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ABSTRACT. In this paper, we investigate the W#®P-boundedness for stationary
wave operators of the Schrodinger operator with inverse-square potential
Lo=—A+tfy, a>- @22

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*P-bounded for certain p and s which depend on a. As corollaries, we
solve some open problems associated with the operator L4, 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

BEERERRE=

1.1. Background. For a real-valued potential V', the time-dependent wave oper-
ators for the pair of self-adjoint operators Hy = —A and H := Hy + V are defined

as

Wy = s-lim e e~tHo

t—too ’

Wi = s-lime
t—+too
1

itHo e—itH

)

(1.1)
(1.2)
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where s-lim indicates the strong limit in L2(R9). In [1§], Kato and Kuroda derived
the following stationary formula for the wave operators,

Wy — /O; dEd—(AA)(H — M) Ro(A £ i0) dA, (1.3)
and
- 1 O; dE;A(A) (Ho — MR(\ +0) dA, (1.4)

where dE(N),dEy(X), R(A £ 40), Ro(\ £ 40) are the spectral measures and resol-
vents associated to H and Hy, respectively. The authors in [I§] proved that under
some restrictive assumptions, the wave operators defined in time-dependent form
(CI),2) and stationary form (I3)), (L4) are identical.

For suitable potentials V' e.g. short range potentials, one can prove that the time-
dependent W1 and W exist and are complete, see Agmon [2]. This implies that
they are isometries from L?(R%) to L?(R?), and there is no singular continuous
spectrum. It is natural to ask: for what p # 2 are the wave operators Wy, Wi
bounded in LP(R?), or bounded in W#*?(R%)? This is precisely the question that
this paper tries to answer.

The W#*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#P-boundedness of the stationary wave operators
associated to the operator £, = —A + # for a > — (d_f) in dimensions d > 2,
for suitable p € [1,00] and s € R. We define £, as the Friedrichs extension of the
operator —A—|—# defined on C°(R¥\{0}). We refer the readers to [36, Section X.3]

(d—2)?

for the general theory of such extensions. The restriction a > —*=;~~ guarantees
positivity of L,; indeed, the associated form is
2 d—2 d—2\2 3
Q(f):/ Vf—l—o—xf} dx, where U::——[(—) +a]2. (1.5)
Rd || 2 2

The elliptic operator £, has appeared frequently in the literature. For example,
the heat and Schrédinger flows associated with the elliptic operator £, 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 —A and L, exist and

2
are complete for a > —% in dimensions d > 3. For the case d =2 and d > 3

2
with a = — (d_f) , there is no scattering theory for £,. However, we can still define

the stationary wave operators using the formula (L3) and ([4)), provided we have
the spectral measures.

One of the main motivations for investigating the W*?(R¢)-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 Schrodinger and wave equations with inverse-square potentials, in space

2 2
(d_f) . The endpoint case a = —% was proven

dimensions d > 2 and a > —
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by Mizutani [30]. Later, Fanelli, Felli, Fontelos, and Primo proved [I3 [I4] the
dispersive estimates for certain Schrodinger 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, 5I]. However, to the best of our knowledge, the dispersive estimates for
the Schrodinger evolution e“a in higher dimensions d > 4, and wave propagator
% in all dimensions are still open. Once we have the W#®P-boundedness, by
the iﬁltertwining property, we may transfer the dispersive estimates and Strichartz
estimates of the operator —A to the operator L,.

Another motivation for our work is to obtain Sogge’s local smoothing estimates
for e®V£Le  This states that the space regularity of half-wave propagator will be
improved if we average in time. Using the W#®P-boundedness, we will establish
the corresponding estimates for e”\/ﬂ_a, under the assumption that local smoothing
estimates have been proven for eV =4,

Our results also imply the uniform Sobolev inequality for L, the equivalence
of Sobolev norms adapted to £,, and a Mikhlin-type multiplier theorem for L,.
These results improve the corresponding results in [33, 22] to a more general range
of indices. See Subsection [[.3] for more details.

One thing we want to mention is that a number of other estimates related to
L, also can be directly deduced from the W#®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#®P-boundedness.

Theorem 1.1 (LP-boundedness). Letd > 2 and a > —%. Then, the stationary
wave operators Wy and Wi are bounded in LP(R?) with

max {0, 5} < 4 < min {1,452}, (1.6)
where o is as in ([LH).
Remark 1.2. The condition (L) is equivalent to

1 if 0
{ <p<+oo 1t a>0, (1'7)

py<p<po if a<0,
where pg = g.
Proof sketch for Theorem [I.1l 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' = mLP is homogeneous of degree —2,
which has the same scaling as —A. This key property has been employed in [9, 10}
35] to prove the dispersive and Strichartz estimates for the solutions of Schrodinger
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 —A to L, but under the
radial assumption. Owur 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 £, 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 £,. It is known [27] that
once the distorted Fourier transforms .#4 are well-defined, the wave operators can
be given by Wy = .#}.%#. This formula inspires us to construct the stationary wave
operators directly.

Hence, we construct two intertwining operators W and W* in L?(R?) for —A
and L, using the decomposition into spherical harmonics,

Wf(r,w):/o ZKkrstf(r w)dr (1.8)

W f(r,w) = /0 Z Ki(r, )P f(r, w)% (1.9)
k=0

where Kj(r,s), and Kji(r, s) are given by integrals involving two Bessel functions,
and the projection operator Py, is defined as in (2.14]) below. It is easy to check that
W and W* are unitary in L?(R). In addition, we are able to prove that W = W_
and W* = W* defined by (IL3) and (4.

To verify that W and W* are bounded in LP(R4), it suffices to prove two modified
operators W and W* are bounded in L? ( -dw). One of the key ingredients in
proving the LP-boundedness is a discrete multlpher theorem (Theorem 212 below)
for spherical harmonics. If for any fixed r and s, the coefficients K (7, 8) satisfy the
assumptions of this theorem, then it follows that

HWf(T,w)”LP(dw) < M(T’ S)H Zpkf(r’ w)‘ LP(dw)7
k=0

where M (r, s) is the upper bound for K (r, s) uniformly in k. If M(r, s) is bounded
in Ll(%) on the diagonal r = s, then by Young’s inequality, we would have that
W is bounded in LP(% -dw). However, this is not true. In fact, as we will see from
E3T) below, for each fixed k, Ki(r, s) has a singularity of the type

c(r—s)7t

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

This fact also suggests that the intertwining operators W and W* are Calderén—
Zygmund singular integral operators on the radial part in each subspace. Hence,
our second ingredient in proving the LP-boundedness is the Calderén-Zygmund
theory.

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

W f(r, w)||Lp(dr) < Z P f (r,w HLP (dz):
k=0
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 Kj(r, s).
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One special case which can be easily proved is when the kernels are of the
variable-separated form Ky (r, s) = F(r, s)M(k), where F(r, s) defines a Calderén—
Zygmund operator and {M (k) },>o satisfies the condition of Theorem In this
situation, the operator W can be written as

Wf(r,w) = /000 F(r,s)ZM(k)]P’kf(r,w)%.
k=0

Using Calder6n—Zygmund theory, we have

175 )y < | X MBRFC)| o
k=0 "

Furthermore, by Theorem [ZT2] we would get the boundedness in LP(% -dw). This

easy case motivates us to approximate the K (7, s) with variable-separated kernels
to capture the singularity in the radial part. The remainder term has an L'(4r)
kernel which guarantees that we can estimate the angular part first.

Having the previous ideas in mind, the main difficulty in proving Theorem [Tl
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

vo =1/ (%2)° +a. (1.10)

Theorem 1.3 (W#P-boundedness). Assume that d > 2 and a > ——(d_ff.

(1) Let —d < o < 2+ 2vg. The stationary wave operators W are bounded in
Wer(RY), if p satisfies

0 o+ d—o d+« }

d’ d d = d J

(2) Let —2vy — 2 < B < d. The stationary wave operators Wi are bounded in
WHP(R?), if p satisfies

1
max {0, } <-< min{l, (1.11)
p

max{o,%,6}<1<min{1,d_a d_UJFB}. (1.12)

dJl T p d ' d
Proof sketch for Theorem To prove the W#*P-boundedness of the wave
operators, we introduce the following Riesz-type operators R® formally given by

R = (=A)Y2L792 —d<a<2p+2 a0,
and their inverse operators
RB=LB2(—A)P2 —2_2y<B<d, B+#0.

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

Proposition 1.4. Let d > 2 and a > ——(d_ff-
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(1) Let —d < a < 242y and o« # 0. The operator R given by &I is
bounded in LP(R) with

1 d—o d
<§<min{1, d”, Zo‘}. (1.13)

(2) Let —2v9 —2 < B < d and B # 0. The operator R~ given by [B.2) is
bounded in LP(R) with

max{0,0+a}

d

1
max{O,g,g} < -< min{l,

d—o+7p
< 7} (1.14)

d

Once we prove Proposition [[L4] combining it with the LP-boundedness of wave
operators immediately gives the W*P-boundedness for Wi and Wi: for s # 0
satisfying —d < s < 21y + 2, and p as in ([L.I1]), we have

Wt fllyirenzay = VWLV IV £ Ly
= [[IVILe WLV Lo gy
S AWV fll Lo ra)
< HfHWSwP(Rd)'

(1.15)

This proves the result, because boundedness in L?(R%) and Wewp (R4) implies bound-
edness in W*P(R%). Hence, to prove Theorem [[L3] we only need to prove Proposi-
tion [[41

The operators R* and R~7 are essentially Mellin multipliers on each subspace
of spherical harmonics. The kernel functions of R® and R~? are given by Fox H-
functions H, 421’42 (k;r, s), which plays the same role as the hypergeometric functions

in the study of wave operators. Using the residue theorem, H, i’f can be written as
power series when 0 < = < 1 and when = > 1. At the point 7 = s, we can prove
that they have a singularity of type

c(r—s)71,

see Lemma [5.4] below. These facts allow us to essentially re-use the proof of the
LP-boundedness of W4 and WX to show the boundedness of R* and R~?. The
details are given in Section
The LP-boundedness of R* and R =7 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 **« and a perturbative method to obtain the
equivalence in a restricted range « € (0,2). In this paper, we directly handle these
operators using spherical harmonics and Fox H-functions, which enable us to extend
the range of the fractional powers to —2—21y < f < d and —d < a < 24 2vy. These
bounds on « and [ 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 a. To be precise, we have the following;:
Corollary 1.5 (Equivalence of Sobolev norms). Let d > 2 and a > —(%)2.
(1) Let —d < a < 2+ 21y and « # 0. Further assume that p satisfies
o+«
d

max{(), d—o d—l—a}.

1
— i 1. ——
}<p<m1n{, 7 4
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Then for all f € C(R\ {0}),
1(=2)*2fll Loy S 1£57% f || Loqeey- (1.16)
(2) Let —2v9 —2 < B < d and 8 # 0. Further assume that p satisfies
ﬁ o d—o+ ﬁ}
"d'd d '
Then for all f € C(R%\ {0}),
12872 fl oy S 1(=2)"2f |l o gay. (1.17)

Remark 1.6. We want to emphasize part (2) of Corollary [[.H in dimension d = 2:
in this case, @ > 0, and our result simply says that R ! is LP-bounded for 1 < p < 2.
In particular, this implies that for 1 < p < 2

H|x|_1f||Lp(R2) 5 ”foLP(]R2)' (118)

This is consistent with the fact that Hardy’s inequality, which is (II8]) at the p = 2
endpoint, is false. In this sense, the range for which we proved the inequality (17
is sharp in dimension two.

max{ }<—<m1n{1

1.3. Applications. Since £, is a positive self-adjoint operator on L?(R?). By the
spectral theorem, for any bounded Borel function F', we can define the operator
F(L,) by the formula

F(L) = [ FOVAEE, ).
0
By the intertwining property Wi (—A) = £,W4 and the spectral theorem, we have
WAE_A(N) =dE., (A\)W. Hence,
F(L,) = WyF(Hy)WJ. (1.19)
Application 1: Dispersive estimates. Let e¢*“« f be the solution of the free

Schrodinger equation with inverse-square potential and initial data f. Using ([.19)
and the LP-LP" estimates for the free Schrodinger operator e ™4

™ £l sy S 17BN ooy, Vi #0

with 1 < p < 2, and by Theorem [[LT| we obtain the dispersive estimates for the
Schrodinger operator e~#%« as follows:

Corollary 1.7 (Dispersive estimate for Schrodinger equations). Let d > 2, a >
2
—@ S < min {1 ‘7} Then, there holds

He—zt£

1
and 5

1

— lf_
“Fllp oy SN f oy, VT #0. (1.20)

For the wave propagator, the following dispersive estimate

sm(t\/—A)f‘ <t (d— 1)(—7—)HfHW O ap Rty Vit#0, (1.21)

Lr' (R4)
is valid, where

Opa = T — 422, (1.22)
This inequality together with Theorem yields the dispersive estimates for the

sin(tv/Lq
wave propagator L\/Z—j)
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2
Corollary 1.8 (Dispersive estimate for wave equations). Let d > 2, a > —@

and % < % < min {1, d_TU}. If further assume that % > % - % + o, then there holds

sin(tv/La) <~ (d=1)(:-1) ‘
VELa f‘ Lr' (R4) Sl ’ HfHWQp,dvpv Vit #0. (1.23)
Proof. By (L.19), we have Sinij\ﬁ/—ﬂ_“) =Wy Sin(tT;A) Wi. Hence,
sin(tv/La) ‘ _ HW sin(tv/—A) w* ‘
VLa L¥ (R4) +— /A if Lo’ (RY)
sin(tv/—A) 117
,S ||ﬁwif||Lp’(Rd) (124)

(d—1)(L_1 N
§|t| (d-1)(5 2)HW:|:fHW9de‘p(

1

—(d— 1_1
S |t| (d 1)(p Q)HfHWBP*d’p(Rd)7 (125)

R9)

where in ([L24]), we used that max{O, %} < % < min{l, dTTU}, and in (L289), we
used that

1 _
—2V0—2<9p)d<d,max{0,977‘d,%}<§<min{1,djT",d%jep‘d}. O

Remark 1.9. As we mentioned before, Fanelli, Felli, Fontelos, and Primo have
proven (L20) with d € {2,3} in [I3] [14], while we prove the dispersive estimates

for e*“a in all dimensions d > 4. We stress that the dispersive estimates for the

propagator % are new for all dimensions d > 2.

Application 2: Strichartz estimates. Using the classical Strichartz estimates

for the free Schrédinger operator e ~#4 (see Keel-Tao [19] and Strichartz [40])
He_itAfHL‘t’L;(]Rde) Sz ey,

with (¢,7) € Ao = {(¢,7) : ¢, >2, 2 =d(5 1), (¢,1,d) # (2,00,2)}, we

recover the Strichartz estimates for e*%e.

Corollary 1.10 (Strichartz estimates for Schrédinger equations). Let d > 2 and
2
a > —@. Then for any (q,r) € Ao, we have

Heiw“fHLng(Rde) S ||f||L2(JRd)- (1.26)

Proof. Using the condition % € (%, d_T‘T), the spectral theorem gives that

€% FllLarr mxray = IWe™ 2 W* f|l Larr rxra)
S ||€7itAW*f||L§Lg(R><Rd)
SIW* fllL2ray
S 12 @ey- O
Let I be a time interval and let u : I x R — R be a Schwartz solution to the

homogeneous wave equation dyu — Au = 0 with the initial data (f,g). Then we
have the estimates

||u||L‘gL;(1de) S ||f||Ws,2(Rd) + ”gHWS*l,?(]Rd)’
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whenever s > 0, 2 < ¢ < 0o and 2 < r < 0o obey the scaling condition
1 n d d
qg r 2 7
and the wave admissibility conditions
1 d-—1 _d-1
— <
q 2r = 4
One could also obtain the following Strichartz estimates for the wave equation with
inverse-square potential using Theorem

Corollary 1.11 (Strichartz estimates for wave equation). Letd > 2, a > —M,

and u be the solution of wave equation dyu — Lou = 0 with Cauchy data (f,g) €
Wo2(RY) x W= L2(R?) with0 < s < 2. Let 2 < g < 00 and 2 < 1 < oo such that
244l <l (g>2, ifd=3 and ¢ >4, if d=2). Then,

lall o ey S 1 ey + N9 lie—s2zar, (1.27)

Proof. Let u be the solution of the wave equation without potential with Cauchy
data (W*f,W*g), then (W*f, W*g) € W2 x W12 By W*P-boundedness of
W and W*, since we have

{ 3}<1< {1 d—o d—a—i—s—l}
max T min T p ,

it follows that

HUHL"LT = HWUHL"LT(IX]RUZ) < ||U||LQU (IxR4)
< CUW™ fllyis2ay + W gllyire-1.2(ray)
< C(”f”Wse(Rd) + ||g||Ws71,2(Rd))- O

Application 3: Sogge’s local smoothing estimates. By the W*P-boundedness
of wave operators, we can extend some results of conjectures in harmonic analysis
associated to —A, such as the local smoothing conjecture, Bochner—Riesz conjec-
ture, and restriction conjecture, to the operator £,. 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 >

M the inequality

1
(/ 163 gy ) S 1 lher-eouy (1.28)
holds for all

2d

sp, if 2<p< AL
e<it f b=
if 55 <p<oo.

D’
For the history and progress on the local smoothing conjecture, we refer the

readers to [4,[15]. By the intertwining property (IL.I9) and Theorem[L.3] we establish
the local smoothing estimates for the propagator e™VZa ag follows:
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Corollary 1.13 (Local smoothing estimates for e?VZe). Let d > 2, and a >
i Ca) 2 . Suppose that ([C2]) holds for p > Pinown. Then, for p > Prnown and

spsg

} < = S 5, the following estimate is valid:

1
([ 1 1y 0) S oo (129

Proof. Under the assumption for p, we know that W is LP-bounded and W* is
W#r~P_bounded. Hence,

1
(f e fIILde)dt> = ([ 1wt e i o)

(/ e 11 gy

S AW fllvwsp—cr may
S llwsp—epgay- 0
Application 4: Uniform resolvent inequality. For the Laplacian —A, the

uniform Sobolev inequality has been proved by Kenig-Ruiz—Sogge [20] which is
given as follows: for z € C\ RT and f € C§°(R?),

max {

d(1_1y_
(=2 = 2)7 |l poggay < ClelZE ™07 f Loy, (1.30)
where d > 3 and (p, q) satisfies the conditions
2 1 1 2 2d 2d 2d 2d
R < = — — d — . 1.31
d+1°=p i a3 Piarr Mg tisgy 8

See also the paper of Gutiérrez [16], which proved that the condition (L3I)) is
sharp. More recently, Evéquoz [7] applied the method of [16] to show the uniform
resolvent estimate (IL30) in dimension d = 2 provided that (1/p,1/q) is contained
in the pentagon

{(Gg) i3S -2<L§<;<L0<1<g} (1.32)

As a consequence of Theorem [[LT] one can extend (L30) to the operator £,. To
state our result, with vy as in ([LI0), we write

— 3 1
g = min {E,Vo}.
Corollary 1.14 (Uniform Sobolev inequality). For d > 3, we suppose
2 1 1 2d 2d 2d 2d

f <<z 2 i '
d+1~p q— d d+2(1+ua)<p<d+1’ d—1<q<d—2(1+ua)
(1.33)

While for d = 2, we assume that (1/p,1/q) is as in (L32)). Then there ezists a
positive constant C such that for z € C\RT, f € C5°(RY),

7l o ay- (1.34)

Remark 1.15. The result of Corollary [[L14] with d = 2 is new. For d > 3, the
estimates for (L34]) were first proved by Bouclet and Mizutani [6] and Mizutani

[\)

1

|(La —2) lfHLq(Rd <Cl2|? a1
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[31] under (I33]) and an extra assumption 1—1) + é = 1. Mizutani-Zhang-Zheng [33]
proved Corollary [[L.T4] for
Ha = {

Our result extends their results to p, = min {%, uo}, since g < vy

1.

) 1/0257
1
0, 0<V0<§,

o=

2
Yo
—9p2°
1-2v3

with 1;0 =
for 1y < %
See Figure [Tl for an illustration of condition (L33):

e When a > —% + 1, or equivalently vy > 1, (L33) coincides with (L31)
and corresponds to the interior of the trapezium ABB’ A’ unioned with the
two open line segments AA’, BB’ (see Figure [I)), in which case Corollary
[[14] gives the full range of uniform Sobolev inequalities for L,.

e When —% <a< —% + i, 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 EF BB'F'E’
unioned with the two open line segments BB’ and FE’, which corresponds
to the condition (I33) of Corollary [T4

Application 5: Multiplier theorem. It follows from Sogge [38, Theorem 0.2.6]
that m(v/—A) is bounded in LP(R?) provided

S sup A IAD (/N 2y < 00 (1.35)
0<lal<n 20

for some integer n > £, whenever x € C§°(R?\ {0}). This, together with LP-
boundedness of wave operators yields the following multiplier theorem for £,.

Corollary 1.16. Let m € L>®(RY) satisfy the condition (L3H). Then m(v/Ly) is
bounded in LP(R?) for 1 < p < oo when a > 0, and for ph) < p < pp = g when
—% <a<0.
Remark 1.17. Noting that the condition

|m\)| SAT, V>0

implies that m satisfies the assumption (33, Corollary [[L.TI6 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 [, we construct
two intertwining operators which turns out to be the stationary wave operators.
The proof of the LP-boundedness is given in Section [l In Section B we give the
LP-boundedness of two Riesz-type operators, which implies the W#P-boundedness
of wave operators. In Appendices [Al and [Bl we give the proof for two technical
lemmas.

We conclude this introduction by defining some notation which will be used
throughout this paper. If XY 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/q

3=
Q=
Il
[sH
Heo
o

FIGURE 1. An illustration of condition (L33) of Corollary [Tl
A’ B',C', D', E" are dual points of A, B,C, D, E, respectively, and

_ (d+1 d-3 _ (d+1l d®>—3d+1
A= (57, %5) B = (57 S )
d+2(1=9) d—2(1+5 d—2(1+7
C:(d;%fl °;,d 2%1{ °§>, D:(%’(Tf%di °)>>,
E=( 2dVU’ 2dVU>’ F:(%v 5d )
The two trapeziums CDFE and C'D’'F'E’ are new when
(d-2)? (d-2)* | 1
3 se<-—"—3 +7

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 € L?(Ry;r¢~1dr), i.e.

(f(r),g9(r)) = /000 f(r)g(r)yrd=t dr.

In the course of proving our results, we will need to further introduce more notation,
which we summarize in Table [Tl 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 I'(z) is defined by

I'(z) :/ t*~le~t at,
0
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and analytically continued to C\ {0, —1,—2,...}. Let b, ¢ be two positive constants.
Then the following asymptotic expression is a generalization of the Stirling formula
(see [41)),
Lz+b)
T(z+¢)
as z — oo along any curve joining z = 0 and z = oo provided z # —b,—b—1,—b —
2,...,and z# —¢,—c—1,—c—2,..., where

(b—)b+ec—1) 02_i<";c)[3(b+c—1)2—(b—c+1)}-

25 C[1+Ol—+02 5 ] (2.1)

C) = ,
' 2 12
The reciprocal Gamma function F(Z) is an analytic function near z = 0 with the
Taylor expansion

1

_ 2 2J
O +_ e,

=2

where 7 is Euler’s constant, see [I p. 256].

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

0 () (o) — L&)
W0 @)= vle) = -
w(m) ()= () m € N.

dxm
Lemma 2.1. The polygamma function has the following asymptotic expansion as
|z| = oo:

m m k—i—m—l'Bk
M (2) ~ +1Z i C om>1

3

3 2

k=1
where By, are the Bernoulli numbers with By =

2.3. The Bessel functions. The Bessel function of the first kind of order v
(Rev > —1) is defined by (see [43])

IJ

()"
k'I‘ v+k+1) (22)

Mg

:0
The Bessel function of the second kind (a.k.a. Weber’s function) of order v is

Ju(2) cos(vm) = Ty (2)

sin(vm)

Y, (2) =

When v is an integer, the right hand side is given by the limiting value
1 0J,(2) (=)™ 0J,(2)

T Ov ‘V:” T ov “’:*"'

Yn(z) =
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The Bessel function of the third kind (a.k.a. Hankel function) of order v is
HV(2) = Jy(2) +iY,(2), HP =J,(z) —iY,(2).
Lemma 2.2 (Watson [43|, p. 429]). The following equality is valid

/ — (at)J, (bt) dt = { Lmid, (br) HY (ar),b < a;
0 t2 v v -

—r2 %ﬂ'in(ar)Hl,l)(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 6,(z) and 2,(z) be any nontrivial linear combination of J,(z),Y,(z),
and H,El)(z) (not necessarily different). Then

[ 090 F - -G 2E 2 GETenl) | GERE) - gy

From the proof of Proposition 2 in [I1] , we can derive
/oo Ju ()Y, (t) gt — 2Y,(2) (JH_H(Z) - J,,+1(z)) _ 2Y(2) (Ju(z) — Jl,(z))
» t w4v n—v J % n—v
~ Lu(@)Yo(2)
w+v

and

[BORO gy IO = BEE) | KAL)
o t u? — v2 p+v
Hence, combining the Wronskians for Bessel equations (see [34, p. 222]),
2
Ju+1(2)Yo(2) = L (2)Yo41(2) = —,

Tz

we have

A @M(M)@M7+L (M>@M(M%
2

- = [T, (sA) = Ju(sM)] . (2.4)

2.4. The hypergeometric function 3F;. See [I, p. 556]. Recall that Pochham-

mer’s symbol (z),, is

I'(z+n)
I'(z)

with (2)g = 1. The hypergeometric function 2 Fj(a;b;¢; z) is defined by the Gauss
series

() =2+1)E=+2)...(z4+n—-1)= ,neN,

— (a)n(D)n b Db(b+1
2Fi(a;b;5¢,2) = Za) ":1—|—a_ +wz2

"0 (c)nn! c(c+1)2!
T =Ta+n)Ib+n) ,
~ T(a)T (D) D Tlctn)n! -
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on the disk |z| < 1, and by analytic continuation elsewhere. Near the branch point
z =1, when Re(c — a — b) < 0, we have

Zlir{lﬁ (1 —2)"T7%F (a;b;¢;2) = —F(C)E((;);(Z)_ C).

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

(2.5)

- 26°T (L + Sv +1
/ tJ,(at)J, (bt)dt = (31 2? )1
0 a2 (v + 1)L (50— 3v)
b2
><2F1(u;—y—l—1 5 —l—lu—l—l—)
for 0 <b<a, and
/ tJ,(at)J, (bt) dt = 20V (45% +1)
0 b (45 ) (u+1)
w+v 2
X2F1( 2 2 52)

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

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

9= [ " )5 lds,

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

-1 zs=L s %g(z)dz
M (g(2))(s) /C g(2) dz,

21

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 < ¢,0 < n < p,
for a;,b; € C and for a;,6; € Ry = (0,00)(¢ =1,2,...,p;j =1,2,...,¢), the Fox
H-function H,";"(z) is defined via a Mellin-Barnes type integral in the form

(alvo‘l))"'v(a y& ) 1 m,n —Ss
(b1.51)1ver (b B) ] i / Hplq' (5)27"ds,
m,n m,n| (a1,a1),..., (ap,op)
Hp,q (s) = H [(bll 51) ----- (bg;Bq) S}
H L(b;+ B5s) 1=, T(1 — a; — ;)
?:nJrl F(al + ;s )H;I':erl ( - bj - ﬂjs),
and C is the infinite contour in the complex plane which separate the poles

—b; 1
Bj

H;”q”(z) = Hg?(}" [z

with

(2.6)

bji = (Gj=1,...,m; 1=0,1,2,...),
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of the Gamma functions I'(b; + 3;s) to the left of C and the poles

l—ai+k .
= TG k=0,1,2,...),

Qg

of the Gamma functions I'(1 — a; — «;s) to the right of C.

The properties of the Fox H-function H,""(z) depend on the parameters of a*,
A, ¢ and § which are given by

N
Il
-
o
Il

- S
Il Il
NGRS
S
I |
9= 10a-
S
_|_
jilng
s
M
&
o o
I

<
I
-
o
Il
-

s}
I
(]
(=
<
I
=
S
<-
-+
bS]
||
=
—~
[\
o
~

<
I
-
o
Il
-

>
Il
—=
L
<
8
—1=
N
<
—
[N
[y
=}
~

s
Il
-

<.
Il
-

From the definition, it is immediate that
MH($)(2) = Hp'" (2),  MTUHP™(2))(5) = Hy'(s).

In this paper, we only consider the Fox H-functions with fixed indices H, Z’f (2)
with § = 1. For H 427’42 (z) with 6 = 1, we have the following power series expansions

Lemma 2.6 (Theorem 1.3, [2T]). Let A =0 and 0 < |z| < 6 = 1. Then the Fox
H-function Hi’f (2) has the power series expansion

H22(2) Zh 2 —i—ih;nz%, (2.11)
n=0
with the coefficients
b=t (6= btid]
(—1)" (bQ—[b1+n]ﬂ2)H2 1D(1—aj + [br +n]37)
By T (ay — by + n G, T(1— b, — (b + n]§—>

and

h3, = lim {(s — bgn)Hi’i]

S—}bgn
(=1 D(ba— [ba + ] B)TE T (1~ a; + oo + n] )
B2 T T (a; — [by + n) ) Iy (1 — b; — [b2 + n] 52)

Lemma 2.7 (Theorem 1.4, [21]). Let A = 0 and |2| > 6 = 1. Then the Fox
H-function Hi’f (2) has the powerseries expansion

1-n —1-n
HY3(2) Zhlnz e +Zh2nz e (2.12)
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with the coefficients
hin = lim [—(s — aln)’Hi’i}

S—Q1n
C(cnr T Db+ [1—an + 02T (1—ap — [1 — ag +n]22)
nlag H?:31—‘( [1—@1 +n] )H F(l_bz_[l—a1+n]£_;)’

and

hon, = lim {—(s - agn)Hi’ﬂ

s—>aon
(—1)m T2, +[1—az + 0] E2)0(1—aq — [1 — az +n] %)
nlag TH_,T(a; — [1 — az +n] 2 )T, (1 - b; — [1—a2+n]£—;)'

2.7. Singular integral operators on the half-line. We first easily get Young’s
inequality for convolutions on the half-line (0, 00) with Haar measure dr/r as fol-
lows:

Lemma 2.8 ( Young S mequahty) For 1 <p < o0, we have

< ) oy 9 L -
Lr(4)

9(r/p) PR

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

ln(l —

Lemma 2.9. The operator

A = / (1= (2)) s 2+ /T”

is bounded in LP (Ry; %) for1l<p<oo.

Proof. 1t is easy to notice that
e ds
‘ln (1-s ’X{l/2<s<1}_ < Q.
0

Thus, by Lemma [Z8 we deduce that T is LP (R+, ) bounded. O

The following lemma is a variant of Schur’s test, which will be used in the proof
of Lemma 2.17] below.

Lemma 2.10 (Schur’s test with weights, [25]). Suppose (X,du) and (Y,dv) are
measure spaces, and w(x,y) is a positive measurable function defined on X x Y.

Let K(z,y): X xY — C satisfy

sw/mmﬁm@mw@:%<m
zxeX JY

SUP/ w(z,y) ¥ |K
yey JX

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

/ny av(y)

is a bounded operator from LP(Y,dv) to LP(X,du). In particular,

HTfHLP(X,d,u) < CO?CI;HfHLP(Y,dv)-

(:C,y)‘du(x) = (1 < o0,
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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 ug = % —1 and vo = \/p2 +a. Forr € Ry, define
R
r\T 1—(2)2 s AN 1—(5)2 s
2 s

T

then T is bounded in LP(Ry, 9C) for 1 < p < oo.

Proof. Note that T is bounded in LP(R, ) if and only if

_1
[r=*Tf(r)lr®isary S I~ PfHLP (Rysdr)-

Hence we define the following modified operator T with

mo = LG L 0T L

and it suffices to prove that T is bounded in LP(R,;dr).
Let f € LP(R4,dr), which we identify with its extension by zero to a function

on R. For r > 0, write T f(r =[x T( s)ds with
~ s\rots—H S -d4wtl g
T(r,s) = (;) mX{1/2<s/r<1} + (g) m)({1<s/r<2}-

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

1
Ir—s|’
1

|T(r,s)| < C
18, T(r,s) + 0sT(r,s)| < C

Combining this with Calderén—Zygmund singular integral theory (See [12, Chapter
5]), in order to prove T is bounded in LP(R;dr) for 1 < p < oo, it suffices to prove
that 7" is bounded in L?(R;dr). We write Tf(r) as follows,

T = [ Fee-0fe s [0S e

with
s\4—5 -1 1 r\ T gttl s 1
F(r,s) = (;) oy SX{r/2<s<r} 3 + (g) mX{T<S<2r} ~3 +1
1 1
= [F*(r,s) — 5} + [F~(r,s) — 5} + 1.
We denote
e 1 ds
) = [ [Pt ) = 5] -
~ ° 1 ds
T=f(r) = F -
1) = [P s = 511622
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Using the boundedness of the Hilbert transform, we know that the convolution

operator
o ds
=

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

1 s\d—1-1 T 1 1 [/s\d-%*-1
F+(T,S) - 5 = (;) (T‘ +s - 5) X{r/2<s<r} + 5 |: ;) - 1:| X{r/2<s<r}
1 /s\d=5 -1 pr—g 1 [/s\d-%5 1 1
=5 (;) mX{r/2<s<r} + B [(;) - } X{r<s<2r}
and
1
ke _Z
() - 5

_(r)%—%ﬂ’tﬂrl s 1 +1 (r)%—%ﬂoﬂ )
s r+s 2 X{r<s<2r} 9 s X{r<s<2r}

1(7«)%*%%“ s—r r\ Sttt 1]

1
2 2(7‘ ¥ S) X{r<s<2r} + 5 |:(g X{r<s<2r}:

S

Let us now define

T = [ [P - 5162

o r—35

s\ f(s) T sy s
[0 e [IOT e
T f(r) + T3 f(r).

Taking w(r, s) = (r/s)*/? in Lemma 10, we can check that

°°1T1/2d< 4 O0151/2d<
wp ), s o [t 1

Hence, T3t is L2(R;dr) bounded.
For T2+ , a direct computation gives

[ ()7 ds

sup 1_3 X{r/2<s<r}? ,S 1,
r J_oo p
d—4=1_
e (%) il dr <
sup 1 s X{r/2<s<r} 7 S 1.
s J_x - r

This yields the L?(R;dr) boundedness of T; . By the same argument, we get the
L2-boundedness of T
In conclusion, we derive that T is bounded in LP(R™; %) for 1 <p < 0. O
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2.8. A discrete multiplier theorem for spherical harmonics. We denote
Yji(w) to be the I-th spherical harmonic of degree k. These are homogeneous
harmonic polynomials of degree k restricted to the surface of unit sphere S¥=1. It
is known that Yj ;(w) are the eigenfunctions of the angular part of A with eigenval-
ues —k(k+d—2). {Yj,}x, forms a complete orthonormal system in L?(S%~1) in the
sense that for any given function F(w) € L?*(S?"1), we expand F(w) in spherical

harmonics
o0 dk

F(w) = Z Z Fie 1Y i(w),

k=0 I=1
with coefficients Fr; = [gu 1 F(w)Yi,(w) do(w). We write PpF for the projection
of F' to the spherical harmonics of degree k,

dp
PpF(w) =Y FiiVii(w). (2.14)
=1
By making use of zonal harmonics Z*, F(w) can also be written as
Fw) =) PpF(w)= Z/ ZF(0 - w)F () do(6). (2.15)
k=0 k=0 /87"

See [39] Chapter IV] for more information about spherical harmonics and zonal
harmonics.
Define the forward finite difference operator acting on sequences (Cy)r>0 by

DCy, = Crq1 — Ci,
and inductively define the Nth order forward finite difference operator
N, =@V "1¢,), NeN
For the decomposition ([2.15)), we have the following multiplier theorem on S?~1,

which is crucial in proving our main result.

Theorem 2.12 (Bonami and Clerc, [5]). Let (Cr)i>0 be a sequence of complex
numbers satisfying the conditions
(BCi) supy |Cx| S 1,
9J+1
(BCii) sup; 22(N=D 3 |DNC| <1 for N = [451] + 1.
k=27
Then for 1 < p < oo, there holds

> CiPLF
k=0 Lp(Sd—1)

Remark 2.13. Notice that if (BCI) and (BCill) are valid, by interpolation, we have
foralll1 <m < N,

< (2.16)

i P F

k=0

Lr(sd-1)

9Ji+1
sup 27D N " D] < 1.
J k=27
The following lemma gives a sufficient condition for (BCi) if the sequence can
be viewed as a smooth function of k.
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Lemma 2.14. Suppose that a bounded sequence Cy, = C(k) for some smooth func-
tion C : [1,00) — R. If one has

dvc

1
T N=[%]+1,

NN kNa 2

then, there holds
sup KN |DNC,| <y 1.
k

This estimate implies (BCLl) for the sequence {Ck}r>0-
Proof. Using the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus and Remark [ZT3] we have

k+1
/k C'(y)dy

By induction, we have for N = LEJ +1,

[DC (k)| = S

> =

k+1  py1+1 yn—1+1
PNC(k)| = / / / CM (2)dzdyn—1...dy | Sk
Y1 YN-1
Hence,
2]+1
sup2J(N b Z PNe| < sup2J(N D27 sup  |DNC
oo 21 <k<2i+1
< sup KN DN | < 0. O
k

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

Lemma 2.15. Suppose that (Gk)r>o0 and (Fi)r>o0 both satisfy (BCY), (Gr)k>o0 sat-
isfies (BCL), and (Fi)r>o0 satisfies the stronger condition that

sup k™ | D" Fy| S 1, (2.17)
k

for1<m <N = L%J +1, then {Cr}r>0 = {GrFk } k>0 also satisfies the assump-
tions (BCI) and (BCHL) in Theorem 212

Proof. For N = |4=1] + 1, using the Leibniz rule for finite difference, we have
N

N N N—m m
(fkgk)—;) (m)© FeD" Gy N —m-
Hence, by Remark 2.T3] we get
2j+1
supzﬂ D DN (FaGr)|
k=27
20+t N N
:sup2j(N71) Z Z( )@Nm}"kCDmQHN_m
J k=2i lm=0 \"""
20+t | N
=sup Z Z ( >2j(Nm)33Nm]:k 2j(m71)©mgk+N_m
I k=2 Im=0
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2014 N—-m N
<Oy max_sup 2™ D™ Fpls ] gitm=—Dgpmg | <y 1. O
<Cn  max sup | 27| sup Z Z Or| SN
J J k=2i4+N—m m=0

3. CONSTRUCTION OF STATIONARY WAVE OPERATORS

In this section, we construct two operators W and W* which “intertwine” —A
and L, in L?(RY). Later, we prove that these two intertwining operators are the
wave operators W_ and WZ* as in ([3]) and ([4) defined by the stationary method
which is introduced by Kato and Kuroda [18] for d > 2.

3.1. Spherical harmonics decomposition of L%(R?). Using the spherical har-
monics expansion, for any function f(z) € L?(RY), we can decompose it as

oo dg oo
frw) = Z Z Fe(r)Ye (W) =: Z]P’kf(ﬁ w) (3.1)
k=0 1=1 k=0

where r = [z],w = (Z;, and each f(r) € L?(Ry ;791 dr). For this decomposition,
we have the following identity

o0 dk

z)|2dx = - )2 rd=1 dr.
| @R =303 [Pt

k=0 I=1
This gives an isometric isomorphism between L?(R¢) and the countable direct sum
of .. = {f(r)Yii(w)| f € L>(Ry;rd=1tdr)} = L2(Ry ;741 dr):

S L*(RY) — @B A4
k,l
fro {fritoskcoe
1<1<dy,

3.2. Bessel transform and Hankel transform. Each /7, ; reduces —A to

d2 d—14d 1
& (k(k+d—2
dr? r dr+r2((+ ))

_ @ d-1d 1 ffd-2 N (d-2)
T dr? r dr r? 2 2 '

If we denote ux = % + k, then Hy,,; has the generalized eigenfunction,

Ho;k,l = _A|n;fk,l = -

ep(r,A\) = ()\T)7¥J#k (A\r)  with eigenvalue A\? > 0
in the sense
Ho.xiex(r, A) = Aeg(r, \), (3.2)

where the J,,, are Bessel functions of the first kind of order i as in Subsection 23
Now we define the Bessel transform in L2(R;r9~1dr) by

B f(N) = (f(r),ex(r; N)) = /Ooo FOON)™F Ty A, (3.3)

here (-,-) denotes the inner product in L*(R;r4=tdr).
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Lemma 3.1 (Properties of the Bessel Transform). There holds

/ 1B FOVPA A = / TP ar (3.4)
0 0

PP = 1 (3.5)

B o f)(N) = B, (V) (3.6)

Proof. Using the integral formula

/OO Mo (M) () dx = 2 =8).
0

S

we can easily obtain (84) and (BH) by the definition of Bessel transform.
Since

By Hoge f)A) = (Hok,1 f (1), ex(r, A)) = (f(r), Hok,iex(r, A))
= (f(r), Nex(r,\)) = N2 B, f(\),

we get ([B.0). O
Restricting the operator L, to 4 ;, we have
2 1d 1 |[/d-2 2 rd—2\?
Hypi= Lol = —— — ——+— | (22 4 5) - (22 ,
ol [ dr2  rdr + r2 [( 2 + ) ( 2 ) ta

with the generalized eigenfunction
ex(r,\) = ()\r)*%,],,k (Ar) , with eigenvalue A\* > 0,
such that
Hy 18k (r, A) = N2ex(r, \). (3.7)
Here v, = /(%52 4+ k)2 4+ a. We define the Hankel transform on L*(R;r¢~'dr)
by

A f(X) i= (f(r), ex(r,A)) = /OOO FOEN) T L (rA)r e (38)

By the same argument as in the proof of Lemma B.1] we have the following prop-
erties of the Hankel transform.

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

|1 s an= [TlseEetan (39)
0 0

o, 0, =1, (3.10)

o (1 £)O) = XA (V). @)

3.3. Construction of intertwining operators. Now we define the operators
Wy = 56, B, and Wi = B, A, on each J; ;. Both operators are unitary on
G, by B4) and (39), in the sense that

/OO |ka(r)|2rd71 dr = /OO |f(r)|2rd71 dr, (3.12)
0 0
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and

/OO W £ (r)Pra=t dr = /OO £t ar (3.13)
0 0

Next, we utilize the spherical harmonics decomposition to define two operators
W, W* : L2(R?) — L?(R?) by

oo dg

=30 Wifea(r)Yaa(w ZWkPkf (r,w), (3.14)
k=0 l=1

oo dg

ZZkakl )Yii(w ZWkPkf r,w), (3.15)
k=0 l=1 k=0

where Py, is as in B.1)).

Lemma 3.3 (L? boundedness of wave operator and intertwining property). The
operators W and W* given by B14) and BI5) are unitary on L?*(RY) and have
the following intertwining property

LW =W(=A), WL, =(—A)W™. (3.16)
Proof. By (B12), we have

oo dg

W £y = 23 [ IWfia)Prar
k=0 1=1
o0 dk
=35 [ fuatrert
k=0 l=1
= 1732 e

This implies that W is a unitary operator on L?(R%).
To prove L,W = W (—A), note that for any f(z) € L?(R?), we have

W(-A) () = W(—A)(ki:izklfk,mr)n,z(w))
- W(ki)jzimo;k,lfk,mr)n,z(w))
_ i dz Koy (B Hosafra V)] (1) ()
S A [ )] (Vi)
On the other hand, o

oo dg

LW f(rw) = LW S fra(r)Via(w
k=0 I=1

oo dg

Y Ao B fra(1)Yia ()

k=0 I=1
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oo dk
= Z ZHk,z«%’ik«%’uk Jra ()Y (w)
k=0 =1
o0 dk
= Z Z %k %ka,l%k %#k fk,l(T)Yk,l (w)
k=0 =1
o0 dk
=D > A [N B fra (V)] ()Y ().

k=0 1=1

Hence, W(—A) = L,W on L?(R%). By the same argument, we obtain the desired
result for the operator W*.
Therefore, we complete the proof of Lemma [3.3] O

3.4. The equivalence to the wave operators. In this subsection, we prove that
the intertwining operators W and W* defined by (I4) and (BI5) are in fact the
stationary wave operators W_ and W* given by (I3) and (L4), i.e.

W=w_, W'=Ww". (3.17)

We use dE —x(A) and dE z—(A) to denote the spectral measure for /—A and
VL. By previous eigenfunction expansions (see also [18]), we have

L Vd_)\A()\) () = (er(r, N), f(r)er(r, XS,
Sl
and
L "dﬁ)j()\) f(’)") = <gk(T7 )\), f(',")>gk (T, )\))\d*l.
Sl

The spectral measures for —A and L, are given by
dE_A(N?) =dE =x(A), and dE,(\*) = dE z()).
Hence,
dE,A( 2) _ 1 dEm()\)
dA 2\ dA ’
Thus, the wave operator W_ is also given by

dBe, o _ 1 dEyz,(V)

—2_
and == () = ov 0

W_ = /OOO %(ﬁ)(ca — M) Ro(A —i0)d(\?)

>~ dF A
- / L()(ca — A%)Ro(N? — i0) dA. (3.18)
0 dX
By the functional calculus, on each 37 ;, we have
) d—1
R, )\2 i — <€k(’f’, ,U), f(?")>8k (Ta ‘U),U du. 3.19
o0 = i) () = [ LBy (o)
To prove W = W_ and W* = WZ*, it suffices to prove that on each spherical
harmonic subspace .7, ,

W_|s., = Wk, and, W¥|5 , = Wy, (3.20)

Using the following limit

ap =TI (3.21)

i [ ef(p) i

2blo GNP
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and by BI8), (319), we have
W, f(r)

:/magjxa@Aymm—Aﬂ&Qﬁ4mﬂm»*%u
0

= > er(r T))er(r d—1 —
= i% ) ('I" A)< (T A) (Hk,l — )\2)/0 (e 7ML72f,(())\>2E§L‘5))H)H d‘LL> Ad 1 d\
= > i 2_\2 r)eg(r d—1 _
= gl_% | ek (r, /\)< k(1 ), /0 <€k(’r‘7l")7j(’f‘)>(:LL2_(>‘)\2J"_‘Z€() Vew(rp)p d,u> A1 d
- /O ek \) <gk(r, ), /0 () D2V D™ du> -1 )
o [ _ B B
- ? (&3 (Ta A) <ek (Tv )‘)a <6(T7 )‘)a f(T)>V(T)ek (Tv )\))‘d 2> )‘d ! d)‘
0
= T+11—III,
where

1= [Tat) (a. [ et et = au) 3t an

I = /OOO K (7, /\)< K \), /OOO ex(r, u),f(fzg‘i(;);k(n ! du> AL,

1 = %T Ooo e, A) (C(r, ), (e(r, A), F)V (e (r, AT AT dA

Using the properties ([3.5) and (3.10), we have
= f(r). (3.22)
To estimate II, by Lemma 221 we obtain

M=r "= / / / Aoy, (rA)dy, (pA)

x / T () (o) AV (p)Ap dAF ()15 d
d 2 9T
/ / )\pJI/k ’f‘)\ ‘/0 pJUk(p)‘){’]uk(p)‘)H;(ﬁc)(S)‘)l{p<S}
+ T (SN H! )(p)\)l{p>s}}V(p)dp AAf(s)s%/2 ds

= /0 /O Ay, (FOIT™ (5, 0) £(s)s%2 dA ds,
where
I (s, \) = %T /0 Vo), (PN { T (P HD (sN)1 ey + T (SNHD (pA) 1563 dp}.
Using the equality (24)), and the relationship Hﬁl)(z) = Ju(z) +1iY,(2), we derive
05,0 =50 () [ o) <px>d—j

aTm

[ A NI 009 DL + [ N oA (00



WS P-BOUNDEDNESS OF WAVE OPERATORS 27

| . ;
TN [ TN T o)L 4 7, (5) = (54,

Putting Hi“(s ) into IT gives
=2 / / Ao (A, (51) / T (PN (0N 22 £ (5)59/2 A\ s
P
+r—%/ / My, (PA) Ty (8M) £ ()52 X dA ds

——/ / Ay, (1N) Ty, (sA) f(s)s¥2 X d X ds
=111 + Wi f(r) — f(r).

Summing I, IT and III7 we have
W_ls, = Wk.
Hence the operator W defined by (314]) equals to W_. A similar calculation shows
that W* = W*.
4. PROOF OF THE LP-BOUNDEDNESS

In this section, we prove Theorem [I.1l Since

Wi fllLo@ay = Wi Fllpo@ay = W= Fll Lo gay,
and

W3 fllLe@ay = W3 Fllo@ay = W Fll Lo gay,
it suffices to show the LP-boundedness for W_ and W*. By BI1), 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 (BI4]), we have

Wf(r,w) = Z/OOO /OO()\S)_¥JM(s)\)sd_l}P’kf(s,w) ds(Ar) ™= T, (Ar)AT dA
= kz_;)/o / 53 AT, (5A) T, (PA) A Py f (5, w) ds

— kz_o/ooo Kk(T,S)Pkf(Sgw)%7

with
sgtl oo
Ky (r,s) = —/ Ay (8A) Ty, (rA) dA.
Tf_l 0
To prove
IW fllLo@ey S 1f1l Lo ey,

it is equivalent to show
W) oy < 77 50

We define the modified kernels

T ‘“)HLP(%-dw)'

_4d

IN(k(T,S) = (;) " Ky(r, s),
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and the modified wave operator
—~ [ ds
Wf(r,w) = Z Ki(r, )P f(s,w)—. (4.2)
0 S
k=0
Then, it suffices to prove that

I 5| oy S 1) Lty (43)

In order to give the explicit formula for the kernel functions K, x(r, s), we intro-
duce ay and by, and give some estimates for of a; and by and its derivatives. Recall

pe =952 + k and vy = /(%52 + k)2 + a. We denote

Pr + Vi M — Vi
- b, =58 7% 4.4
ag 2 9 k 2 3 ( )
and then we have the following estimates.
Lemma 4.1. For2 < N < |42] 41,
dak dNak 1
<k, |— S — 4.5
sk g <1 GRS (45)
and for 0 < N < |42] +1,
AN, 1 46
TN | S RN (46)
Proof. Tt is easy to see that py, and v satisty pg, vg < k. Also, |ur—vi| = |Hk_':;/k | <
1, and & = £e thus (£3) and (E.6) are valid. O

Explicit formula for the kernel functions. By Lemma [2.4] IN(k(T,s) can be
written in terms of oI as follows:

dyq—d

Rulrs) = / Mo (53) T (FA) dA
r » Jo

s\ E- g4 lu I'(ap+1) . ()2
2 (;) 2 * —F(ak“rbkil)r(*bk) 2 (ak +1,bk + 15 ar + b + 1; (;) ) ;

0<s<nr

d_dyq14y a r\ 2
2(§)p R kr(aki(bkk_:rll))p(bk) 2F1 (ak + 17 1-— bk;CLk - bk + 13 (;) ) )

0<r<s;

§—g+1tuk sin(=mby) o= I(ag+n+1)T(bg+n+1) 2n
S\ 2 k k k S .
2 (;) ’ ™ ZO I'(ak+br+n+1)I'(n+1) (;) ;o 0<s<m ( )
= - 4.7
58 +14vk sin(rb) S~ T(akn+D0(1=bytn) (r)2n :
T 2 k k k T
2(%)” B nZ::O T e DT D (L)™, o0<r<s.

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

A+ = T(ap +n+ 1I(bg +n+1)
B Tlag + bk +n+ DT (n+ 1)
A - T(ap +n+ 1HI'(1 —bx +n)
B Dlag —b+n+1D(n+ 1)
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Then the kernels K (r, s) can be rewritten as
2(3)
2(5)
"=

Using the definition of 2 F7 and the asymptotic behavior (Z3]), we have the fol-
lowing lemma.

d
2

Sle

d . [e.e]

— 5 T1tuk sin(—mby) + s\2n .

it $p (7 0<a<n
e

IN(k(r, s) = (4.8)

Bl

7i+1+vk i b oo _ 2n
2 —S”’(;’ k) > AL, (5™, o0<r<s.

S

@3

—~

Lemma 4.2. The kernel functions Kk r, 8) have the following asymptotic behavior:

2F(“k+"k +1) (§)% d.|_1-i-;uc s 0

Dot P2 P

_ 2 (g (2)27w 1+“’€ 181 s -.
Kk(?" S)N ﬂ-SHUT (T)d d T2) ’ r -1 ’

) f Y 2

2 o v -1 .
Zann(eige) ()8 E o)1 s L

2F(“k+yk +1) (f)% %—i—l—i—uk 5 o

T (v + 1) (Fegmh) A8 ’ " '

The asymptotic behavior of K (7, 8) suggests that we should split W into the
three parts as follows:

(r,w) / erKkrs)]P’kf(s w)s %%

/ ZKkrstf(s w)d /ETZI?]C(T,S)P]C][(S,W)%

0 k=0 3 k=0

/2 ZK’“ r,s)Prf (s, o.))d

T k=0
= Wlf(r, w) + ng(r, w) + ng(r,w).
Then, showing ([3)) is reduced to proving that
Wi f ()| oo awy S 1 @) pogar auy, fori=1,2,3. (4.9)

We denote Ky 1(r,s), Kia(r,s) and Ky 3(r,s) by

f(k,l(rv s) = I}k(Ta S)X{O<s<r/2}7

f(k,2(7"v s) = I}k(Ta S)X{r/2<s<2r}7

IN{k,B(Tv s) = fN{k(Ta S)X{2r<s}'

Case 1: 0 < £ < 2. By (ZI) it is easy to verify that A = are uniformly bounded
in 7 and k. Thus, by the formula [@8)), for any fixed r, s,

( ) Stunt+1-4 (f)%+uo+1—%' (4.10)

r

~ sin b
| Kk 1(r, s) Tk

| ~

For the finite difference of order N = L 1| +1, we have
2]+1
sup2j(N ‘9 Kkl(TS ‘ <2NZkN 1|Kk1(7“ s)|
J k=27
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<N Z EN-1 ( )

<N (T)d". (4.11)

This inequality together with I0) shows that Ky 1 (r, s) satisfies (BCH) and (BCT)
in Theorem 2121 Hence, for 1 < p < oo, we have

< (f)di%
~\r

Lr(dw)

+Hk+1—*

(s,w)

Lr(dw)

d—4
P

X{o<r<1/2} € Ll(%) for all 1 < p < o0, hence

Z]P’kf s,w)

Furthermore, notice r

N r/2 _d ds
I f ()| ey < / '
wan S | | (2’

S
LP(dw) Lp(dr)

= f(r,w)llpp(ar.quy-  (412)
LP(¥~dw)

SDoPef(rw)
k=0

Thus, W; is bounded in L? (4. dw).

Case 2: 7 > 2. Using ([@.7), and the fact that A,;n are uniformly bounded in k, n,
we have for fixed 7, s,

+1+Vk** r
< ( (4.13)

) 4ti4vo—4

[Kea(rs) < (%)

For the finite difference of order N = [452| + 1, we have the following bound:

S

2]+1
sup2J(N 1 Z ‘@NKk 3(r, s)
k=27

< 2NZkN YEKps(r,s)|

()

) d+1+V0—*

d
;+1+Vk*§

< oN ( (4.14)

S

From [@I3) and (@I4), we know that Kjs(r,s) satisfy the condition (BTH) and
(BCil) in Theorem 2121 which implies the following bound is valid:

5( ) df1+vo—4 Z]P’kf o)

To get the boundedness for the radial part, we divide the estimates into two cases,
thatis,a>0,and—( 2)2 <a<0.Ifa>0,thenry > ¢-1, thus—+1—|—uo——>0
for 1 < p < oo. If—(%)2 < a <0, then;—i—l—i—uo—% > 0 as long as
d

p < i = d—2 d—2 °
7 S V(F)ta

Z [}kﬁg(T, s)]P’kf(s, w)
k=0

LP(dw) L7 (dw)
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Therefore, if max {0, %} < % < min {1, dTT"}, it follows that T%JFH"“*%X{O@“Q/Q} €
L'(42). In both cases, we have

7 S4+1+vo—4¢

s lancsan 5 | [ (5)
2r

S

ds

Lr(dw) S

Z P f(s,w)
k=0

Lo(4r)

<

= f(r, )l p(ar.quy-  (415)
LP(d—TT»dw)

Z Py f(r,w)
k=0

Hence, W; is bounded in LP (4. dw).
For the rest part of this section, we remain to show that W5 is bounded in
LP(4 . dw).

Case 3: 1 < £ < 2. Now we deal with the term ng(r, w). From Lemma [12]
we know that the kernels have a singularity of type (s — )~ at s = r, and we

cannot get a uniform bound in r, s for Ki(r, s). Instead, we can use the theory of
Calderon—Zygmund operators to prove the LP-boundedness of the radial part. To

achieve this goal, for each kernel Kj(r, s), we define an approximate kernel K wP(r, s)

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

also have the same singularity as K (1, 8). 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 x4 = X{/2<s<r}

and X— = X{r<s<2r}. Sometimes we omit x4 and x— 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

S

7?(7“75) = (;)M X+

ﬁJr(T,S) = Sin(;ﬂbk) 1 _1(2)2 [(;)M_m - 1] X

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

Proof. Boundedness: Notice that (£)"* = (1— (1 — £))* < min{1, ux(1 — £)} as
k goes to oo, this gives the uniform bound for 7t (r, s) and 'YN;‘L(T, s). Therefore, we

only need to estimate their finite difference.

Finite difference estimate for 7;:' (r,s). Notice that pg+1 = ux + 1, direct compu-

tation gives

Thus, taking N = [451] + 1,
9Ji+1 i

27 N 11—
sup2/ ™D 3™ DN T < sup 2N (f) (1 _ f) =)
J k=2 J "
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The above bound is valid because ¥ k™ (1 — ) is uniformly bounded for z € (0, 3)
and k € N, by

2NEN (1 — 2)* < (2k)Ne ™ <suptVe ! Sy 1.
>0

Finite difference estimate for 7~7€+ (r,s). To estimate this term, let us denote Fj, =
% and G, = ﬁg‘ [(%)M_“O - 1} X+. Using ([@0O) and the Fad di Bruno
formula, it is easy to prove that for N = L%J +1,

d Fi 1

dEN |~ EN+L

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

N :
N b

Z ( )QN_m <—Sm7T k) D" Gkt N-m
m ™

m=0

N N—-—m+1
1 1 S\ Hk+N—m—H0 s\m
< - 2 s 1 —)
Z (k) (T) ( r

DN F| < ‘ (4.16)

PN =

2
—_

|
~—
S|
~—
¥

m=1
Therefore,
9Ji+1
Sup2j(N—1) Z |©N7~;+|
J k=27
21t N N—m+1
1 1 1 S\ Hk+N—m—H0 s\m
S 8 L ()T 2
~ P ZV21_(§)2 L ” y) T
k=2i m=1 r
N 2i+1 N—m+1
1 . 1 S\ ME+N—m—Ho s\m
S 3 (1) e ey
1—-(%)2 mZ:1 j kzzy k r r
N j 27
1 . . s\m sg\2' 1 — (2)
< N sup (N1 (277 Nomt (1 - —) (—) 4
P ZACARNEE
N s\ym—1 g\ kK
< Z sup k(M=) (1 — —) (—) +1< 0.
el k T T
This finishes the proof. (I

Later, we need to estimate the finite differences for the sequence (g)uk X—- In
the proof of Lemma 3] we used the fact that py is an arithmetic sequence, which
allowed us to compute the sum explicitly. However, v is not generally in arithmetic
progression. Instead, notice that vy — ur goes to 0 as & — oo. Let us define
Ve = Vg — pig. By Lemma [Tl it is easy to deduce that

DN

'S v (4.17)
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In order to estimate the finite difference for some sequence which involves (%)Uk X—,
we first introduce the following lemma which can be proved by induction.

Lemma 4.4. Let § € (1/2,1) and define F(t) = 1 — 6" for t € R. For every
N > 1, there exist L € N and finite sequences aév,bé\fj,cév,dé\fi,e% ¢=12,...,L)
such that (dropping the N index for legibility)

Cy
de;>1, Y dpi=N, (4.18)
=0
N N—-1 cy
DN = Zaz< 1T 9bmk+j> <HF(@dwk+ee,i)). (4.19)

£=0 §=0 i=0

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

D(6°%) = 0°* F(Dsy), (4.20)
DF(sk) = —0°*F(Dsy); (4.21)

and the following Leibniz rule for the finite difference of product of n terms:
n
D(aj....a}) = Za,lc . .azfl(ﬁa@afﬂ ce Qg
r=1

The base case N =1 is (£20) which is of the correct form [@IJ). For N = 2,
D7) = D(0™ F(Dyx)) = (DO )F(Dyp41) + 0D F (D)
= 0" F(Dve)F (Dyps1) — 00 F(D2y,)  (4.22)

which is again of the form (@I9). Inductively, if a derivative falls on a term §7%+3,
it creates a term F(Dvg4;), or else it falls on a term F(D%iv, ., ,); in either case
we obtain the new coefficients dévi"’l > 1 sum to N, as claimed. O

By Lemma [ (@I7) and the fact that for 6 € (1/2,1),¢ > 0,
[F(6)] S t(1—0),

we have
N (T\* 1
D (g) < o (4.23)
Lemma 4.5. The following sequences
_ T\ VE
T = (5) x-
~_ sin(mby,) 1 7\ Yk —10
= - — 1| x-=
Ti (1) T 1—(%)2 [(s) }X ’

satisfy (BCH) and (BCL) with constants that do not depend on 1, s.

Proof. Boundedness. 1t is easy to verify that both 7, (r,s) and '7;_ (r,s) are uni-
formly bounded in k,r and s.
Finite difference for T, (r,s). We write

B =0 Q)"
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From Lemma 3] we know that
9Ji+1
J(N-1) N (Z) e
Sljl_pZ Z Y (5) <00 (4.24)
k=27
Applying Lemma [2.15] with G, = (%)”k x- and Fj = (%)% X—, and using the
estimate (£23) and @24), we deduce that (L) satisty (BCH).

Finite difference for 7~7€_ (r,s). Notice that

o [ { O] = e [0 ()]

forlSmSN:L%J—i—l. Then,

@Nﬁ;(r,s)
N | sinmhy 1 T\
—ov ™ ]1—(92{(5 ]

O (B ()

o 2] e [
o I B e R

N m ]

1 N 1 m (f) 7\ Kk N—m ! 1
< 1 E r 1— —) .
~ N +mz_1 <m> JeN—m+1 ; l>1— (§)2 (s) ( s/ km—l

Therefore
2J+1
sup 2/ND N T DNT (r, )|
J k=27
9J+1
< sup2j(N71) Z N
J k=27
N N m m (z)—l’o 27 kal r\ Hk+N—m 7\!
o3 ()3 (V)2 2 e (07 00-0)
j mZ:l m ; L)1=(5)? = kY 1 \s s
N
N\ 1 1 7\ M
<1 T (G
o) (m>k1—<f>2
m=1 S
N m 1223
N m 1 1 /r\ke 1= ()
+su () (1-3) =0
23 ()2 (V) mres () (-0 g
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Now we are in position to prove the following inequality

I (1)l 8-y S 1) o (4.25)

First, using the asymptotic behavior in ([21) for gamma functions, we have for
any fixed k, as n goes to oo,

a

a— - -
Akn—1+4m+l)+oa0r+mg, (4.26)
a 1
A =1— — —). 4.2
ko A(n+1) +Ok((n+1)2) (4.27)
Denote
+ . g+ a - 4 a
Ek,n': Ak,n - 1 - m, Ek,n': Ak,n - 1 + m, (428)

o S\ 2n _ o _ r\ 2n
D=3 B, (2) e EiGooi=Y Er,(5) xee (429)
n=0 n=0
Using ([@.26) and ({Z1), and the following Taylor series,

=z In(1 — z)
= 1 4-
zﬂ”+1 — «€(0,1), (4.30)

we can write

d d .
~ s\ 2 —pt1t+uk sin(—
Krz=2(2)" " (
r T

1
(
7\ 5~ 5 T1+vk sin(rby) 1 a (r\2 T\ 2 _
+2(;) p L_@z‘z(;) (1= () )“ﬂx

= K} 5(r,8) + K7 5(r, ) + K 5(r, 5) (4.31)
with

m@{

s) 5= 1+ sin(—7by)

~ 1

Rho(rs) =2 (2 - e
1
(

)

X—3
— ()2

Sle

3 m
Nlm

F1tvy sm(wbk)

)" -
)

—d—1tp sin( ka
1n

_d
2

(-
sl ().

4414 b
Kia(r,s) =2 (f) " Ll( u k)E,j(r, s)
r T
4—2+14v, sin(wh
+2 (Z> ’  sin(rbr) k)Ek_(r,s)
s T
We denote the corresponding operators ﬁ//zl, ﬁ//g and ﬁ//g by
—~. o X d
Wi f(r,w) = / ZK,Z€72(T‘, s)]P’kf(s,w)—S i=1,2,3. (4.32)
0 k=0 5

Estimate for the first term ﬁ//Ql
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Step 1: Estimate for the approximate kernels: Let us define the approximate
kernels by

g—2+1+n0 sin(—7b 1
Kkgp(r,s) ::2(5)2 g o sin(—by,)

X+
" o)
$—3+14v0 sin by, 1
(3’ T
23 T 1- (02X

and the corresponding operator ﬁ//zl “P f(r,w) by

Wa ™ f(rw) =Y / Ry (r, )P f(5,0)
k=00
d d
TN sin( ka) ds
=2 () Ee N

2r d_d [e%} .

r\p 2 Tltro 1 sin by, ds
P (—) P il
w2 (3 o O T (s, )

Using Lemma [ZT1] we have

12 £ (o)l sz <

Z sin wbg P f (7, w)
k=0

e

It is easy to check that the sequence {sin by} satisfy the condition (BCI)) and (BCHi)
in Theorem 212 thus

W5 £ (r, ) | ey (4.33)

Z]P)kfrw

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

K}ij;rr(rv s) = vaiﬁ(rv S) - Kéjgp(rv S)

(S 2 pH1tno sin(—mby) 1 S\ Hr—Ho
=2(;) o) {(;) —1} X+
1
(

r\ 5~ 5 +1+vo sin(rwhy,) 7\ Yk~ Vo
2(3) ) 1
" o | X

T’(%-dw)

s T
and the associated operator
d
W21 crr / 1 crr T S)Pkf(s W) S
S
By Lemma and Lemma [£5] we have
-1,err
(Ko (r8) S 1,
and for N = [41] +1,
9i+1
sup2J(N b Z |©NK1 5 (r,s)] S 1.
k=27
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That is, I};’grr(r, s) satisfies (BCI) and (BCill), hence

Ti-1l,err " - ds
I £, oy < / P50 S
k=0

T

Furthermore, we have

Wy F(ry )| po 2wy < ()] o200 (4.34)
Combing (£33) and (£34), we get the LP-boundedness of W%

sin(—7by)
™

d d d d
S\ 55— 1+pk r\p—5 14k
gk:(_)2 ’ X++(—)p ’ X—
r s
in Lemma 2.T5] and by the estimates in Lemma and Lemma L8] we have

(1= (3))] v+ a1 (5))
(1= (3))] v+ a1 (5))

Estimate for the second term WQQ Taking Fj, = and

KR o(r,8) < X+ + X—

9J+1

sup 27N D N DN KR o (r,5)| S X+ + X
J k=2i

By Theorem 2.12] we have
ds

12 £ ()| o) < / / ds

(=)
[0

Using Lemma [Z0] we deduce
W3 £(r, )l o (az.a0) S 1) Loz au)- (4.35)

Z Pkf(sa w)
k=0

Lr(dw)
ds

Z ]P)kf(sv W)
k=0

Lr(dw)

Estimate for the third term W3. Recall that IN(,:;’Q is given by
d d . o0
~ s\ 2 ti+tue—5 sin(—mby) s\ 2n
Rty = o (2 smm) & oy
n=0

d d . (o]
r\ p t1=vet+35 sinmwby _/r\2n
2(—) E (—) .

The following identities are valid:
a

4(n+1)

a
4(n+1)
When we consider Azn, A,;n, E,Inand E,,, as smooth functions of k, then by
@36) for N > 1, we have

dNA;n _ dNEZn i dNA,;n _ dNE,;n

dkN dkN dkN dkN
For their derivatives, we have the following estimates.

Af =1+ + B, AL, =1- + B, (4.36)
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Lemma 4.6. For A; A E,jnand E, ., and N > 1, we have

k,n’
VAL B 1 .
dkN || dEN [ Y ENn 41 '
A | B | 11 (4.38)
dkN || dEN Y ENn+1 '
Proof. See Appendix [Al O
Using Lemma .6, (£30) and (£.2])), we have
dNE (1, s) 1 5.2
[
dNE, (r,s) 1 T2
CEE (o) o
Let
2sin(—7by) /s 472+1+m€
£ (r,s) = 2T (YT gy v,
_ 2sin(mwby) /7Y E-E+1+ve
& (r,s)_#(rs)p : E, (r,s)x--
Then, using Lemma and Lemma again yields
2
&l S [ m(1=(2)7) s
T
2J+1 9
supZJ(N b Z PNEN(r, s)| < 1n(1 - (f) ) X+
k=27 "
2
gl s (1= (2) )]s
2j+1 9
sup2J(N 2 Z PNE (r,8)| < ln(l— (i) ) X—
k=27 5
Hence, by Theorem 2.12] we have
—~ " 5\ 2 = ds
st [ |- @I S st 2
2r 2 oo d
r s
w(1- )| Srrewl,, ., 5
+/T . s Z kf (s w) Lr(dw) S
k=0
Furthermore, Lemma gives
W2 £rao)l -y S 1) o (4.41)
Combining (@33), (£34), @35) and [@4I)), we have proved that
IWaf )Ly S 15020 Loy (1.42)

This inequality together with (@I2) and @I5) implies that W is bounded in L? (%
dw). Therefore, we conclude the proof of Theorem [L11 O
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5. PROOF OF THE W*®P-BOUNDEDNESS

In this section, we will prove the W#®P-boundedness of the stationary wave opera-
tors. Recall the operators 4, and ¢, introduced in (3.3]) and ([B.8) of Subsection
On each subspace of spherical harmonics, we define the fractional powers
(L£4)%/? and (—A)*/? with s € R by

(L )S/2|%”m = ‘%ﬂl’k)‘s‘%ﬂl’k’ (_A)S/QL%”M = ‘@#k)\s‘@#k’

and introduce the following Riesz-type operators for «, 3 satisfying —d < o <
24 2uy, a0 #0and -2y —2< < d, 5 #0:

ROf(r,w) = (=A)2(La) 2 f =) Bu A By AN A, Bif(rw), (5.1)
k=0

Riﬁf(rvw) = (‘Ca)ﬁﬂ(_A)iﬁﬂf = Z%k)\ﬁ'%’k'%ﬂk)\iﬁ'%ﬂkpkf(/r?w)' (5.2)
k=0

Here we assume that o # 0 and 8 # 0, since the operator for « = 0 or § = 0 is
identity operator and the LP-boundedness is trivial. Due to the calculation (IH),
to prove Theorem [[13}, we only need to prove the LP-boundedness of R* and R 7

First, we derive the kernels of R* and R~? 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
(z )\0+Vk) )

F(z >\o+uk))
(1 — 220k

(MA, f)(z) = 250

(MBy, f)(z) = 2272071 (Mf)(d = 2),

where
do = 2. (5.3)
Hence, on the kth spherical harmonic subspace,
MR f(2) = M3 (k, oz 2) M (2), (5-4)
with

Hi:i(k,a;z)
(_Vk"r)\() %) ( Mk+>\0+a 1)7(1%—)\07%)

99 (u >\0 a 1
=H> ~ ) )2 ’ ‘k Q; z]
4,4 (#k2§0 %) (Vk >\0 a %) (_#k 0,%),( Vk+>\0+0¢ 1
(5 + )

z - )\ «
D3+ g ro - ﬁw)

I'(%+ %%AD)F(E + W)p(l —Z+ MTJr/\o)p(l —Z+ %Hfrﬂra)’

A +A
Vi — oa) (1_%+Vk20

where Hi:i is as defined in ([2.6)), with particular choices of the parameters by, ;, Bk.;,
ar,i,and oy ;. We have written k, o; z instead of z to emphasize the dependence on
k and «. To guarantee that the poles of I'(bg ; + Sk, ;2) and I'(1 — ag; — ag,;2) do
not coincide, we need that

max{bg,10,br,20} < min{ag,10,ar20},
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which is equivalent to
max{Ao — pg, Ao + @ — v} <min{2 + v + Ao, 2 + pi + Ao + a}. (5.5)
To make sure ([B.5]) are valid for all £ > 0, we naturally assume that
—d < a <24 2. (5.6)
Therefore, taking the inverse Mellin transform on both sides of (54]), we obtain

— 1
R f(r,w) = Z 5 /c T_Z’H,iﬁ(k, a; 2) MPy f(z,w) dz
k=0

:Z/ 27”/ 7’27—[44 (k,; 2)s* dszf—
k=070

=K (r,s)

oo oo ds
= Ky ) P ) >
D[ K

where
1 r\ —* 2.2
Kis) =5 | (5) #idtnasz)ds (5.7)
o[ g 7| (D), (it b (e (ks
44 | & (gk—ko l) (Vk >\0 el l) (_Hk-l-)\o l) (_Vk—i-)\()-i—a l)
2 »2/0 2 )2 2 » 20 2 ’ 2

Hence, we have the following lemma:

Lemma 5.1. Let —d < a < 2+ 21y and o # 0. Then the operator R* defined by
B can be written in the following form:

R =3 [ KRG )

with K (r,s) gwen by (&1). In addition, the parameters defined in 21), 2.3),
29, @I0) are

CL;; = 0, Ak = 0, 5k = 1, Ok = 0. (5.8)

For the inverse operators R™?, we only need to exchange the positions of v} and

i- We record this in the following lemma:

Lemma 5.2. Let —2vy—2 < 3 < d and 8 # 0. Then the operator R™° is given by

_ = [ ds
RPf(r,w) = Z/ K, A, S)Pkf(s,w)?,
k=070

where
K, P(r,s) (5.9)

( #k‘f’)\f)’%)( VkJr)\oJrﬁ’%) (#k*A0,2) Vi — )\0 B l)

,
=Hy; |:k7ﬁ;_ X B 2 X
i B8 5] (mgia, ), (mamgene, 1) (onpa ), (et &

In addition, then the parameters defined in (21), (2.8), 29), (IZEII)
CL;Z = 0, Ak = 0, 5k = 1, Ok = 0. (5.10)

5.1. The power series representation of the K (r,s) when r # s.
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Case 1: When « is not an even integer. Using Lemma and Lemma [2.7]

and the formula
T

Fzra-z = W,

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

T
fzif(k,a;;) (5.11)

o0 o0
ZO h% . (%)Vk+>\0+2+2771 + Zoh?,zn (%)Hk+>\0+a+2+2’ﬂ, 0 < % <1

_ ) n= n=

- o0 _ o0 _ _
3 A (27 g, (1)L 0<z<n,
n= n=

with the coefficients satisfying
g,ln = hg:‘énv hg,2n = hg,*ln' (512)
We can compute the coefficients

g,ln = hI(I,} [_(Z - ak,ln)sz:i(kv a; Z)]
z=ragy |,

4
H F(bkﬂ' + (1 — a1+ n))
j=1

_ 2sin(ra/2) sin(m(ve — pr)/2)
-~ wsin(m(vk — e —)/2)  [[_, D(agy + (1 — ag +n)l(n+1)
=Cf g,lna

where

o= 2sin(7:ro¢/2) sin(m(ug — 1/;6)/2)7 (5.13)

msin(m(pur — vi + @)/2)
o DR 4 DD — §+n+ DI 4 n+ DI(-S4+n+1)
AT (Y 4 1D (v 4+ 1)D(2TEEY 4 1) (0 4 1)

(5.14)
Similarly,
hgﬂn = Ziiarcrxl [_(2 - a’g,2n)H421:i(k7 Qs 2)]
k,2n
4
I'bp; + (1 —ag2+n
_ —2sin(ra/2) sin(r(pr — vr)/2) jl;ll (b + k2 )
N wsin(m(pr — vk + «)/2) Flag; + (1 —ak2+n)I(n+1)
j=1,3,4

= _C;cl g,Qna

with

o T+ +n+ )03 4 n+ 10(S +n+ DI(252% +n+1)

A TPt 4y ) P(BEES oy DD (g + 0+ DD(n 1)( |
5.15

For the coefficients hy’y,,, by, a direct computation gives that

g,*ln = hm [(Z - g,ln)Hii(ka Q; Z)]

o
z%bk’ln
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4
—2sin(ra/2) sin(w(vg — pr)/2) jl;ll L(bra+ (1 —ak; +n))

msin(m(vg — pr — ) /2)

4
I'(1—bg;+br+n)l'(n+1)
=2

J
_ —2sin(ra/2) sin(r(vg—pe)/2) TCEEE 4nb DT (ue+ 2 +n+ DT (P74t YD (Z4n+1)

msin(m (v, —pr—)/2) D(E2et | DD (g +n+ DT (TR L DD (1)
o a Ao
__Ok k,2n
i (o3 .
_hk,2n7
and
Mo = lm o [(z = b, )M (k0 2)]
kon = (2 k,2n)Tlq 4R X5 2
z—)bk,2n

4
_ 2 sin(ra/2) sin(m(pk — vi)/2) jl;ll L(br2 + (1 —ak; +n))

msin(m(pr — v + «)/2) I[I Tr2+ (1 —bk; +n)(n+1)

j=1,3,4
_ 2sin(ra/2) sin(m (e —vi)/2) Tk — % +n DT (L Lt D (— 2 4t DT (ZEZEE Lng1)
= wsin(r(ur—veta)/2) D(=EE=% oy 1) T(ATEL = L 1D (v +n+1)T (n41)
:Ol(cl g,ln
= hig 1,-

Case 2: When o = 2m is a positive even integer. Using the fact that ﬁ =
0 for nonnegative integer n, a direct computation gives for all n > 0,

g,Qn = hg,*ln
2(—1)»  T(le=e ) I(2FE 4+ n+ D (e + S +n+1)

n! T(&Ee — )0 (=2 —n)D(py +n+ 1)D(AEte 4y 4 )

and

_ pak

g,ln_ k,2n
_2(=" [(le=tte — )Py, — 2 +n+ DI(LEEE +n+1)
nl T8 —p)[($ —n)I(EE=2 4+ (v +n+ 1)

Hence, when n > m, hg)ln = 0, and when 0 < n < m, h%ln # 0. Thus, in this
case, the kernel functions are given by

L s\ Vk+Ao+2+2n R
99 Zohk,ln(F)k ’ , z=2<1
Ki(r,s) = Hiy(k,osr,8) = { " e Ao—aton ) (5.16)
X—:O h%,ln (;) } z = s <1

In this case, the kernels have been reduced to a finite sum of polynomials of either
®X{o<:<1} OF TX{o<z<1}. In particular, K (r,s) are uniformly bounded for all
r,s. Furthermore, it defines an LP-bounded operator on the radial part as long as

d
)\0_V0+04<]_9</\0+V0+2; (517)
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which can also be written
o+ a 1 d—o

i “p° 4

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

(5.18)

(l:.,Qn = hg,*ln
C2(=1)" (B )P — § +n+ DI(25EE +n41)
n! T(&s —p)D(—2 —n)D (=2 4 n 4 DI(v +n+ 1)

Hence, when n > m, hf,, =0, and when 0 < n <m, hf,, # 0. For b},

*
,2n

(D)2 Tt DB o+ D (i + § +n+ 1)
Conl D(25E —n)D(S - n)D(ug +n+ DI(EEEEE 4y 4 1)
=0.

« _ o
k,ln — hk

Thus, the kernel function in this case is given by

m—1
e +Ao+a+2+2n
- > o (2)77° , 2= <l
Ki(r,s) = Hyy(k,o5m,8) = § =9 o (5.19)
> ()TN smran
=

Similarly to the previous case, the kernels have thus been reduced to a finite sum
of polynomials of either X o<s<1} or $X{o<r<1}. This implies that K (r,s) are
uniformly bounded for all r,s. To guarantee the LP-boundedness, we need the
restriction

d
)\Q—M0<5<MO+AQ+Q+2, (5.20)
which is equivalent to
1 d+a
0< - . 5.21
< p < (5.21)

Using the asymptotic expansion for Gamma functions (2I), we have the follow-
ing lemma.

Lemma 5.3. The coefficients hi; 1,,, by o, Cfs AR 1,5 AR 2, are uniformly bounded
in k and n,

Pl (PR 2nls [CE] 1A nl AR 20l S 1. (5.22)
For C}, we have
dN oy 1
dek SN TN forall N >0. (5.23)

For each fized k and as n — oo, Ay, AR 5, have the asymptotic behavior

1
kin =1+ Oak | ——3 | »
fan =140 (73

1
& = 1 Oa B E—— .
ban = 1T Sk <<n+ 1)2)

By O i (), we mean that the implicit O(-) constant depends on o and k.
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5.2. Singularity at » = s of R®. To find the singularity at » = s, we notice that
the Mellin multipliers Hi:i(k,a;z) are uniformly bounded in k,n, we conjecture
that the singularity of Hf)’f(k, a;r/s) i
proof.

Tis. In the following lemma, we give the
Lemma 5.4. As r — s, we have

cy s —
()2 , a8 72— 175

e (O O R N

(E)Vk+>\0+2 o (ﬁ
r

T

)#k+>\0+ﬂt+2}

K (r,s) ~ (5.24)

o0
Proof. For a Gauss series G(z) = ) a,2", assume that the convergence radius is

n=0
1, and lim a, = a, then by Abel’s theorem, we have

n—o0
lim (1-2)G(z) = lim_ Z_%(anﬂ —a,)2" +ag
= Z(a"‘H —an)+ap=a
n=0
From this result and the fact that
nhﬂngo A, =1, nhﬁngo Afon =1, (5.25)
the lemma follows. O

This lemma implies that as r close to s, K (r, s) has a singularity of type
Hf)’f(k, a;r,s)~(r—s)"t (r—s). (5.26)

5.3. Proof of Proposition [I.4l Here we only give the details for R®, as the
proof for R~7 is similar. We may also assume that o # 2m where m is an integer;
when o = 2m, the details are much simpler. To obtain the LP-boundedness, we use
the power series representation (B.11]) and the discrete multiplier theorem (Theorem
212) for decompositions into spherical harmonics. Similarly to the modified kernels

in Section @ we define
d

Kprs)=(2) " Ke(ns),
and the modified operator

ROf(r,w) = / Kk (rys)Prf (s, w)ds

Then R® is bounded in LP(R?) if and only if R is bounded in LP(4L . dw). Due to
the singularity at » = s of the kernel functions, we divide the operator into three
parts

d
RO f /Kkrs]P’kfsw —|—Z/ KkTstf(sw)SS

d
+Z Kk Tstf(sw)SS

= R§ f(r, w) + R f(r,w) + R f(r,w).
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We will prove that RO‘ is bounded in Lp( -dw) for i = 1,2,3 and for suitable p.

Case 1: 0 < 2 < % By Lemma[B.3| Af ,,, Ay o, are uniformly bounded in & and
n. It follows that

|K | S Vk+)\0+2*%
K, 1(rys (—)

V0+)\0+27% s
< (7) (5

For the finite difference of l?,‘j‘l( s) with 1 < N < [952] + 1, we have

+ (S)#k+0¢+)\0+2*%

<
<3

V)

)#0+a+>\0+2*%

<
3

9i+1

sup2] Z |DN K,Cl (r,8)]
k=27

2NZkN KR ()]
ve+Ao+2— 4 S\ Hrtatro+2—2
SR (E) (7) ”
Z +(-

vo+Ao+2—4£ po+a+o+2—42
sw[()“ L.
r r

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

Z I}ﬁl(r, $)Prf(s,w)

k=0

Lr(dw)

$\ Yot+Ho+2—4 8§\ HotatAo+2—4
<) +(3)
T T

To estimate the radial part, if

Z ]P)kf(sv W)
k=0

Lr(dw)

d d
Vot Ao +2= 2> 0and o +at Ao 2= >0 (5.27)

then |r?otrot2-5 4 protatlot2—g } X{o<r<1/2y € L' (). Thus,

~ r/2 vo+Ao+2—4
IR Foloaean < | [ (5)

r

/2 po+atAo+2— 4
* /0 (;)
Z]Pkf(rvw)
k=0

That is, 1f 1 < min{9te 4223 then R is bounded in LP(4r . dw).

ds

s
Lr(dw) Lr(4r)

Z]P’kf s,w)

Z]P)kf S, w

ds

Lr(dw) Lp(4r)

= [1£(r, )l Lr(az qu)-
Lr(4r.dw)
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5.4. Case 2: > 2. Since hy ,,,, hi 5, are uniformly bounded in k, n, we have

~ 7\ Ve—Ao—a+ 2 7\ Bk —Xo+<
Kistr)l S () (5T

r\vo—ro—atd 7\ Ho—Ao+ 4
<) G
~ \s s

For the finite difference of IN(,?B(T, s), we have

2]+1
sup2] Z |CDNKk 3(7, 8)]
k=27
<2V RN KR (r, s)]

k=0

e vE—Xo—a+9 7\ He—Ao+ <
c S () )
=Pl "
vo—A 7o¢+% Ho—A +%
5 N [(Z) 0—Ao n (i) 0—Ao :| '
S S

By Theorem 2.12] we have

ZIN{ﬁg(r, $)Prf(s,w)

k=0

Lr(dw)

N [(g)yg_/\o_wrg +( )MO Yot ] Z]P’kf 5,w)

LP (dw)
If

d d
Vo—/\o—a+]—g>0, and,uo—/\o+1—?>0 (528)

vo—Ao—a+2

—Ao+4
P X{o<r<1} + o 0+’)X{0<r<%} eL! (%) Thus,

Z ]P)kf(sv W)
k=0

then r

ds

/r) VQ*)\[)*OLJr%

IR £y S | | (5

S
n /OO (r)#o*ko+2+%
2r S

s
L (dw) Lp(dz)

o0

SR =
k=0

L (dw) Lp(dz)

= £ (r, @)l Lo (ar aw)-
Lr(4r.dw)

That is, if % > max{0, 242}, then R is bounded in LP(4 . dw).
5.5. Case 3: 7 < £ < 2. Let us define

By = A — 1 (5.29)
El(cl,Qn = Ag,Qn - L (530)
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By definition, for N > 1, we have

dNEI?,ln _ dNAg,ln dNEl?,Qn _ dNAg,Qn (5 31)

dkN dkN dkN dkN '

We rewrite the kernel functions as
vi+Ao+2+2n pr+Ao+a+242n
KszS OkZAkln( ) X+_CkZAk2n( ) X+
Lk —Xo+2n o o r\ Vk—Ao—a+2n
-CF ZAk 2n( ) x-+ Cy ZAk,ln (g) X-
n=0

::K,‘i’;“m(r, s) + K,jgem(r, s).
with

{(ﬁ)uk+>\o+2 _ (ﬁ)#k+>\0+0¢+2}
s\2
1-(2)
vp+Xo+2
K3 (rs) = Cf () ZE,?M(;) X+~ Ci
o (T Bl —A0 o r\2n
—ar(5) X E (D)
n=0

We denote the modified kernels

{@r -y
1-(5)°
(;)Hk‘f‘ ota+ Z k% (_) -
DR HORS

(o3

X+ — Lk

I(g’érnain(r7 S) = C]?‘ X—;

Kg(rs) = (7)) 7 KR (r.s)

Sla

4
P

~ s
Q,rem — a,rem
Ky (rys) = (;) Ky (r,8).
and the associated operators are

o0

~ . oo ) d
Ry ) = / R (o, )Py (5,0)

ﬁg,remf(nw) — Z/ Ka TR () )P f (s, w)

5.5.1. The estimate of the term ﬁg‘m“m Let us define the approximated kernels
s\Yot+Ao+2—4 s\Ho+Aot+at+2—4
(+) - (3)
2
1= (3)
r\Ho—A+4 r\Yo—A—a+4<
(3) - (%)

I}aémain, ap (T, S) _ Cg

X+

-Gy 2 X—>
1-(%)
and
I};}rﬁcain(ry S) _ I}aémain(,r, S) _ I"(’vg)émain, ap(r7 S)

[ @ HE O O HE - O
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[ O HE 0w O ()] e
and the associated operators

Sa,main, a - < T-a,main, a ds
R ) =3 / Rypmain: 22, 3By f(5,10) 5
0

d
Rewrf (1, w) Z/ Kg;rn}fm (r, S)Pkf(s,w)?s.

For Ry™*™ *P " we can rewrite it as
Sa,main, ap
RQ f(Ta W)

/oo {(é)vmxow—— ~( )uo+xo+a+2—— }X+ {(g)umﬂg 7(£)voﬂfa+% }xf
0

1-(2)° 1-(5)°
N ds
X chlpkf(&w)?
k=0

Using the boundedness of Calderéon-Zygmund singular operators, we have

H,R,g,maln7 apf("w)HLp(d—:) 5

Z Ol(cl]P)kf(v w)
k=0

Lo (

43
ik

For the coefficients Cf, by Lemma [5.3) we have

ICRIS L,
2J+1

sup23 Z PNCY < 1.
k=20

That is, C§ satisfies the conditions of (BCI) and (BCill), therefore,

|Rmain, =P (. )| o (e.awy S H Z}pkf’

Lr( clr dw) - Hf”Lp(%.dw)- (5.32)

For the error term I};ﬁfin(r, s), using Lemma[4.3] and Lemma[H the following
estimates are valid:

R s)| S 1,

err,k ~
2J+1
N—-1 N 7-a,main
sup2J( ) Z |D Kerrk (rys)] < 1.
k=27

Hence, Rerr is bounded in L”(dT dw). In conclusion, we have proved that RS‘ main
is also bounded in LP(4~ - dw) for 1 < p < oo.
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5.5.2. The estimate of the term ﬁg"rcm. Recall that
I?;:’;em(r, s)

— o (;)””W*_ZEW() e (;)WW”"ZEW() -

E?’;r(r,s) Eg‘;(r,s)
Vi —Ao— Ot-‘r
_Cl(cl (;) ZEk 2n ( ) X— +Cl(cl (;) ZEk 1in ( ) X—>

Biia (rs) B (i)

E— >\0+

with

s o S 2n - s o S 2n

S) = Z Ek,ln (;) X+ Ek;2+(/r7s) = ZEan (;) X+ (533)
n=0 n=0
- [e% r n o, — - « r 2n

) = Z E s, (;) X—, By (rs) = Z By, (;) X—. (5.34)
n=0 n=0

Lemma 5.5. For By, E,,, Ay, and Ay, and N > 1, we have

dVER,, 11 dVERy | _ 1 1
dkN |~ ENn+17 dkN | Y ENn+ 17
Proof. See Appendix B. O

Using Lemma [5.5] a direct computation gives

dNE,j’fr dNEg;; _ 1 , (1 (5)2)
72 N T I et S WY B
dNE2i717 dNE?;; < i ! (1 B (§)2)
T A TR Il P )X

It follows from these estimates that K3 (r, s) satisfies the condition (BCH) and

(BCil) of Theorem Therefore, RS™™ is bounded in LP(4 . dw). Thus we
finished the proof of Proposition [[.4]

In conclusion, if max {0, "JfTO‘} < 1—17 < min{l, =2, d*—o‘} the operator R i

bounded in L?(R%).
APPENDIX A.

Proof of Lemma[{.0] We only give the details for Ak s as the estimate for A, is

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

Ay = A | (W(aw +n+1) = p(a + by + +1))da’“
dk kn ag n ag k n dk
dby,

+ W +n+1)—Ylag + bk +n+1)— P

_. At
= A}, G
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The Leibniz rule gives

dN+1A;r N N dmA;r me M(N)
n_ n At () yais,
MWl‘%J@)Mm MNW AME:ONHG .

where o ; v are integers depends on 7, j, N and satisfying Z a; ;N(1+7)=N+1,
j=0
and C; n, M(N) are some constants which depends on N.
For G, i, we have the following estimate, with z € (a +n+ 1,ar +bx, +n + 1)
and Z € (by + n+ 1,ar + b + n+ 1),
|Gkl < 10 ()b - |G| + [0 (B)a] - |

To estimate the derivatives of G, , with respect to k, we denote
Dpp(ar +n+1)=¢(ar +n+1) —Y(ar + b +n+1),
Dby +n+1)=¢(br+n+1) —Y(ar +bp +n+1).
Then

dby,

day,
G =Dp(ar +n + 1)— + Dby +n+1)— R

|

“n4+1

It is easy to check that

d
Oup(ar +n + 1>|‘ﬂ

o 11
E778 i R R
1

db
[Dat(bi +n + 1)|‘d_lf

1
Ev
1
k

By the Faa di Bruno formula, we have

d¥Dy(ar +n+1)
dkN

= Z le, ,mNQ/](Z] lm])(ak+n+1)

Zévz1 jm;=N J

(a ](Cj))mj

::]2

1

N
— 3 G0 E D (a4 b+ 1) [[ (0 + 5y
Zé\le jnj=N J=1

N
= Z Ciny,.. )mN (Z;'Vil mj)(ak—i—n—i-l) _ w(Z?zl mj)(ak-l—bk-i-n—i-l H (J)
S jmy=N io1

N nj—1
Z Cnl ..... an J ! nj)(ak + bk +n+ 1 H Z OO‘J "J (J))a] (b(J))njia]
Eé\;l jn;=N j=1a;=0

Thus, by (5] and (6], we have the following estimate

d¥Dy(ar +n+1)
dkN

< Y &Rt |bk|H

Zévzl jm]‘ =N
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nj—1
- Y e 1
SN T n+1 i1 = ity da+ (41 (ny—ay)—on

j=1IMi= =

1 1 1
<
z;vgwj—zv n+ 1 RS ma)+1 S dmi—m

Z 1 1 1
- N n+1 (2 n) -1 gN+N—a
Zj:l jmi=N,a1 <N

1 1
—_— . A2
St 1 kN (A-2)
Similarly, for D41 (by + n + 1), we have
A¥D,tp (b +n+ 1)
dkN

(bl(cj))mj

=

= Z Cony .. qu/)(Z;Vl )(bk—l—n—Fl)

9
|
<
3
I
Z
T

N
— Z Cnhm)an(Z;V:l nj)(ak + bk +n+ 1 H () + b(J)
Zévz1 gnj=N J=1

N
Nlmj)(bk+n+1)H(b(J)>

- Z Cn1...nN"/J(Z§V:1nj)(ak+bk+n+1 H Z Ca],n] )(nj— O‘J)b(J)O‘J)
>N, gnj=N j=1 a;=0
Again, (@) and [@0) yields
dN®a1/}(bk +n+ 1)
dkN

Y e
~ n+ 12 G+Dm;

N]mJN

1 1 1
+ Z n+1kmttnn-1 kazl Jjnj—(n1—a1)

N .
>y Jni=N

a1 <ni <N
1
< i DR (4.3)
Using Leibniz rule for (A]), we have
N
N N
') = Z(j ) (@utar +n+ 1) Dol 4 @yl +n+ 1) Db 7).
=0

By (A2) and (A3), we get

Ny e 11 1 AN 1
N

G <

| "*k|N;n+1kj+1 kN—+1 +j;0n+1kj—1 kN —i+2

11
S I (A4)
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In view of the boundedness of Agn, we have

Aroen < 1 1 1
ki nA 1N

This finishes the proof. O

APPENDIX B.

Proof of Lemma [543 Using the asymptotics of the Gamma function, we know that
Eg‘)ln, E,‘;Qn are uniformly bounded in n and k. Hence,

dE? )
dlzl =Ein {(Wlar +n+1) —Y(ap —br, +n+1)) da]:
+{(W(ar —br —a/2+n+1) —(ay — /2 +n+1)) CZ;
+{vlas b +n+1) —(=by +n+1) Cilbkk
+{Y(=bx —a/2+n+1) = Y(ax —bp —a/2+n+1) Cﬁ[bkk}

o @
T Ek,lnGk,ln'

By induction, we have

dNEl(clln W (dJGg 1n>ai,j’N

v = Bl Z czNH e (B.1)

N
where «; ; v are integers that depend on i, j, N, satisfying > a; jn(14+7) = N+1;
3=0

and C; n, M(N) are some constants which depend on N. It is easy to check that
1 1
Giinl S —.
| k,1n| ~kn +1
Next, we compute the derivatives of GY ;,,.
Using the Faa di Bruno formula, we have

d¥{(y(ar +n+1) —Y(ap —bp +n+ 1))}
dkN

(B.2)

N nj-1

= Y G0 = b+ A D) ]S Cayony (@) (7 ),

Z] 1Jn=N j=la;=0
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Hence,

d¥{(Y(ap +n+1) —Plag —bx +n + 1))}
dkN

N
< Z 1/}(2?7:1 mj)+1(z)|bk| H(ag))m
j=1

Zé‘\le jmj=N

Mnj—1

1 1 1
B " Z N n+1 k(Zj-V:l nj)—1 Zo kazl Joj+(i+1)(nj—oy)—ou
j=1JIM= 5=

< Z 1 1 1
>N, imj=N n+l k(z =1 M) +1 kzﬂ 1My —ma

_ Z 1 1 1
n+1 g2l n)-1 pN+N-a
Ej.vzl jnj=N,a1 <N

1 1
~n+1ENFD
An analogous calculation gives that
dN{(w(ak—bk—a/2—|—n—|—1)—z/z(ak—a/2+n+1))}< 1 1
dkN ~ o4 1ENFL
For ¢(ax — b +n+ 1) —p(=br + n+ 1), Fad di Bruno formula gives

dN{(ap —bp +n+1) —(=by +n+1)}
dkN

N
= Z le VVVVV 1/}(21 1 mg)( ap — by +n + 1 H (7) b(])
XLy gmi=N j=1

N
— Y G ¥ (b 1) [T (-0
j=1

Sl dnj=N J
N myj
= Y Coena® &= (=t + 0D Y Cayom, (af) 5 (07 )5
SN, jmy=N j=1a;=0
N
3 o 05 (< 0+ 1) T (-0)
E;V:1J"J—N j=1
Hence,

dN{(ap —bp +n+1) —P(=by +n + 1)}
dkN

< Z 1 1 1
~ n+1 32 mi—1 5 joy+([+1)(my—aj)—on

>0, jmj=N,a;<m;

1 1
+ Z n+ 12 G+n,
Z;-VZI j’n,]‘:N
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< L1
~n+1EN-T
Similarly, we have
dV{¢(=b —a/2+n+1) —Plax —bp+n+ 1)} 1 1
dkN ~n4 1 kN

G| 11
dEN ~n41ENFL

Hence, we have
dNEI(cl,ln < 1 1
dkN | Y n 4 1 RN

The estimates for E,, are similar, so we omit the details.
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TABLE 1. Summary of notation used in this paper.

Notation Description

DN Nth order (forward) finite difference

B Bessel transform of order p

I, Hankel transform of order v

Py Projection from L2(S?~!) to the space of spherical harmonics of degree k
Yii(w) The Ilth spherical harmonic of degree k

S Sy = {f(r)Yi(w) : f(r) € L*(Ry;r" " dr)}

Ho. k1 —A restricted to 74,

Hy, L, restricted to J%;

Ao Ao = %2

j13 M = % + k

ex(r, )  er(r,\) = (rA ’TJM (rA)

ex(r,A)  er(r,A) = (rA)= 7= Ju, (rA)

ag ap = Mk~2‘ruk

bk bk — Hk—Vgk

At AT — I'(ar+n+1)T(bg+n+1)

k,n kn 7 T(agp+br+n+1)T'(n+1)

_ —  _ T(ag+n+1)I'(1—br+n)

k,n k,n 7 T(ar—br+n+1)I'(n+1)

+ + gt a
Ek,n Ek,n - Ak,n -1- 4(n+1)

- - — - a

o km = Ak — 1+ 05D

X+ X+ = X{r/(2<s/<)r} aéngi X— T/)g{ms@r}

o a _ 2sin(mra/2)sin(w(pr—vi)/2 . .

Ch Cr = = snlz(ar—vs 1ay/5)— (@ is not an even integer)
o o DR DT (v — 24+ DT (k4 DD (— 2 +n+1)
k,1n k,1n D(ZE=LE=% 4 L 1) (v 0+ )T (A= 4t DD (n+1)
o o D(up+2+nt)D(ELEE Ln g YD (L 4nd )T (EETYE 4nt1)
k,2n kn2n T p(ERTlEe | (M EETE L )P (b DT (n1)
oY oY — AY -1
k,1n k,1n k,1n
« « — «

Ek,2n Ek,2n - Ak,Qn -1
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