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Abstract

Theorems 1 and 2 are known results concerning L?-L? estimates for certain operators wherein the point
(1/p, 1/q) lies on the line of duality 1/p + 1/qg = 1. In Theorems 1’ and 2’ we show that with mild
additional hypotheses it is possible to prove L?-L7 estimates for indices (1/p, 1/q) off the line of duality.
Applications to Bochner-Riesz means of negative order and uniform Sobolev inequalities are given.

1991 Mathematics subject classification (Amer. Math. Soc.): primary 46B70, secondary 42B15, 35B45.

1. Introduction

This paper is concerned with L?-L? estimates for certain operators on R". To explain
our work we begin by stating two well-known principles as Theorems 1 and 2:

THEOREM 1. With notation as in[14], suppose {T,} is an analytic family of operators
of admissible growth on R" satisfying the estimates

@ IT.fll2 < Gl £, Rez =0,
(i) IT: fllw < Call fln, Rez = —A.

Here C, is some non-negative function satisfying
log C, < Ket™l, Rez =0, —A

Jor some K > O0andk < . Thenif 0 <a < Aand1/p —1/p = a/)\ (where,
always, 1/p + 1/ p' = 1) there is C = C(a) such that |T_, f |, < ClI fll,.
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THEOREM 2. Suppose 0 <« < land1/p —1/ p’ = a. Consider a one-parameter
family {U (1)} of operators on R" satisfying |\U () fll , < Clt1* || fll, and a bounded
Junction a(t) on R. Under suitable measurability conditions on {U (t)} and a(t), the
operator S defined on R"*' by

0o

Sg(s, x) = fa(t)U(t)g(s ~t,)(x)dt, (s,x) € R x R* = R"*},

-0
satisfies the estimate ||Sg||» < Cllgll, for functions g on R"*,

Theorem 1 is of course a special case of Stein’s interpolation theorem [14]. It has
many applications in harmonic analysis. Perhaps the best known are to the problem
of obtaining Fourier transform restriction estimates of the form

R 12
(fEIfIZdu) <ClIfl,

where p is a measure on a hypersurface £ in R". The first of these is Stein’s result
in the paper [18]. Another class of applications of Theorem 1 concerns estimates of
the form |ju * fll; < CIl f |, where u is as above. Two early examples of this are
in [9, 15]. Of the several later ones we mention [3, 10, 12].

Theorem 2 is a useful device introduced by Strichartz in the proof of [16, The-
orem 1]. The proof is based on convolution properties of the fractional integration
kernels |¢|*~! on R. Two later applications may be found in [8, 10].

A feature common to Theorems 1 and 2 is that their conclusions give LP-L?
estimates only when g = p’, orwhen (1/p, 1/q) lies on the line of duality 1/p+1/g =
1. Our purpose is to show that with mild additional hypotheses it is possible to obtain
LP-L9 estimates along a segment through (1/p, 1/ p’) and perpendicular to the line
of duality. To this end we will prove Theorems 1’ and 2’ below.

THEOREM 1'. With notation as in Theorem 1, suppose {T,} satisfies the additional

hypothesis
(iii) IT;T. f| < Ci|Tare. 1 (pointwise) if —p <Rez<0
for some positive u with u < AL/2. Thenif 0 < @ < A there is C = C(a, p) such that
IT_afllg < Clfl,
provided that 1/p — 1/q = a /X and either
A 1 A4+ 2«
(A) ;aszs ; fO<a<up, or
Ada 1 Ardar—2au
B < - —m ] < A.
® 2 " p - 2A—p) fuse<
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Thus T_, is a bounded operator from L? to L9 if the point (1/p, 1/g) lies (1) on the
line 1/p —1/q = « and (2) inside the triangle bounded by the points P, = (1/2, 1/2),
P, = (1,0), and P = (1/2 4+ pu/A, 1/2), excluding the segment P, P;; see Figure
1. T, fll; < Clifll, implies || T f|l, < C||fll, then the ranges of 1/p in (A)
and (B) become 1/2 < 1/p < (A +2a)/2x,and (A —2u 4+ @)/2(A —u) < 1/p <
A2+ ar — 2ap)/[2A (A — w)].

THEOREM 2. With notation as in Theorem 2, suppose additionally that {U(t)} is
actually a one-parameter group of operators satisfying U(—t) = U (¢)* and that

IU@ flloo < Clel® ] f 1.

Then there is C = C(p) such that ||Sgli; < Cllgll, for functions g on R"™! provided
that

1 1 1 1 l4+a-0°
——— =« and <—-< —""
P q 2—a p 2 -«

Theorems 1’ and 2’ are not, strictly speaking, new mathematics—their (somewhat
parallel) proofs are based on methods present in [5, 11], respectively. They seem,
however, to be useful tools which can be applied to produce, at the least, some
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interesting extensions of known results. For a slight and technical improvement of
Theorem 1’, see the note after its proof in Section 2.

Our paper is organized as follows: Section 2 contains the proofs of Theorems 1’
and 2', Section 3 is an application of Theorem 1’ to Bochner-Riesz means of negative
order, and Section 4 contains applications of Theorems 1’ and 2’ to obtain generaliza-
tions of the results in [7, 8] on uniform Sobolev inequalities.

2. Proofs of Theorems 1’ and 2’
The proof of Theorem 1’ is an easy consequence of complex interpolation and the
so-called method of T*T': it follows from Theorem 1 that

. 1 At a
(1) T flly <C@lfll, if > =5

, O<a<A.

Holder’s inequality and (iii) then imply

(LETS =L T'Tf) < ClflplTre: flly < CA S,

and so
. 1 A—2Rez
2 IT.fll < CAlfll, if ;=2—A, —u <Rez <0.

(This is the method of T*T.) In particular,

1 A+42a
Tofl2 < if ==
3) IT-efl.<Clifll, t » 7

, O<a<pu.
By the Riesz-Thorin theorem, (1) and (3) yield (A). To obtain (B) apply analytic

interpolation to (ii) and (2) with Rez = —B8,0 < 8 < u. The result is ||T_, f|,
<CIfl,if

1 M+or-208 1
P 2(x-8  p

1 o
—=—, and B <o <A
q A

This proves (B) since for fixed @ > u, 1/p varies from (A + a)/(2)) to (A> + aA —
201)/[2A(A — )] as B varies from 0 to ;. Thus Theorem 1’ is established.

NOTE. The conclusion of Theorem 1’ is still true if (iii) holds only for a set of
Re z whose closure contains —u. For then, by interpolation, (2) is still true. This
observation is actually useful in some of the applications.
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Let p and p’ be as in Theorem 2 and put y = (1 — a) /. The starting point for the
proof of Theorem 2’ is an analog of the dual of (2), the inequality

< 1/p
@) [/ IIItIy“/z"“")U(t)fIIZfdt/ItI] <Clfl2

for functions f on R". This will be established, again by the method of T*T, at the
end of this section. Interpolating analytically, in the mixed norm setting, between (4)
and the hypothesis

sup [1]"IU (1) flleo < ClI SNy

of Theorem 2’ shows that if
11 _ 1 (1 — a)?
r's) \2-a’ 2—-a )’

o0 /s
[ ||Itlr(l/'_m)U(t)fIlﬁdt/ltl] <Clfl.

then

Interpolating this with the hypothesis of Theorem 2 shows thatif 1/p — 1/g = « and
1/2—a) < 1/p < (1 +«)/2, then there is b € (g, 00) such that

* 1/b
5) [ IIItI’“/”_”")U(t)fIIZdt/ItI] < Cllfllp-
—00
Now suppose g and # are functions on R"*' and p, g are as above. Then

[{Sg, h)| = ' / / /a(t)U(t)g(s —t,)Yx)h(s,x)dx ds dt

R"”

f / (U @gs — 1, ), hs. )| ds la@)] dt
SMffHU(t)g(s, 3, h(s +1¢, )l dsdt
if M is a bound for |a(¢)|. Thus

(Sg. ) < M / WU @g(s, Yo llhGs +1, Y ds di
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[o ol e o]
dt
=M f f NP VOU (g (s, Vlglihls + 1, Yl 1t] 7270 ds

J ]
* 1/b
<M f { f WP OPDU (1) g (s, N %]

fo o] I
R L de VP
[_/ h(s 42, Y2 |e| 7oy /pm1/o+ ] ds
|z]
-0

[e) 00 16
<CM f (s, -)n,,( f s + £, Y|~ 7 /p=+¥ dt) ds
—00 —00
by (5) with f(x) = g(s, x). Therefore Holder’s inequality yields

° 1p
6) [(Sg, M =< CM(/ llg(s, -)IlﬁdS)

ran o , pIY 1P
(/ [/ ||h(s+t,')||Z,|t|'b7“/”_1/‘”+b -1 dt] ds) )

-0 -00

Now if h € L7 (R""), then, as a function of s, ||a(s, )|, € L7/*(R),and q¢' / b' > 1
since b > ¢. Since y = (1 — a)/a implies

b 1 1 b
L) ese-ge
q P q r

the L9/Y L7/ estimates for one-dimensional fractional integration combine with (6)
to give |(Sg, h)] < CM|\g|l,llklly, with the norms taken over R™*'. This yields
the conclusion of Theorem 2’ for 1/(2 — «¢) < 1/p < (1 + a)/2. The hypotheses
of Theorem 2’ assure that the same is true for the adjoint of S, and so the proof of
Theorem 2’ will be complete when (4) is established.

To this end, define an operator T taking functions f on R” into functions on R"*! by
the rule Tf (s, x) = U(s) f(x). Since y(1/2 — 1/ p') p’ = 1, (4) is just the statement
that T is bounded from L2(R") to L? (R"*"). Thus, as in the proof of Theorem 1’, it
suffices to show that TT* is bounded from L?(R"*') to L” (R"*'"). A computation
shows that, for g on R™*',

[o ]

T*g(x) = f U* (08, H(x)dr.

-0
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It follows that

o0

TT g(s,x) =U(s)Tg(x) = / U(s —t)g(e, -)(x)dt.

Therefore, basically repeating the proof of Theorem 2,

ITT gl < H f NU(s — )8, )lp..dt

00
=< C“ / |S - f|a—l||g(t, ')”p.xdt
p.s
—00

p'.s

Here the last inequality follows from the hypothesis of Theorem 2. By one-dimension-
al fractional integration, since 1/p + (1 — ) = 1/ p’ + 1, the last term is dominated
by

ligts, Mp.el,, = llghp-
This establishes (4).

3. Bochner-Riesz means of negative order

The Bochner-Riesz operators T, are definedon R"*,n > 2, for—(n+1)/2 <a <0
by
— 1-1x»% ~
T, = —=
F0) =Ty T®
or, equivalently, by T, f = K, * f where
Ko (x) =273 Jopn (Jx]) /) x ]2,

Their L?-L? boundedness has been studied in [1, 13, 2]. Necessary conditions for
T,: L? — L1, givenin [1], are
n—1-2a 1 1 n+1+4+2a —2a 1 1
@) —_— < -, -—< —, <
2n p q 2n n+l " p ¢
We will summarize the sufficient conditions of [1, 13, 2] as Theorem 3 below. To
facilitate the statement of this result, we label some points in [0, 1] x [0, 1] (see

Figure 2): let
A= 1’n-i—1+2cx ’ A= n—1—2a,0’
2n 2n

B=(n+1+2a_ 20 n+1+2a) B,=<n—1—2a n—1—2a+ Za)
2n n+l’  2n ’ 2n 2n n+1)’
C_<n+3 n+1+2a) C,_(n—l——Za n—l)

2n+2" 2n ’ B 2n ‘2 +2)

D n+1—-20 n+1+2a
- 2n+2 ° 2n+42 )
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B C A
D
B
c
A
FIGURE 2

Let N = N(a, n) denote the set of points (1/p, 1/¢) in [0, 1] x {0, 1] which satisfy
the necessary conditions (7).

THEOREM 3. If (1/p, 1/q) € N, then there exists a constant C = C(p, q,a,n)
such that ||T, f |, < Cll fll, provided that one of the following holds:

(1) n=2anda =-1;

2 n=2,-32<a<0,andl/p—~1/q > —2af/(n+1);

B) n=3,~-n+1)2<a<-1/2,and1/p—1/q > —2a/(n+ 1);

4 n=3,-1/2 <a <0,and (1/p, 1/q) lies strictly below the lines joining D to
Cand D to C';

) (1/p.1/q)=D.

Parts (1)-(3) are proved in [1] and [13], and (4) is in [2]. Part (§) is a well-known
consequence of Theorem 1. But Theorem 1’ is as easily applicable and gives the
following stronger result.

THEOREM 4. Fixn > 2. There is C = C(p, q,a, n) such that |T, f|l, < Cl fll,
provided that (1/p, 1/q) is on the open segment BB’ and either

1 n+1-4a

1
(A) ——<a<0 and - <-—< ,
2 p 2n 42

N =—
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®) I s
PROOF. Define {7,} by
— =P o
T.f(x)= Tetl) fx).

Clearly | T, fll. < C.||f ||z if Rez = 0. Well-known asymptotic estimates for Bessel
functions give ||T, f |l < C.{| fll1 if Rez = —(n + 1)/2. Since

«r _ F(1+2Rez)
TN+ o)
Theorem 1’ applies with A = (n + 1)/2 and u = 1/2 and yields (A) and (B).

1
2Rez If —3 < Rez <0,

Here are two additional observations:

(1) If n > 3and —1/2 < a < 0, boundedness at some additional interior points of
N can be obtained by interpolating (4) of Theorem 3 and (A) of Theorem 4.

(2) LetRf = f| s»-1 denote the restriction of the Fourier transform of f to the unit
sphere. Then R*R is a multiple of 7_,. Thus taking « = —1 in Theorem 4 gives
a ‘restriction’ estimate which complements a result of [13]:

COROLLARY 5. If 1/p—1/q =2/(n+ 1D and (n + 1)/2n < 1/p < (n* -1 +
4n)/[2n(n + 1)}, then there is C = C(p, n) such that

<Clfl,-

q

f ¢t F(&)do ()

This is (1) of Theorem 3 when n = 2, where it follows from the two-dimensional
restriction theorem

IRfllessy < Cllfllrwsy if g=p'/3 and 1<p<4/3

of [4, 19]. Similarly, Corollary 5 would follow from the n-dimensional restriction
conjecture

IRflee1y S Cliflleewsy  if g=(m—-1p'/(n+1)and 1 <p<2n/(n+1).
4. Uniform Sobolev inequalities

We begin by recalling some of the principal results from [7, 8]. Here is the requisite
notation: Q(£) will denote the form on R", n > 3, givenforsome j =1,...,n—1
by

Q&) =—& ... —E+E,+...+&,
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A =377, 8°/3x] is the Laplacian on R", i3/8¢ + A is the Schrédinger operator on
R"*!, and L(D) = (a, v,) + b is an arbitrary first order operator on R" with constant
complex coefficients.

THEOREM 6. ([7, Theorem 2.1]) Suppose n > 3 and 1/p — 1/ p’' = 2/n. There is
a constant C = C(n) such that whenever P (D) is a constant coefficient operator on
R" with complex coefficients and principal part Q (D), then

lully < CHP(DY@)I|p,
forallu e #(R").

THEOREM 7. ([7, Theorem 2.2]) Suppose n > 3, i/p — 1/q = 2/n, and
(n+1)/2n < 1/p < (n+ 3)/2n. There exists C = C(p, n) such that whenever
P(D) is a constant coefficient operator on R" with complex coefficients and principal
part A, then

lully = CHP (D)), u e Z(R").

THEOREM 8. ([8, Theorem 1)) Ifn > 1and 1/p — 1/ p' = 2/(n + 2), then there is
C = C(n) which does not depend on L{D) such that

, ue SRMM.

P

a
Hullpr < C" (la +A+ L(D))u

Comparison of Theorem 7 with Theorems 6 and 8 raises an obvious question which
we answer with Theorems 6’ and 8"

THEOREM 6'. Suppose n > 3, 1/p — 1/q = 2/nand n/2n — 2) < 1/p <
(n* +2n — 4)/(2n* — 2n). There is a constant C = C(p, n) such that

luly < CIP(DYW,,  u € F(RY),

for all P(D) as in Theorem 6.

THEOREM 8'. Supposen > 1, 1/p —1/qg =2/(n+2) and (n +2)/(2n + 2) <
1/p < (n®> + 6n +4)/(2n* + 6n + 4). There is a constant C = C(p, n) which does
not depend on L(D) such that

llull, < C , u € LR,

14

.0
(la + A+ L(D))u
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Taking P(D) in Theorem 6 to be the wave operator on R” gives an estimate
already obtained in [5, 11]. Examples in [5] therefore show that the hypotheses on p
and ¢ in Theorem 6’ cannot be weakened. Analogous examples show the same for
Theorem 8, even when L(D) = 0. As will be clear to the reader familiar with the
paper {7], several other results there, including the estimates for the Klein-Gordon
operator and the unique continuation theorems, have analogs ‘off the line of duality’.

To explain the proofs of Theorems 6 and 8’ we recall the proofs of Theorems 6
and 8, which are broadly similar. Let @ = 2/n for Theorem 6 and o = 2/(n + 2) for
Theorem 8. After some reductions there is a clever argument based on Littlewood-
Paley theory which yields, so long as 1/p — 1/q = «, L?-L? Sobolev inequalities as
consequences of certain other L?-L? estimates. These estimates, [7, Lemma 2.1] and
[8, Lemmas 1 and 2], are established when ¢ = p’, that is, when (1/p, 1/g) is on the
line of duality. Our only contribution is to note that they actually hold for the ranges
of p and ¢ given in Theorems 6’ and 8'. The next three paragraphs contain sketches
of the arguments.

After some Fourier transform estimates, [7, Lemma 2.1] is simply an application
of Theorem 1, quite analogous to that which established (5) of Theorem 3. Again,
the additional hypotheses of Theorem 1’ are easily verified and the result is that [7,
Lemma 2.1} holds with (1/p, 1/ p’) replaced by (1/p, 1/g) as in Theorem 6'.

We will consider in detail only [8, Lemma 2]. The operator S in question can be

written
o<

Sg(s, x) = fa(t)U(t)g(s — 1, )(x)dt, (s, x) € R,

where U (¢) is the Fourier multiplier operator on R" with symbol /%", Recalling that
a =2/(n+2),I8, (8)] is the hypothesis

NW@ flly < Clel* i fll,, fonRY, I/p—1/p =«

of Theorem 2, and [8, Lemma 2] follows. But since (¢ — 1) /e = —n/2, the additional
hypothesis
U@ fllso < Clel@ "\ £ly

of Theorem 2’ results from a homogeneity argument and the fact that ¢'¢"" is an L'-L®
multiplier on R"”. Theorem 2’ then gives the estimate

ISgll, < C(p)ligl,

for p and g in Theorem §'.

The result [8, LLemma 1] is a restriction result of [17] (as is [7, Lemma 2.1(a)]). It
can be appropriately generalized either by reasoning analogous to that immediately
above or, presumably, by another application of Theorem 1'.
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A concluding remark: it seems likely that an argument similar to our generaliz-
ation of Theorem 8 may yield an extension of the results of [6] on time-dependent
Schrodinger operators.
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