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REFINED STRICHARTZ INEQUALITIES FOR THE WAVE
EQUATION

TERENCE L. J. HARRIS

ABSTRACT. Some analogues of the Schrédinger refined Strichartz inequalities
(Du, Guth, Li and Zhang) are obtained for the wave equation. These are
used to improve the best known L? fractal Strichartz inequalities for the wave
equation in dimensions d > 4.

1. INTRODUCTION

A special case of the Strichartz inequality for the wave equation asserts that
(L) Jullpaa+ry S w0l e ey + Nl (5 0)| gromr(ay  for  Au—uze =0,

whered > 2, s =1/2 and ¢ = % [22, 13]. The purpose of this work is to give a
refined version of this inequality in certain cases, analogous to the refined Strichartz
inequalities for the Schrodinger equation in [4] [6] [5]. The refined inequalities for
the Schrodinger equation were used in |4, [7] to prove sharp results on the almost
everywhere pointwise convergence of Schrodinger solutions to the initial data. They
were also used in [6, [7] to improve the known results on Falconer’s distance set
problem in dimensions 3 and higher. This was done using Mattila’s approach via
the L? spherical averages of Fourier transforms of measures [16]. Here the refined
Strichartz inequality for the wave equation will be used to improve results on the
averages over the cone, rather than the sphere. It is known [23] [8 [3] that the
optimal decay of these conical averages is related to best possible s in an inequality
of the form (L)), with the L? norm on the left replaced by an L2(u) norm for a
fractal measure pu.

Fix n > 1. The Fourier transform of a compactly supported Borel measure p on
R™ is given by

AE) = [ 6 duta)
The measure p is called a-dimensional if

B
calp) = sup p(B(z,7)) < 0.
z€R™ r
r>0
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Given a smooth compact surface I' C R", let S(a,T') be the supremum over all
B > 0 which satisfy

(1.2) / (RS dor(€) S llnlleal)R™ for all R >0,

uniformly over all Borel measures p with support in the unit ball of R™. Here
||| is the total variation norm, the implicit constant is allowed to depend on S,
and or is the surface measure on I'. The distance set problem is related to the
case where I' = $"~! [16] [14], see also [I5] for the connection between (o, S™71)
and the pointwise convergence of solutions to the wave and Schrodinger equations.
Henceforth I" will denote the truncated cone

Fe={(leh) eRM 1< g <2}, n=d+1, d>1,

and since the constant factor in (L2) is not important, it may be assumed that op
is actually the pushforward of the d-dimensional Lebesgue measure under the map

£ (&, [€D)-
For d > 3, the best known lower bounds are
(1.3)
o ifo<a< L (Mattila [16], =Rogers [19])
B(a,I‘d) >¢ dpa_ 1 gfdl o< 93 (Cho, Ham and Lee [3])
a—1 if 43 <o <d+1 (Sjélin [21]),
and the best known upper bounds are
« fo<a<d-2
(14) BT <{ 44+9-1 ifd-2<a<d (Cho, Ham and Lee [3]).
a—1 fd<a<d+1

When d = 3, these bounds are equal and give the exact value of 8 (a, I‘3). The exact
value of ﬁ(a, I‘2) was found by Erdogan in [8] (Sjolin’s lower bound ﬁ(a, I‘d) >a—1
is a straightforward consequence of Parseval and duality). In Section [l it will be
shown that
(1.5) B(a,rd)za—HfZT‘f, a€(0,d+1],
improving (L3]) in the range % + % < a < d, which is nonempty only for d > 4.
As in [6], the inequality (LH) will be deduced from a linear refined Strichartz
inequality for the wave equation, the proof of which is given in Section Bl The
difference between the wave and Schrodinger case is that now the boxes at different
scales in the theorem statement no longer intersect in a clean way; the novelty of
this work consists in dealing with this issue. In Section M a multilinear refined
Strichartz inequality will be deduced from the linear one, following [5]. By using
the multilinear version, the bound () could possibly be improved further with
the techniques from [7]; the known values of [3(04, I‘d) for the d-dimensional cone
tend to mimic the known values of ﬂ(a, S d’l) for the sphere of one dimension less.
Using a counterexample, the upper bound

2(d+1—-«)

d+1 ~’
will also be proved in Section [B] this is the analogy to the upper bound for the
spherical averages, due to Luca and Rogers [15]. This improves (I4]) in the range

% <a<d- %3, this interval being nonempty when d > 6.

(1.6) Bla, T <a—1+ ac(0,d+1), d>5.
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For ¢ € [1,00], let sq(c, ¢) be the infimum over all s satisfying the inequality
(L7) ullzagy < C) Ulw (5 0) s 4 llue (5 0)[gems)  for  Au—uy =0,

where H?® refers to the inhomogeneous Sobolev space with norm

Il = ( [ [Fi0)f @+ 16" a )/

and
) = {nunq;cam)% it1<q<2
Ca(p)s if 2 < g < .
The quantity sq(c, 2) is related to ﬁ(oa I‘d) through the equation
(1.8) (a Fd) — d—2s4(,2),

see [23] 8,3, [19]; a proof is given here in Proposition[5.3l The piecewise definition of
C(p) is what makes the proof of (L) work, although for known counterexamples
the choice of scaling does not seem to matter (see e.g. [19]). For d > 3, the
corresponding best known bounds for sy4(«, q) are

(1.9) s(a,2,d) < sq(a, q) <5(o,2,d) for g € [1,2],
and
(1.10) s(a,q,d) < sq(a,q) <5(a,q,d) for q € [2,00],
where (for d > 2),
max g—%,%) fo<a<l1
s(a, ¢, d) := < max %—%,%—l—lgqo‘,dﬂ%) fl<a<d
max %—%,d%—l—d“%m,d“ O‘) ifd<a<d+1,
and (for d > 3),
d*TO‘ 1f0<04§%
S(a,2,d) := %—% 1f%<o¢<d—23
dtl=a i g <A1,
and for g > 2,
max %—%,%,%—%) f0<a<l1
S(a, q,d) := ¢ max %—%,%—I—l;—q‘l,i;l—%) fl<a<d
max (§ - 2,41 4 dH=2e dle) ifdca<d+l.

The piecewise intervals in $(a, ¢, d) are only subdivided this way for simplicity, and
for d > 3 could be made slightly more optimal as in 5(«, 2, d). The lower bound in
(CI0) is from [3], and the lower bound in (9] is from [I9] (and works even if the
constant ||u||%7%ca (1) is relaxed to ca(u)%). The upper bound in (L9) and (LI0)
is from [3]. Earlier results were obtained by Oberlin in [I7]. The inequalities (T9)
and (CI0) determine s3(a, q) = s(a, g, 3) for all ¢. The equality sa(c, q) = s(«, ¢, 2)
holds for all g; this was determined for @ > 1 in [§], and for a < 1 in [24] Eq. 90]
and [19, Sect. 4].
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The relation (IL8) combined with the bound for (e, T'%) in (LH) yields

d 1 d—
sd(a,2)§§——(a—1+ a).

d+1

The range of improvement is the same as for B(a, I‘d), given by % + % <a<d.
There would also be some small improvement for slightly larger ¢ by interpolation
of H? spaces. For ¢ > 4 the known inequalities are already optimal, since the lower
and upper bounds in ([.I0) are the same.

The upper bound in (LE) gives

d 1 2d+1—-q)
> o= S )
sd(a,2) 5 (a 1+ P

= ). ac@adrn, azs,

. . . . . d+1
which improves the lower bound in (L) for ¢ = 2, d > 6 in the range 5= < a <

d— %73. This shows that s(«, g, d) is not the optimal value for all d, which disproves
a conjecture from [3].

The Strichartz inequality (7)) was also considered in [I9] for a restricted class
of measures of the form v = p® A\, where p is a compactly supported a-dimensional
measure in the unit ball of R? and d\ = X[0,1] dm, where m is the Lebesgue measure
on R. For this restricted class, the infimum over s in (7)) was shown in [I9] to
be related to Falconer’s distance set problem. Unlike in (L8], the optimal value
of s has no relationship to the optimal L? decay of conical averages, since for this
restricted class of measures the (very strong) decay

/ P(RE)|? dor(€) S Ta(w)R™T for all R >0,

follows directly from a simple computation (Proposition [5.4]) involving the charac-
terisation of the energy I, (u) as

(L11)  Ia(p) == /Ifc — |7 du(x) du(y) = ca,d/léla‘d (€)1 dg, 0<a<d

1.1. Notation. Throughout, let A : R¥! — R9*! be the unitary operator defined
through the standard basis by

(112)  eimve; for 1<i<d—1, SHited ... %

V2

and let E be the extension operator for the truncated cone, defined by

— ed+1,

Bf(e.t) = [ 2millehHelD £(¢) de.
B(0,2)\B(0,1)

Let m be the Lebesgue measure on Euclidean space. When used as a function
the symbol 7 will mean the natural projection from R%*+! to R?.

For non-negative X and Y the notation X é Y will mean X < C.R°Y where €
is arbitrarily small. Similarly X ~Y means X Y and Y $ X. For any box X
and constant C' > 0, the set C' X will the box with the same centre, but with side
lengths scaled by C.
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2. MODIFIED WAVE PACKET DECOMPOSITION FOR THE CONE

The wave packet decomposition used here is based on those in [111 [3| 4} 20, [18]. In
the decomposition, the truncated cone is partitioned into caps; to construct these,
partition the (d — 1)-dimensional sphere S?~! into spherical caps C of diameter
6172, where 6 € (0,1), and define each 7 = 7¢ by

r={eler: Lec.

The set 7 is called a cap at scale 6'/2. Tt is contained in a box of dimensions
~ Y2 o x 62 1 %6,

where the second last coordinate refers to the flat direction in 7, and the last
direction is normal to the cone at 7. The normal to 7 is defined to be the normal to
the cone at the barycentre of 7 with respect to or. Similarly, the flat direction of
7 is the barycentre of C (in either case the use of the barycentre is not important,
any other point in 7 or C' would work).

The dimensions of the boxes in the following wave packet decomposition are
adapted to a Lorentz rescaling argument used later, which causes them to differ
from the usual case in which the boxes in frequency space are dual to those in
physical space (see e.g. [18]).

Proposition 2.1. Fiz § > 0. Let B be a bor in R? of dimensions
R V%% ... x RmY4x 1,

with sides parallel to the coordinate azes, and let D be a collection of boxes D C R?
of dimensions

R3/4+5 X oo X R3/4+5 X R1/2+6,

also with sides parallel to the coordinate axes, such that the bozes (1/2)D form a
finitely overlapping cover of R:. Suppose that ® € C°°((4/3)B,R) satisfies
(21)  |OF®| < R for1<i<d—1 and |05®| <p R*? for all k > 1.

Then for sufficiently large R, any f € L?>(R?) supported in B can be decomposed as
f=>p fp, such that:

(1) Each fp is supported in (4/3)B.

(2) The fp’s satisfy the Bessel-type inequality

(2:2) > lfolls S NI
D

(3) Each SE is essentially supported in D, meaning that for any N > 0 and
z2¢ D,

[©75(=)| S B

(4) For any N > 0,

Z ’55(2)’ <N R_NHng for any z € R
D:z¢D
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Proof. By rescaling a smooth bump function on the unit cube, there exists a smooth
function ¢ with 0 < < 1, such that 1) is equal to 1 on B, vanishes outside (5/4) B
and satisfies

(2.3) 0Fy| <k RM*for 1 <i<d—1 and |0k¢| <plfor k> 1.
Let {¢p}p be a smooth partition of unity subordinate to the cover of R? by the

sets (3/4)D. Then
f=vf=>w(p+f) = fp,
D D

where the convergence holds in L?(R) by Plancherel, and each fp is supported in
(4/3)B by the support condition on v. By Plancherel, the L? norm of f satisfies

1913 = 3 (on.F00,7) = S |lend| = 32 |60+ 1] 2 S sl
D D D

%,

which proves (22)).
It remains to check the support conditions on each ®fp. Let w = ®v, so that

by @.1) and (2.3),
|0Fw| S R¥M for 1<i<d—1 and |95w| <p R*? for k> 1.

By integrating by parts k& times,

o B . o B
W(z) Sk % for1<i<d-—1 and w(z) <k m for z € R%.
Hence for z ¢ D,
[®70(2)| = [+ (607) (2)
Ul [ =)l énl) dy
(3/4)D
Sv RV 2,

for any N, by taking k large enough depending on ¢. This shows that Q?f; is es-
sentially supported in D. Similarly, since the cover is finitely overlapping, applying
similar working and summing a geometric series gives

> |eho()

D:z¢D

<N RiNHfHQ for any z € R?,

which proves the proposition. ([

Proposition 2.2. Let 7 be a cap in T'? at scale R~Y*. Then any f € L*(n(1))
can be decomposed as f =Y, fr with

(2.4) S Ufrls S I3,
T

such that each fr has support in (4/3)m(T), where the T ’s are boxes with dimensions
~ R3/AF0 . x R3O RYHO W R
with long azis normal to T and short axis in the flat direction of T, and such that

(2.5) Y Efr(@ )| Sv RV fll2 for |(z,1)] < R.
T:(z,t)¢T
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Proof. Since the condition |(x,t)] < R is rotation invariant, after applying a rota-
tion of R?*! which fixes the cone it may be assumed that the flat direction of
is % After then applying the unitary A (defined in (LI2)), it may be as-
sumed that the normal to 7 is completely in the eqi-direction, and that (4/3)7 is
contained in the graph of the function

d—1
dim1 wiz

2wd

)

hwi, ... ,wq) =
restricted to (4/3)B where
B = —R*1/4,R*1/4} X o x [—R*””‘,R*/ﬂ X {\/52\/5} C RY,

The extension operator corresponding to h will still be denoted by E. Let fr = fp
from Proposition 2-T] where each T'= D x R. The inequality ([24]) and the support
condition on the fr’s both follow from Proposition 2.1l Moreover,

Efr(xt) = / AT NI 1) dio = By fp (),

where ®;(w) := 2™« restricted to (4/3)B, and from the definition of A,
|0F®,|(w) <p R¥*/* for 1<i<d—1 and [05®|(w) < R"?,

for all k£ > 1, uniformly for |t| < R and w € (4/3)B. Inequality ([2X) then follows
from Proposition 21l This finishes the proof. O

3. LINEAR REFINED STRICHARTZ INEQUALITY

Most of the notation used throughout this section will be similar to that in
[], to emphasise the analogy with the Schrodinger case. The proof of the linear
refined Strichartz inequality will use the following (sharp) decoupling theorem for
the truncated cone from [2].

Theorem 3.1 (|2, Theorem 1.2]). Let ¢ = 2gl_+11) and § € (0,1), partition T¢ into
caps T at scale 6Y/2, and let F = >, Fr be a function on R+ such that for each
T the support of F is contained in the §-neighbourhood of T. Then for any e > 0,

1/2
[Fllqg < Ced™* (ZIFT@) -

The next theorem is the main result of this section. By duality, pigeonholing,
the uncertainty principle and by Holder’s inequality, this theorem will imply an L2-
Strichartz inequality for fractal measures (see Corollary 5.1 and Proposition [B.3]).

Theorem 3.2. Fiz d > 2, let v = % and q = %. Suppose that f € L?(R?)
is supported in {&g > 0} N B(0,2) \ B(0,1), and let Y = JQ be a collection of
RY2 A*74 Jattice cubes inside a ball of radius R. If | EfllLacq) is constant up
to a factor of 2 as Q) varies over Y, and if the cubes are arranged in slabs of the
Jorm A* (R% x [RY24, RY?j + R1/2]) with j € Z, such that each slab intersecting
Y intersects ~ o cubes in'Y, then for any e > 0,

IEfllLeqyy < CeR 07| f]l2-

A~ =
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Remark 3.3. To use induction, it will be easier to prove a slightly more general state-
ment, where each @ in the theorem is replaced by CQ, for any constant C' € [1, 2],
but the slabs are unchanged. The inductive assumption will be that this slightly
more general statement of the theorem holds whenever R is replaced everywhere
in the theorem by R, for any R < R®* (3/4 is not important, any exponent in
(1/2,1) would work).

Given € > 0, the inductive assumption is that

IEf| Lacyy < CeRo ™| fl2,

for any f satisfying the (generalised) assumptions of the theorem, and any R <
R3/%. Using this, it will be shown that for any § > 0, the inequality

IEfllpacyy < CcCsROO R f]2,
holds for any f satisfying the (generalised) assumptions of the theorem. By choos-
ing § > 0 small enough, depending only on ¢, and then taking R large enough
(depending only on ¢), this will give
|EfllLacyy < CeR0™ 7| fll2,
with the same constant C,, which will close the induction and prove the theorem.

To simplify notation the R and R’ factors will be absorbed into the symbols ~
and 5, and therefore this argument will not be carried out explicitly.

Proof of Theorem[3.2. After replacing f(&) by e~ 2™((z0.0)+10l€]) £(£) it may be as-
sumed that the ball of radius R containing Y is centred at the origin.

The function f will first be broken up to make use of the inductive assumption
that the theorems holds at smaller scales than R. Fix § > 0, and use Proposition[2.2]

to decompose
f=> fo, Ef=> Efn,
7,0- 7,0,

where the caps 7 partitioning the truncated half cone I'y are at scale ~ R
each contained in a corresponding box with dimensions

~R VA% x RV x1x RTY2,

~1/4
)

and each E fg has (distributional) Fourier transform supported in the cap 7 corre-
sponding to 0. Each E fg satisfies |Efg(z,t)| Sx R~V for (2,t) € B(0, R) outside
a set [J of dimensions

~ R3/AH0 L R3/AHS  RY2HO W R,

which has long axis normal to 7 and short axis in the flat direction of 7. Although
each set [ depends on a cap 7, this will be suppressed in the notation. Each F f
can be partitioned further

(3.1) Efn= Y mnsEfo+tail in B(0,R),
25NO#(
where tail(z,t) Sy R~Y| f||2 for (2,t) € B(0, R). For each 7, the sets S partition
physical space and have the same axis orientations as [, with dimensions
R1/2+5 N R1/2+5 X R1/4+5 x R3/4+6.

These sets S will become the cubes in the theorem statement after a Lorentz
rescaling. The functions ng are smooth and sum to 1, with each ng < 1 on 5,

~
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non-negative, ng Sy R~ outside 25 N Ng1/2+5(S), such that 775 is supported in a
box centred at the origin of dimensions

(3.2) ~RY2x . x RTY2x RTYA RV,

with long axis in the flat direction of 7. Such a partition can be constructed by using
the Poisson summation formula on the integer lattice to get a smooth non-negative
function n with

Z nx—k)=1 forallz € R™ and suppn C B(0,cq).
keZd+1

Rescaling by the dimensions in [2) and then grouping the functions together
corresponding to scaled lattice points in S gives the required functions ng. The
steep decay of ng outside the ~ R'/2 neigbourhood of S will be important when
intersecting S with the R'/2-cubes in the theorem statement.

Through pigeonholing, the sets S will now be organised into collections that
satisfy the theorem assumptions after a Lorentz rescaling. For each fixed [J, sort
the boxes S from (B.1)) into sets Sy according to the dyadic value A of || E fo| pa (o)
By ignoring the very small values of A which do not contribute significantly, there
are < log R relevant values of A, which will be the only ones considered from now on.
For each fixed A and dyadic number og, define Sy, by S € Sy o if and only if the
number of boxes in Sy inside the slab of width R3/4*9 parallel to the tangent plane
at 7 lies in [0, 200). These slabs are different to those in the theorem statement,
but will be rotated and scaled to use the inductive assumption. There are < log R
dyadic values of o0, so there are < (log R)” relevant pairs (A, o). For any set [J
let Y x,o, be the union of boxes S in Sy o,. By @),

Ef = Z ZT]YD,/\,UD EfD + ta’ll in B(O’R)7 nYD!’\’UD = Z 11

)\,G’D O SQYD)\,UD

By the triangle inequality and the standard pigeonhole principle, there is a fixed
pair (A, og) such that

+ RV fl2,

L1(CQ)

for a fraction ~ 1 of the cubes Q. The quantity R~ f||2 is a remainder term which
absorbs the very small values of A and the tails from the wave packet decomposition,
and it may essentially be ignored in the inequalities that follow. Henceforth Yg » o
will be abbreviated to Y. Each [J can be sorted according to the dyadic value
of ||follz, and since there are only ~ log R relevant dyadic values, the triangle
inequality and the standard pigeonhole principle applied again to the remaining
cubes satisfying (83) together yield a subset B of sets O such that || fol|2 is constant
over B up to a factor of 2, and

(3-3) IEfllzecq) =

ZnYD)\Y(,D EfD
O

+ RV ]2,
Li(CQ)
again for a fraction ~ 1 of the cubes ). By further pigeonholing the remaining
cubes satisfying ([34), there is a dyadic number p and a fraction &~ 1 of the cubes
CQ, with union Y’, such that the bound in (B4 still holds and for each CQ C Y’
the cube R?Q intersects ~ p of the sets Y5 with 0 € B.

(3.4) IEfllLec) S || moEfo

OeB
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In order to apply the inductive assumption to each F f7 individually, the de-
coupling theorem will be used to decouple the right hand side of (4). To set
this up, let ng be smooth non-negative functions such that ng ~ 1 on 2Q), ng is
rapidly decaying outside 2Q), with each 7¢g compactly supported in a ball of radius
~ R~12 and such that ZQ ng S 1 (this can be done, for example, by using Pois-
son summation again). To apply decoupling, each function 7y 1 FE fo has Fourier
transform supported in an ~ R~'/2 neighbourhood of 7 since the short direction
of each S C Y is in the flat direction of 7. Moreover, for each fixed 7, the sets [J
corresponding to 7 form a finitely overlapping cover of physical space and have side
lengths at least as large as those of @, which means that each cube R?°(QQ intersects
< 1 set O associated to 7, for each 7. Therefore the disjointness assumption in the
decoupling theorem is satisfied, and so by applying Theorem Bl to each CQ C Y,

IEflLacq) £ (D moEfo + RV £ (by (3.4))
OeB LI(CQ)
Sl Y. memeEfo| + RIS
OeB q
YonNR* Q#0
1/2
2 _
(5 Iewrnll) RN Oy Mg
OeB
YDQR25Q7§@
1/q
1_1 _
S w q(Z ||nYDnQEfu||q> + RVl
OeB

Raising both sides to the power ¢ and summing over CQ C Y” gives (since Y 5 ng <
1 and ny, is rapidly decaying outside 2Yy := SCYL 25)
(1-1) _
VA1 iy 0G0 ST IES S aayey + BVF
OeB
Since Y’ contains a fraction =~ 1 of the cubes in Y, and since the cubes contribute
equally, this gives

l l
IEf oy < 1 (= ZHEfD” sovyy + BVUIFIIS

2

OeB

(35) w73 3 (057 foll2)” + RV £ (see below)
OeB

(3.6) < pnt(33)o 19 B 2 114,

since || foll2 and o are constant in (J up to a factor of 2, and ) 5 g ||fD||§ < I3
To justify the Lorentz rescaling step in (3.0, after a rotation it may be assumed
edt+1ted

that the flat direction of the cap 7 corresponding to [ is a7 Define B :
R4+l _y Rd+1 by

Br = (R1/4!E1, . -7R1/4$d—17$d7R1/2$d+1> ;
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and define n and (5,%) by
(n,|n)) = A*BA(, [¢]) forger, (7.8) = A"B7 A, 1).

Under this change of variables, the boxes 25 are sent to cubes 2@ of side length
2RY/4+9 whose union is denoted by Y. Moreover,

1B follLa@yn) = 1Bl Lovy  and [[fallz ~ llglle,

where
d

g(n) = RS i

an fa(é),

which has support contained in
(3.7) 7 (1 1¢) s &= 0y 0 B (0,3V2) \ B(0,1)),

provided 7 is at scale cR~'/4 for some small constant ¢ depending only on d (which
may be assumed). The values ||Efpollpe2s) = ||Eg||Lq(2@) are dyadically con-

stant over S,@ by definition of the dyadic values A. The slabs are of the form
A* (Rd X [to,to + R1/4+5]) and each contains ~ o cubes, all inside a ball of radius
RY/2%+25_ Even though the set in (32) may be outside B(0,2)\ B(0, 1), by a constant
linear rescaling this only affects the inequality by a constant factor. Therefore the
generalised statement of the theorem at scale R'/229 can be applied to give

1EfollLaeyn) < og’ I falle,

which is (B8). Taking the ¢-th root of ([B.8) gives

SV 1 1
(3.8) 1Efpaevy 2 0BT o5 1 f ]2 v =5 = 7
To finish the proof, it suffices to show that u < UDU‘BI . The multiplicity u satisfies
pm(Y) £ pm(Y")
~p Y mQ)
cQCY’
~ Z Z m(Q) (by definition of u)
CcQLY” OeB
YDQR25Q7§@

< > Y. RY'm(YanR¥CQ)
cQLY” OeB
YDQR25Q7§@

< Y RY*m (Yo n R¥Y)
OeB
<> RY'm(YonR¥Y).
OeB
Therefore it suffices to show that for each O € B,
oom(Y)R™1/4

m (Yo N R¥Y) .
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By breaking both sides of this inequality into slabs A* (Rd X [t,t—l— CR1/2+35])
covering R*’Y and containing ~ o cubes @ in each slab, it suffices to show that

(3.9) m (YD nA* (Rd X [t,t n ch/m“])) < oom(Q)R™VA,

where m(Q) = R depends only on R. The long axis of [J makes an acute angle
> 1 with the CRY/?+39 glab, and therefore intersects it in a set of diameter 5 R3/4.
Hence there are o sets S C Yp in the intersection on the left hand side. Since
each such set S has long axis in the same direction as [J, the intersection of S with
the CR'/2139 glab is contains in a box of dimensions

~ R1/2+5 N, R1/2+5 X R1/4+5 X R1/2+357

and therefore the intersection has measure 5 m(Q)R™/4. Adding up the contri-
butions of each S gives (B9]), and this yields

oo
ns 2.
g

Combining with B8] results in
IEfllLaeyy S o "1 f -

By the induction on scales argument explained in Remark [3.3] this proves the
theorem. (]

Remark 3.4. A similar example to the Schrodinger case [5] shows that the inequality
is sharp; Y is a collection of ¢ disjoint parallel tubes of radius R'/? and length R,
f is an essentially orthogonal sum f = )" f, over the different tubes with || f,|,
constant in v, and each Ef, essentially constant and supported on a thinner tube
inside the larger one.

To be more precise, let ¢ be a Schwartz function on R? satisfying 0 < (;AS <
1, with & equal to 1 on B((3/2)eq,€) and equal to zero outside B((3/2)eq, 2¢),

for a fixed small € > 0. Then ’Egg‘ ~ 1 on a ball B(0,C.) for some small

C. > 0. Let 7 be a cap in the cone at scale R~Y/2 with centre line in the

direction % Let n = n(A*BA(&,]¢])) € R? where B(wi,. .., wd,wds1) =

(R1/2w1, .. .,Rl/de_l,wd,RwdH), and define ¢, on the Fourier side by a;(f) =
‘;—Z’ (E(n) Then ’E?qﬁ:’ ~ 1 on (A*BA)B(0,C,) by a change of variables, and the

restriction of F¢, to B(0, R) is essentially supported on a larger box of similar
dimensions RY/219 x ... x R/2%9 x R% x 2R, by an integration by parts as in the
wave packet decomposition. Let {T,} be a finitely overlapping cover of B(0, R)
with translates of this larger box by points in A*(Z? x {0}), each containing a cor-
responding translate S, of the smaller box. Let ¢(v) be the centre of S,,. Define ¢, ,,
on the Fourier side by ¢,.,,(€) = e=27(c0):(&1ED) 6 (¢), and let f, = ¢,.,. Let T be a
subcollection of boxes T, which intersect B(0, R/2) and are R'/?+29_separated from
each other, such that |T| = 0. Let f =), .1 fi. Cover each S, with ~ RY/2-2%
disjoint R/2%29 A*7Z4+1 Jattice cubes @, and let Y be the union of all such Q, over
all T, € T. By a change of variables, for any @ intersecting S,

||Ef||%q(Q) ~ ||Efu||%q(Qm25V) ~ R71/2||Efu”qu(sy) ~ RY2.
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Hence |\Ef||qu(Y> ~ oR“S. A rotation and integration by parts shows that the

f, are essentially orthogonal, and so ||f||2 ~ oR“T", which gives IEfllLacyy &
o~ 7||f]l2- This verifies that the inequality is sharp.

4. MULTILINEAR REFINED STRICHARTZ INEQUALITY

As in the Schréodinger case [5], the linear refined Strichartz inequality for the
wave equation implies a multilinear version. The proof is similar to the one in [5];
it utilises the k-linear Kakeya inequality in R™ from [T, I0]. To state this, given
v > 0, a collection Ty, ..., Ty of k sets consisting of tubes T; € T;, of infinite length
and equal radius, is called v-transverse if

vy A--Awvg| > v forall T; € T;, with 1 <14 <k,
where v; is the infinite direction in 7j.

Theorem 4.1 ([I, Theorem 5.1]). Suppose that 2 < k < n and that Ty,..., Ty are
v-transverse families of tubes in R™ of radius §. If % < q < o0, then

(3 )

=1 T;€T;

k

< Clgm ] (57 1mil) -

La/k(Rn) =1

(4.1)

In what follows, the preceding theorem will be applied with n = d + 1. The
statement that f1,..., fr € L?(R?) are transversally supported in B(0,2)\ B(0,1)
will mean that each supp f; C B(0,2) \ B(0,1), and any k-tuple (&1, ...,&) with
& € supp f; satisfies

IG(E) A ANG(&) 21,

where G(€) is the unit normal to the cone at (&, |¢]).

Theorem 4.2. Fizd > 2. Suppose that 2 < k < d+1 and that fi, ..., fr € L>(R?)
are transversally supported in {4 > 0} N B(0,2)\ B(0,1), and let Y = U;vzl Q; be
a collection of RY?A*Z%+  lattice cubes in B(0, R). If for each i, ||EfiHLq(Qj) is
constant in j up to a factor of 2, then for any € > 0,
k
e nr— =Dy 1/k
< CRNTTT I
=1

k
[11EsM*
i=1 La(Y) i=

and q = —2(;@'11).

where v = % %

Proof. Using Proposition [Z2] decompose

fi = Zf‘:’,iv

for each ¢, as in the proof of Theorem By Holder’s inequality,

k k

1/k 1/k
1A <TTIEL Iy -
=1

La(Y) =1
To each f;, apply the same steps as in the proof of Theorem B2l up to (B8], except
without replacing the cubes @ by C'Q, and instead choose the set Y’ of cubes in Y
to be the same for each i (by doing this first for f1, and then f> on the good cubes
from fi, and so on). The sets O0;, Y,, B; and parameters p;, o ; are all defined as




14 TERENCE L. J. HARRIS

before. Using ([B.8)) for each f; (and the generalised version of Theorem B2 at (3]
(instead of the inductive assumption)) yields

(H IB; |0m> Hllle\l/’“.

To finish the proof it therefore suffices to show that

k

H|Efi|1/k

=1

(4.2)

k
(43) NHufl I (Bon)™

To this end, for each Yo, let Zp, = USQYDi F(S), where for each box S C Yg, of
dimensions

R1/2+6 N R1/2+5 % R1/4+5 % R3/4+6,
the set F'(S) is defined to be the box with dimensions

1/2446 1/2446 1/2446 3/4+46
RY X oo x RY x RY x R/ ,

with the same centre and orientations as S, obtained by expanding S by ~ R!/4
in the second last direction and = 1 in all the other directions. This adjustment
ensures that if the expanded cube R2Q of side length R'/229 intersects Yn,, then
Q is completely contained in Zp,. Recall that each p; was chosen so that for each
Q CY’, there are ~ p; sets [; € B; such that Y, intersects R25Q.

Let {B}p be a finitely overlapping cover of B(0, R) by balls B of radius R3/4
such that each cube Q C Y is completely contained in some B. Define

Bip = {0; €B; : ;N R*B # 0} .
Invoking the definition of each p; in the left hand side of (€3] yields

k
NHuf%lé Z/Hu’”dw
i=1 QCY’
1
E—1
S Y S ] e

B QCBnY’’®@i=1 \O,eB; 5

k—1

[T T ) e

i=1 \O,;€B; B

Each y Zn, in the product can be bounded by ZTeTi xT Where each T is a tube
of radius R'/?*% and infinite length in the long direction of (J; through the centre
line of some S C Y, which intersects R3 B. For each B, all such sets S come from
< 1 slab of width ~ R3/4 in 0;, so there are g og,; such tubes T' € T;, for each i.
Therefore, the k-linear Kakeya inequality (1)) with n = d + 1 and exponent close
to % implies

k k k
(1.4) NI 5 <Hog_> > (H mi,Bﬁ).
=1 =1 B =1
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For each [J; € B;, let Th, be a tube of infinite length and radius R3/4*59 in the
long direction of [J;, with the same centre line as [J;. The sum on the right hand
side of (4.4]) satisfies

XB: (f[llﬁwlk_ll> S oEEm Z/ H > xm, dz

i=1 \;€B; B

N 3(d+1) / E : XTDI» dx
OQR)z 1

0;€B;
k 1
< TLm
i=1
again by the k-linear Kakeya inequality. Combining this with (4] and [{2) gives
k
(k=1)
N [T
Lq(Y) 1=1

which finishes the proof. O

5. DECAY OF CONICAL AVERAGES

This section gives a lower bound on the decay rate ﬂ(a, I‘d) of the conical av-
erages, followed by a proof of the relationship between ﬂ(a, Fd) and sq(c, 2). The
section concludes with an upper bound on B(a, Fd).

Analogously to Corollary 3.3 of [6], the following lower bound on 3(a, I'?) follows
from Theorem B.2 the proof is included for completeness.

Corollary 5.1. For any o € (0,d + 1],

d _ d—a
ﬂ(af) « 1+d—|—1

Proof. Without loss of generality, it may be assumed that I" is restricted to £ > 0.
Recall that 7 : R¥! — R? removes the last coordinate. If x is a Borel measure
supported in the unit ball with ¢, (p) < oo, then for any R > 0,

oy ([iamor eno) - s | [0 (o7 @ dor(e)|-

For any fixed f supported in {£; > 0} N B(0,2)\ B(0,1) with || f]|2 =1,

‘/ (RE) (f o) (&) dor (& ‘ ’/ )(fom) f/R)dR#UF(ﬁ)‘

= ’/Ef(—R:v, —Rt) du(m,t)}
(5.2) S BYES L ur)

where pr(E) == R*u(—R™'E) for any Borel set E. The measure ur satisfies
ca(pr) < co(p). If ¢ is a fixed non-negative Schwartz function equal to 1 on the

ball B (O, 3\/5) D T, and vanishing outside a slightly larger ball, then E}“ = Ejﬂ/},
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which implies that |Ef| < |Ef] *
¥,

J ‘ Hence by Fubini and the Schwartz decay of

* UR.

NEF 22y S /
B(0,2R)

By the uncertainty principle, the function H satisfies

[Hllso S calp), [[H[lx S llullRY,  and /(( : )de S Calp)r®,
B((x,t),r

|Ef|Hdz +RN||f|2, where H:= ’J

for every (x,t) € R4 and r > 0 (see e.g. Lemma 4.1 in [9]; for r < 1 the
third inequality follows from the first one). Cover B(0,2R) with v2RA*Z+1-
lattice cubes @, and sort each cube @ into sets Sy according to the dyadic value
A of [[Ef|pe). For each A, sort the cubes @ in Sy further according to the
number of cubes ~ o in Sy lying in the (2R)Y/?-slab parallel to A* (R? x {0})
which contains . Since there are < (log R)2 significant dyadic pairs (A, o), by
standard pigeonholing and the triangle inequality there exists a pair (A, o) with
associated cubes Y = (J @ such that

|Brm| + cali) 2RV o

L2(Y)

<n HE FHY 2’
L2(B(0,2R))

Therefore, with v = 3 — %, applying Theorem [B.2] gives

/ \Ef| H da
B(0,2R)

S llall V22 || EF 2|

L2(B(0,2R))

v il PR Bl o) 2 RN

L2(
< Nl 2R | Efll gy | 2

1/2 1/2p—N
poigy I a2 RN £

S 2 ealw) 2 R0 £l (R0 o)
= [l M2 ea () /2 RECHTEN £,
Substituting this into (51) and (B2)) yields

-~ —a o —(a—144=2
/ (RO dor(€) £ Imllealim) RTF1T0Y = e ()R~ (6714 558),
which proves the lower bound. ([

Corollary 5.2. For any a € (0,d + 1],

1 d—«
<-——Z|a—-1+ .
sa(a,2) <a 1 1>

Corollary is a consequence of Corollary [B.1] combined with the following
relation between sq(a,2) and (a,Fd) from [23], the proof is included here for
convenience, but is essentially the same as the one in [19].

Proposition 5.3. For any o € (0,d + 1],
ﬂ(a,Fd) =d— 2s4(a,2).
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Proof. Assume now that E denotes the extension operator for the unrestricted cone,
and let p be a finite Borel measure with support in the unit ball. For any R > 1
and fixed f with supp f C B(0,2)\ B(0,1) and ||f]]2 =1,

‘/ (RE) (f o) (&) dor (& ‘ ‘/ )(fom)( f/R)dR#UF(ﬁ)‘

=R

EfRd/L‘
R™EfRll L1y »

where fr(€) := f(—=¢/R). Since supp fr C B(0,2R) \ B(0, R), applying the defini-
tion of s4(a, 1) to the wave equation with solution E fr gives

— —(L—s4(c
R Efrl g 5 B E@D) 02 o (1) /2.

Taking the supremum over ||f||2 = 1 with supp f C B(0,2) \ B(0,1) yields

/WR&)I2 dor (&) £ B2 ||u] ea ().

This proves the inequality (e, I'Y) > d — 2sq4(c,1). But sq(a,1) < sa(,2) by
Cauchy-Schwarz, and so

B, T > d — 2s4(a, 2).

To prove this inequality in the reverse direction it suffices to show that HE ﬂ

Colp )1/2||f|| dmsiard) |, for any € > 0, since any solution to the wave equation can

be expressed through the extension operator. Let € > 0 and f be given, and for
each fixed dyadic R > 11let g = fxpB(0,2r)\B(0,r)- The characterisation of the L2 ()
norm through the distribution function is

(5.3) /|Eg|2 dy = 2/0 Mi{|Egl > A} dA.

For each A > 0, define the probability measure py by

p(FO{[Eg| > A})
pilEgl>Ap 7

for any Borel set F' (assuming A is not so large that the denominator vanishes).
For any finite Borel measure v supported in the unit ball,

‘/Egdy

By repeating this with v replaced by the restriction of v to a set where arg Eg is
essentially constant, the absolute value can be moved inside the integral to get

pa(F) =

_W/@oﬂeﬁemw@ﬂ

d—p(a.r?d)
2

_B(a 1/2 1/2
< (Ivlea ) B=20T) " gy = 02 ¢ 1) R Il

d—p(a.r?d)
2

1Egll i) S I ca ()2 R lg]l2-

L2(u) ~°
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Taking v = py gives

A< EG ()

d—B(a,0h)

< ca ()P RT3 |lgl2
1/2
ca () ) a-p(a.r)
5.4 <[22 ) R gl
o) (u{|Ef|>A} ol

Assume for the moment that ||g||2 = 1. By (B3] and the trivial bound ||Eg|ls <
Rd/Z7

—B(a,rd
d=p(a.r?) R/

R
[l =2 | NedlBgl > A} A2 [ e, ndIEg] > A}
(5.5) < R e, (1)l gll3,

where the bound on the first term follows from ||u|| < ¢ (1), and the second comes
from (54). By scaling this holds even if ||g||2 # 1. Applying the triangle inequality

to (&0 gives

=7

Secal)!” | Fracon |
L2(0) ~N€ Ca(M) fXB(O,l) 5

oo
d—B(a,T%)+e ~
+ Z R calp)'/? HfXB(OJR)\B(O,R)HQ-
=0
R=27

The ¢? Cauchy-Schwarz inequality then yields

=]

< 1/2
L2~ ca(t) ||f||Hd—Bg;,rd)+e-

Letting € — 0 gives
B(a, I‘d) <d-2s4(a,2),
which proves the proposition. O
The following calculation suggests that if the class of measures is restricted, there
is no relation between conical averages and fractal Strichartz inequalities; for tensor

products u ® dm the optimal fractal Strichartz inequalities are unknown in general
[19)].

Proposition 5.4. If v = 4 ® A\, where u is a Borel measure with compact support
in the unit ball of R? and d\ = X[0,1) dm, where m s the Lebesgue measure on R,
then for 0 < a < d,

(5.6) / [D(RE)|? dor (&) < In(w)R™*2  for all R > 0,

where I, () is defined by (LIT).
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Proof. The left hand side of (56) is

JEESRE P(Re, Rle))? de
T B(0,2)\B(0,1)

oy / D&, 1E)[? de
B(0,2R)\B(0,R)

_ ~ — 2
R / AOP |XoT(eD] de
B(0,2R)\B(0,R)

N

R™? [A(©IP1172 d¢

B(0,2R)\B(0,R)
~ Rt / e a(e) P de
B(0,2R)\B(0,R)

SR (21, (1)

This proves the proposition. (|

Returning to the case of a general measure, the following upper bound for the
decay of the conical averages is based on the counterexample for the spherical case
from [I5].

Proposition 5.5. Ford > 5 and a € (0,d+ 1),

2d+1—-«)
d+1
Proof. Let €,k € (0,1) be constants to be chosen later and let R > 1. Define

A= (RF'Z% + B(0,eR71)) N B(0,1),

ﬁ(a,I‘d) <a-—-1+

and let ;1 be the Lebesgue measure on R restricted to A.
Assume that R is large enough to ensure that R* > 2, which makes the balls in
A disjoint. If 0 < 7 < eR™! then

,LL(B(.I,T)) < TdJrlfa < Raf(dJrl)
re ~ ~ '
If eR~!' <r < R*! then
p(B(,r) (eR-1)(d+D-a  pa-(d+1)
ro ~ ’
If R"~! < r < 1, then choose a positive integer N so that r ~ NR*! so that
N < R'7%. Then
w(B(z,r) _ N+ (eR—1)d+1 < psld+1)
ro ~ NeR(E-1Da ~ :
Since p is supported in the unit ball, this gives

Co(p) < max (R_”(‘Hl), Ra_(d"’l)) .
Choose k € (0,1) so that k(d + 1) = (d + 1) — a. Then

[l S R e () S ROETD,
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By Plancherel, Cauchy-Schwarz and the definition of ﬁ(a, Fd), every function f on
the cone with || f| z2(op) < 1 satisfies

(5.7) ‘ / For(Re) du(z)| S Ro—(@+D g=Alar /2,

a suitably chosen f will give the upper bound on B(ca, I'?).
Let

E={(&[¢]) eT?: R¥(&, |¢]) € 271}
By adding up the lattice points on each of the ~ R* relevant spheres in R? of
integer radius ~ R", and applying the number theoretic estimate which says that
for d > 5 there are ~ R*(¢=2) lattice points on each sphere [I2, Theorem 20.2], the
cardinality of E satisfies

(5.8) |E| ~ R,

Let

Q={¢er? dist(¢, E) <eR™'}, f=—2
Ixellr2(or)

Then for large R,
or(Q) ~ |E|R™4.
Let F' = Zt1 N B(0, R*~*), so that

olion) [ ForRnydnta) = [ [l 150 (0 dor(e) dute)

-y

neF wek

/ e 2mUERD) o (&) dp(x).
B(R*~'n,eR~ I'NnB(w,eR~1)

For (¢,z) in the domain of integration, and the corresponding (w,n), Cauchy-
Schwarz gives

(6, Re) — {w, B*m)]| < |(€ — e, Re)| + | (w, R — B 1))
< 4e.

Therefore by the defintion of E,
[ For (o) duto)

/ / 14 O(e) dor (&) du(z)
neF wek B(Rrs—1n,eR~1) JTNB(w,eR~1)

~E||F| (R (R (14 0(e)) .

Ixellz2(or)

Hence if € is taken small enough (not depending on R), then

} [ For (o) duto)

Combining with (7)) and (E8) gives

-1

~ |E|"2|F|R™%

2d+1—-aw)
d+1 7
by the definition of k. O

B(a,Fd) <a-1+4
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