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LP to Lg boundedness results are proven for translation invariant averaging

operators over hypersurfaces in Euclidean space. The operators can either
be Radon transforms or averaging operators with multiparameter fractional
integral kernel. In many cases, the amount 3 > 0 of smoothing proven is op-
timal up to endpoints, and in such situations this amount of smoothing can
be computed explicitly through the use of appropriate Newton polyhedra.

1. Introduction and theorem statements.

In this paper we consider convolution operators with hypersurface measures on
R of the following form, where x denotes (z1, ..., Z,) and t denotes (t1, ..., t,).

Tf(x,Tnt1) = - f(x—t,xp41 — S(t))K(t)dt (1.1)

Here S(t) is a real-analytic function on a neighborhood U of the origin and K(t) is a
function supported in U that is C! on {t € U : t; # 0 for all i} which satisfies estimates
as follows. Write t = (t1,...,t,,), where t; denotes (¢;1,...,t;,) such that the various ¢;;
variables comprise the whole list %4, ...,t,,. Then for some 0 < «; < [; and some C' > 0 we
assume the following estimates.

o) < ] ox (1.2)
k=1
04, K H |t |~ * for all ¢ and j (1.20)

Iml

In the parlance of harmonic analysis, operators satisfying (1.1), (1.2a), (1.2b) are sometimes
referred to as fractional Radon transforms or fractional singular Radon transforms. The
case where each a; = 0 includes the traditional Radon transform operators. Our goal will
be to prove LP(R™*!) to Lg(R”H) boundedness properties for T that are sharp up to
endpoints and which can be computed explicitly with the help of certain Newton polyhedra,
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as will be described after the proof of Lemma 2.1. The author’s earlier paper [G1] covers,
among other things, the situation where p = 2 and each a; = 0, and our methods and
results will extend those of [G1].

By the translation and rotation invariance properties of convolution operators,
without loss of generality we may assume that

5(0,...,0)=0 vS(0,...,0) = (0,...,0) (1.3)

To avoid trivialities, we also assume S is not identically zero. In order to describe our
results, we will make use of the following terminology.

Definition 1.1. Let f(t) be a real analytic function defined on a neighborhood of the
origin in R"™, and let f(t) = >, fat® denote the Taylor expansion of f(t) at the origin.
For any « for which f, # 0, let @, be the octant {t € R™ : t; > «; for all i}. Then the
Newton polyhedron N(f) of f(t) is defined to be the convex hull of all Q..

A Newton polyhedron can contain faces of various dimensions in various configu-
rations. These faces can be either compact or unbounded. A vertex of N(f) is considered
to be a face of dimension zero.

Definition 1.2. Where f(t) is as in Definition 1.1, we define f*(t) by

Fr(t) = S e (14)

(v1,...,0n) a vertex of N(f)

By Lemma 2.1 of [G2], there is a constant C' such that for all t one has |f(t)| < Cf*(t).

Let du denote the measure [[,-, [ti|~** dm, where m denotes Lebesgue measure.
In Lemma 2.1, we will show that there is an g > 0, an ag > 0, and an integer dy satisfying
0 < dp <n—1, such that if r < ry then there are positive constants b, and B, such that
for0<e<%wehave

b€ lne\do < p({t € (0,7)": S*(t) < €}) < Be™] 1n6|d0 (1.5)

The quantity ag will play a key role in our results. In order to state our main theorem, we
will also need the following definitions.

Definition 1.3. Suppose F' is a compact face of the Newton polyhedron N(f). Then if
f(t) =", fat® denotes the Taylor expansion of f like above, define fr(t) =" cp fat®.

Definition 1.4. For f(t) as above, we denote by o(f) the maximum order of any zero of
any fr(t) on (R —{0})". We take o(f) = 0 if there are no such zeroes.

We now come to our main theorem.



Theorem 1.1. Suppose S(t) is a real analytic function on a neighborhood of the origin
satisfying (1.3). Let g = min(ag,ly — @1, ..., — @), where the «; and [; are as in the
beginning of the paper and ag is as in (1.5). Then there is a neighborhood V' of the origin
such that if K (t) is supported on V and satisfies (1.2a) — (1.2b) then the following hold.

1) Let A denote the open triangle with vertices (3, m), (0,0), and (1,0), and let

B ={(z,y) € A:y < g}. Then T is bounded from LP(R"') to LE(R"*1) if (%,B) € B.

2) Suppose g < 1, K(t) is nonnegative, and there exists a positive constant Cy and a
neighborhood Ny of the origin such that K(t) > Co [}, [ts] ™ on {t € Ny : t; # 0 for
all 7}. Then if 1 < p < oo and T is bounded from LP(R™*') to LE(R"!) we must have
B<y.

Note that when g < then the two parts of Theorem 1.1 combined say

that for % € (%(S)’Q)g, 1- %(S)’Z)g), the amount of LP Sobolev smoothing given
by part 1, g derivatives, is optimal except possibly missing the endpoint 5 = g. When
g = m the same is true for p = 2. A natural question to ask is when does the
endpoint 8 = ¢ also hold. Although we will not show it here, it turns out that when p = 2
sometimes this endpoint estimate holds and sometimes it does not. The author does not

know what happens in the p #£ 2 situation.

It is not hard to show that part 2) of Theorem 1.1 does not necessarily hold when
g > 1. A simple counterexample is the case where K(t) is smooth and nonnegative with
K(0) > 0, each I; = 1, each a; = 0, and S(t) = >, t?2. Then g = 1, but by the well-

=1 "1
known Fourier transform decay estimates for nondegenerate hypersurface measures (see p.
348 of [S]) one has that T is bounded from L?(R"™*!) to L%EL (R,

Example 1. Suppose we are in the case where each «; = 0, such as in the case of smooth
K(t). Then g = min(ag, !, ...,l;n). Because the triangle A of Theorem 1.1 has its upper
vertex no higher than (%, %), if ag > % the set B of Theorem 1.1 is just the triangle A and
the theorem does not necessarily give any sharp estimates, while if ay < 1 we have ¢ = ag
and Theorem 1.1 gives a result that is sharp up to endpoints if ag < max(o(3).2) The p =2

case of these facts follow from Theorem 1.5 of [G1], which in turn generalizes portions of
a paper of Varchenko [V] that covers the cases where o(S) =0 or 1.

As will be explained in greater detail in the proof of Lemma 2.1, in this example
ap is the reciprocal of the Newton distance of S*(t), defined as follows.

Definition 1.3. The Newton distance d(f) of a function f(t) is defined to be inf{c :
¢, ¢ ...,cc) € N(f)}

Example 2. Suppose m = 1, so that du = [t|~** dm for some a3 < n. Then given that
(1.3) holds, one has S*(t) < >°" , [t;|* = |t|?, and as a result if 0 < r < 1 and €7 <1 one



has
p(ft € (0,r)": S*(t) < e}) > p({t € (0,7)" : [t|* < €})

:/|t [t at (1.6)

|<ez

n—oq

The integral (1.6) is easily seen to be of the form Ce 2. Hence ap < "5*-. Since
g = min(ag,n — a1), we have that g = ag whenever m = 1. The value of ay can then be
computed using Newton polyhedra as in the proof of Lemma 2.1.

Example 3. Suppose m = n so that each tj is one dimensional. Then we have

n

({6 € (0,1)" : S*(t) < }) = / T] o dt (1.7)

{te(0,r): S*(t)<e} 1.4

We change variables from ¢4 to uj, = t;,~**. If $*(t) = Zi\]:l |[t1|"it...|t,|Vim, then we denote
Vil Vin

by S**(u) the function vazl |up| =1 ...|u,|T=on . Then for an appropriate box B, (1.7)
becomes of the form

p({t e (0,r)": S*(t) <e})=C 1du
{ueB: S**(u)<e}

— Cm({ue B: S (u) < ¢}) (1.8)

As in Example 1, the reciprocal of the Newton distance of S** gives the exponent in the
growth rate of m({u € B : S**(u) < €}), which by (1.8) then gives the value of ay.

Some history.

There has been a great deal of work done on function space boundedness proper-
ties of Radon transforms and related operators, so we focus on the LP to Lg boundedness
questions being considered here. The case of translation-invariant Radon transforms with
smooth density functions over curves in R? was thoroughly analyzed in [Gr] and [C]. In
the general non-translation-invariant case for curves in R? , again with smooth density
functions, comprehensive L2 to L% estimates that are sharp up to endpoints are proven in

[Se].

For translation-invariant Radon transforms over two dimensional surfaces in R3,
there are a number of results. If p = 2, the level of Sobolev space smoothing directly
translates into a surface measure Fourier transform decay rate problem, and for the case of
smooth density functions the stability theorems of Karpushkin [Kal] [Ka2] combined with
[V] give some sharp decay rate results. Generalizations to smooth phases then follow from
[IKM]. When one has a singular density function, in [G3] the author proved some theorems
corresponding to the case m = 1 of this paper that include results that go beyond what is
proved here. Other results for singular density functions appear in [G4].
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For higher dimensional hypersurfaces, if the density functions are singular enough
in the sense that the a; are close enough to [;, then there will be an interval I containing
2 such that sharp LP Sobolev smoothing estimates follow from the results of [St1] when
p € I. This extends earlier work of the author [G5]. If one lets the «; actually equal
l; and one adds an appropriate cancellation condition one has a multiparameter singular
Radon transform, and L” boundedness results for such operators were proven in [St1] [St2],
extending the results in [CNSW]. Additional results for higher dimensional hypersurfaces
appear in [Cul, and in [PSe| Sobolev space estimates are proven for translation-invariant
Radon transforms over curves.

2. Some useful lemmas.

Lemma 2.1. There is an rg > 0, an ag > 0, and an integer dj satisfying 0 < dy <n —1,
such that if » < ry then there are positive constants b, and B, such that for 0 < € < %
equation (1.5) holds.

Proof. Given r > 0, we divide (0,7)" (up to a set of measure zero) into 2™ regions
{AZ}ZQ:D where each A; is a region of the form {t € (0,7)" : ¢;, <t;, < .. <t;, }, where
tj, ..., 5, is a permutation of the ¢ variables. We focus our attention one one such A; and
we let u; denote ¢;,. Then in the u; variables the function S*(t) becomes a function S} (u)
of the form Zivzl |u®i|, where the components of a given w; are a permutation of that of

v; in the expression S*(t) = vazl |tVi]. Next, observe that

m

n{t € A S5(t) < €}) = / TT 62" at (2.1)
{teA;: S*(t)<e} 1

Note that on A; a function |tx| is comparable in magnitude to wuyp, for the by which is
maximal amongst the u; appearing in t;. Thus in terms of the u variables there are
positive constants C; and Cy such that

01/{ T v du < u({t € A §7(8) < c})

w0<ur <...<unp <r, Sl*(u)<e} E—1

m

< 02/ u, “* du (2.2)
{u:0<ur <...<up <r, S (u)<e} E—1

We make a change of variables on A;, setting uy = []_, v;- In the y variables, A,

becomes the rectangular box (0,1)"~! x (0,7) and on A;, the function S;(u) becomes

S (y) = vazl y"Wi for some multiindices W;. Then for some Sj the integral in (2.2)

becomes
n

/ yk_ﬁ’“ dy (2.3)
{ye(0,1)n=1x(0,r): S;*(y)<e} p._1

Because K(t) is integrable on a neighborhood of the origin, each 55 < 1 here. We next
change variables from ¥, to 2z = y;_ﬁ’“ in (2.3). Given W; = (W1, ..., W), let X; denote
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(lvl/iﬁll ey K/ZB" ) and let S;**(z) = Zf\il 2%, Then for some positive constant C’ equation

(2.3) becomes

c’ / 1dz (2.4)
{z€(0,1)n—1x (0,71 = Pk): S (z)<e}

In summary, pu({t € A; : S*(t) < €}) is comparable in magnitude to the Lebesgue measure
of the set of points in (0,1)" ! x (0,7!7P*) where S;**(z) < e. We can apply Theorem 1.2
of [G2] to S/**(z) and say that for r > 0 sufficiently small there exist positive constants
crl, dr1, and a;, and an integer 0 < d; < n — 1 such that

cr1€ | Ine|™ < m({z € (0,7)" : S;**(z) < €}) < dy. 1™ | Ine|™ (2.5)

Here m denotes Lebesgue measure. By dilation invariance of the existence of such esti-
mates, (2.5) will also hold with (0,7)" replaced by (0,1)"~! x (0,7!7P*), with different
constants. Technically, Theorem 1.2 of [G2] requires that the components Vfﬁj all be

i
integers but the proof of that theorem is valid in the current setting. It should be pointed

out that (2.5) can also be shown using related considerations from [V]. Adding (2.5) over
all [ gives (1.5), taking ag to be the minimal a; and dy to be the maximal d; over all those
a; for which a; = ag. This concludes the proof of Lemma 2.1.

By Theorem 1.2 of [G1], the quantity a; is exactly the reciprocal of the Newton
distance (Definition 1.3) of S;**(z), and d; is n — 1 — [, where | denotes the minimal
dimension of any compact face of the Newton polyhedron of S/**(z) containing the point
where the line z; = 29 = .... = z,, intersects this Newton polyhedron. Here a vertex of a
Newton polyhedron is taken to be a face of dimension zero. We refer to chapter 7 of [AGuV]|
for more information. Thus one can explicitly determine the quantities ag and dj using the
Newton polyhedron of S(x) itself, by finding S*(x), then doing the coordinate changes of

the proof of Lemma 2.1 and finding the various Newton polyhedra of the functions S;**(z).
We also will make use of the following lemma from [G1].

Lemma 2.2. (Lemma 3.7 of [G1]). Suppose f(x) is a smooth function on a neigh-
borhood of the origin in R™ with f(0) = 0 and Vf(0) = (0,...,0). Suppose f(x) has
a nonvanishing Taylor expansion at the origin, and that either f(x) is real-analytic or a
smooth function whose Newton polyhedron intersects each coordinate axis.

Then there is a neighborhood U of the origin and constants K and 7 such that if
R is any dyadic rectangle in U then R may be divided into at most K rectangles R; such
that if 27% denotes the length of R in the x; direction, for each R, there is an a and a
single y = (Y1, ..., Yn) With |y;| < 27% for all i such that on R; we have

(- V)" f ()| = nf"(R;) (2.6)

Here f*(R;) denotes supp f*(x). For any j, in (2.6) one can arrange that 0 < a < o(f)
or that 2 < a < max(2,0(f)).



3. Proof of part 1 of Theorem 1.1.

We embed T in an analytic family, defining T, as follows, where S*(t) is as in (1.4).

T f(x, Tnsr) = € / (in(lta], e [l IS (OD)F (< = 6, 2040 = SE)K(8)dt (3.1)

Note that T, = 7. We will show that if 0 > so > max(—g,—m), for z on

the line Re(z) = sg, if 2 < p < oo one has estimates ||T,f||rr < Cs,||f]|zr. We will
then show that if s; > max(0, m — g), then on the line Re(z) = s; one has
estimates ||Tzf||L% < Cq,|fl|p2 for p = m Interpolating between these two
estimates gives a Sobolev space estimate for T = T. Then letting p go to infinity, sg go
to max(—g, —m), and s1 go to max(0 g), the statement of part 1 of

Theorem 1.1 will follow.

-t
> max(o(S),2)

We start by proving the LP boundedness estimates for p > 2.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose 0 > s¢o > max(—g, —m) Then for z on the line Re(z) = s,

if 2 < p < 0o there exists a constant Cy, such that ||T, f||rr < Cs,||f]lLe-

Proof. Let so > —g and suppose Re(z) = sg. Then T, f can be expressed as f x v,
for some measure v,, and as a result for any 2 < p < oo, ||T%||r—rr is bounded by the
integral of the magnitude of the density function in (3.1). So we have the following, where
we write z = sg + t.

IITzIImeéeso_t/ (min([ta], ..., [tn], [S*(8)]))*[ K (t)] dt (3.2)

Inserting (1.2a), for some o > 0 we have

T ]| s o goesﬁ/ (min([t1], . |tal, 1S*(6)])) H|t Son gt (3.3)

(=7r0,m0)™

Since sg < 0, this is in turn bounded by

m

Cesg/ |57 (¢ >|S°H|tk| “kdt+06802 / o [T fbel ™ dt (3.4)
(=70,m0)"

70,70)" k=1

We first estimate the left term in (3.4). Assuming as we may that r( is sufficiently small,
this term is bounded by

o0

Ce®o / 2780 |, | 7% dt (3.5)
i—o Y {te(—ro,mo)™: 27171 <|S*(t) <277}
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Using (1.5) (and recalling that S*(t) is even in each variable) we see that this is bounded
by C’es Sooo g 270 x 40270 Since we are assuming that s > —g > —ag, we have that
so + ap > 0 and this sum converges with a bound depending on sg. Thus the first term in
(3.4) satisfies the needed bounds.

Moving on to bounding a given term of the sum on the right of (3.4), let kg be such that ¢;
is one of the coordinate functions in tj,. Then integrating the term in the the ¢ variables
not part of ty,, we get a bound of

C [£3]%0 [tr |~ %0 dig, (3.6)
(_TO’TO) ko
Performing the integral in the ty, variables other than ¢; by breaking into |tx,| < 2|¢;| and
|tr,| > 2|t;| portions, we obtain

o[ e (3.7
—ro,T0) 0

(If lg, — ax, —1 = 0 we get an additional log |t;| factor that does not affect our argument.)
So we have two cases, depending on whether or not Iy, — ar, —1 < 0. If this does hold,
since sg > —¢g > —(lg, — ak,), the integral in (3.7) converges. On the other hand if
lky — g, —1 > 0, since s¢ > —m > —%, the integral once again converges. This
concludes the proof of Lemma 3.1.

Lemma 3.2. Suppose s; > max(0, m — g). For z on the line Re(z) = s; there
exists a constant Cy, such that ||Tzf||L% < Cs, || fll2 where g = m

Proof. Note that T, f is of the form f % v,, so to prove Lemma 3.2 one must that
12,(\)| < Oy, (14 |A|])77. Since the integrand in (3.8) below is integrable with an L' norm
bounded by a function of sy, it suffices to prove the estimate |7, (\)| < Oy, |A\|~? for say
|A] > 2.

Explicitly, we have
U, (A) = e / ei’\lt1+“‘2t2+'"+i’\"t"+i>‘"+1S(t)(min(|t1|, ey [, ST (6)]))* K (t) dt (3.8)

We write v, (A\) = >_; I;, where for j = (ji1,..., jn), I; denotes the portion of the integral
(3.8) over the dyadic rectangle R; = {t € R" : 27771 < |t;| < 27J¢ for each i}. By Lemma
2.2, we can further write I; as the sum of boundedly many integrals over rectangles on
which (2.6) holds for the function S(t). Each such rectangle can in turn be written as
the sum of boundedly many subsets on which the minimum in min(|¢1], ..., [t,], |S*(t)|) is
achieved by a specific |t1], ..., [tn], or [S*(t)|. We label the subsets corresponding to a given
I; as Rji, and we correspondingly write (3.8) as the sum of I, where

Ijk:ezzf e titdatote FDntnt A1 SO) (min (|t |, .., [ta], |S*(6)])PK () dt  (3.9)
Rjx
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Regardless of what A is, we may select a A; such that |\;| > %ﬂ|)\| We will have two
separate arguments, depending on whether i <n+ 1 or i = n + 1. We first suppose that

1 <n+1.
Case 1. |\;| > %H|)\| for some i < n.
Let P(t) denote the phase function in (3.9). Note that 0y, P(t) = A\i+An4+10, S(t).

Since S(t) has a zero of order at least two at the origin by (1.3), we can assume that we
are in a sufficiently small neighborhood of the origin such that

|01, P(t)] >

Tl (3.10)

We focus our attention on the ¢; integration in (3.9) for the other variables fixed. There are
boundedly many intervals of integration, and on each we integrate by parts, integrating

errtiFAstate A Antn+An1S() and differentiating the rest. Due to (3.10), we gain a factor
of C ‘/1\| in the integration by parts, but due to (1.2b) and the corresponding derivative
|z

estimates on |S*(t)|* we also get a factor of C |z|ﬁ from the differentiation. As a result,

substituting in (1.2a) we have

n([ta], .., [tn], [S7(t |H|tk| “rdt (3.11a)

Ll < Clee®| /

(The endpoint terms in the integration by parts will satisfy the same bounds.) Since |ze* |
is bounded on any vertical line in the complex plane, the above is bounded by

* 51 Qg
CSI/R \Atl in([ty], ..., [tn], |S* (¢ H\t\ dt (3.11b)

Using that s; > 0, we may take |¢;| in the minimum and therefore (3.11b) is bounded by

1 m
0;1/R pole [T ftxl=o at (3.12)

k=1

By simply taking absolute values and integrating in (3.9), we also have a bound of
|Lik| < Cg’lfR |t:]°* H [t | " dt (3.13)
J k=1

Combining (3.12) and (3.13) gives

I <o i t;]°* tr| " dt 3.14
<z [ i (1Y T il (3.14)

J k=1
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Adding (3.14) over all j and k gives for some 7y > 0 that

()] < ¢ /

(_T():ro)n

1 m
in |1, — )|t;|** tr| " dt 3.15
i (1 g T e (3.15)

Integrating (3.15) in the ¢ variables other than ¢;, similarly to (3.7) we get

T0 1
10, ()] < c;’l”/ min (1, W)tfl max (47 1) dt; (3.16)
0 %

Once again if I; — a;; — 1 happens to equal zero we get an additional |Int;| that does not
affect our arguments. It is natural to break up the integral of (3.16) into ¢; < ﬁ and

t; > ﬁ portions. The first part is given by

1

s li—a;—1
t7r max(t; M, 1) di; (3.17)
0

Since s1 > 0, if one is taking 1 in the maximum one obtains a bound of C|\|~! which is
far better than we need. So assume that [; — o; — 1 < 0 and we are taking %=~ in the
maximum. Since this lemma assumes that s; > m — ¢ and by definition of g we

have g < [; — «;, we have that 31+l¢—ai>m—g+li—ai>m. Then

integrating (3.17) gives a bound of C|A|~(s1Hli—a) < C’|/\|_maX<01<S>’2>_651 for some €5, > 0,
giving the bounds needed in this lemma.

Moving on to the ¢; > ﬁ portion of (3.16), note that the magnitude of the part

of the integral over the dyadic pieces t; ~ 277 will increase or decrease exponentially in
4, with the integral over the outermost dyadic piece being of order |A\|~!, which is better
than the estimate needed. Given that the integral over the innermost dyadic piece has

S B : : :
the same bound of C|\|” m=CE2 ~“1 ag above, the sum of these magnitudes will again

_71 —_— .
have a bound of C|\|” maxe(51:2) ~ 1. This completes the argument for the case where
|Ai| > n%rl\)\\ for some i < n.

Case 2. [A\41] > n%rl\)\\
We will make use of the Van der Corput lemma (see p. 334 of [9)).
Van der Corput lemma. Suppose P(z) is a real-valued C* function on the interval [a, b]

with |P%)(z)| > M on [a,b] for some M > 0. Let ¢(z) be a complex-valued C! function
on [a,b]. If kK > 2 there is a constant ¢, depending only on k such that

[ v <t (oo + [ 1wwa) (3.18)
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If £ = 1, the same is true if we add the conditions that P(z) is C? and that P’(z) is
monotonic on |[a, b].

We examine the function S(t) on the set R;j, of (3.9). Recall that Rjj is contained
in the dyadic rectangle R; = {t € R™ : 2771 < |t;] < 277 for each i}. Let S;(t) =
S(2791ty,...,27Int,) and Sj(t) = S*(2771t4,...,2797t,). Then by Lemma 2.2 there is a
constant 77 > 0, a direction v and an a satisfying 2 < a < max(o(S5),2) such that on
R =A{(t1, . tn) : (27914, ...,2797t,) € Rji} for any fixed to in R; one has the estimate

|05:51(8)| > n[.S7 (to)] (3.19)

Note that in the dilated coordinates, if K1(t) denotes K(2791t1,...,2797¢,), then equation
(3.9) becomes

Lip = 2—(j1+...—|—jn)ez2/ eile A1t 42792 Xoto+... 42790 Xyt Xy 1 S1 (8)
R*
Jjk

s (min(279 1], ..., 2797t [ST(4)])? K () dt (3.20)

We apply the Van der Corput lemma for ath derivatives in the v direction in (3.20), and
then integrate the result in the n — 1 orthogonal directions. Note that due to the way the
R; were divided into R;i, there may be boundedly many intervals of integration in the v
direction, in which case we apply the Van der Corput lemma on each interval and add the
result.

In the situation at hand the quantity denoted by M~% in (3.18) is given by
Ans155(to)|"%. Since [Any1| > %H|)\| in our argument, this in turn is bounded by

CIASF (to)|"=. In view of the |¢/(z)| in the integral (3.18), we examine the effect of

a derivative in the v direction on the various factors in (3.20). Since Rj, C [3,1]", a
derivative landing on (min(277|t1|, ..., 279 |t,|, |S5(t)]))* will introduce a factor of C|z|.
In view of (1.2a) — (1.2b) and the fact that R;; C [3,1]", a derivative landing on K (t)
introduces a factor of C' when using (1.2a) — (1.2b) in upper bounds. Thus applying the

Van der Corput lemma in the v direction has the overall effect of introducing a factor
1
bounded by C|z||\S; (to)| ™ =o. Translating this back into the unscaled coordinates, we get

I, < C’|zezz|/ |)\S*(t0)\_% min(|t1], ..., [ta], [S™(t)])%* H [tr| ~* dt (3.21)
R; k=1

Note that |zezz| is uniformly bounded on a given line Re z = s1, and that |S*(t)| varies by
a factor of at most C' on any dyadic rectangle. Thus (3.21) implies

ik < Csl/ IAS*(6)] 7% min([ty], .., [bul, |S™(#) )] [T [65] 7% dt (3.22a)
j k=1

R;j

11



Adding this over the boundedly many k for a given j, we get the same form for the estimate
for I;, the portion of the integral (3.8) coming from the rectangle R;:

I; < C’Sl/ |)\S*(t)\_% min(|t1], ..., [ta], [S™(t)])* H |tr| =" dt (3.22b)
R;
By simply taking absolute values of the integrand and integrating, we also have
I; <C, /R min(|tq], ..., [tn], |S*(t)])** H [t =% dt (3.23)
i

Combining (3.22b) and (3.23) and using |S*(t)| in the minimum (note that we are using
that s; > 0 here), we get

L<c /R min(1, |AS* (6)|~ %) 5" (£)]* H | dt (3.24)
Since a < max(0(S),2), this in turn is bounded by
L<c / min(1, [AS* (t)] T ) S (£)| H |~ dit (3.25)
Finally, adding (3.25) over all dyadic rectangles R; gives for some ¢ > 0 that
. (\)] < /( (LS O T )| S (8)] H el db (3.260)

Since everything in the integral (3.26a) is even in all variables, we can replace (—r¢,70)"
by (0,79)™ and say

v\ <cCr min(1, |AS*(t 7max<o<$> 2)|S*(t)]* tk Tk dt 3.26b
S1

(O,To)"
In terms of the measure du = [[,—; [tx|~“* dt, this can be rewritten as
0.(N)] < G /( | min(1, [AS*(t)|” == |S* (4)[° dy (3.26¢)
0,79)™
It is natural to break up (3.26¢) into [S*(t)| < |A|~! and [S*(t)| > |A|~! portions. We
obtain

. <c [ S ()" du
[S*(t)|<|AI71

12
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+ C,Sl |)\| max(o(S),2) |S (t)| max(o(S),2) d“ (3.27)
|S*(8)| >~

If one writes the first integral in (3.27) as the sum in 4 of integrals over the points where
27 AT < [S*()| < 27\ 7L, and inserts (1.5) into each term, since s; > 0 one gets a
geometric sum that decreases as ¢ increases. Thus the overall sum can be bounded by a
constant times the i = 0 term, which by (1.5) is bounded by C|A|=517% (In|\|)%. Since
we are assuming s; > m — g and since g < ag, we have s1 + ag > m and

as a result the bound C|\|~517% (In|\|)% implies a bound of C’\)\\_ma’c(ol(S)v?) ~“1 for some
€s, > 0.

Similarly, one can write the second integral as the sum in i of integrals over the
points t where 2¢|A\|7! < |S*(t)| < 2071 \| 7! and then insert (1.5). The resulting estimates
change exponentially in i, with the i = 0 term being comparable to C|\|~*17% (In |A|)% <

1 1
C’'|\|” maxets1 3~ %1 like above, while the last term will be comparable to C|\|” max(e(5).2)

As a result we have a bound of C’”\)\\_ma’c(f'l(s)v?) for the whole second integral in (3.27).
Combining with the above bounds for the first integral, we see that we have an estimate

of the form |0, ()] < C’g’l’”|)\|_ma"<“1<5>’2>, as is needed for Lemma 3.2. This concludes the
argument for the case where |\, 41| > n%rlw and therefore the proof of Lemma 3.2.

The end of the proof of part 1 of Theorem 1.1.

By Lemma 3.2, for Re(z) = s1 > max(m — ¢,0) we have HTszLg <
Cs, |Ifl|L2 with g = m Furthermore, by Lemma 3.1, if 2 < p < oo and Re(z) =

so > max(—g, ), then we have an estimate ||T, f||zr < Cs,||f]|Le-

- 1
max(o(S5),2)

Note that 0 = a max(—g, —m) +(1— a)(max(m —¢,0)), where
a = max(0,1 — gmax(2,0(S5))). Thus if 1 > o/ > «, one can write 0 = o’s¢ + (1 — a’)s1,

where 0 > sp > max(—g, —m) and s; > max(m —¢,0). Hence by complex
interpolation 7' = M is bounded from LY to L%, where % = o/% +(1—a')5 and B =

a’0+ (1— a’)m. Explicitly, we have ¢ = m and = 1;7(031)2)

max

Using interpolation again, we have that 7' is bounded from L" to L7 for (%,7)
in the closed triangle with vertices (0,0),(1,0), and (%,B). Taking the union of these

triangles as o’ approaches o and p approaches oo, we get that T' is bounded from L" to LY

for (1,~) in the open triangle with vertices (0,0), (1,0), and (%, B'), where ¢’ = %la =
2 2
2 _ 2 N T 1
min(1l,g max(o(S),2)) ~— maX(Q’ gmax(o(S),Z)) and where 5/ — max(0(S),2) mln(max(o(S),2)’g)'

In the case where g > the union of these triangles is the open triangle

1
max(0(S),2)’

with vertices (0,0), (1,0), and (3, m), which is the boundedness region stipulated

by part 1 of Theorem 1.1 in this case. If g < m, the union of these triangles is
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the open triangle with vertices (0,0), (1,0), and (w,g). So T is bounded from
L" to LI, for (%,’y) in this region. By duality, it is also bounded from L" to L’ for (%,'y)
such that (1 — %,’y) is in this region, giving the triangle with vertices (0,0), (1,0), and
(1-— w,g). Thus T is bounded from L" to L’ for (%,7) in the open trapezoidal
region with vertices (0,0), (1,0), (w,g), and (1 — M,g) This is the
region stipulated by Theorem 1.1 in the case where g < m This completes the
proof of part 1 of Theorem 1.1.

4. Proof of part 2 of Theorem 1.1.

Assume the hypotheses of part 2 of Theorem 1.1 hold. Namely, assume that
g < 1, K(t) is nonnegative, and there exists a positive constant Cy and a neighborhood
Ny of the origin such that K(t) > Co [, [tx|~* on {t € Ny : t; # 0 for all i}. Suppose
that T' is bounded from LP(R™!) to LE(R"*') for some 1 < p < oo. Then by duality,
T is bounded from LY(R™*') to LE(R™!) where g is such that % + % = 1. Since either

p <2< qgorq <2 < p, interpolation shows that T is bounded from L?(R™*!) to
L%(R”“). As a result, if v is the measure such that Tf = f *x v,, we have an estimate

12(N)] < C(1+ |A|)~#. Explicitly, we have
)/ ei>\1t1+i>\2t2+~«+i>\ntn+i>\n+15(t)K(t> dt) S C(l + |)\|)—ﬂ (41)

We will first show that 5 < ag, and then we will show that § < [; — «; for each i. Since
g = min(ag,ly —aq, ..., Ly, — @4y, this will give part 2 of Theorem 1.1. Since (4.1) holds in
all directions, it holds in the (0, ...,0, A, 41) direction, so (4.1) implies that for all A\,,41 we
have

‘ / ei)\,L+1S(t)K(t) dt‘ <O+ |)\n+1|>—6 (4.2)
Denote the integral on the left of (4.2) by U(\,+1). Let B(z) be a bump function on
R whose Fourier transform is nonnegative, compactly supported, and equal to 1 on a

neighborhood of the origin, and let € be a small positive number. If 0 < 8’ < /3, then (4.2)
implies that for some constant A independent of € one has

/ Ui ) A 3 B(eAs)| dAnss < A (4.3)
R
As a result we have

‘/ e“‘"“s(t)K(t)|>\n+1|ﬁ/_lB(€>\n+1) dAn+1 dt‘ <4 (4.4)
RnH!

We do the integral in A, 11 in (4.4). Letting by (y) be the convolution of |y|~#" with %B(%),
for a constant A’ independent of € we get

’/nbe(—S(t))K(t) dt‘ <A (4.5)
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Note that both b.(—S(t)) and K(t) are nonnegative here. Thus we may remove the
absolute value and let € — 0 to obtain

/ ) 1S(t)] 7 K (t) < oo (4.6)

Since K (t) is bounded below by Co[];-; [tx|~** on a neighborhood Ny of the origin, we
therefore have

/N 1S T a7 dt < oo (4.7)

k=1

In other words, |S(t)|™#" is in L*(Ny) with respect to the measure p. Hence it is in weak
L', and we have the existence of a constant C such that

pl{t € No: S(1) ' > e}) < O (4.8)

Replacing € by e P, we get
n({t € Ny : [S(t)| < €}) < Ce” (4.9)
By Lemma 2.1 of [G2] there is a constant C” such that [S(t)] < C"S*(t), so we also have
p({t € Ny : S*(t) < e}) < C"e” (4.10)

In view of the definition of ag, we have 3’ < ag. Since this holds for each ' satisfying
0 < B’ < B, we conclude that 8 < ag as needed.

Showing that 5 < [; — «; for each i is quite similar. This time we use (4.1) in the
(0,...,0,A;,0, ..., 0) direction, and the steps from (4.2) to (4.7) lead to

/ [t 75 T Ikl = dt < oo (4.11)
No k=1

Suppose ko is such that ¢; is a component of ty,. Then integrating (4.11) in the remaining
variables first leads to the following holding for some ¢ > 0.

/ l |ti|_6/|tk0|_ak0 dtko < 0 (4.12)
(0,6)%

As a result, ' + ag, < lg,. Since this is true for all 0 < ' < [, we conclude that
B < lp, — ag,. Since t; was arbitrary, this holds for all ky. This completes the proof of
part 2 of Theorem 1.1.
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