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ON POINTWISE CONVERGENCE OF CONE MULTIPLIERS

PENG CHEN, DANQING HE, XIAOCHUN LI, AND LIXIN YAN

111
ABSTRACT. For p > 2, and A > max{n i 5| = 5,0}, we prove the

pointwise convergence of cone multipliers, i.e.
-
lim T2(f) = f ae.,
where f € LP(R") satisfies supp f C {€ € R": 1 < |&,| <2}. Our

main tools are weighted estimates for maximal cone operators, which
are consequences of trace inequalities for cones.

1. INTRODUCTION

The Bochner-Riesz operator is defined by
BN = [ (1~ 8P A g

for A > 0. It has been conjectured that B* is bounded on L”(R") when
A > max{|% -3 = %, 0}. The conjecture was resolved when n = 2 by [11];
later [35] gave another proof. Due to its significant connection with the re-
striction theorem and other conjectures in harmonic analysis, the Bochner-
Riesz conjecture has been extensively studied over the past decades; see [2],
[L6l, [17], (18], 4], [44], 137], [25]] and references therein.

A cone multiplier in R” for A > 0 is defined as
112
(L1) mh(E) = (1= 50,

where & = (£/,&,) € R", and the related operator is defined by

~

A (f) () = / A (E)T(E) e,
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It was Stein [43] who introduced this operator. He conjectured that the
range of boundedness of T# in R” coincides with that of B} is R"~!, as
suggested by de Leeuw’s theorem [13]].

On the study of Stein’s conjecture in R3, Mockenhaupt [40] reduced it to
a reverse square function estimate, initially obtaining a non-optimal result
using a geometric observation on the distribution of plates. Bourgain [3]
later improved Mockenhaupt’s result by introducing the so-called bilinear
method. This method was systematically developed to study the restric-
tion theorem and related conjectures; for further details, see [47]], [48]], [1],
[71, [38], [28], and [42]]. The reverse square function estimate also implies
the well-known local smoothing estimates; see [41]. To tackle these prob-
lems, Wolff [49] introduced decoupling inequalities, which have become a
crucial topic in modern harmonic analysis, appearing naturally in various
fields from PDEs to number theory; see [36], [22], [33], [S], [6], [14], [15],
[29]], [27] and references therein. The sharp reverse square function esti-
mate in R? was recently obtained by Guth, Wang and Zhang [30], thereby
resolving the cone multiplier conjecture and the local smoothing conjecture
in R3, which was generalized to the variable coefficients setting in [21]].
More results and methods on the boundedness of cone multipliers can be
found in [34], [31], and [32].

In this exposition, we shift our focus to the pointwise convergence of
cone multipliers, which is connected to maximal estimates of cone multi-
pliers. Pointwise convergence of Fourier series and Fourier integrals is a
central issue in harmonic analysis. For classical results, one may refer to
[S0]. According to Stein’s maximal principle [45]], pointwise convergence
problems are consequences of the boundedness problems of corresponding
maximal operators. For instance, Carleson [[10] demonstrated the bounded-
ness of the Carleson operator, resolving the long-standing Lusin’s conjec-
ture regarding the pointwise convergence of Dirichlet means in R; a differ-
ent proof was given by Fefferman [19]. Carbery [8] established the L*(R?)
boundedness of maximal Bochner-Riesz operator. For recent progress, in-
terested readers are directed to [46], [37], and [39].

We formulate our problem as follows. Since m*(r~'&) = m* (&), we
dilate /* anisotropically by considering /(1 ~'&’,&,) for r > 0, which con-
verges to xg« (&) almost everywhere as ¢t — 0. This observation, combined
with the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, implies that

(1.2) ()G = / (1 &) F(8)et R dg
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converges to f(x) for all x € R" as t — oo when f is a Schwartz function. It
is natural to inquire about the sharp range of p such that

(1.3) lim THA@) = fx)  ae  VfeLP(RY.

By Stein’s maximal principle, this result can be reduced to the study of the
maximal cone operator

T2 ()(x) = sup | T () (x)].

t>0

Since T*(f) < T*(f), concerning the pointwise convergence and maxi-
mal estimates of cone multipliers, we pose the following conjecture.

Conjeture 1. Let n > 3, and p > 2. The range of p such that holds
is the same as the range of p such that || T* |Lr(Rr)—Lp(Rry < o0, Le. A >

max{(n—1) % — 1| —1,0}. Moreover, HT*)LHLP(R")—)LP(R") < oo when A >
max{(n—1) 1—17 — % - %,0}.

A corresponding conjecture for p < 2 could also be proposed, but we
will not delve into it here as the boundedness of the maximal Bochner-
Riesz operator is not clear even in the plane. For the pointwise convergence
of T, we derive the following restricted result.

Theorem 1.1. Letn >3, p € [2,00), and A > max{|§ -3 = %,O}. Suppose
that f € LP(R") satisfies that

(1.4) supp fC{EER": a< |&] <b}
for some 0 < a <b < oo. Then T*(f) — f a.e. ast — oo.

Remark 1. This result is non-optimal compared with the conjectured range

A > max{(n—1) % — % — %,O}. In particular, when A is greater than the

conjectured critical index (n — 2)/2, whether the pointwise convergence
holds for all p € [2,00) is still open.

Theorem [Tl follows obviously from the case @ = 1 and b = 2. Therefore,
we introduce the following notation:

12 o
m (&)= (1= 15ty e,
where y is a nonnegative smooth function supported in [%, 1] such that

Y w2 =1

Y

for 1 > 0. We can define T* and T} correspondingly. For f € S(R") we
define

T (£)(x) = / (188 F(§)ePT N,
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TA(f)(x) = sup| T (f) (x)],

t>0
and

LW = | v gl

We can actually prove the following result.

Theorem 1.2. Let n >3, p € [2,00), and A > max{|7 — 3| — 1,0}, Then,
forany f € LP(R™), T*(f) — Lf a.e. ast — oo.

Instead of focusing on the L” boundedness of maximal Bochner-Riesz
operators, Carbery, Rubio de Francia, and Vega [9] demonstrated the point-
wise convergence of Bochner-Riesz means in all higher dimensions when
p > 2 by establishing weighted L? estimates of maximal Bochner-Riesz
operators. This approach proves to be effective in various problems; for in-
stance, Chen, Duong, He, Lee, and Yan [12] adopt this strategy to establish
the pointwise convergence of Bochner-Riesz means for Hermit operators.
We will employ it to demonstrate that 7} is bounded on some appropri-
ately weighted L? spaces. Specifically, due to the anisotropic dilation in the
definition of T*)L, we utilize the homogeneous weights given by

(1.5) We g (X) 1= x| 7% x| 7P

where x = (¥,x,) € R*! x R. However, these weights introduce some
challenging technical complexities. For example, we need to make a care-
ful decompose wherein an L? function is dissembled into four pieces in
Proposition 2.1} and the associated trace inequalities become more intri-
cate. Nevertheless, we can establish the following result.

—1
Theorem 1.3. Lern>3, a € [0,n—1), B €[0,1), and A > max{%E=1 0},
Then

(1.6) I ()22 p) < CUF N2 )

for any Schwartz function f. As a result, for any f € Lz(waﬁ), we have
T*(f) = Lf a.e. ast — oo,

This result constitutes the primary technical contribution of this study.
Since the trace inequalities represent weighted restriction estimates, which
play a crucial role in establishing weighted estimates of Bochner-Riesz
means as demonstrated in [9], we aim to transform the inequality (L.6) into
analogous trace inequalities of cones. However, this transformation neces-
sitates a nuanced argument that relies on the spatial distribution of f, owing
to the anisotropic dilation inherent in the definition of maximal cone op-
erators; please refer to Section [3] for a detailed explanation. To establish
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the desired trace inequalities, we make use of geometric properties of cones
with the help of an argument inspired by the work in [9].

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we decompose an arbi-
trary L” function into Lz(waﬁ) pieces, where we have to keep the Fourier
support properties for technical reasons. Section [3| discusses the reduction
to square functions. In Section4]and Section[5] we establish necessary trace
inequalities for cones, which lead to desired weighted inequalities for T*}L
via a delicate argument in term of the physical position of f. The proof of
main theorems are given in Section [6l

Notations

By A < B we mean that there exists an absolute constant C such that
A<CB.A~BifA<SBand B S A.

E+0(8) :={x e R": dist(x,E) < C8}} is the Cd-neighborhood of E
in R”, where C is an unimportant absolute constant.

QO(x,?) is the cube centered at x € R" with length /. We denote by
NQ(x,¢) the cube Q(x,N¥).

Given a multiplier m € L*(R"), the associated linear operator 7, is de-
fined as

(1)) = [ m(E)FE)emag,

S(R™) is the class of Schwartz functions.

2. DECOMPOSING FUNCTIONS

We decompose an arbitrary function f € L”(R") in terms of the weights
We defined in (L.3) with the Fourier support remained, therefore, to ob-
tain the pointwise convergence of cone multiplies, it is natural to consider
weighted L? estimates of T*’l. The proof is standard, but we include it for
the sake of completeness.

Proposition 2.1. Let p > 2, oy =1 =0, 0< o3 < (n—1)(1 — %) <
0,04 < 1+ (n—1)(1-2), and 0< P <1—2 < P3,Bs <2~ 7. For
any f € LP(R"), we can decompose it into

f=h+h+f3+/s
such that f; € L*(w;), where wi(x) = |X'|~%|x,| P for i =1,2,3,4. More-
over, if supp f CS={E €R": &, € (3,2)}, then
2.1 supp f; CS' ={E €R": & € (5,10}
fori=1,2,34.
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Proof. We take a function ¢ € S(R¥) such that supp @ C B(0,10719) and

(pk(O) =1.
We define

fi(x) = £() @1 () @1 (xn)
f2(x) = ) (1= Q1) () @1 (xn)
f3(x) = F() a1 () (1 = 1) (xn)
fa(x) = F)(1 = @u1) () (1 = @1) (xn).
Obviously f = f1 + f> + f3 + f4, and, when supp fC S, can be verified
easily using that supp @ C B(0,10719).
Since p > 2, by Holder’s inequality, we obtain

1) Pown (x)dx = / )Pt () 01 ) Pl
R~ R~

<CII £ 12 (@)

Let us analyze fy below. By Holder’s inequality, we control || ]‘4]\%2 (wa)
by

—~ o~

p—2

@2 11 ([ (1= ) 01 = 1)) P97 2ax) 7

As ¢,-1(0) = 1, we have
11— @u1 ()| < CIX].
This implies

/ (1= o) () W| )P/ P2
]Rnfl

_P_ —a P
S/ |x/|(1—054)p2dx/+/ 1| %57 gy
x'|<1

[¥'[>1
1 J4 oo P
l1—oy)——=+n—-2 n—2—04——=
5/ r( = dr+/ r “p=24r,
0 1

which s finite since (2 —1)(1 - 2) < oy < 1+ (n—1)(1—2). Similarly

[ (=0 ll 0D, < o

R

when B4 € (1 — %, 2— %) These estimates and show that
1 fallz20wg) < CIS|ze-

One can also obtain similarly that

12020y = [ 1GOPII ] P
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D p=2
SCHfHIZJ’(/Rn((l_‘Pn—l)(x/)‘xl|az(Pl(xn)\xn|B2)P_2dx) P
<C|flr
when (n—1)(1-2) <0 < 1+ (n—1)(1—2) and po525 < 1.
The proof for f5 € L*(w3) is similar.
O

3. REDUCTION TO SQUARE FUNCTIONS

We recall that y is a smooth bump supported in [}U 1] such that},c7 w(2%) =
1 fort >0,

(&) = (1- 52y g,

T (£)(x) = /R m* (118 En) J(§)ePT
and

T2 (f)(x) = sup T2 (f) (%),

For given a, 8 > 0 and wq g(x) = |X'|~%*|x,,| #, we will explore the range

of A such that T is bounded on L*(wg, B)-
We define, for y > 1,

my(&) = w(2/(1 = EF))m (£)27,

and

mo(&) =m*(€)(1- ¥ w(2r(1 - £5)).

=1
We remark that my is supported in

{EeRr": [E]/6e(0.1], & € [5.2]},
and my is supported in
{EeR": |&/&e-27"1-27""1], & €[3,2]}
for y > 1. Obviously

3.1) TH) () < Y 277 My (f) (x),

>0

where
M) =sup| [ gt 8 EDFE S|

Concerning the weighted boundedness of M), we can easily prove a non-
optimal result.
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Proposition 3.1. Fory>0, a € (—(n—1),(n—1)),and B € (—1,1),
(32) I ) 20 ) < ColF 2 )

To prove this proposition, we recall first some definitions and results.
We denote by QO a cube in R¥, and M, the standard Hardy-Littlewood
maximal function in R¥. A strong maximal function (on R x R):

Ms(f) (x) = g};ﬁ /R FO)ldy.

where the supremum runs over all R of the form Q,,_1 x Q1. Itis well known
that My is bounded on LP(R") for 1 < p < o since

(33) Ms(f)(x/,xn) S (Ml OMk,1)<f)(x/,Xn).

A weight w belongs to the (product) A,(R"~! x R) if there exists a finite
constant C,, such that forall R=Q,,_| X Oy,

-1
(3.4) (%/w(x/,xn)dx/dxo (%/w(x”xn)—l/(lﬂ—l)dx/dxny’ “c..
R R

One can easily verify that wy g is an Ay(R"! x R) weight if and only if
a € (—(n—1),n—1)and B € (—1,1). Since M is bounded on L*(w)
when w is an A, (R¥) weight, it follows from (3.3) that

(3.5) M5 () 220w 5) < CUF 12200, 5)
whena € (—(n—1),n—1)and B € (—1,1).

Proof of PropositioB.1 As my(&) is a compactly supported smooth func-
tion, it is routine to verify that

My(f)(x) < Cy Ms(f)(x),

which implies further by (B.3).
]

The boundedness of T on Lz(waﬁ) is now reduced to estimating the

norm HMYHLZ(wa,ﬁHLZ(wa,ﬁ) as Y — oo, since we have proved that My is

bounded on Lz(waﬁ) for all y > 0.
We will focus on the case ¥ > 1 from now on.
By the Sobolev embedding, we obtain further that

My()(x)* < 27G,(F)(x)Gy(f) (x),

where

6= ([ | [ me g gfieremsar[ )"
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and

6Nt = ([ \/ iy g ey tag[ 1)

Here iy (&', &,) = (277E") - (Vpm1my) (&', Ey), and V,,_1my (-, &) is the gra-
dient of my(-,&,) as a functlon defined on R"~!. In summary we obtain

(3:6) T < Mo(f)(x)+ Y 27272 (G(f) ()G (f) ()] /2.

=1
For 0 < § < 1, we fix a smooth function pg(&’) such that

3.7) supp is C {§' € R &' € [1-8,1]}
and
(3.8) 10'us (&) <87V
forany [ = (I,...,1,—1) € N"—1. Associated with Us, we define the multi-
plier
ms (&', &) = us(&' /&) w27 &),
and

Gs(f) (/ ‘/ﬂ (11 &) (é)ezmx.édé‘z%)l/z.

As the multipliers my and 71y are multipliers of this form with 6 = 277, the
problem is now reduced to studying the boundedness of G.
Let us examine a simple case first.
Proposition 3.2. Let A > 0. Then
(3.9) 1Gs ()l 2qry < 8" f 1l 2y
and T is bounded on L*(R").
Proof. By Plancherel’s identity, ||Gg(f) ||12J2 ®")

L[ mst g g0 P,

For a fixed &, the 7 such that mg (¢ ~'&’, €,) # 0 is contained in |§ | —1—0(%—‘5),

is equal to

hence the inner integral is bounded by C6, which implies (3.9).
Recalling (3.6) and Proposition 3.1l we obtain from (3.9) that

T2 l2ey < Y 2772122772 £l 2y < CllF 2oy
720

when A > 0. O
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We study the boundedness of Gg on Lz(waﬁ) below. Let us fix 6 < 1,
and decompose G further. Let S;(f) be the linear operator with multiplier

mg(t~'E &,), then we can write [Gg(f) (x)}2 as Yiez |Gr(f)(x)|> with

k+1
2 5dt

GNP = [ 1S(0PT

-
The study of G can be reduced to the boundedness of Gy, as we will see
in the next result.

Proposition 3.3. Letax € (—(n—1),n—1)and B € (—1,1). If
(3.10) 1Go(A) 20w ) < AllF 200 )
forany f € Lz(waﬁ), then
G 120 ) S AN 200 )
To prove this proposition, we establish first the following lemma.
Lemma 3.4. Fix o, € R If
(3.11) 1Go(A) 20w ) < AllF 200 )
forany f € L? (Wg, ), then for any k € Z it holds
1Gk(A) | 20w ) < Al F 20 )

Proof. We need to estimate

|16 @Prapwar= [ [ s

By change of variables, the inner integral is equal to

[ msetgtenien‘w e

2k+1

dt
t =X ¥x,| Pk

T
2dt

= [ a8 070k ] 24
Let fi(£) = F(2KE' E,). Tt follows from (3.1T)) that
160 P p )

:Zk(}’ll)zka/ /2
nJ1

<A 2 [P P
RV!

2dt, , _ _
Si(f)(x)| — |l Pax
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—A2pk(n—1) ke |27k(n71)f<27kx/,xn) |2‘xl‘fa‘xn|fﬁdx
Rn

<A?| £,
O

To finish the proof of Proposition we need the following lemma to
paste Gy. Let  be a smooth bump supported in {£’ € R"~!: |&/| ~ 1} and
¥ a smooth bump supported in {§, e R: &, ~ 1}. We deﬁne fk7L(§)

FE)E @ EDENG(2LE,). We will explore the orthogonality of {f; 1}
below.

Lemma 3.5. Let v € (—(n—1),n—1) and B € (—1,1). Then

/|ka 2y 5 (x dx</|f 2115 (x)dlx
kEZLGZ

Proof. Let IFk\L(é )= F(&) Z(Z_ké’) w(27L&,), which is different from ]/C;(\L(ﬁ)
in that they have different locations in {’. By a simple change of variables

on (k,L), we have

Z Z wa7 (x)dx
keZ LEZ

=Y ) \FkL| We g (x)dx
k€eZ LeZ

N///\ZZrk(sl)rL(sz)FkyL(x)|2dslds2wa7ﬁ(x)dx
"JO JO ok L

where r(s1) and r (s7) are Rademacher functions, and we use Khintchine’s
inequality of several variables (see [23, Appendix C.5]).

Let us write Y 'r, rk(Sl)VL(Sz)Fk L(x) = K, 5, * f with

K50 Zrk s1) ZrL 2)W(2718)) =t K, (81K, (6n).

This is a bi-parameter singular integral with associated constants indepen-
dent of s1 and s;. Applying [20, Theorem] we obtain

[ Ko 0 Prap s S [ 100 Pova g

uniformly in s1,s> € [0, 1] as w, g is a product Ay(R"! x R) weight in the
sense of (3.4). This concludes the proof by integrating over s; and s,. [



12 PENG CHEN, DANQING HE, XIAOCHUN LI, AND LIXIN YAN

Proof of Proposition[3.31 We write ||Gs(f)||? ) as
dt

17200,
/ / ‘[’”5(’15'75n)f(€)]v(x)‘2waﬁ( Jax
2k R

which, by the support of mg, is bounded by

2k+1

2k+1

/ ‘m‘s ' &) fro(E)]Y (X)‘zwayﬁ( )dx%
/n/;k+1 “1ELE) fro(€)]Y (x)’z?waﬁ(x)dx

—Z |Gk fi0) (X)[Pwep (x)dx
SAZZ];,/R” ‘fk,O(X)FWa,ﬁ(x)dx
<A2 2 o d

S [ 170 P (s

In the last two steps we use Lemma[3.4]and Lemma[3.3]

4. SOME TRACE LEMMAS

We prove in this section some trace lemmas, whose dual forms, weighted
restriction-type estimates, are good substitutes of classical restriction esti-

mates in our setting.
Leta >0, >0, and

I's:={xeR": dist (x,I') < 0},

where = {& e R": |&'| =&, € (1,2)}. We are interested in determining

Cs(a, ) in the following inequality.
an [ RO sCapCatap) [ 1P

-1 _ |«
where w5 = | ]x,| B
Our main result in this section is as follows.

Proposition 4.1. Let o € [0,n— 1) and B € [0,1). Then (4.1) holds for

5%tB, a+p <1
Cs(a,B)~{ bSlogy, a+p=1
0, oa+p>1.

The proof of Proposition [4.1]is contained in the following results, as the

case a = 3 = 0 is trivial.
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Lemma 4.2. If B =0, then holds for

0%, O<a<l1
Cs(0,0)~ 4 Slogs, oa=1
0, I<a<n-—1.

This result is a direct consequence of the following classical trace in-
equalities for spheres.

Lemma 4.3 (]9, Lemma 3]). Let o € (O,n — 1). It holds

“2) / 8(E)Pd(E) < Cs(a,0) / 19() x| .
$-240(8) Rn-1

Proof of Lemmad.2l Let

falt) = [ T & ag = [ e by,
Applying Lemma[4.3] we obtain

1@ Pa < / / 7 &g ae,

<ol [ /R e (0PI d,

where Sg_z is the sphere centered at the origin of radius &,. By Plancherel’s
identity, this is bounded by

. 2
s(a,0) /Rn1/IR‘Af(x',xn)e_Z”’x”éndxn‘ d&,|x'|*dx’

~Co(a0) [ 1Pl %

Lemma 4.4. If o« =0and B € (0,1), then 1)) holds for
Cs(a,B)~ &P
Proof. We want to prove

43) 7(&)]2dE < 8P / |F0) 2P,
r3 Rﬂ

which by duality is equivalent to

(4.4) / & \2‘5 / 1g(x) Pax

for any g € L*(T's).
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We first claim that

(4.5) /R\ﬁ(gn)ﬁ dSn <5B/1 |F (x,) | dx,

[

for any F € L*(I5), where I5 = [a — §,a+ 8] is an interval of length 28.
Take F (x,) = g(¥',x,), which is supported in (|x'| — 8, x|+ 6) as x € [,

then
e 98 o o 2
F (&) dx S 67 | |g(x)["dx
ri-1JR &P R
by @.3). The left hand side, by Plancherel’s identity, is equal to

g2 48
| Eer s

which yields (4.4).

It remains to verify (@.3). Actually [ IF (&) ég‘"ﬁ equals

— 1
C F nF nid ndn
b [ PO sy

as B € (0,1). It follows from this expression and the Schur test that (4.3)) is
a consequence of

a+o 1
sup / [T dy, < 8P,
xp€la—68,a+8]Ja—§ |)Cn _yn|

which is straightforward to check using 8 > 0. U
Lemma4.5. If o € (0,n—1) and B € (0,1), then @.1) holds for

5%tB. a+p<1
Cs(a,B)~{ blogy, a+p=1
0, oa+p>1.

Proof. By duality is equivalent to
(4.6) /R BEPIE 5P ag < Ca(ep) | lsto) P
" 5

By an argument similar to the proof of Lemma it suffices to show
that

4.7) sup | =y %D x, —y, PNy < C5(a, B).
x€F5 FS
The left hand side is

(4.8) sup / 1Z|%= =Dz, P 1dz.
I's—x

XGF§
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By rotation in the x'-plane, we may assume that x' = (|x’[,0,...,0) € R"~!
with || € [1,2].
To analyze the integral in (4.8]), we define

So={zeTs—x: || <8},

Sp={zeTs—x: €6 <|| < (L+1)8} forl<£<851/1000},
and
Se={z€Tg—x: || >1/1000}.

ObviouslyI's —x = [U()Sggg—l/looo S¢]USe. So is essentially a ball of radius
~ 8, and Sy is contained in an annular cylinder for £ > 1.

Let us calculate the integrals over Sy and S first.

We observe that 0 € I's — x, and, for z € I's — x, we have |z,| <26 when
7| < 6, therefore
(4.9)

/ |Z/‘a_(n_l)‘2n‘ﬁ_ld2 ,S / ‘Z/|a_(n_1)le/ |Zn|ﬁ_1dZn g 5a+ﬁ
So |Z|<6 |zn| <6

as a,fB > 0.
To estimate the integral over S.., we denote the intersection of S., and the

hyperplane {y € R" : y, =z,} by
E, = {¢ R |l +X| — (ata)| £, 1] 2 107},
whose (n — 1)-dimensional volume is bounded by d as E;, is contained in

an annulus of radius ~ 1 and width ~ §. This yields
(4.10)

/ |Z/‘a(n1)‘2n‘ﬁld2§/ ‘Zn‘ﬁl/ |Z/‘af(n71)dzldzn5 S
Seo |zn| <1 E

since |7/| ~1in E; and § > 0.

We estimate the integral over Sy with 1 </ < 5! /1000 below, where
we have £6 < |7/| < (£+1)6. Ttis easy to see that |z,| < (£+5)8 in Sy. Fix
20| < (£+5)8, then the set {z': (/,z,) € S¢} is contained in

E. == (S}52+0(8))N (St —x +0(8)).

Xn+2n

For |z, € I :=[(k—1)6,k6] with 1 <k < /{45, we have

, n—2 n—4 1
4.11) E,|S€2 (0+10—k) 2 6"
Let
A, = (S}5240(8))N (SE2 —).
Asx,+z,~1,
(4.12) EL| S 1A,,10.
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Let o, ¢ be the smallest angle of the triangle with side lengths x,, +z,, x5,
and /0, i.e. the opposite angle of the side with length £6. Then

n—2 n—4
Az | S o, ] 2= o, " 2 S0 (0+10-k) 2 82,

which implies (.11)) recalling .
It follows from that

/ |Z/|Ot—(n—1)|Zn|[3—ldZ
S

< Y / / 719~V |z, P dz,
1<k<t+5 Y |zal €l J{Z': (212n) €S0}

n—2 n—4
< Y T +10-k) 7 88 (ks S
1<k<t+1

n—2 n—4
~§@ P e (+10—k) 2 kP!
1<k<l+1

<6a+[3£a+[3—2‘

Summing over ¢, we obtain the control

14

1<0<6-1
5%tB, a+p <1
SE
This estimate finishes the proof. U

5. WEIGHTED ESTIMATES

The main goal of this section is to prove the following result via trace
inequalities obtained in Section 4]

Theorem 5.1. For oc € [0,n—1), B €[0,1), and 0 < § < 1, let

1—(a+B) 8'/2, a+p <1
As(a,B)=8"72 Cs(a,B)/?~{ 82(loghH)?,  a+p=1
5@2-a-p)/2 a+pB>1.

Then

(5.1) 1Go (220w, ) < CAS( B f 122004, 5)-
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We recall that wy, g (x) = |~ x| 5,

ms(§) = us(&'/&) W(zilén)
with ug satisfying (3.7) and (3.8)), and

= ([ |mst'e &0

To study Gy, we decompose Kg := (mg)" dyadically. More precisely, we
take a smooth function W supported in the unit annulus such that

1=Y v,

J>Jo

/
Za;t)l 2‘

where W; = W(27/+) is supported in B(0,2/71)\ B(0,2/71) for j > jo+1,
and Wj, =1—Y ;5 11¥, is supported in B(0,2/0) with 20 ~ §~!. Corre-
spondingly we decompose K5 =), JZJo K; with K; .= Ks'¥;.

As mg is supported in I'y and ‘P is essentlally supported in a ball of

radius 27/ < §, we see that K =mg * ‘P is essentially supported in I's,
which we descrlbe precisely below

Proposition 5.2. Let j > jo. For any M € N, there exists a constant Cpy > 0
such that the following statements hold.
(i) For any & € R", we have

(5.2) K;(&)] < Cu(278)
(ii) For dist (E,T) ~ 2t8 with £ > 1, we have
(5.3) Kj(8)| < Cu2~™M(2/8)™M

(iii) For dist (€,T) >

I\Jl'—‘

(5.4) K;(E)] <Cp2~M(14|E))™

Proof. (i) For j > jo+ 1, we may rewrite K j as
[ mste 2 InyB(myan.

As one can easily show d%ms(§) < 51 from (@.7) and (3.8), applying
Taylor’s expansion to mg(§ —27/-), and using the vanishing moments of
Y, we obtain the claimed estimate. When j = jj, we have

K)o (&) < Clims | =[[¥o [l 1 < C.



18 PENG CHEN, DANQING HE, XIAOCHUN LI, AND LIXIN YAN

(ii) When & is 2§ away from I', we obtain from the condition &€ —27/n €
5 that 277|n| > 2¢8. This implies

/ ms (€ —27)®(n)dn

scM,\p/ (1) Man
n|z27+8

<Cyw(l+2775)™M
<Cpp2 M(2/8)™,
(jii) (3.4) could be proved similarly via the observation that, for & —
27/n € I's, we have
27In| > (1 +18))

due to the assumption dist (§,T°) > O

1
5
We define I?g\t(é) =mg(t~1E',E,), which implies that Ks,= " K5 (tx' x,).
Let Kj,(x) = " 1K;(tx',x,), then

(5.5) Ksi(x) =), Kju(x).
JjZJo
Obviously
2 di\1/2
5.6) GoNW < ¥ ([ 1w nemPe) "
J=Jo

We remark that K, is supported in a ball of radius 12/ with ¢ ~ 1
as t € [1,2]. Therefore we can localize f by decomposing it into pieces
supported in cubes of length ¢12/. For i € Z", we define Q; = Q(c12/i,c12/),
then {Q; };cz~ is a partition of R”. Define f; = fxo,, then

(5.7) =Y f
ez
To prove (3.1)), it follows from (5.6) and (5.7)) that we should estimate

2 5 dt
/ K% fi0) P (1) dx 2
1 R® t

which relies heavily on the position of i. Therefore we decompose Z" into
four subsets:

E :={i€Z": |i'| > 10n,|i,| > 10n}
Ey:={i€Z": |i'| > 10n,|iy| < 10n}
Ey:={icZ": |I'| <10n,li,| < 10n}
Ey:={ieZ": |i'| <10n,liy| > 10n},
and discuss them separately.
Casel: i€ E;
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To handle this case, we need the following lemma obtained from the
Plancherel identity.

Lemma 5.3. Suppose 0 <A < w(x) < B for all x € 3Q;, where 3Q; =
0(c127i,3¢12/). Then

(5.8) H(/12|K,-J*ﬁ(x)|2?>l/2 20w~

Proof. Noticing that K, * f; is supported in 3Q;, the left hand side of (5.8))
is bounded by

2
diN\1/2
(59 B[ kenepad)”
1 JRn t
As Ej\t is essentially supporte(f] in

Ts5,:={& eR": (17'¢",&,) €T},
we may decompose the range of ¢ as

[172] [3 5 IIB
with Ig = [B3, (B +1)6]. Moreover, we define Pﬁ g as the restriction of g to

the set )
{ger: Eleps,(B+1)58],& € 3,4}
It follows from Proposition that, for ¢ € I, the essential support of E]\,

S )28 @) ™M) fill 2y

and the support of Fﬁ:gr are disjoint when | — B’| > 10. This implies that
K;;* Pg f; is essentially O when ¢ € Ig with | — 8’| > 10. Hence

2
dt
/ / 1K % fi(x)Pdx =
1 R t

d
X, ) Ko+ fix) Pax,
0
(K= (P ) )|

/LY
[3+1o
//| K+ (Py ) () Px
ﬁ B'=B—10"1p

+10
ﬁ B’—B 10”1

Iwe present here an intuitive argument, while a strict one is provided in the appendix.

B+1
ﬁ/



20 PENG CHEN, DANQING HE, XIAOCHUN LI, AND LIXIN YAN

p0 _— dr

S@2/6)™ Py fi)(E)[PdE—

LY | Jumneras
B+10

5(2/8) MY 210/|P,3fl &)Pde

B B'=p
<6(2/8) MIfill7
SATISQIS) M fil%,
where we use (5.2)). This combined with (3.9) yields (5.8)). d

For i € Ey and w(x) = wg g(x), we have A ~ B. Applying Lemma [5.3]
we obtain
(5.10)

2 diN\1/2 ey
(" [ IKiae o Prapoax) " < €812@18) il
1 R~ t >

Case2:icE;

In the remaining three cases, as wy g may not be bounded, Lemma B3
is not applicable. We need the following estimate to make use of trace
inequalities obtained in Section

Lemma 5.4. Suppose that wy(x) > 0 satisfies

(5.11) wix) >A>0  YxeQ

(5.12) wi(x) ~wi(sx,x,)  fors~1,

and

S [ Ee)rds <Com) [ lePe e
Then

de\1/2 _ C
/ L Kse i) )as ) < ca Ra I8 My m) Pl il

Proof. As in the proof of Lemmal[5.3] we write [1,2] = [3 6 s-11g with Ig =
[B3,(B+1)8]. Then
[ [ sa P
[3+10 ) »
<L (Ko (B ) ) P (<)

Iﬁ R" ﬁ/



ON POINTWISE CONVERGENCE OF CONE MULTIPLIERS 21
ﬁ+10 d t
(5.14) <CZ Y (Ko (Pgifi) (x) |Pw 1(x)dx—.

B p'=p—107/1p /R"

Applying (3.13) and Proposition[53.2] we obtain essentially

/|Kt>|<g |dx—/ K+ (E)3(8)|%d¢E

<(2/6)M / 8(&)Pae

Ls;
S@I8) M3 (m) [ lsta) P (9,
where in the last step we use (3.12). By duality
/R IKj #g(0) w1 (x)dx S (278) M Cs(w1) N [8(x)[Pdx.

Hence is bounded by

y B+10 dt
(2/8) MCs(wi) Y X o Je PG x)Pdx=—
B B'=B—1071p

<278) Mscs(wi)llfill 2
S(@78) MSCs(wi)A N fill oo,

This completes the proof.
U

We observe that when x € Q; with i € E;, we have |x,| <2/ and |x/|~*
|x)| =%, where x; = ¢2/i is the center of Q;. Take w(x) = |x,|#, and ac-
cordmgly A =277B then C5(w;) = 8P by Proposition B.1] with o = 0.
Applying Lemmal[5.4 with M| > M + 3, we obtain

2 d
| [ 1K 0P p s

Skl //|Kjt*fz Wl()dX—

Shil 748278 (278)7M 8P | | fi(x)Pwi (x)dx
]Rn

S8I8) ™ | 1) P,
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as wg g (x) ~ |xj|"%wi(x) in Q;. In summary, we have
(5.15)

2 di\1/2 .
(/ / \Kj,z*ﬁ(x)\zwa,ﬁ(x)dx—) < C8'2(278) ™| fill 2w, )-
1 JRe t oB

Case3:ic E;

In this case, to apply Lemma [5.4, we take wy(x) = wq g(x) and A =
2-/(@+B) guch that A < wy (x) in Q;. We recall that by Proposition &.1]

SotB, a+p <1
Cs(Wap) Sq Ologs, a+f=1
0, a+p>1,

therefore it follows from Lemma[5.4] that

([ [ i P s

<C2J (o+B) /251/2(2]5) MC5<Wa ﬁ) 1/2 HleL2 Waﬁ

51/2(215) a+B <l
(5.16) Sl 20 ) 31/2(loﬁg )1/2(215) a+p=1
=72 (2i5) ™M, a+pB>1.

Cased: ic E4

We recall that E4 := {i € Z" : |i'| < 10n, |in| > 10n}, therefore in Q; with
i € E4 we have |x'| <27 and |x,| P ~ (27]i,|)7P. Taking wy(x) = |¢/| 7% =
wea,0 and A =27/%, we can apply Lemma[5.4]to obtain

2 dt
/1 / K % F(2) P ()

<@ [ [ Kiae 0P
Sl P88 MCsm) [ 1) o)

$82/%(218) MC5(t0) [ 1fi(x) P ()

By Proposition 4. 1] with B = 0 we obtain

([ [ i P
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51/2(21'5)*“4 O<a<l
517 Slfilliage,y { 87 (logg) 2(278) ™, a=1
51—7(215) : l<oa<n-—1.

We are now ready to prove Theorem [3.11

Proof of Theorem When a = 8 =0, (5.1) is verified by Proposition[3.21
We discuss below the case (a, ) # (0,0).
Recalling that f; is supported in Q; and K, * f; is supported in 3Q;, we

have K+ f = Xi(Kjx £i) 230, S (LilKj+ fil*)'/? as {3Qi} ez are finitely
overlapping. It follows from the definition of f; that |Y; fi|*> = ¥, |fi|*.
Hence

2 5 dt
/ / Ko 1) | P =
LSt t

< ? 21— -B dt
Sy [Kjaox filP | ] P
i J1 JR#
N<Z+Z+Z+ // ‘Kjt*fl‘ 1% x|~ ﬁdx
l€E4

ick) i€k, icEj

When a + 8 > 1, by (5.16]), we have, for i € E3,

2 B o dt Bt e
Ko fil2 )% x| Pdx— < 827 P(278) ™| fil|2,, -
1 R7 t ( a.ﬁ)

Moreover noticing that 1 < C8~F, the same bound holds for all o € (0,n—
) when i € E4 by (5.17). These estimates and (3.10), (3.13) yield

// K # Pl Pax

S[6(28) M + 57 P 2Ig)” ]<Z+Z+Z Y [ AP P

i€cE, i€E, icE; zeE4
S[8* %P (2is)~ / 1P || P .
This combined with (3.6) implies that
1Go() 2w ) S 8P Fll2 )

since j > jo with 2/0 ~ 71,
The case when o+ B < 1 can be proved similarly.
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6. PROOF OF MAIN RESULTS
It is necessary to show that L is well defined in Lz(waﬁ) and L? (R").
Lemma 6.1. Lera € [0,n—1), B €[0,1), and p € (1,00). The linear oper-

ator L initially defined on Schwartz functions is bounded on Lz(waﬁ) and
bounded on LP (R").

Proof. We recall that

LA = | v T F(§)eP e de

/]Rn 1/f X yn) 29 (2060 — yn) )dyndx’.

The L? boundedness of L follows from Minkowski’s inequality directly as
vY e L'(R).
Observing that [g* " (x,)| < CM(g)(x,), which is bounded on L2 (|x,|~#)for
B € (—1,1), the boundedness of L on Lz(waﬁ) follows.
O

Proof of Theorem When o + 3 > 1, we obtain from Theorem [5.1] and
Proposition[3.3] that

1G5 2w ) S 8P 2 -

It follows from this, Proposition[3.1] and (3.6) that

ITA ()20 ) S X 2 2722100 1
>0

) S Cllflzz

W(Xﬁ W(Xﬁ

asl>a+ﬁ !

The case When o+ B <1 can be proved similarly with the help of The-
orem

We have finished the proof of (I.6). Now we turn to the proof of the sec-
ond statement, which follows from the boundedness of T* on L?(R", Wo B)
and the following two lemmas.

= 0 is equivalent to wy g(E) =

This lemma is trivial.

Lemma 6.3 (23, Exercise 7.4.1]). Let ot € [0,n— 1) and B € [0,1). The
Schwartz functions are dense in L*(wg,g).
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By these lemmas, Lemmal6.1] and (L.6), we apply Stein’s maximal prin-
ciple ([43], see also [23, Theorem 2.1.14.]) to obtain that

im 74 ()(x) =L(Hx)  ae.

whenever f € Lz(waﬁ).

Next we prove Theorem [1.21

Proof of Theorem[L.2l For a given A > 0, we fix p € |2, #) For any
f € LP(R"), by Proposition 2.1l we can write f = Y | f; with f € L?(w;).
In the decomposition, for any € > 0, we can select ¢, f; > 0 appropriately
such that a; + B; < n(1 — %) +e¢&,i=1,2,3,4. In particular, we have A >
(0i+Bi—1)/2fori=1,2,3,4.

By Theorem [1.3] we obtain

im 72 (f)(x) =L(f)(x)  awe.

for i = 1,2,3,4. This complete the proof of Theorem [L.2] by summing over
i O

Finally we prove Theorem [L.1l

Proof of Theorem [ 1] Fix k; and k; in Z such that 25119 < g < p < 2k2~10,
We define

LN = [ vt G e,
Rn
Then for f € LP(R") satisfying (L4), L, is well defined, and
(6.1) f=Y L)

ki <k<ky
Let
/|2

T () = / (=R hye e, f(e)em=2ae,

n

then a dilation argument shows that

(6.2) lim TL(H) =L(f)  ae

Noticing that, for f € LP(R") satisfying (L.4),
MH=Y TLH),

k1 <k<k

the conclusion follows by (6.1) and (6.2).
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7. REMARKS

7.1. By a standard duality argument, we obtain from Lemma [3.5] the fol-
lowing orthogonality result.

Lemma 7.1. Let k,L € Z, a € (—(n—1),n—1) and B € (—1,1). There
exists a constant C such that, for any sequence of functions {Hy 1.} satisfying
supp Hep C{E €R": |E/] ~2MHK &, ~ 20,

we have

| Z Hy 1 (x)[*wg px)dx<C Z |Hk7L(x)|2wa7ﬁ (x)dx.
R" Lez LeZ’R"

Let

oo =([7] [ moieneaiicremsaf4)

With the help of Lemmal[7.1] we can actually obtain from (3.10) the estimate
(7.1) 1G5 () 200g ) S AN 2200 5)

by imitating the proof of Proposition
By (Z.1)), to obtain the (weighted) boundedness of

12 A
wﬂ/ RV e
>0 n

it remains to study the maximal function defined by

(7.2) My(f)(x) := sup|[@(&'/1&:) F(£)]"

t>0

bl

where ¢ € Cg(R™1) is supported in B(0, 1) with ¢(0) = 1. We conjecture

that M(p is bounded on L?(R"). But we cannot prove it. By a standard
argument using square functions, we can assume further that (p(é’ ) =1 for

&'l<1/2.
7.2. Let
ki) = [ (- EPhw)emiae.
It has been proved in [32]] that
K* e L'(RY)
for A > 252, which implies that

(7.3) IT* ()l gy < ClIF Nl o (e
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for 1 < p < 0. It is natural to conjecture that, when A > %,
(7.4) T2 lr@n) < Clf ey, 1< p<eo.
This can be verified for 4 > %

Proposition 7.2. Let A > 5. Then

ITX (D) llr@n < Cllflr@n, 1< p <o

This result follows from the pointwise estimate

(7.5) Ky ()] < C(1+[x)"2 74,

obtained by [32]. We remark that this bound is worse than the correspond-
ing pointwise estimate of [(1—[&|?); ] Y

We are curious if we can fill the gap between Proposition and the
conjectured range A > % This kind of gap does appear in the classical
Bochner-Riesz problem.

8. APPENDIX

We present a strict proof of Lemma[5.3]in this section, while a strict proof
of Lemma[3.4] could be obtained similarly.
Let us recall Lemma[5.3]first.

Lemma 8.1. Suppose 0 < A < w(x) < B for all x € 3Q;, where 3Q; =
Q(clzfi,3c121). Then

H </12 IKje *fi(x)|2?> 1/2

Proof. Let £ be an integer such that 20 ~ (100 )_1. We need to decompose
K further such that

Ki&)= Y Ki(&)u(&)+K;(& Z

10<0< /4

S (R)'2812278) ™M) fll 2

L2(w) ™~

where @19(&) is supported in {& : dist(E,T) < 2298}, @ is supported in
{&: dist(E,T) ~ 28} for 11 < ¢ < £y, and

Y, %)

10<0< 4,

Correspondingly we define K/J? (&)= @(r’lﬁ' ,&x), and we have

Kis=Y Kju

£>10
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Using the above decomposition and that w(x) < B we conrtol ( 12 Jgn | K%
[ Pw(x)dxt)'/? by

1/2
(8.1) B2 Y //\Kw*f,( Pax ) .
{>10

We will consider two cases: 10 < ¢ < £y, and £ > oo.
Case 1: 10 </ < /.
Since K s, *f,(é) = @(Z_lél, én)ﬁ(é), in its support we have

&' = 18, + [-21425,20+2§]
and &, € [3,4]. We decompose [1,2] = UES s-11p withIg =[B3, (B +1)6],
and the support of K 0418

{EeR": &€ &BS+[-27726,2"25], & € [5.4]}.
Define [/’[;(\g as the restricition of g to the set
{EeR": &' €8BS, &u(B+1)8], & € [5,4]}).

Then for 7 € Ig, the support of K .+ and the support of Pﬁ/g are disjoint if
|B—B’| >10-2°. Hence

/ [ 1K i

B+10-2¢ dt
_Z/ /‘ (Kj,E,t*PB’fl ‘ dx—
Iﬁ ﬁ/

B— 102/

B+10-2¢ 5 dt
(8.2) <czf2 Y /1 / \(Kj,,g,t*Pﬁ/ﬁ)(x)\dx?
B

B/'=B—10-2

where in the last step we use Holder’s inequality. By Proposition[5.2] (i) and
(i) we have

[ 1Ksa <Py dx= [ |5z @ pwi) g
<28 [ |ppie) s,

Hence we control (8.2)) by

B+10-2¢ - 5 dt
202~M (2] §) MZ Y /I/\Pg/fi(é)\ d—
i

B B'=p—102¢
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_ Do — 2
<202=™M(2/§) széz/ | Py fi(E)[7dé
ﬁ/

< lM1-2) 527 5) M | £

Y

Case2: ( = oo
In this case we apply Proposition[5.2] (iii) directly to obtain the control

dt
//| pt*f, |2dxt

<2 Ml
<8(278) M| il 72,
where in the last step we use that 0 < 1.
By the estimates obtained in the above two cases, we can control (8.1 by

B'2(8(2/8)")'2 Y 27 M| fill2 < (B/A)'/28"2(278) M| fill 2w
£>10

since w(x) > A in the support of f;. O
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