

[(
d− 2

2
+ k

)2

−
(
d− 2

2

)2

+ a

]
,

with the generalized eigenfunction

ẽk(r, λ) = (λr)−
d−2
2 Jνk (λr) , with eigenvalue λ2 > 0,

such that

Hk,lẽk(r, λ) = λ2ẽk(r, λ). (3.7)

Here νk =
√
(d−2

2 + k)2 + a. We define the Hankel transform on L2(R+; r
d−1 dr)

by

Hνkf(λ) := 〈f(r), ẽk(r, λ)〉 =
∫ ∞

0

f(λ)(rλ)−
d−2
2 Jνk(rλ)r

d−1 dr. (3.8)

By the same argument as in the proof of Lemma 3.1, we have the following prop-
erties of the Hankel transform.

Lemma 3.2 (Properties of the Hankel transform). One has
∫ ∞

0

|Hνkf(λ)|2λd−1 dλ =

∫ ∞

0

|f(r)|2rd−1 dr; (3.9)

HνkHνk = I; (3.10)

Hνk (Hk,lf)(λ) = λ2Hνkf(λ). (3.11)

3.3. Construction of intertwining operators. Now we define the operators
Wk = HνkBµk

and W ∗
k = Bµk

Hνk on each Hk,l. Both operators are unitary on
Hk,l by (3.4) and (3.9), in the sense that

∫ ∞

0

|Wkf(r)|2rd−1 dr =

∫ ∞

0

|f(r)|2rd−1 dr, (3.12)
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and ∫ ∞

0

|W ∗
k f(r)|2rd−1 dr =

∫ ∞

0

|f(r)|2rd−1 dr. (3.13)

Next, we utilize the spherical harmonics decomposition to define two operators
W,W ∗ : L2(Rd) → L2(Rd) by

Wf(r, ω) :=

∞∑

k=0

dk∑

l=1

Wkfk,l(r)Yk,l(ω) =

∞∑

k=0

WkPkf(r, ω), (3.14)

W ∗f(r, ω) :=
∞∑

k=0

dk∑

l=1

W ∗
k fk,l(r)Yk,l(ω) =

∞∑

k=0

W ∗
kPkf(r, ω), (3.15)

where Pk is as in (3.1).

Lemma 3.3 (L2 boundedness of wave operator and intertwining property). The
operators W and W ∗ given by (3.14) and (3.15) are unitary on L2(Rd) and have
the following intertwining property

LaW =W (−∆), W ∗La = (−∆)W ∗. (3.16)

Proof. By (3.12), we have

‖Wf(r, ω)‖2L2(Rd) =

∞∑

k=0

dk∑

l=1

∫ ∞

0

|Wkfk,l(r)|2rd−1 dr

=

∞∑

k=0

dk∑

l=1

∫ ∞

0

|fk,l(r)|2rd−1 dr

= ‖f(x)‖2L2(Rd).

This implies that W is a unitary operator on L2(Rd).
To prove LaW =W (−∆), note that for any f(x) ∈ L2(Rd), we have

W (−∆)f(r, ω) =W (−∆)(
∞∑

k=0

dk∑

l=1

fk,l(r)Yk,l(ω))

=W (

∞∑

k=0

dk∑

l=1

H0;k,lfk,l(r)Yk,l(ω))

=

∞∑

k=0

dk∑

l=1

Hνk [Bµk
H0;k,lfk,l(λ)] (r)Yk,l(ω)

=

∞∑

k=0

dk∑

l=1

Hνk

[
λ2Bµk

fk,l(λ)
]
(r)Yk,l(ω).

On the other hand,

LaWf(r, ω) = LaW (
∞∑

k=0

dk∑

l=1

fk,l(r)Yk,l(ω))

= La(

∞∑

k=0

dk∑

l=1

HνkBµk
fk,l(r)Yk,l(ω))
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=

∞∑

k=0

dk∑

l=1

Hk,lHνkBµk
fk,l(r)Yk,l(ω)

=

∞∑

k=0

dk∑

l=1

HνkHνkHk,lHνkBµk
fk,l(r)Yk,l(ω)

=
∞∑

k=0

dk∑

l=1

Hνk

[
λ2Bµk

fk,l(λ)
]
(r)Yk,l(ω).

Hence, W (−∆) = LaW on L2(Rd). By the same argument, we obtain the desired
result for the operator W ∗.

Therefore, we complete the proof of Lemma 3.3. �

3.4. The equivalence to the wave operators. In this subsection, we prove that
the intertwining operators W and W ∗ defined by (3.14) and (3.15) are in fact the
stationary wave operators W− and W ∗

− given by (1.3) and (1.4), i.e.

W =W−, W ∗ =W ∗
−. (3.17)

We use dE√
−∆(λ) and dE√

La
(λ) to denote the spectral measure for

√
−∆ and√

La. By previous eigenfunction expansions (see also [18]), we have

dE√
−∆(λ)

dλ

∣∣∣∣
Hk,l

f(r) = 〈ek(r, λ), f(r)〉ek(r, λ)λd−1,

and

dE√
La

(λ)

dλ

∣∣∣∣
Hk,l

f(r) = 〈ẽk(r, λ), f(r)〉ẽk(r, λ)λd−1.

The spectral measures for −∆ and La are given by

dE−∆(λ
2) = dE√

−∆(λ), and dELa
(λ2) = dE√

La
(λ).

Hence,

dE−∆

dλ
(λ2) =

1

2λ

dE√
−∆(λ)

dλ
, and

dELa

dλ
(λ2) =

1

2λ

dE√
La

(λ)

dλ
.

Thus, the wave operator W− is also given by

W− =

∫ ∞

0

dELa

dλ
(λ2)(La − λ2)R0(λ

2 − i0) d(λ2)

=

∫ ∞

0

dE√
La

(λ)

dλ
(La − λ2)R0(λ

2 − i0) dλ. (3.18)

By the functional calculus, on each Hk,l, we have

R0(λ
2 − iε)|Hk,l

f(r) =

∫ ∞

0

〈ek(r, µ), f(r)〉ek(r, µ)µd−1

µ2 − (λ2 − iε)
dµ. (3.19)

To prove W = W− and W ∗ = W ∗
−, it suffices to prove that on each spherical

harmonic subspace Hk,l,

W−|Hk,l
=Wk, and, W

∗
−|Hk,l

=W ∗
k . (3.20)

Using the following limit

lim
ε→0

∫ ∞

0

εf(µ)

(µ2 − λ2)2 + ε2
dµ =

π

2

f(λ)

λ
, (3.21)
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and by (3.18), (3.19), we have

W−|Hk,l
f(r)

=

∫ ∞

0

ẽk(r, λ)〈ẽk(r, λ), (Hk,l − λ2)R0(λ
2 − i0)f(r)〉λd−1 dλ

= lim
ε→0

∫ ∞

0

ẽk(r, λ)

〈
ẽk(r, λ), (Hk,l − λ2)

∫ ∞

0

〈ek(r,µ),f(r)〉ek(r,µ)µd−1

µ2−(λ2−iε) dµ

〉
λd−1 dλ

= lim
ε→0

∫ ∞

0

ẽk(r, λ)

〈
ẽk(r, λ),

∫ ∞

0

〈ek(r,µ),f(r)〉(µ2−λ2+V (r))ek(r,µ)µ
d−1

µ2−(λ2−iε) dµ

〉
λd−1 dλ

=

∫ ∞

0

ẽk(r, λ)

〈
ẽk(r, λ),

∫ ∞

0

〈ek(r,µ),f(r)〉(µ2−λ2+V (r))ek(r,µ)µ
d−1

µ2−λ2 dµ

〉
λd−1 dλ

− iπ

2

∫ ∞

0

ẽk(r, λ)
〈
ẽk(r, λ), 〈e(r, λ), f(r)〉V (r)ek(r, λ)λ

d−2
〉
λd−1 dλ

=: I + II− III,

where

I =

∫ ∞

0

ẽk(r, λ)

〈
ẽk(r, λ),

∫ ∞

0

〈ek(r, µ), f(r)〉ek(r, µ)µd−1 dµ

〉
λd−1 dλ,

II =

∫ ∞

0

ẽk(r, λ)

〈
ẽk(r, λ),

∫ ∞

0

〈ek(r, µ), f(r)〉V (r)ek(r, µ)µ
d−1

µ2 − λ2
dµ

〉
λd−1 dλ,

III =
iπ

2

∫ ∞

0

ẽk(r, λ)
〈
ẽk(r, λ), 〈e(r, λ), f(r)〉V (r)ek(r, λ)λ

d−2
〉
λd−1 dλ.

Using the properties (3.5) and (3.10), we have

I = f(r). (3.22)

To estimate II, by Lemma 2.2, we obtain

II = r−
d−2
2

∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

0

λρJνk(rλ)Jνk (ρλ)

×
∫ ∞

0

µ

µ2 − λ2
Jµk

(sµ)Jµk
(ρµ) dµV (ρ)dρ dλf(s)λsd/2 ds

= r−
d−2
2
iπ

2

∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

0

λρJνk(rλ)

∫ ∞

0

ρJνk(ρλ)
{
Jµk

(ρλ)H(1)
µk

(sλ)1{ρ<s}

+ Jµk
(sλ)H(1)

µk
(ρλ)1{ρ>s}

}
V (ρ)dρ dλf(s)sd/2 ds

= r−
d−2
2

∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

0

λJνk(rλ)II
in(s, λ)f(s)sd/2 dλds,

where

IIin(s, λ) =
iπ

2

∫ ∞

0

ρV (ρ)Jνk(ρλ)
{
Jµk

(ρλ)H(1)
µk

(sλ)1{ρ<s} + Jµk
(sλ)H(1)

µk
(ρλ)1{ρ>s} dρ}.

Using the equality (2.4), and the relationship H
(1)
µ (z) = Jµ(z) + iYµ(z), we derive

IIin(s, λ) =
iπa

2
Jµk

(sλ)

∫ ∞

0

Jνk(ρλ)Jµk
(ρλ)

dρ

ρ

− aπ

2

[∫ s

0

Yµk
(sλ)Jµk

(ρλ)Jνk (ρλ)
dρ

ρ
+

∫ ∞

s

Jµk
(sλ)Yµk

(ρλ)Jνk (ρλ)
dρ

ρ

]



W s,p-BOUNDEDNESS OF WAVE OPERATORS 27

=
iπa

2
Jµk

(sλ)

∫ ∞

0

Jνk(ρλ)Jµk
(ρλ)

dρ

ρ
+ Jµk

(sλ) − Jνk(sλ).

Putting IIin(s, λ) into II gives

II =
iπa

2
r−

d−2
2

∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

0

λJνk(rλ)Jµk
(sλ)

∫ ∞

0

Jνk(ρλ)Jµk
(ρλ)

dρ

ρ
f(s)sd/2 dλds

+ r−
d−2
2

∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

0

λJνk(rλ)Jµk
(sλ)f(s)sd/2λdλds

− r−
d−2
2

∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

0

λJνk(rλ)Jνk (sλ)f(s)s
d/2λdλds

= III +Wkf(r)− f(r).

Summing I, II and III, we have

W−|Hk,l
=Wk.

Hence the operator W defined by (3.14) equals to W−. A similar calculation shows
that W ∗ =W ∗

−.

4. Proof of the Lp-boundedness

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.1. Since

‖W+f‖Lp(Rd) = ‖W+f‖Lp(Rd) = ‖W−f‖Lp(Rd),

and

‖W ∗
+f‖Lp(Rd) = ‖W ∗

+f‖Lp(Rd) = ‖W ∗
−f‖Lp(Rd),

it suffices to show the Lp-boundedness for W− and W ∗
−. By (3.17), it is equivalent

to prove the Lp-boundedness for W and W ∗. We only give the proof for W , since
the proof for W ∗ is exactly the same.

By definition (3.14), we have

Wf(r, ω) =

∞∑

k=0

∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

0

(λs)−
d−2
2 Jµk

(sλ)sd−1
Pkf(s, ω) ds(λr)

− d−2
2 Jνk(λr)λ

d−1 dλ

=

∞∑

k=0

∫ ∞

0

r1−
d
2

∫ ∞

0

s
d
2 λJµk

(sλ)Jνk(rλ) dλ Pkf(s, ω) ds

=

∞∑

k=0

∫ ∞

0

Kk(r, s)Pkf(s, ω)
ds

s
,

with

Kk(r, s) =
s

d
2+1

r
d
2−1

∫ ∞

0

λJµk
(sλ)Jνk(rλ) dλ.

To prove
‖Wf‖Lp(Rd) . ‖f‖Lp(Rd),

it is equivalent to show
∥∥r d

pWf(r, ω)
∥∥
Lp( dr

r
·dω)

≤
∥∥r d

p f(r, ω)
∥∥
Lp( dr

r
·dω)

. (4.1)

We define the modified kernels

K̃k(r, s) =
(s
r

)− d
p

Kk(r, s),



28 C. MIAO, X. SU, AND J. ZHENG

and the modified wave operator

W̃f(r, ω) =
∞∑

k=0

∫ ∞

0

K̃k(r, s)Pkf(s, ω)
ds

s
. (4.2)

Then, it suffices to prove that
∥∥W̃f(r, ω)

∥∥
Lp( dr

r
·dω)

. ‖f(r, ω)‖Lp( dr
r
·dω). (4.3)

In order to give the explicit formula for the kernel functions K̃k(r, s), we intro-
duce ak and bk, and give some estimates for of ak and bk and its derivatives. Recall

µk = d−2
2 + k and νk =

√
(d−2

2 + k)2 + a. We denote

ak =
µk + νk

2
, bk =

µk − νk
2

, (4.4)

and then we have the following estimates.

Lemma 4.1. For 2 ≤ N ≤
⌊
d−1
2

⌋
+ 1,

|ak| . k,

∣∣∣∣
dak
dk

∣∣∣∣ . 1,

∣∣∣∣
dNak
dkN

∣∣∣∣ .
1

kN
, (4.5)

and for 0 ≤ N ≤
⌊
d−1
2

⌋
+ 1,

∣∣∣∣
dNbk
dkN

∣∣∣∣ .
1

kN+1
. (4.6)

Proof. It is easy to see that µk and νk satisfy µk, νk . k. Also, |µk−νk| = | −a
µk+νk

| .
1
k , and

dνk
dk = µk

νk
, thus (4.5) and (4.6) are valid. �

Explicit formula for the kernel functions. By Lemma 2.4, K̃k(r, s) can be
written in terms of 2F1 as follows:

K̃k(r, s) =
s

d
2+1− d

p

r
d
2−1− d

p

∫ ∞

0

λJµk
(sλ)Jνk (rλ) dλ

=





2
(
s
r

) d
2−d

p
+1+µk Γ(ak+1)

Γ(ak+bk+1)Γ(−bk) 2F1

(
ak + 1, bk + 1; ak + bk + 1;

(
s
r

)2)
,

0 < s < r;

2
(
r
s

) d
p
− d

2+1+νk Γ(ak+1)
Γ(ak−bk+1)Γ(bk) 2F1

(
ak + 1, 1− bk; ak − bk + 1;

(
r
s

)2)
,

0 < r < s;

=





2
(
s
r

) d
2−d

p
+1+µk sin(−πbk)

π

∞∑
n=0

Γ(ak+n+1)Γ(bk+n+1)
Γ(ak+bk+n+1)Γ(n+1)

(
s
r

)2n
, 0 < s < r;

2
(
r
s

) d
p
−d

2+1+νk sin(πbk)
π

∞∑
n=0

Γ(ak+n+1)Γ(1−bk+n)
Γ(ak−bk+n+1)Γ(n+1)

(
r
s

)2n
, 0 < r < s.

(4.7)

For ease of notation, we define for n ≥ 0,

A+
k,n =

Γ(ak + n+ 1)Γ(bk + n+ 1)

Γ(ak + bk + n+ 1)Γ(n+ 1)
,

A−
k,n =

Γ(ak + n+ 1)Γ(1− bk + n)

Γ(ak − bk + n+ 1)Γ(n+ 1)
.
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Then the kernels K̃k(r, s) can be rewritten as

K̃k(r, s) =





2
(
s
r

) d
2− d

p
+1+µk sin(−πbk)

π

∞∑
n=0

A+
k,n

(
s
r

)2n
, 0 < s < r;

2
(
r
s

) d
p
− d

2+1+νk sin(πbk)
π

∞∑
n=0

A−
k,n

(
r
s

)2n
, 0 < r < s.

(4.8)

Using the definition of 2F1 and the asymptotic behavior (2.5), we have the fol-
lowing lemma.

Lemma 4.2. The kernel functions K̃k(r, s) have the following asymptotic behavior:

K̃k(r, s) ∼





2Γ(
µk+νk

2 +1)

Γ(µk+1)Γ(
νk−µk

2 )

(
s
r

) d
2− d

p
+1+µk , s

r → 0;

2
π sinπ(νk−µk

2 )
(
s
r

) d
2− d

p
+1+µk

(1− s2

r2 )
−1, s

r → 1−;
2
π sinπ(µk−νk

2 )
(
r
s

) d
p
− d

2+1+νk (1− r2

s2 )
−1, s

r → 1+;
2Γ(

µk+νk
2 +1)

Γ(νk+1)Γ(
µk−νk

2 )

(
r
s

) d
p
− d

2+1+νk , s
r → ∞.

The asymptotic behavior of K̃k(r, s) suggests that we should split W̃ into the
three parts as follows:

W̃f(r, ω) =

∫ ∞

0

∞∑

k=0

r
d
pKk(r, s)Pkf(s, ω)s

−d
p
ds

s

=

∫ r
2

0

∞∑

k=0

K̃k(r, s)Pkf(s, ω)
ds

s
+

∫ 2r

r
2

∞∑

k=0

K̃k(r, s)Pkf(s, ω)
ds

s

+

∫ ∞

2r

∞∑

k=0

K̃k(r, s)Pkf(s, ω)
ds

s

:= W̃1f(r, ω) + W̃2f(r, ω) + W̃3f(r, ω).

Then, showing (4.3) is reduced to proving that

‖W̃if(r, ω)‖Lp( dr
r
·dω) . ‖f(r, ω)‖Lp( dr

r
·dω), for i = 1, 2, 3. (4.9)

We denote K̃k,1(r, s), K̃k,2(r, s) and K̃k,3(r, s) by

K̃k,1(r, s) = K̃k(r, s)χ{0<s<r/2},

K̃k,2(r, s) = K̃k(r, s)χ{r/2<s<2r},

K̃k,3(r, s) = K̃k(r, s)χ{2r<s}.

Case 1: 0 < s
r < 2. By (2.1) it is easy to verify that A+

k,n are uniformly bounded

in n and k. Thus, by the formula (4.8), for any fixed r, s,

|K̃k,1(r, s)| .
∣∣∣∣
sinπbk
π

∣∣∣∣
(s
r

) d
2+µk+1−d

p

.
(s
r

) d
2+µ0+1− d

p

. (4.10)

For the finite difference of order N = ⌊d−1
2 ⌋+ 1, we have

sup
j

2j(N−1)
2j+1∑

k=2j

∣∣∣DNK̃k,1(r, s)
∣∣∣ . 2N

∞∑

k=0

kN−1|K̃k,1(r, s)|



30 C. MIAO, X. SU, AND J. ZHENG

. 2N
∞∑

k=0

kN−1
(s
r

) d
2+µk+1−d

p

. 2N
(s
r

)d− d
p

. (4.11)

This inequality together with (4.10) shows that K̃k,1(r, s) satisfies (BCi) and (BCii)
in Theorem 2.12. Hence, for 1 < p <∞, we have

∥∥∥∥∥

∞∑

k=0

K̃k,1(r, s)Pkf(s, ω)

∥∥∥∥∥
Lp(dω)

.
(s
r

)d−d
p

∥∥∥∥∥

∞∑

k=0

Pkf(s, ω)

∥∥∥∥∥
Lp(dω)

.

Furthermore, notice rd−
d
pχ{0<r<1/2} ∈ L1(drr ) for all 1 < p <∞, hence

‖W̃1f(r, ω)‖Lp( dr
r
·dω) .

∥∥∥∥∥∥

∫ r/2

0

(s
r

)d−d
p

∥∥∥∥∥

∞∑

k=0

Pkf(s, ω)

∥∥∥∥∥
Lp(dω)

ds

s

∥∥∥∥∥∥
Lp( dr

r
)

.

∥∥∥∥∥

∞∑

k=0

Pkf(r, ω)

∥∥∥∥∥
Lp( dr

r
·dω)

= ‖f(r, ω)‖Lp( dr
r
·dω). (4.12)

Thus, W̃1 is bounded in Lp(drr · dω).

Case 2: s
r > 2. Using (4.7), and the fact that A−

k,n are uniformly bounded in k, n,
we have for fixed r, s,

|K̃k,3(r, s)| .
(r
s

) d
p
+1+νk− d

2

.
(r
s

) d
p
+1+ν0− d

2

. (4.13)

For the finite difference of order N = ⌊d−1
2 ⌋+ 1, we have the following bound:

sup
j

2j(N−1)
2j+1∑

k=2j

∣∣∣DNK̃k,3(r, s)
∣∣∣ . 2N

∞∑

k=0

kN−1|K̃k,3(r, s)|

. 2N
∞∑

k=0

kN−1
(r
s

) d
p
+1+νk− d

2

. 2N
(r
s

) d
p
+1+ν0− d

2

. (4.14)

From (4.13) and (4.14), we know that K̃k,3(r, s) satisfy the condition (BCi) and
(BCii) in Theorem 2.12, which implies the following bound is valid:

∥∥∥∥∥

∞∑

k=0

K̃k,3(r, s)Pkf(s, ω)

∥∥∥∥∥
Lp(dω)

.
(r
s

) d
p
+1+ν0−d

2

∥∥∥∥∥

∞∑

k=0

Pkf(s, ω)

∥∥∥∥∥
Lp(dω)

.

To get the boundedness for the radial part, we divide the estimates into two cases,
that is, a > 0, and −(d−2

2 )2 ≤ a < 0. If a > 0, then ν0 ≥ d
2−1, thus d

p+1+ν0− d
2 > 0

for 1 < p < ∞. If −(d−2
2 )2 ≤ a < 0, then d

p + 1 + ν0 − d
2 > 0 as long as

p < d
σ = d

d−2
2 −

√
( d−2

2 )2+a
.
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Therefore, if max
{
0, σd

}
< 1

p < min
{
1, d−σ

d

}
, it follows that r

d
p
+1+ν0− d

2 χ{0<r<1/2} ∈
L1(drr ). In both cases, we have

‖W̃3f(r, ω)‖Lp( dr
r
·dω) .

∥∥∥∥
∫ ∞

2r

(r
s

) d
p
+1+ν0− d

2

∥∥∥∥
∞∑

k=0

Pkf(s, ω)

∥∥∥∥
Lp(dω)

ds

s

∥∥∥∥
Lp( dr

r
)

.

∥∥∥∥
∞∑

k=0

Pkf(r, ω)

∥∥∥∥
Lp( dr

r
·dω)

= ‖f(r, ω)‖Lp( dr
r
·dω). (4.15)

Hence, W̃3 is bounded in Lp(drr · dω).
For the rest part of this section, we remain to show that W̃2 is bounded in

Lp(drr · dω).

Case 3: 1
2 < s

r < 2. Now we deal with the term W̃2f(r, ω). From Lemma 4.2,

we know that the kernels have a singularity of type (s − r)−1 at s = r, and we

cannot get a uniform bound in r, s for K̃k(r, s). Instead, we can use the theory of
Calderón–Zygmund operators to prove the Lp-boundedness of the radial part. To

achieve this goal, for each kernel K̃k(r, s), we define an approximate kernel K̃ap
k (r, s)

with the property that the index k and variables r, s are separated, and that they

also have the same singularity as K̃k(r, s). For the approximating operator, we first
estimate the radial part. After that, we use the multiplier theorem for spherical
harmonics to get the boundedness for the angular part. For the error term, we will
estimate the angular part first, then the radial part using Young’s inequality.

In the remainder of this paper, we use the shorthand notation χ+ = χ{r/2<s<r}
and χ− = χ{r<s<2r}. Sometimes we omit χ+ and χ− when we have already re-
stricted the range of r, s appropriately.

Before we give the details for the proof, we introduce a few lemmas to estimate
the finite differences.

Lemma 4.3. The following sequences

T +
k (r, s) =

(s
r

)µk

χ+,

T̃k
+
(r, s) =

sin(−πbk)
π

1

1−
(
s
r

)2
[(s
r

)µk−µ0

− 1

]
χ+,

satisfy (BCi) and (BCii) with implicit constants that do not depend on r, s.

Proof. Boundedness : Notice that
(
s
r

)µk = (1− (1− s
r ))

µk . min{1, µk(1− s
r )} as

k goes to ∞, this gives the uniform bound for T +
k (r, s) and T̃ +

k (r, s). Therefore, we
only need to estimate their finite difference.
Finite difference estimate for T +

k (r, s). Notice that µk+1 = µk + 1, direct compu-
tation gives

|DNT +
k | =

(s
r

)µk
(
1− s

r

)N
.

Thus, taking N = ⌊d−1
2 ⌋+ 1,

sup
j

2j(N−1)
2j+1∑

k=2j

|DNT +
k | . sup

j
2j(N−1)

(s
r

)2j (
1− s

r

)N 1−
(
s
r

)2j
[
1−

(
s
r

)] . 1.
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The above bound is valid because xNkN (1−x)k is uniformly bounded for x ∈ (0, 12 )
and k ∈ N, by

xNkN (1− x)k ≤ (xk)Ne−kx ≤ sup
t≥0

tNe−t .N 1.

Finite difference estimate for T̃ +
k (r, s). To estimate this term, let us denote Fk =

sinπbk
π and Gk = 1

1−( s
r )

2

[(
s
r

)µk−µ0 − 1
]
χ+. Using (4.6) and the Faá di Bruno

formula, it is easy to prove that for N = ⌊d−1
2 ⌋+ 1,

|DNFk| ≤
∣∣∣∣
dNFk

dkN

∣∣∣∣ .
1

kN+1
. (4.16)

Hence, by the Leibniz rule for the finite difference, we have

|DN T̃ +
k | =

∣∣∣∣∣

N∑

m=0

(
N

m

)
D

N−m

(
sinπbk
π

)
D

mGk+N−m

∣∣∣∣∣

.
1

1− ( sr )
2

N∑

m=1

(
1

k

)N−m+1 (s
r

)µk+N−m−µ0
(
1− s

r

)m

+
1

1− ( sr )
2

(
1

k

)N+1 [(s
r

)µk+N−µ0

− 1

]

.
1

1− ( sr )
2

N∑

m=1

(
1

k

)N−m+1 (s
r

)µk+N−m−µ0
(
1− s

r

)m
+ k−N .

Therefore,

sup
j

2j(N−1)
2j+1∑

k=2j

|DN T̃ +
k |

. sup
j

2j(N−1)
2j+1∑

k=2j

N∑

m=1

1

1− ( sr )
2

(
1

k

)N−m+1 (s
r

)µk+N−m−µ0
(
1− s

r

)m
+ 1

.
1

1− ( sr )
2

N∑

m=1

sup
j

2j(N−1)
2j+1∑

k=2j

(
1

k

)N−m+1 (s
r

)µk+N−m−µ0
(
1− s

r

)m
+ 1

.
1

1− ( sr )
2

N∑

m=1

sup
j

2j(N−1)(2−j)N−m+1
(
1− s

r

)m (s
r

)2j 1−
(
s
r

)2j

1−
(
s
r

) + 1

.
N∑

m=1

sup
k
k(m−1)

(
1− s

r

)m−1 (s
r

)k
+ 1 <∞.

This finishes the proof. �

Later, we need to estimate the finite differences for the sequence
(
r
s

)νk χ−. In
the proof of Lemma 4.3, we used the fact that µk is an arithmetic sequence, which
allowed us to compute the sum explicitly. However, νk is not generally in arithmetic
progression. Instead, notice that νk − µk goes to 0 as k → ∞. Let us define
γk = νk − µk. By Lemma 4.1, it is easy to deduce that

|DNγk| .
C

kN+1
. (4.17)
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In order to estimate the finite difference for some sequence which involves
(
r
s

)νk χ−,
we first introduce the following lemma which can be proved by induction.

Lemma 4.4. Let θ ∈ (1/2, 1) and define F (t) := 1 − θt for t ∈ R. For every
N ≥ 1, there exist L ∈ N and finite sequences aNℓ , b

N
ℓ,j, c

N
ℓ , d

N
ℓ,i, e

N
ℓ,i (ℓ = 1, 2, . . . , L)

such that (dropping the N index for legibility)

dℓ,i ≥ 1,

cℓ∑

i=0

dℓ,i = N, (4.18)

D
Nθγk =

N∑

ℓ=0

aℓ

(N−1∏

j=0

θbℓ,jγk+j

)( cℓ∏

i=0

F (Ddℓ,iγk+eℓ,i )

)
. (4.19)

Proof. This follows from repeated application of the following basic calculations: if
sk is any sequence, then

D(θsk) = θskF (Dsk), (4.20)

DF (sk) = −θskF (Dsk); (4.21)

and the following Leibniz rule for the finite difference of product of n terms:

D(a1k . . . a
n
k ) =

n∑

r=1

a1k . . . a
r−1
k (Dark)a

r+1
k+1 . . . a

n
k+1.

The base case N = 1 is (4.20) which is of the correct form (4.19). For N = 2,

D
2(θγk) = D(θγkF (Dγk)) = (Dθγk)F (Dγk+1) + θγkDF (Dγk)

= θγkF (Dγk)F (Dγk+1)− θγkθDγkF (D2γk) (4.22)

which is again of the form (4.19). Inductively, if a derivative falls on a term θγk+j ,
it creates a term F (Dγk+j), or else it falls on a term F (Ddℓ,iγk+eℓ,i); in either case

we obtain the new coefficients dN+1
ℓ,i ≥ 1 sum to N , as claimed. �

By Lemma 4.4, (4.17) and the fact that for θ ∈ (1/2, 1), t > 0,

|F (t)| . t(1− θ),

we have

D
N
(r
s

)γk

≤ 1

kN+1
. (4.23)

Lemma 4.5. The following sequences

T −
k (r, s) =

(r
s

)νk
χ−,

T̃ −
k (r, s) =

sin(πbk)

π

1

1− ( rs )
2

[(r
s

)νk−ν0
− 1

]
χ−,

satisfy (BCi) and (BCii) with constants that do not depend on r, s.

Proof. Boundedness. It is easy to verify that both T −
k (r, s) and T̃ −

k (r, s) are uni-
formly bounded in k, r and s.
Finite difference for T −

k (r, s). We write
(r
s

)νk
=
(r
s

)µk
(r
s

)γk

.
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From Lemma 4.3, we know that

sup
j

2j(N−1)
2j+1∑

k=2j

|DN
(r
s

)µk

| <∞. (4.24)

Applying Lemma 2.15 with Gk =
(
r
s

)µk χ− and Fk =
(
s
r

)γk χ−, and using the

estimate (4.23) and (4.24), we deduce that
(
r
s

)νk satisfy (BCii).

Finite difference for T̃ −
k (r, s). Notice that

D
m

[
1

1− ( rs )
2

{(r
s

)νk−ν0
− 1

}]
=

(
r
s

)−ν0

1− ( rs )
2
D

m
[(r
s

)µk
(r
s

)γk
]

for 1 ≤ m ≤ N = ⌊d−1
2 ⌋+ 1. Then,

D
N T̃ −

k (r, s)

= D
N

[
sinπbk
π

]
1

1− ( rs )
2

[(r
s

)νk−ν0
− 1

]

+
N∑

m=1

(
N

m

)
D

N−m

[
sinπbk
π

]
D

m

[ (
r
s

)−ν0

1− ( rs )
2

(r
s

)µk+N−m
(r
s

)γk+N−m

]

= D
N

[
sinπbk
π

]
1

1− ( rs )
2

[(r
s

)νk−ν0
− 1

]

+

N∑

m=1

(
N

m

)
D

N−m
[ sinπbk

π

] m∑

l=0

(
m

l

)
D

l

[
( rs )

−ν0( rs )
µk+N−m

1− ( rs )
2

]
D

m−l
[(r
s

)γk+N−l
]

.
1

kN
+

N∑

m=1

(
N

m

)
1

kN−m+1

m∑

l=0

(
m

l

) ( r
s

)−ν0

1− ( rs )
2

(r
s

)µk+N−m
(
1− r

s

)l 1

km−l
.

Therefore

sup
j

2j(N−1)
2j+1∑

k=2j

|DN T̃ −
k (r, s)|

. sup
j

2j(N−1)
2j+1∑

k=2j

1

kN

+ sup
j

N∑

m=1

(
N

m

) m∑

l=0

(
m

l

) ( r
s

)−ν0

1− ( rs )
2

2j+1∑

k=2j

kN−1

kN−l+1

(r
s

)µk+N−m
(
1− r

s

)l

. 1 + sup
k

N∑

m=1

(
N

m

)
1

k

1

1− ( rs )
2

(r
s

)µk

+ sup
k

N∑

m=1

(
N

m

) m∑

l=1

(
m

l

)
1

1− ( rs )
2

1

k2−l

(r
s

)µk
(
1− r

s

)l 1−
(
r
s

)µk

1−
(
r
s

)

. 1 + 1 + sup
k

N∑

m=1

(
N

m

) m∑

l=1

(
m

l

)
kl−1

(
1− r

s

)l−1 (r
s

)µk

. 1. �
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Now we are in position to prove the following inequality

‖W̃2f(r, ω)‖Lp( dr
r
·dω) . ‖f(r, ω)‖Lp( dr

r
·dω). (4.25)

First, using the asymptotic behavior in (2.1) for gamma functions, we have for
any fixed k, as n goes to ∞,

A+
k,n = 1 +

a

4(n+ 1)
+Ok

( 1

(n+ 1)2
)
, (4.26)

A−
k,n = 1− a

4(n+ 1)
+Ok

( 1

(n+ 1)2
)
. (4.27)

Denote

E+
k,n:= A+

k,n − 1− a

4(n+ 1)
, E−

k,n:= A−
k,n − 1 +

a

4(n+ 1)
, (4.28)

E+
k (r, s):=

∞∑

n=0

E+
k,n

(s
r

)2n
χ+, E−

k (r, s):=

∞∑

n=0

E−
k,n

(r
s

)2n
χ−. (4.29)

Using (4.26) and (4.27), and the following Taylor series,

∞∑

n=0

xn

n+ 1
=

ln(1− x)

x
, x ∈ (0, 1), (4.30)

we can write

K̃k,2 = 2
(s
r

) d
2−d

p
+1+µk sin(−πbk)

π

[
1

1− ( sr )
2
+
a

4

(s
r

)−2

ln
(
1−

(s
r

)2)
+ E+

k

]
χ+

+ 2
(r
s

) d
p
− d

2+1+νk sin(πbk)

π

[
1

1− ( rs )
2
− a

4

(r
s

)−2

ln
(
1−

(r
s

)2)
+ E−

k

]
χ−

=: K̃1
k,2(r, s) + K̃2

k,2(r, s) + K̃3
k,2(r, s) (4.31)

with

K̃1
k,2(r, s) = 2

(s
r

) d
2− d

p
+1+µk sin(−πbk)

π

1

1−
(
s
r

)2χ+

+ 2
(r
s

) d
p
− d

2+1+νk sin(πbk)

π

1

1− ( rs )
2
χ−;

K̃2
k,2(r, s) =

1

2
a
(s
r

) d
2− d

p
−1+µk sin(−πbk)

π
ln
(
1−

(s
r

)2)
χ+

− 1

2
a
(r
s

) d
p
−d

2−1+νk sin(πbk)

π
ln
(
1−

(r
s

)2)
χ−;

K̃3
k,2(r, s) = 2

(s
r

)d
2− d

p
+1+µk sin(−πbk)

π
E+

k (r, s)

+ 2
(r
s

)d
p
− d

2+1+νk sin(πbk)

π
E−

k (r, s).

We denote the corresponding operators W̃ 1
2 , W̃

2
2 and W̃ 3

2 by

W̃ i
2f(r, ω) =

∫ ∞

0

∞∑

k=0

K̃i
k,2(r, s)Pkf(s, ω)

ds

s
i = 1, 2, 3. (4.32)

Estimate for the first term W̃ 1
2 .
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Step 1: Estimate for the approximate kernels: Let us define the approximate
kernels by

K̃1,ap
k,2 (r, s) := 2

(s
r

) d
2− d

p
+1+µ0 sin(−πbk)

π

1

1−
(
s
r

)2χ+

+ 2
(r
s

) d
p
− d

2+1+ν0 sinπbk
π

1

1− ( rs )
2
χ−,

and the corresponding operator W̃ 1,ap
2 f(r, ω) by

W̃ 1,ap
2 f(r, ω) :=

∞∑

k=0

∫ ∞

0

K̃1,ap
k,2 (r, s)Pkf(s, ω)

ds

s

= 2

∫ r

r
2

(s
r

) d
2− d

p
+1+µ0 1

1− ( sr )
2

∞∑

k=0

sin(−πbk)
π

Pkf(s, ω)
ds

s

+ 2

∫ 2r

r

(r
s

) d
p
− d

2+1+ν0 1

1− ( rs )
2

∞∑

k=0

sinπbk
π

Pkf(s, ω)
ds

s
.

Using Lemma 2.11, we have

‖W̃ 1,ap
2 f(r, ω)‖Lp(dr

r
) .

∥∥∥∥
∞∑

k=0

sinπbkPkf(r, ω)

∥∥∥∥
Lp( dr

r
)

.

It is easy to check that the sequence {sinπbk} satisfy the condition (BCi) and (BCii)
in Theorem 2.12, thus

‖W̃ 1,ap
2 f(r, ω)‖Lp( dr

r
·dω) .

∥∥∥∥
∞∑

k=0

Pkf(r, ω)

∥∥∥∥
Lp( dr

r
·dω)

. (4.33)

Step 2: Estimate for the error term. Define the kernels of the error terms

K̃1,err
k,2 (r, s) = K̃1

k,2(r, s)− K̃1,ap
k,2 (r, s)

= 2
(s
r

) d
2− d

p
+1+µ0 sin(−πbk)

π

1

1−
(
s
r

)2
[(s
r

)µk−µ0

− 1

]
χ+

+ 2
(r
s

) d
p
− d

2+1+ν0 sin(πbk)

π

1

1− ( rs )
2

[(r
s

)νk−ν0
− 1

]
χ−,

and the associated operator

W̃ 1,err
2 f(r, ω) =

∫ ∞

0

∞∑

k=0

K̃1,err
k,2 (r, s)Pkf(s, ω)

ds

s
.

By Lemma 4.3 and Lemma 4.5, we have

|K̃1,err
k,2 (r, s)| . 1,

and for N = ⌊d−1
2 ⌋+ 1,

sup
j

2j(N−1)
2j+1∑

k=2j

|DNK̃1,err
k,2 (r, s)| . 1.
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That is, K̃1,err
k,2 (r, s) satisfies (BCi) and (BCii), hence

‖W̃ 1,err
2 f(r, ω)‖Lp(dω) ≤

∫ r

r/2

‖
∞∑

k=0

Pkf(s, ω)‖Lp(dω)
ds

s
.

Furthermore, we have

‖W̃ 1,err
2 f(r, ω)‖Lp( dr

r
·dω) ≤ ‖f(r, ω)‖Lp( dr

r
·dω). (4.34)

Combing (4.33) and (4.34), we get the Lp-boundedness of W̃ 1
2 .

Estimate for the second term W̃ 2
2 . Taking Fk = sin(−πbk)

π and

Gk =
(s
r

) d
2−d

p
−1+µk

χ+ +
(r
s

) d
p
− d

2−1+νk
χ−

in Lemma 2.15, and by the estimates in Lemma 4.3 and Lemma 4.5, we have

|K̃2
k,2(r, s)| .

∣∣∣∣ln
(
1−

(s
r

)2)∣∣∣∣χ+ +

∣∣∣∣ln
(
1−

(r
s

)2)∣∣∣∣χ−,

sup
j

2j(N−1)
2j+1∑

k=2j

|DNK̃2
k,2(r, s)| .

∣∣∣∣ln
(
1−

(s
r

)2)∣∣∣∣χ+ +

∣∣∣∣ln
(
1−

(r
s

)2)∣∣∣∣χ−.

By Theorem 2.12, we have

‖W̃ 2
2 f(r, ω)‖Lp(dω) ≤

∫ r

r/2

∣∣∣∣ln
(
1−

(s
r

)2)∣∣∣∣

∥∥∥∥∥

∞∑

k=0

Pkf(s, ω)

∥∥∥∥∥
Lp(dω)

ds

s

+

∫ 2r

r

∣∣∣∣ln
(
1−

(r
s

)2)∣∣∣∣

∥∥∥∥∥

∞∑

k=0

Pkf(s, ω)

∥∥∥∥∥
Lp(dω)

ds

s
.

Using Lemma 2.9, we deduce

‖W̃ 2
2 f(r, ω)‖Lp( dr

r
·dω) . ‖f(r, ω)‖Lp( dr

r
·dω). (4.35)

Estimate for the third term W̃ 3
2 . Recall that K̃3

k,2 is given by

K̃3
k,2(r, s) = 2

(s
r

) d
2+1+µk−d

p sin(−πbk)
π

∞∑

n=0

E+
k,n

(s
r

)2n
χ+

+ 2
(r
s

) d
p
+1−νk+

d
2 sinπbk

π

∞∑

n=0

E−
k,n

(r
s

)2n
χ−.

The following identities are valid:

A+
k,n = 1 +

a

4(n+ 1)
+ E+

k,n, A
−
k,n = 1− a

4(n+ 1)
+ E−

k,n. (4.36)

When we consider A+
k,n, A

−
k,n, E

+
k,nand E−

k,n as smooth functions of k, then by

(4.36) for N ≥ 1, we have

dNA+
k,n

dkN
=

dNE+
k,n

dkN
, and

dNA−
k,n

dkN
=

dNE−
k,n

dkN
.

For their derivatives, we have the following estimates.
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Lemma 4.6. For A+
k,n, A

−
k,n, E

+
k,nand E

−
k,n, and N ≥ 1, we have

∣∣∣∣
dNA+

k,n

dkN

∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣
dNE+

k,n

dkN

∣∣∣∣ .
1

kN
1

n+ 1
, (4.37)

∣∣∣∣
dNA−

k,n

dkN

∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣
dNE−

k,n

dkN

∣∣∣∣ .
1

kN
1

n+ 1
. (4.38)

Proof. See Appendix A. �

Using Lemma 4.6, (4.30) and (4.28), we have
∣∣∣∣
dNE+

k (r, s)

dkN

∣∣∣∣ .
1

kN

∣∣∣ ln
(
1−

(s
r

)2) ∣∣∣χ+, (4.39)

∣∣∣∣
dNE−

k (r, s)

dkN

∣∣∣∣ .
1

kN

∣∣∣ ln
(
1−

(r
s

)2) ∣∣∣χ−. (4.40)

Let

E+
k (r, s) =

2 sin(−πbk)
π

(s
r

) d
2−

p
d
+1+µk

E+
k (r, s)χ+,

E−
k (r, s) =

2 sin(πbk)

π

(r
s

) d
p
− p

2+1+νk
E−

k (r, s)χ−.

Then, using Lemma 2.15 and Lemma 4.3 again yields

|E+
k (r, s)| .

∣∣∣ ln
(
1−

(s
r

)2)∣∣∣χ+,

sup
j

2j(N−1)
2j+1∑

k=2j

|DNE+
k (r, s)| .

∣∣∣ ln
(
1−

(s
r

)2)∣∣∣χ+,

|E−
k (r, s)| .

∣∣∣ ln
(
1−

(r
s

)2)∣∣∣χ−,

sup
j

2j(N−1)
2j+1∑

k=2j

|DNE−
k (r, s)| .

∣∣∣ ln
(
1−

(r
s

)2)∣∣∣χ−.

Hence, by Theorem 2.12, we have

‖W̃ 3
2 f(r, ω)‖Lp(dω) ≤

∫ r

r/2

∣∣∣ ln
(
1−

(s
r

)2)∣∣∣
∥∥∥

∞∑

k=0

Pkf(s, ω)
∥∥∥
Lp(dω)

ds

s

+

∫ 2r

r

∣∣∣ ln
(
1−

(r
s

)2)∣∣∣
∥∥∥

∞∑

k=0

Pkf(s, ω)
∥∥∥
Lp(dω)

ds

s
.

Furthermore, Lemma 2.9 gives

‖W̃ 3
2 f(r, ω)‖Lp( dr

r
·dω) . ‖f(r, ω)‖Lp( dr

r
·dω). (4.41)

Combining (4.33), (4.34), (4.35) and (4.41), we have proved that

‖W̃2f(r)‖Lp( dr
r
·dω) . ‖f(r, ω)‖Lp( dr

r
·dω). (4.42)

This inequality together with (4.12) and (4.15) implies that W̃ is bounded in Lp(drr ·
dω). Therefore, we conclude the proof of Theorem 1.1. �
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5. Proof of the W s,p-boundedness

In this section, we will prove theW s,p-boundedness of the stationary wave opera-
tors. Recall the operators Bµk

and Hνk introduced in (3.3) and (3.8) of Subsection
3.2. On each subspace of spherical harmonics, we define the fractional powers
(La)

s/2 and (−∆)s/2 with s ∈ R by

(La)
s/2|Hk,l

:= Hνkλ
s
Hνk , (−∆)s/2|Hk,l

:= Bµk
λsBµk

,

and introduce the following Riesz-type operators for α, β satisfying −d < α <
2 + 2ν0, α 6= 0 and −2ν0 − 2 < β < d, β 6= 0:

Rαf(r, ω) := (−∆)α/2(La)
−α/2f =

∞∑

k=0

Bµk
λαBµk

Hνkλ
−α

HνkPkf(r, ω), (5.1)

R−βf(r, ω) := (La)
β/2(−∆)−β/2f =

∞∑

k=0

Hνkλ
β
HνkBµk

λ−β
Bµk

Pkf(r, ω). (5.2)

Here we assume that α 6= 0 and β 6= 0, since the operator for α = 0 or β = 0 is
identity operator and the Lp-boundedness is trivial. Due to the calculation (1.15),
to prove Theorem 1.3, we only need to prove the Lp-boundedness of Rα and R−β .

First, we derive the kernels of Rα and R−β using the Mellin transform. These
operators are Mellin multipliers on each subspace with the multipliers given by a
ratio of products of Gamma functions. The details of this calculation are presented
below.

Using the formula for the Mellin transform of Bessel functions, it is easy to verify
that

(MHνkf)(z) = 2z−λ0−1 Γ( z−λ0+νk)
2 )

Γ(1− z−λ0−νk
2 )

(Mf)(d− z),

(MBµk
f)(z) = 2z−λ0−1 Γ( z−λ0+µk)

2 )

Γ(1− z−λ0−µk

2 )
(Mf)(d− z),

where

λ0 = d−2
2 . (5.3)

Hence, on the kth spherical harmonic subspace,

MRαf(z) = H2,2
4,4(k, α; z)Mf(z), (5.4)

with

H2,2
4,4(k, α; z)

=H2,2
4,4

[
(− νk+λ0

2 , 12 ), (−
µk+λ0+α

2 , 12 ), (
νk−λ0

2 , 12 ), (µk−λ0−α
2 , 12 )

(µk−λ0

2 , 12 ), (νk−λ0−α
2 , 12 ), (−µk+λ0

2 , 12 ), (−
νk+λ0+α

2 , 12 )

∣∣∣k, α; z
]

=
Γ( z2 + µk−λ0

2 )Γ( z2 + νk−λ0−α
2 )Γ(1− z

2 + νk+λ0

2 )Γ(1− z
2 + µk+λ0+α

2 )

Γ( z2 + νk−λ0

2 )Γ( z2 + µk−λ0−α
2 )Γ(1− z

2 + µk+λ0

2 )Γ(1− z
2 + νk+λ0+α

2 )
,

whereH2,2
4,4 is as defined in (2.6), with particular choices of the parameters bk,j , βk,j ,

ak,i,and αk,i. We have written k, α; z instead of z to emphasize the dependence on
k and α. To guarantee that the poles of Γ(bk,j + βk,jz) and Γ(1 − ak,i − αk,iz) do
not coincide, we need that

max{bk,10, bk,20} < min{ak,10, ak,20},
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which is equivalent to

max{λ0 − µk, λ0 + α− νk} < min{2 + νk + λ0, 2 + µk + λ0 + α}. (5.5)

To make sure (5.5) are valid for all k ≥ 0, we naturally assume that

−d < α < 2 + 2ν0. (5.6)

Therefore, taking the inverse Mellin transform on both sides of (5.4), we obtain

Rαf(r, ω) =

∞∑

k=0

1

2πi

∫

C

r−zH2,2
4,4(k, α; z)MPkf(z, ω) dz

=

∞∑

k=0

∫ ∞

0

1

2πi

∫

C

r−zH2,2
4,4(k, α; z)s

z dz

︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=Kα

k
(r,s)

Pkf
ds

s

=

∞∑

k=0

∫ ∞

0

Kα
k (r, s)Pkf(s, ω)

ds

s
,

where

Kα
k (r, s) =

1

2πi

∫

C

(r
s

)−z

H2,2
4,4(k, α; z) dz (5.7)

= H2,2
4,4

[
k, α;

r

s

∣∣∣∣
(− νk+λ0

2 , 12 ), (−
µk+λ0+α

2 , 12 ), (
νk−λ0

2 , 12 ), (µk−λ0−α
2 , 12 )

(µk−λ0

2 , 12 ), (νk−λ0−α
2 , 12 ), (−µk+λ0

2 , 12 ), (−
νk+λ0+α

2 , 12 )

]
.

Hence, we have the following lemma:

Lemma 5.1. Let −d < α < 2 + 2ν0 and α 6= 0. Then the operator Rα defined by
(5.1) can be written in the following form:

Rαf(r, ω) =

∞∑

k=0

∫ ∞

0

Kα
k (r, s)Pkf(s, ω)

ds

s
,

with Kα
k (r, s) given by (5.7). In addition, the parameters defined in (2.7), (2.8),

(2.9), (2.10) are

a∗k = 0, Λk = 0, δk = 1, ̺k = 0. (5.8)

For the inverse operators R−β , we only need to exchange the positions of νk and
µk. We record this in the following lemma:

Lemma 5.2. Let −2ν0− 2 < β < d and β 6= 0. Then the operator R−β is given by

R−βf(r, ω) =
∞∑

k=0

∫ ∞

0

K−β
k (r, s)Pkf(s, ω)

ds

s
,

where

K−β
k (r, s) (5.9)

=H2,2
4,4

[
k, β;

r

s

∣∣∣∣
(−µk+λ0

2 , 12 ), (−
νk+λ0+β

2 , 12 ), (
µk−λ0

2 , 12 ), (νk−λ0−β
2 , 12 )

(νk−λ0

2 , 12 ), (µk−λ0−β
2 , 12 ), (− νk+λ0

2 , 12 ), (−
µk+λ0+β

2 , 12 )

]
.

In addition, then the parameters defined in (2.7), (2.8), (2.9), (2.10) are

a∗k = 0, Λk = 0, δk = 1, ̺k = 0. (5.10)

5.1. The power series representation of the Kα
k (r, s) when r 6= s.
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Case 1: When α is not an even integer. Using Lemma 2.6 and Lemma 2.7
and the formula

Γ(z)Γ(1− z) =
π

sin(πz)
,

the kernel functions Kα
k (r, s) have the following power series expansions,

H2,2
4,4

(
k, α;

r

s

)
(5.11)

=





∞∑
n=0

hαk,1n
(
s
r

)νk+λ0+2+2n
+

∞∑
n=0

hαk,2n
(
s
r

)µk+λ0+α+2+2n
, 0 < s

r < 1;

∞∑
n=0

hα∗k,1n
(
r
s

)µk−λ0+2n
+

∞∑
n=0

hα∗k,2n
(
r
s

)νk−λ0−α+2n
, 0 < r

s < 1,

with the coefficients satisfying

hαk,1n = hα∗k,2n, hαk,2n = hα∗k,1n. (5.12)

We can compute the coefficients

hαk,1n = lim
z→aα

k,1n

[−(z − ak,1n)H2,2
4,4(k, α; z)]

=
2 sin(πα/2) sin(π(νk − µk)/2)

π sin(π(νk − µk − α)/2)

4∏
j=1

Γ(bk,i + (1− ak,1 + n))

∏4
j=2 Γ(ak,j + (1− ak,1 + n))Γ(n+ 1)

:= Cα
kA

α
k,1n,

where

Cα
k =

2 sin(πα/2) sin(π(µk − νk)/2)

π sin(π(µk − νk + α)/2)
, (5.13)

Aα
k,1n =

Γ(µk+νk
2 + n+ 1)Γ(νk − α

2 + n+ 1)Γ(νk−µk

2 + n+ 1)Γ(−α
2 + n+ 1)

Γ(νk−µk−α
2 + n+ 1)Γ(νk + n+ 1)Γ(νk+µk−α

2 + n+ 1)Γ(n+ 1)
;

(5.14)

Similarly,

hαk,2n = lim
z→aα

k,2n

[−(z − aαk,2n)H2,2
4,4(k, α; z)]

=
−2 sin(πα/2) sin(π(µk − νk)/2)

π sin(π(µk − νk + α)/2)

4∏
j=1

Γ(bk,i + (1− ak,2 + n))

∏
j=1,3,4

Γ(ak,j + (1− ak,2 + n)Γ(n+ 1)

= −Cα
k A

α
k,2n,

with

Aα
k,2n =

Γ(µk +
α
2 + n+ 1)Γ(νk+µk

2 + n+ 1)Γ(α2 + n+ 1)Γ(µk−νk
2 + n+ 1)

Γ(µk−νk+α
2 + n+ 1)Γ(νk+µk+α

2 + n+ 1)Γ(µk + n+ 1)Γ(n+ 1)
.

(5.15)

For the coefficients hα∗k,1n, h
α∗
k,2n, a direct computation gives that

hα∗k,1n = lim
z→bα

k,1n

[(z − bαk,1n)H2,2
4,4(k, α; z)]
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=
−2 sin(πα/2) sin(π(νk − µk)/2)

π sin(π(νk − µk − α)/2)

4∏
j=1

Γ(bk,1 + (1− ak,j + n))

4∏
j=2

Γ(1− bk,j + b1 + n)Γ(n+ 1)

= −2 sin(πα/2) sin(π(νk−µk)/2)
π sin(π(νk−µk−α)/2)

Γ(
νk+µk

2 +n+1)Γ(µk+
α
2 +n+1)Γ(

µk−νk
2 +n+1)Γ(α

2 +n+1)

Γ(
µk−νk+α

2 +n+1)Γ(µk+n+1)Γ(
νk+µ+α

2 +n+1)Γ(n+1)

= −Cα
kA

α
k,2n

= hαk,2n;

and

hα∗k,2n = lim
z→bα

k,2n

[(z − bαk,2n)H2,2
4,4(k, α; z)]

=
2 sin(πα/2) sin(π(µk − νk)/2)

π sin(π(µk − νk + α)/2)

4∏
j=1

Γ(bk,2 + (1− ak,j + n))

∏
j=1,3,4

Γ(bk,2 + (1− bk,j + n)Γ(n+ 1)

= 2 sin(πα/2) sin(π(µk−νk)/2)
π sin(π(µk−νk+α)/2)

Γ(νk−α
2 +n+1)Γ(

µk+νk
2 +n+1)Γ(−α

2 +n+1)Γ(
νk−µk

2 +n+1)

Γ(
νk−µk−α

2 +n+1)Γ(
νk+µk−α

2 +n+1)Γ(νk+n+1)Γ(n+1)

= Cα
kA

α
k,1n

= hαk,1n.

Case 2: When α = 2m is a positive even integer. Using the fact that 1
Γ(−n) =

0 for nonnegative integer n, a direct computation gives for all n ≥ 0,

hαk,2n = hα∗k,1n

=
2(−1)n

n!

Γ(νk−µk−α
2 − n)Γ(νk+µk

2 + n+ 1)Γ(µk +
α
2 + n+ 1)

Γ(νk−µk

2 − n)Γ(−α
2 − n)Γ(µk + n+ 1)Γ(µk+νk+α

2 + n+ 1)

= 0;

and

hαk,1n = hα∗k,2n

=
2(−1)n

n!

Γ(µk−νk+α
2 − n)Γ(νk − α

2 + n+ 1)Γ(νk+µk

2 + n+ 1)

Γ(µk−νk
2 − n)Γ(α2 − n)Γ(µk+νk−α

2 + n+ 1)Γ(νk + n+ 1)
.

Hence, when n ≥ m, hαk,1n = 0, and when 0 ≤ n < m, hαk,1n 6= 0. Thus, in this
case, the kernel functions are given by

Kα
k (r, s) = H2,2

4,4 (k, α; r, s) =





m∑
n=0

hαk,1n
(
s
r

)νk+λ0+2+2n
, z = s

r < 1;

m∑
n=0

hαk,1n
(
r
s

)νk−λ0−α+2n
, z = r

s < 1.
(5.16)

In this case, the kernels have been reduced to a finite sum of polynomials of either
s
rχ{0< s

r
<1} or r

sχ{0< r
s
<1}. In particular, Kα

k (r, s) are uniformly bounded for all
r, s. Furthermore, it defines an Lp-bounded operator on the radial part as long as

λ0 − ν0 + α <
d

p
< λ0 + ν0 + 2, (5.17)
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which can also be written

σ + α

d
<

1

p
<
d− σ

d
. (5.18)

Case 3: When α = −2m is a negative even integer. In this case,

hαk,2n = hα∗k,1n

=
2(−1)n

n!

Γ(µk−νk+α
2 − n)Γ(νk − α

2 + n+ 1)Γ(νk+µk

2 + n+ 1)

Γ(µk−νk
2 − n)Γ(−α

2 − n)Γ(µk+νk−α
2 + n+ 1)Γ(νk + n+ 1)

.

Hence, when n ≥ m, hαk,2n = 0, and when 0 ≤ n < m, hαk,2n 6= 0. For hαk,1n,

hαk,1n = hα∗k,2n

=
(−1)n2

n!

Γ(νk−µk−α
2 − n)Γ(νk+µk

2 + n+ 1)Γ(µk +
α
2 + n+ 1)

Γ(νk−µk

2 − n)Γ(α2 − n)Γ(µk + n+ 1)Γ(µk+νk+α
2 + n+ 1)

= 0.

Thus, the kernel function in this case is given by

Kα
k (r, s) = H2,2

4,4 (k, α; r, s) =





m−1∑
n=0

hαk,2n
(
s
r

)µk+λ0+α+2+2n
, z = s

r < 1;

m−1∑
n=0

hαk,2n
(
r
s

)µk−λ0+2n
, z = r

s < 1.

(5.19)

Similarly to the previous case, the kernels have thus been reduced to a finite sum
of polynomials of either s

rχ{0< s
r
<1} or r

sχ{0< r
s
<1}. This implies that Kα

k (r, s) are
uniformly bounded for all r, s. To guarantee the Lp-boundedness, we need the
restriction

λ0 − µ0 <
d

p
< µ0 + λ0 + α+ 2, (5.20)

which is equivalent to

0 <
1

p
<
d+ α

d
. (5.21)

Using the asymptotic expansion for Gamma functions (2.1), we have the follow-
ing lemma.

Lemma 5.3. The coefficients hαk,1n, h
α
k,2n, C

α
k , A

α
k,1n, A

α
k,2n are uniformly bounded

in k and n,

|hαk,1n|, |hαk,2n|, |Cα
k |, |Aα

k,1n|, |Aα
k,2n| . 1. (5.22)

For Cα
k , we have

dNCα
k

dkN
.N

1

kN+1
for all N ≥ 0. (5.23)

For each fixed k and as n→ ∞, Aα
k,1n, A

α
k,2n have the asymptotic behavior

Aα
k,1n = 1 +Oα,k

(
1

(n+ 1)2

)
,

Aα
k,2n = 1 +Oα,k

(
1

(n+ 1)2

)
.

By Oα,k(·), we mean that the implicit O(·) constant depends on α and k.
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5.2. Singularity at r = s of Rα. To find the singularity at r = s, we notice that
the Mellin multipliers H2,2

4,4(k, α; z) are uniformly bounded in k, n, we conjecture

that the singularity of H2,2
4,4 (k, α; r/s) is 1

r−s . In the following lemma, we give the
proof.

Lemma 5.4. As r → s, we have

Kα
k (r, s) ∼





Cα
k

1−( s
r
)2

{(
s
r

)νk+λ0+2 −
(
s
r

)µk+λ0+α+2
}
, as s

r → 1−;
Cα

k

1−( r
s
)2

{(
r
s

)µk−λ0 −
(
r
s

)νk−λ0−α
}
, as r

s → 1−.
(5.24)

Proof. For a Gauss series G(z) =
∞∑

n=0
anz

n, assume that the convergence radius is

1, and lim
n→∞

an = a, then by Abel’s theorem, we have

lim
z→1−

(1− z)G(z) = lim
z→1−

∞∑

n=0

(an+1 − an)z
n+1 + a0

=
∞∑

n=0

(an+1 − an) + a0 = a.

From this result and the fact that

lim
n→∞

Aα
k,1n = 1, lim

n→∞
Aα

k,2n = 1, (5.25)

the lemma follows. �

This lemma implies that as r close to s, Kα
k (r, s) has a singularity of type

H2,2
4,4 (k, α; r, s) ∼ (r − s)−1 (r → s). (5.26)

5.3. Proof of Proposition 1.4. Here we only give the details for Rα, as the
proof for R−β is similar. We may also assume that α 6= 2m where m is an integer;
when α = 2m, the details are much simpler. To obtain the Lp-boundedness, we use
the power series representation (5.11) and the discrete multiplier theorem (Theorem
2.12) for decompositions into spherical harmonics. Similarly to the modified kernels
in Section 4, we define

K̃α
k (r, s) :=

(s
r

)− d
p

Kα
k (r, s),

and the modified operator

R̃αf(r, ω) :=

∞∑

k=0

∫ ∞

0

K̃α
k (r, s)Pkf(s, ω)

ds

s
.

Then Rα is bounded in Lp(Rd) if and only if R̃α is bounded in Lp(drr ·dω). Due to
the singularity at r = s of the kernel functions, we divide the operator into three
parts

R̃αf(r, ω) =

∞∑

k=0

∫ r
2

0

K̃α
k (r, s)Pkf(s, ω)

ds

s
+

∞∑

k=0

∫ 2r

r
2

K̃α
k (r, s)Pkf(s, ω)

ds

s

+
∞∑

k=0

∫ ∞

2r

K̃α
k (r, s)Pkf(s, ω)

ds

s

=: R̃α
1 f(r, ω) + R̃α

2 f(r, ω) + R̃α
3 f(r, ω).
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We will prove that R̃α
i is bounded in Lp(drr · dω) for i = 1, 2, 3 and for suitable p.

Case 1: 0 < s
r <

1
2 . By Lemma 5.3, hαk,1n, h

α
k,2n are uniformly bounded in k and

n. It follows that

|K̃α
k,1(r, s)| .

(s
r

)νk+λ0+2− d
p

+
(s
r

)µk+α+λ0+2− d
p

.
(s
r

)ν0+λ0+2− d
p

+
(s
r

)µ0+α+λ0+2− d
p

.

For the finite difference of K̃α
k,1(r, s) with 1 ≤ N ≤ ⌊d−1

2 ⌋+ 1, we have

sup
j

2j(N−1)
2j+1∑

k=2j

|DNK̃α
k,1(r, s)|

≤ 2N
∞∑

k=0

kN−1|K̃α
k,1(r, s)|

. 2N
∞∑

k=0

kN−1

[(s
r

)νk+λ0+2− d
p

+
(s
r

)µk+α+λ0+2− d
p

]

. 2N
[(s
r

)ν0+λ0+2− d
p

+
(s
r

)µ0+α+λ0+2− d
p

]
.

For the angular part, using the multiplier theorem, Theorem 2.12,
∥∥∥∥∥

∞∑

k=0

K̃α
k,1(r, s)Pkf(s, ω)

∥∥∥∥∥
Lp(dω)

.

[(s
r

)ν0+λ0+2− d
p

+
(s
r

)µ0+α+λ0+2−d
p

] ∥∥∥∥∥

∞∑

k=0

Pkf(s, ω)

∥∥∥∥∥
Lp(dω)

.

To estimate the radial part, if

ν0 + λ0 + 2− d

p
> 0 and µ0 + α+ λ0 + 2− d

p
> 0 (5.27)

then
[
rν0+λ0+2− d

p + rµ0+α+λ0+2− d
p

]
χ{0<r<1/2} ∈ L1

(
dr
r

)
. Thus,

‖R̃α
1 f(r, ω)‖Lp(dr

r
·dω) .

∥∥∥∥∥∥

∫ r/2

0

(s
r

)ν0+λ0+2− d
p

∥∥∥∥∥

∞∑

k=0

Pkf(s, ω)

∥∥∥∥∥
Lp(dω)

ds

s

∥∥∥∥∥∥
Lp( dr

r
)

+

∥∥∥∥∥∥

∫ r/2

0

(s
r

)µ0+α+λ0+2− d
p

∥∥∥∥∥

∞∑

k=0

Pkf(s, ω)

∥∥∥∥∥
Lp(dω)

ds

s

∥∥∥∥∥∥
Lp( dr

r
)

.

∥∥∥∥∥

∞∑

k=0

Pkf(r, ω)

∥∥∥∥∥
Lp( dr

r
·dω)

= ‖f(r, ω)‖Lp( dr
r
·dω).

That is, if 1
p < min{ d+α

d , d−σ
d }, then R̃α

1 is bounded in Lp(drr · dω).
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5.4. Case 2: s
r > 2. Since hαk,1n, h

α
k,2n are uniformly bounded in k, n, we have

|K̃α
k,3(r, s)| .

(r
s

)νk−λ0−α+ d
p

+
(r
s

)µk−λ0+
d
p

.
(r
s

)ν0−λ0−α+ d
p

+
(r
s

)µ0−λ0+
d
p

.

For the finite difference of K̃α
k,3(r, s), we have

sup
j

2j(N−1)
2j+1∑

k=2j

|DNK̃α
k,3(r, s)|

≤ 2N
∞∑

k=0

kN−1|K̃α
k,3(r, s)|

. 2N
∞∑

k=0

kN−1

[(r
s

)νk−λ0−α+ d
p

+
(r
s

)µk−λ0+
d
p

]

. 2N
[(r
s

)ν0−λ0−α+ d
p

+
(r
s

)µ0−λ0+
d
p

]
.

By Theorem 2.12, we have
∥∥∥∥∥

∞∑

k=0

K̃α
k,3(r, s)Pkf(s, ω)

∥∥∥∥∥
Lp(dω)

.

[(r
s

)ν0−λ0−α+ d
p

+
(r
s

)µ0−λ0+
d
p

]∥∥∥∥∥

∞∑

k=0

Pkf(s, ω)

∥∥∥∥∥
Lp(dω)

.

If

ν0 − λ0 − α+
d

p
> 0, and µ0 − λ0 +

d

p
> 0 (5.28)

then rν0−λ0−α+ d
pχ{0<r< 1

2} + rµ0−λ0+
d
pχ{0<r< 1

2} ∈ L1
(
dr
r

)
. Thus,

‖R̃α
1 f(r, ω)‖Lp( dr

r
·dω) .

∥∥∥∥∥∥

∫ ∞

2r

(r
s

)ν0−λ0−α+ d
p

∥∥∥∥∥

∞∑

k=0

Pkf(s, ω)

∥∥∥∥∥
Lp(dω)

ds

s

∥∥∥∥∥∥
Lp( dr

r
)

+

∥∥∥∥∥∥

∫ ∞

2r

(r
s

)µ0−λ0+2+ d
p

∥∥∥∥∥

∞∑

k=0

Pkf(s, ω)

∥∥∥∥∥
Lp(dω)

ds

s

∥∥∥∥∥∥
Lp( dr

r
)

.

∥∥∥∥∥

∞∑

k=0

Pkf(r, ω)

∥∥∥∥∥
Lp( dr

r
·dω)

= ‖f(r, ω)‖Lp( dr
r
·dω).

That is, if 1
p > max{0, α+σ

d }, then R̃α
3 is bounded in Lp(drr · dω).

5.5. Case 3: 1
2 <

s
r < 2. Let us define

Eα
k,1n := Aα

k,1n − 1; (5.29)

Eα
k,2n := Aα

k,2n − 1. (5.30)
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By definition, for N ≥ 1, we have

dNEα
k,1n

dkN
=
dNAα

k,1n

dkN
,

dNEα
k,2n

dkN
=
dNAα

k,2n

dkN
. (5.31)

We rewrite the kernel functions as

Kα
k,2(r, s) =C

α
k

∞∑

n=0

Aα
k,1n

(s
r

)νk+λ0+2+2n

χ+ − Cα
k

∞∑

n=0

Aα
k,2n

(s
r

)µk+λ0+α+2+2n

χ+

− Cα
k

∞∑

n=0

Aα
k,2n

(r
s

)µk−λ0+2n

χ− + Cα
k

∞∑

n=0

Aα
k,1n

(r
s

)νk−λ0−α+2n

χ−

=:Kα,main
k,2 (r, s) +Kα,rem

k,2 (r, s).

with

Kα,main
k,2 (r, s) := Cα

k

{(
s
r

)νk+λ0+2 −
(
s
r

)µk+λ0+α+2
}

1−
(
s
r

)2 χ+ − Cα
k

{(
r
s

)µk−λ0 −
(
r
s

)νk−λ0−α
}

1−
(
r
s

)2 χ−;

Kα,rem
k,2 (r, s) := Cα

k

(s
r

)νk+λ0+2 ∞∑

n=0

Eα
k,1n

(s
r

)2n
χ+ − Cα

k

(s
r

)µk+λ0+α+2 ∞∑

n=0

Eα
k,2n

(s
r

)2n
χ+

− Cα
k

(r
s

)µk−λ0
∞∑

n=0

Eα
k,2n

(r
s

)2n
χ− + Cα

k

(r
s

)νk−λ0−α ∞∑

n=0

Eα
k,1n

(r
s

)2n
χ−.

We denote the modified kernels

K̃α,main
k,2 (r, s) :=

(s
r

)− d
p

Kα,main
k,2 (r, s),

K̃α,rem
k,2 (r, s) :=

(s
r

)− d
p

Kα,rem
k,2 (r, s).

and the associated operators are

R̃α,main
2 f(r, ω) :=

∞∑

k=0

∫ ∞

0

K̃α,main
k (r, s)Pkf(s, ω)

ds

s
;

R̃α,rem
2 f(r, ω) :=

∞∑

k=0

∫ ∞

0

K̃α,rem
k (r, s)Pkf(s, ω)

ds

s
.

5.5.1. The estimate of the term R̃α,main

2 . Let us define the approximated kernels

K̃α,main, ap
k,2 (r, s) = Cα

k

{(
s
r

)ν0+λ0+2−d
p −

(
s
r

)µ0+λ0+α+2− d
p

}

1−
(
s
r

)2 χ+

− Cα
k

{(
r
s

)µ0−λ+ d
p −

(
r
s

)ν0−λ−α+ d
p

}

1−
(
r
s

)2 χ−,

and

K̃α,main
err,k (r, s) = K̃α,main

k,2 (r, s)− K̃α,main, ap
k,2 (r, s)

=

[
Cα

k

(s
r

)λ0+2− d
p
{(s

r

)νk
−
(s
r

)ν0}
− Cα

k

(s
r

)λ0+α+2− d
p
{(s

r

)µk

−
(s
r

)µ0
}] 1

1−
(
s
r

)2χ+
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−
[
Cα

k

(r
s

)λ0+
d
p
{(r

s

)µk

−
(r
s

)µ0
}
− Cα

k

(s
r

)λ−α+ d
p
{(s

r

)νk
−
(s
r

)ν0}] 1

1−
(
r
s

)2χ−,

and the associated operators

R̃α,main, ap
2 f(r, ω) =

∞∑

k=0

∫ ∞

0

K̃α,main, ap
k (r, s)Pkf(s, ω)

ds

s
;

R̃errf(r, ω) =

∞∑

k=0

∫ ∞

0

K̃α,main
err,k (r, s)Pkf(s, ω)

ds

s
.

For R̃α,main, ap
2 , we can rewrite it as

R̃α,main, ap
2 f(r, ω)

=

∫ ∞

0




{

( s
r )

ν0+λ0+2−d
p −( s

r )
µ0+λ0+α+2−d

p

}

χ+

1−( s
r )

2 −

{

( r
s )

µ0−λ+ d
p −( r

s )
ν0−λ−α+ d

p

}

χ−

1−( r
s )

2




×
∞∑

k=0

Cα
k Pkf(s, ω)

ds

s
.

Using the boundedness of Calderón–Zygmund singular operators, we have

‖R̃α,main, ap
2 f(·, ω)‖Lp(dr

r
) .

∥∥∥∥∥

∞∑

k=0

Cα
k Pkf(·, ω)

∥∥∥∥∥
Lp( dr

r
)

.

For the coefficients Cα
k , by Lemma 5.3, we have

|Cα
k | . 1,

sup
j

2j(N−1)
2j+1∑

k=2j

|DNCα
k | . 1.

That is, Cα
k satisfies the conditions of (BCi) and (BCii), therefore,

‖R̃α,main, ap
2 f(r, ω)‖Lp( dr

r
·dω) .

∥∥∥
∞∑

k=0

Pkf
∥∥∥
Lp(dr

r
·dω)

= ‖f‖Lp( dr
r
·dω). (5.32)

For the error term K̃α,main
err,k (r, s), using Lemma 4.3 and Lemma 4.5, the following

estimates are valid:

|K̃α,main
err,k (r, s)| . 1;

sup
j

2j(N−1)
2j+1∑

k=2j

|DN K̃α,main
err,k (r, s)| . 1.

Hence, R̃err is bounded in Lp(drr · dω). In conclusion, we have proved that R̃α,main
2

is also bounded in Lp(drr · dω) for 1 < p <∞.
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5.5.2. The estimate of the term R̃α,rem
2 . Recall that

K̃α,rem
k,2 (r, s)

= Cα
k

(s
r

)νk+λ0+2− d
p

∞∑

n=0

Eα
k,1n

(s
r

)2n
χ+

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Eα,+

k,1 (r,s)

−Cα
k

(s
r

)µk+λ0+α+2− d
p

∞∑

n=0

Eα
k,2n

(s
r

)2n
χ+

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Eα,+

k,2 (r,s)

− Cα
k

(r
s

)νk−λ0−α+ d
p

∞∑

n=0

Eα
k,2n

(r
s

)2n
χ−

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Eα,−

k,2 (r,s)

+Cα
k

(r
s

)µk−λ0+
d
p

∞∑

n=0

Eα
k,1n

(r
s

)2n
χ−

︸ ︷︷ ︸
E

α,−
k,1

(r,s)

,

with

Eα,−
k,1 (r, s) :=

∞∑

n=0

Eα
k,1n

(s
r

)2n
χ+, Eα,+

k,2 (r, s) :=

∞∑

n=0

Eα
k,2n

(s
r

)2n
χ+, (5.33)

Eα,−
k,2 (r, s) :=

∞∑

n=0

Eα
k,2n

(r
s

)2n
χ−, Eα,−

k,1 (r, s) :=

∞∑

n=0

Eα
k,1n

(r
s

)2n
χ−. (5.34)

Lemma 5.5. For Eα
k,1n, E

α
k,2n, A

α
k,1n and Aα

k,2n, and N ≥ 1, we have
∣∣∣∣
dNEα

k,1n

dkN

∣∣∣∣ .
1

kN
1

n+ 1
,

∣∣∣∣
dNEα

k,2n

dkN

∣∣∣∣ .
1

kN
1

n+ 1
.

Proof. See Appendix B. �

Using Lemma 5.5, a direct computation gives
∣∣∣∣
dNEα,+

k,1

dkN

∣∣∣∣,
∣∣∣∣
dNEα,+

k,2

dkN

∣∣∣∣ .
1

kN

∣∣∣∣ln
(
1−

(s
r

)2)∣∣∣∣χ+,

∣∣∣∣
dNEα,−

k,1

dkN

∣∣∣∣,
∣∣∣∣
dNEα,−

k,2

dkN

∣∣∣∣ .
1

kN

∣∣∣∣ln
(
1−

(s
r

)2)∣∣∣∣χ−.

It follows from these estimates that K̃α,rem
k,2 (r, s) satisfies the condition (BCi) and

(BCii) of Theorem 2.12. Therefore, R̃α,rem
2 is bounded in Lp(drr · dω). Thus we

finished the proof of Proposition 1.4.

In conclusion, if max
{
0, σ+α

d

}
< 1

p < min
{
1, d−σ

d , d+α
d

}
, the operator Rα is

bounded in Lp(Rd).

Appendix A.

Proof of Lemma 4.6. We only give the details for A+
k,n, as the estimate for A−

k,n is
similar.

For N = 1, using the definition of polygamma functions, we have

dA+
k,n

dk
= A+

k,n

[
(ψ(ak + n+ 1)− ψ(ak + bk + n+ 1))

dak
dk

+ (ψ(bk + n+ 1)− ψ(ak + bk + n+ 1)
dbk
dk

]

=: A+
k,nGn,k.
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The Leibniz rule gives

dN+1A+
k,n

dkN+1
=

N∑

m=0

(
N

m

)
dmA+

k,n

dkm
dN−mGn,k

dkN−m
= A+

k,n

M(N)∑

i=0

Ci,N

N∏

j=0

(G
(j)
n,k)

αi,j,N ,

where αi,j,N are integers depends on i, j, N and satisfying
N∑
j=0

αi,j,N (1+ j) = N+1,

and Ci,N ,M(N) are some constants which depends on N .
For Gn,k, we have the following estimate, with z ∈ (ak + n+ 1, ak + bk + n+ 1)

and z̃ ∈ (bk + n+ 1, ak + bk + n+ 1),

|Gn,k| ≤ |ψ′(z)bk| ·
∣∣dak

dk

∣∣+ |ψ′(z̃)ak| ·
∣∣dbk
dk

∣∣.
To estimate the derivatives of Gn,k with respect to k, we denote

Dbψ(ak + n+ 1) = ψ(ak + n+ 1)− ψ(ak + bk + n+ 1),

Daψ(bk + n+ 1) = ψ(bk + n+ 1)− ψ(ak + bk + n+ 1).

Then

Gn,k = Dbψ(ak + n+ 1)
dak
dk

+Daψ(bk + n+ 1)
dbk
dk

. (A.1)

It is easy to check that

|Dbψ(ak + n+ 1)|
∣∣∣∣
dak
dk

∣∣∣∣ ≤ min

{
1

n+ 1
,
1

k

}
1

k
,

|Daψ(bk + n+ 1)|
∣∣∣∣
dbk
dk

∣∣∣∣ ≤
1

n+ 1

1

k
.

By the Faá di Bruno formula, we have

dNDbψ(ak + n+ 1)

dkN

=
∑

∑

N
j=1 jmj=N

Cm1,...,mN
ψ(

∑N
j=1 mj)(ak + n+ 1)

N∏

j=1

(a
(j)
k )mj

−
∑

∑

N
j=1 jnj=N

Cn1,...,nN
ψ(

∑N
j=1 nj)(ak + bk + n+ 1)

N∏

j=1

(a
(j)
k + b

(j)
k )nj

=
∑

∑

N
j=1 jmj=N

Cm1,...,mN

[
ψ(

∑N
j=1 mj)(ak+n+1)− ψ(

∑N
j=1 mj)(ak+bk+n+1)

] N∏

j=1

(a
(j)
k )mj

−
∑

∑

N
j=1 jnj=N

Cn1,...,nN
ψ(

∑N
j=1 nj)(ak + bk + n+ 1)

N∏

j=1

nj−1∑

αj=0

Cαj ,nj
(a

(j)
k )αj (b

(j)
k )nj−αj .

Thus, by (4.5) and (4.6), we have the following estimate
∣∣∣∣
dNDbψ(ak + n+ 1)

dkN

∣∣∣∣

.
∑

∑

N
j=1 jmj=N

ψ(
∑N

j=1 mj)+1(z)|bk|
N∏

j=1

(a
(j)
k )mj
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−
∑

∑

N
j=1 jnj=N

1

n+ 1

1

k(
∑

N
j=1 nj)−1

nj−1∑

αj=0

1

k
∑

N
j=1 jαj+(j+1)(nj−αj)−α1

.
∑

∑

N
j=1 jmj=N

1

n+ 1

1

k(
∑

N
j=1 mj)+1

1

k
∑

N
j=1 jmj−m1

−
∑

∑N
j=1 jmj=N,α1<N

1

n+ 1

1

k(
∑

N
j=1 nj)−1

1

kN+N−α1

.
1

n+ 1

1

kN+1
. (A.2)

Similarly, for Daψ(bk + n+ 1), we have

dNDaψ(bk + n+ 1)

dkN

=
∑

∑

N
j=1 jmj=N

Cm1,...,mN
ψ(

∑N
j=1 mj)(bk + n+ 1)

N∏

j=1

(b
(j)
k )mj

−
∑

∑

N
j=1 jnj=N

Cn1,...,nN
ψ(

∑N
j=1 nj)(ak + bk + n+ 1)

N∏

j=1

(a
(j)
k + b

(j)
k )nj

=
∑

∑

N
j=1 jmj=N

Cm1,...,mN
ψ(

∑N
j=1 mj)(bk + n+ 1)

N∏

j=1

(b
(j)
k )mj

−
∑

∑

N
j=1 jnj=N

Cn1...nN
ψ(

∑N
j=1 nj)(ak + bk + n+ 1)

N∏

j=1

(

nj∑

αj=0

Cαj ,nj
a
(j)(nj−αj)
k b

(j)αj

k ).

Again, (4.5) and (4.6) yields
∣∣∣∣
dNDaψ(bk + n+ 1)

dkN

∣∣∣∣ .
∑

∑N
j=1 jmj=N

1

n+ 1

1

k
∑

N
j=1(j+1)mj

+
∑

∑N
j=1 jnj=N

α1≤n1≤N

1

n+ 1

1

kn1+···+nN−1

1

k
∑

N
j=1 jnj−(n1−α1)

≤ 1

(n+ 1)kN−1
. (A.3)

Using Leibniz rule for (A.1), we have

G
(N)
n,k =

N∑

j=0

(
N

j

)(
(Dbψ(ak + n+ 1))(j)a

(N−j+1)
k +(Daψ(bk + n+ 1))(j)b

(N−j+1)
k

)
.

By (A.2) and (A.3), we get

|G(N)
n,k | .

N∑

j=1

1

n+ 1

1

kj+1

1

kN−j+1
+

N∑

j=0

1

n+ 1

1

kj−1

1

kN−j+2

.
1

n+ 1

1

kN+1
. (A.4)
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In view of the boundedness of A+
k,n, we have

A
+(N+1)
k,n .

1

n+ 1

1

kN+1
.

This finishes the proof. �

Appendix B.

Proof of Lemma 5.5. Using the asymptotics of the Gamma function, we know that
Eα

k,1n, E
α
k,2n are uniformly bounded in n and k. Hence,

dEα
k,1n

dk
= Eα

k,1n

[
{(ψ(ak + n+ 1)− ψ(ak − bk + n+ 1))} dak

dk

+ {(ψ(ak − bk − α/2 + n+ 1)− ψ(ak − α/2 + n+ 1))} dak
dk

+ {ψ(ak − bk + n+ 1)− ψ(−bk + n+ 1)} dbk
dk

+ {ψ(−bk − α/2 + n+ 1)− ψ(ak − bk − α/2 + n+ 1)} dbk
dk

]

:= Eα
k,1nG

α
k,1n.

By induction, we have

dNEα
k,1n

dkN
= Eα

k,1n

M(N)∑

i=0

Ci,N

N∏

j=0

(
djGα

k,1n

dkj

)αi,j,N

(B.1)

where αi,j,N are integers that depend on i, j, N , satisfying
N∑
j=0

αi,j,N (1+j) = N+1;

and Ci,N ,M(N) are some constants which depend on N . It is easy to check that

|Gα
k,1n| .

1

k

1

n+ 1
. (B.2)

Next, we compute the derivatives of Gα
k,1n.

Using the Faá di Bruno formula, we have

dN{(ψ(ak + n+ 1)− ψ(ak − bk + n+ 1))}
dkN

=
∑

∑

N
j=1 jmj=N

Cm1,...,mN
ψ(

∑N
j=1 mj)(ak + n+ 1)

N∏

j=1

(a
(j)
k )mj

−
∑

∑

N
j=1 jnj=N

Cn1,...,nN
ψ(

∑N
j=1 nj)(ak − bk + n+ 1)

N∏

j=1

(a
(j)
k − b

(j)
k )nj

=
∑

∑

N
j=1 jmj=N

Cm1,...,mN

[
ψ(

∑N
j=1 mj)(ak+n+1)− ψ(

∑N
j=1 mj)(ak−bk+n+1)

] N∏

j=1

(a
(j)
k )mj

−
∑

∑

N
j=1 jnj=N

Cn1,...,nN
ψ(

∑N
j=1 nj)(ak − bk + n+ 1)

N∏

j=1

nj−1∑

αj=0

Cαj ,nj
(a

(j)
k )αj (b

(j)
k )nj−αj .



W s,p-BOUNDEDNESS OF WAVE OPERATORS 53

Hence,

dN{(ψ(ak + n+ 1)− ψ(ak − bk + n+ 1))}
dkN

.
∑

∑

N
j=1 jmj=N

ψ(
∑N

j=1 mj)+1(z)|bk|
N∏

j=1

(a
(j)
k )mj

−
∑

∑

N
j=1 jnj=N

1

n+ 1

1

k(
∑

N
j=1 nj)−1

nj−1∑

αj=0

1

k
∑

N
j=1 jαj+(j+1)(nj−αj)−α1

.
∑

∑

N
j=1 jmj=N

1

n+ 1

1

k(
∑

N
j=1 mj)+1

1

k
∑

N
j=1 jmj−m1

−
∑

∑N
j=1 jnj=N,α1<N

1

n+ 1

1

k(
∑

N
j=1 nj)−1

1

kN+N−α1

.
1

n+ 1

1

kN+1
.

An analogous calculation gives that

dN{(ψ(ak − bk − α/2 + n+ 1)− ψ(ak − α/2 + n+ 1))}
dkN

.
1

n+ 1

1

kN+1
.

For ψ(ak − bk + n+ 1)− ψ(−bk + n+ 1), Faá di Bruno formula gives

dN{ψ(ak − bk + n+ 1)− ψ(−bk + n+ 1)}
dkN

=
∑

∑

N
j=1 jmj=N

Cm1,...,mN
ψ(

∑N
j=1 mj)(ak − bk + n+ 1)

N∏

j=1

(a
(j)
k − b

(j)
k )mj

−
∑

∑

N
j=1 jnj=N

Cn1,...,nN
ψ(

∑N
j=1 nj)(−bk + n+ 1)

N∏

j=1

(−b(j)k )nj

=
∑

∑

N
j=1 jmj=N

Cm1,...,mN
ψ(

∑N
j=1 mj)(ak−bk + n+1)

N∏

j=1

mj∑

αj=0

Cαj ,mj
(a

(j)
k )αj (b

(j)
k )mj−αj

−
∑

∑

N
j=1 jnj=N

Cn1,...,nN
ψ(

∑N
j=1 nj)(−bk + n+ 1)

N∏

j=1

(−b(j)k )nj .

Hence,
∣∣∣∣
dN{ψ(ak − bk + n+ 1)− ψ(−bk + n+ 1)}

dkN

∣∣∣∣

.
∑

∑

N
j=1 jmj=N,αj≤mj

1

n+ 1

1

k
∑

N
j=1 mj−1

1

k
∑

N
j=0 jαj+(j+1)(mj−αj)−α1

+
∑

∑

N
j=1 jnj=N

1

n+ 1

1

k
∑

N
j=1(j+1)nj
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.
1

n+ 1

1

kN−1
.

Similarly, we have
∣∣∣∣
dN{ψ(−bk − α/2 + n+ 1)− ψ(ak − bk + n+ 1)}

dkN

∣∣∣∣ .
1

n+ 1

1

kN−1
.

∣∣∣∣∣
dNGα

k,1n

dkN

∣∣∣∣∣ .
1

n+ 1

1

kN+1
. (B.3)

Hence, we have ∣∣∣∣∣
dNEα

k,1n

dkN

∣∣∣∣∣ .
1

n+ 1

1

kN+1
. (B.4)

The estimates for Eα
k,2n are similar, so we omit the details. �
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Table 1. Summary of notation used in this paper.

Notation Description
D

N Nth order (forward) finite difference
Bµ Bessel transform of order µ
Hν Hankel transform of order ν
Pk Projection from L2(Sd−1) to the space of spherical harmonics of degree k
Yk,l(ω) The lth spherical harmonic of degree k
Hk,l Hk,l = {f(r)Yk,l(ω) : f(r) ∈ L2(R+; r

d−1 dr)}
H0;k,l −∆ restricted to Hk,l

Hk,l La restricted to Hk,l

λ0 λ0 = d−2
2

µk µk = d−2
2 + k

νk νk =
√
µ2
k + a

ek(r, λ) ek(r, λ) = (rλ)−
d−2
2 Jµk

(rλ)

ẽk(r, λ) ẽk(r, λ) = (rλ)−
d−2
2 Jνk(rλ)

ak ak = µk+νk
2

bk bk = µk−νk
2

A+
k,n A+

k,n = Γ(ak+n+1)Γ(bk+n+1)
Γ(ak+bk+n+1)Γ(n+1)

A−
k,n A−

k,n = Γ(ak+n+1)Γ(1−bk+n)
Γ(ak−bk+n+1)Γ(n+1)

E+
k,n E+

k,n = A+
k,n − 1− a

4(n+1)

E−
k,n E−

k,n = A−
k,n − 1 + a

4(n+1)

χ± χ+ = χ{r/2<s<r} and χ− = χ{r<s<2r}
Cα

k Cα
k = 2 sin(πα/2) sin(π(µk−νk)/2)

π sin(π(µk−νk+α)/2) (α is not an even integer)

Aα
k,1n Aα

k,1n =
Γ(

µk+νk
2 +n+1)Γ(νk−α

2 +n+1)Γ(
νk−µk

2 +n+1)Γ(−α
2 +n+1)

Γ(
νk−µk−α

2 +n+1)Γ(νk+n+1)Γ(
νk+µk−α

2 +n+1)Γ(n+1)

Aα
k,2n Aα

k,2n =
Γ(µk+

α
2 +n+1)Γ(

νk+µk
2 +n+1)Γ(α

2 +n+1)Γ(
µk−νk

2 +n+1)

Γ(
µk−νk+α

2 +n+1)Γ(
νk+µk+α

2 +n+1)Γ(µk+n+1)Γ(n+1)

Eα
k,1n Eα

k,1n = Aα
k,1n − 1

Eα
k,2n Eα

k,2n = Aα
k,2n − 1
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