arXiv:2406.03076v1 [math.DG] 5 Jun 2024

Fourier integral operators on Hardy spaces with
amplitudes in forbidden Hormander class®

Xiaofeng Ye Chunjie Zhang Xiangrong Zhu'

Abstract
In this note, we consider a Fourier integral operator defined by

~

Toaf (@)= [ ¥l fi)ds.

where a is the amplitude, and ¢ is the phase.
Let 0<p<1ln>20r0<p<l,n=1and
p—n

p

1
my = +(n—1)min{§,p}.

If a belongs to the forbidden Hormander class S:?f and ¢ € ®? satisfies the
strong non-degeneracy condition, then for any HLH < p <1, we can show that
the Fourier integral operator Ty , is bounded from the local Hardy space h? to
LP. Furthermore, if ¢ has compact support in variable x, then we can extend this
result to 0 < p < 1. As S:?g’ C S:?f for any 0 < § < 1, our result supplements
and improves upon recent theorems proved by Staubach and his collaborators
for a € S;’?(; when ¢ is close to 1.

As an important special case, when n > 2, we show that T , is bounded from
H'to L'ifa € S;ll_ /2 Which is a generalization of the well-known Seeger-Sogge-

1-n)/2
s

Stein theorem for a € . This result is false when n =1 and a € S?,r
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1 Introduction and main results

A pseudo-differential operator (PDO for short) is given by

~

T,f(x) = (20)" / ¢ Sa(z, €)F(€)de.
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where ]? is the Fourier transform of f and a is the amplitude. We always omit the
constant (27)~" throughout this note.
In its basic form, a Fourier integral operator (FIO for short) is defined by

Tyaf(@) = [ ¥9a(a,&)fi)ds.

where ¢ is the phase. In this note, we always assume that f belongs to the Schwartz
class S(R™).

A FIO Ty, is simply a pseudo-differential operator if ¢(x, &) = x-&. When ¢(z,§) =
x-E4 €|, Ty,q is closely related to the wave equation and Fourier transform on the unit
sphere in R™ (see [32] p. 395]).

FIOs have been widely used in the theory of partial differential equations and micro-
local analysis. For instance, the solution to an initial value problem for a hyperbolic
equation with variable coefficients can be effectively approximated using an FIO of the
initial value (see [32, p. 425]). Therefore, the boundedness of related FIOs provides a
priori estimate for the solution. A systematic study of these operators was initiated by
Hormander [19).

At first, we recall some simplest and most useful definitions on amplitudes and
phases.

Let N be the set {0,1,2,...}. A function a belongs to the Hormander class S7'
(meR,0<p,6 <1)if it satisfies

sup (1+ [g)) =MV IV a(e, €)] = Anw < +oo (1.1)
z,EER™

for any N, M € N. Immediately, one have

S;’fg C S’pf”g,Sg;é C S5 Sps, CShsys
if my < mg, p1 < p2,01 < 0y
A real-valued function ¢ belongs to the class ®? if ¢ is positively homogeneous of
order 1 in the frequency variable £ and satisfies

sup |§|_1+N\V?Vi\4¢(:€,§)| = By < +00 (1.2)
(¢,6)eR™ x (R\{0})

for all N, M € N with N + M > 2.
A real-valued function ¢ € C?(R" x (R™\ {0})) satisfies the strong non-degeneracy
condition (SND for short), if there exists a constant A > 0 such that

[oa0)
det ( , ) > A\ 1.3
ot (5@ 6) 2 (13)
for all (z,¢) € R™ x (R™\ {0}).

For PDOs and FIOs, the most important problem is whether they are bounded on
Lebesgue spaces and Hardy spaces. This problem has been extensively studied and

there are numerous results. Here we always assume that a € 57’5 and ¢ € d? satisfies
the SND condition (I.3]).



For PDOs, if a € 75 with § < 1 and m < §min{0,p — ¢}, then T, is bounded
on L? and the bound on m is sharp. See Hormander [18], Hounie [20] and Calderén-
Vaillancourt [4, [5]. For a € S7 Rodino [26] proved that T, is bounded on L? if m <

@ and constructed a amplitude a € SZ(IP Y72 such that T, is unbounded on L2. For

endpoint estimates, one can see Alvarez-Hounie [I] and Guo-Zhu [16].

For the local L? boundedness of FIO, it can be date back to Eskin [13] and Hormander
[19]. The transference of local to global regularity of FIOs can be found in Ruzhansky-
Sugimoto [29]. Among numerous results on the global L? boundedness, we would like
to mention that Dos Santos Ferreira-Staubach [12] proved the global L? boundedness
if either m < § min{0, p — ¢} when § <1 or m < 5(p — 1) when § = 1. This bound on
m is also sharp. For more results, see for instance [2] 3] 14} 25] 28].

For endpoint estimates of FIOs, Seeger-Sogge-Stein [30] proved the local H!-L!

boundedness for a € SSO_ M2 and got the L” boundedness for a € ST, when m =
(1— n)|% — %], by the Fefferman-Stein interpolation. Tao [33] showed the weak type

(1,1) for a € Sf,lo_ "2 For the regularity of FIOs and its applications, there has been
a great deal of progress and work recently, for example Cordero-Nicola-Rodino [7, §],
Coriasco-Ruzhansky [9, [10], Hassell-Portal-Rozendaal [17], Israelsson-Rodriguez Lépez-
Staubach [21] etc.. Among these results, the latest result is the following theorem which
is proved in Castro-Israelsson-Staubach [6].

Theorem A. ([0, Theorem 1]) Letn >1,0<p<1,0<4 < 1,
1 1
m=(p=n)ly = |+ 5 min{0,p )
and a € SYs. If ¢ € ®* satisfies the SND condition (L3), then the FIO Ty, is bounded

on LP for1 < p < oo.

In [31], when 2 < p < oo and 0 < p < 1, by using a new endpoint estimate,
Shen-Zhu improved Theorem A to the following theorem which may be optimal.

Theorem B. [31, Theorem 1.2] Letn>1,0< p<1,0<4§ <1,
1 1 n
m=(p—n)|z ——|+—min{0,p—9
(= mly =3+ Swinfo,p - )

and a € S)'s. If ¢ € ®* satisfies the SND condition ([L3), then Ty o is bounded on LP
for2 < p < .

Theorem B remain true when p = 0 because in this case T}, , can be considered as
the sum of the low frequency part and a PDO. This fact has been also used in Section
3.1.

Before the next theorem, we recall the definitions of Hardy spaces and local Hardy
spaces. Let @ be a function in the Schwartz space S(R") satisfying [;, ®(z)dz = 1. Set
®,(z) = 2P(%). Following Stein [32, p. 91], we can define the Hardy space H?(R™)(0 <
p < +00) as the space of all tempered distributions f satisfying

1f Wl = [} sup [ £ 5 Po(@)] o gen) < o0
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The local Hardy space (see [15]) RP(R™)(0 < p < +00) is defined as the space of all
tempered distributions f satisfying

1fllrr = I sup |f # y(2)]]| zo@n) < 0.
0<t<1

It is well known that H? = h? = LP for equivalent norms when 1 < p < 400 and
HP C h? C L? when 0 < p < 1.
In [22], Israelsson-Mattsson-Staubach extend Theorem A to p < 1 implicity.

Theorem C. ([29]) Letn > 1,0<p<1,0<0 < 1,
11
mzowwmi—g+gmmmm—ﬂ

and a € S7s. If ¢ € ®* satisfies the SND condition (1.3), then Ty, is bounded from the
local Hardy space hP to LP when —5 < p < 1. Furthermore, if a has compact support
in the spatial variable x, then T¢>,a zs bounded from h? to LP for any 0 < p < 1.

Theorem C can be considered as a corollary of 21 Proposition 5.7], [21, Proposition
6.4] and [22, Proposition 5.1] due to the facts h? = F), and h? C L.
Set A, =1 when 0 < p < 1 and )\pzzipwhen%<p§1,p0:min{p,%} and

— 1
my ===+ (n—1minfp, 3} = £

%4 (n—1)po. (1.4)
p

It is easy to see that

S )\p S 17/)0 = >\pp

N —

Now we state our main result in this note.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that 0 < p < 1n>2o0r0<p<l,n=1a¢€ SZ{’ where
mp is given by (I.4) and ¢ € ®? satisfies the SND condition ({I.3). Then for any
5 <p <1, we have

||T¢,af||LP < CHthp

Furthermore, if a has compact support in variable x, then for any 0 < p < 1 we have

||T¢,af||LP < CHthp

The constants here depend only on n, p, \, p and finitely many semi-norms Ay nr, By -

As the most important special case, we generahze the well-known Seeger-Sogge-Stein
theorem to the forbidden Hormander class S ™/2 when n > 2.

Corollary 1.2. Ifn > 2, a € S(l M2 and ¢ € ®2 satisfies the SND condition (I.3),
then we have

1 Tsafllr < Clifllnr-



In fact, we establish a more comprehensive theorem in this paper, which generalizes
Theorem 1.1. Prior to presenting our theorem, we introduce the rough Hormander class
LS, which is defined by Kenig-Staubach [24]. Let m € R and 0 < p < 1. A function
a that is smooth in the frequency variable £ and bounded measurable in the spatial
variable = belongs to the rough Hormander class L>S7, if it satisfies

sup (14 [])7 % Ve als )l poogny = Av < 00 (1.5)
for all N € N. It is easy to see that S}y C L>S7".
In this note, we prove the following theorem.

Theorem 1.3. Suppose that 0 < p < 1,n >2o0r0< p < 1l,n=1,a € L®S,"”
where my, is given by (1.4)) and ¢ € ®* satisfies the SND condition (I3). Then for any
5 <p <1, we have

||T¢,af||LP < CHthp

Furthermore, if a has compact support in variable x, then for any 0 < p < 1 we have

1Ty aflle < C|lfllno-

The constants here depend only on n, p, \,p and finitely many semi-norms An, By .

Remark 1. We restrict n, p just to ensure the L? boundedness of T ,. When n =
p = 1, according to [16, Theorem 1.2], we know that Theorem 1.1 is false as there exists
a amplitude a € Sf,l such that the pseudo-differential operator T, is unbounded from
H' to L',

Remark 2. When 0 < p < %, the FIO behaves like a PDO and the bound on m
in Theorem 1.1 is sharp when p = 1. When p = 1, the bound on m in Theorem 1.1 is
also sharp when p = 1. When 0 < p < £, one can find a counterexample in [24] or [16]
for PDOs. When p = 1, one can find a counterexample in [32, p. 426] for FIOs.

Remark 3. Obviously, Theorem 1.3 can be considered as a supplement of Theorem
Ctod=1.

Remark 4. More interestingly, one can check that m, > (p — n)(% - +2(p-9)

when p <1 and

l_n—l

(2p0 —p) <6< 1.

As S7 C L> S for any m € R,0 < p,d < 1, by Theorem 1.1 we can improve Theorem
C strictly when 1 — "=1(2py — p) < § < 1. By using Fefferman-Stein interpolation, we
can also improve Theorem A strictly when 1 —22(2py —p) < d < land 1 <p < 2.
So, it is expected that Theorem A and Theorem C can be improved when p < § < 1
and p < 2. We will discuss this problem carefully later.

We use some new techniques to improve the corresponding estimates. Two of them
are particularly important. Firstly, for an k! atom supported in B(0,7) when r < 1,
we directly utilize the properties of its Fourier transform. This enables us to overcome
a critical difficult arising from the part > when p = 1 in Theorem 1.3. Sec-

r*1<2j<r7%
ondly, we introduce a new ”except set” P, instead of the one in Seeger-Sogge-Stein
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[30]. Through the properties of P,, we are able to simplify and enhance some crucial
computations..

In Section 2 we introduce some notations, basic inequalities and lemmas. We prove
Theorem 1.3 in Section 3 when p = 1 and Section 4 when p < 1. In two proofs, we use
different decompositions. When p = 1,7 < 1, with the help of ([B.5) we can deal with
the term > directly in Section 3.2.2. However, when p < 1, we can only deal with

2iPr<1
the term > . Furthermore, when p < 1, we need the h' — L'-boundedness instead
2ir<1
of corresponding L2-boundedness in (A.8]). Perhaps one could use a relatively complex
uniform proof for p < 1 with the help of a similar inequality to (8.5). For completeness,
we include proofs of some lemmas in the appendices, which have been implicitly proven
and used in previous literature but we can not find explicit direct reference.

Throughout this note, A < B means that A < CB for some constant C. The
notation A ~ B means that A < B and B < A. Without explanation, the implicit
constants given in this note may vary from occasion to occasion but depend only on
n, p,p, A and finitely many semi-norms of Ay, By -

2 Some notations and lemmas

Let B,(zg) be the ball in R™ centered at xy with a radius of r.

At first we introduce the theory of atom decomposition of h? with 0 < p < 1. A
function b is called a L*-atom for hP(R") if
(1) b is supported in B, (xg) for some zy € R";
(2) bl < 7"
(3) when r < 1, [p. (2 — 29)*b(2)dz = 0 for all multi-indices o with |a| < n(% -1).
When r > 1, b only needs to satisfy (1) and (2).

It is also well known that a distribution f € h?(R") has an atomic decomposition
[ =722 Ajbj, with 37, |A;[P < +-00. Moreover, there holds

j

1F lany 2 if{(S NP = f =D Aiby).
J J

We recall a lemma for PDOs that will be used in the proof when p =1, p = 0.
Lemma 2.1. [16, Theorem 1.2] If a € L*S;™, then T, is bounded from h' to L.

In fact, Theorem 1.2 in [16] is only proved for H'. However, one can easily verify
that the proof of [16, Theorem 1.2] is also valid for h'. For completeness, we include
the proof of Lemma 2.1 in Appendix A.

Secondly, thank to the SND condition (L3)), for any £ C R", £ € S™ ! and a
real-value function g, there holds

[ leeotmelde < [ lowldy 2.
Veop(z)er E



This inequality will be used frequently below.

Thirdly, we introduce the Littlewood-Paley dyadic decomposition and the second
dyadic decomposition.

Take a nonnegative function Wy € C2°(By) such that Yo = 1 on By, and set U (§) =
Wo(€) — Wo(2€). It is easy to see that ¥ is supported in {£ € R": £ < [¢] < 2} and

+Z\1/ gy =1,Y¢ e R™.

For the sake of convenience, we denote W;(§) = ¥(277¢) when j > 0.
For every j > 0, there are no more than C2/""V% points ¢ € S"! (v =1,2,...,J
with J < C2/("=Dro) such that

& — €] > 279772 if 1y # 1y and inf & — ¢ <279 Ve e S

For j,v > 0, set

={¢: | =g <22 and AY =TV N {€: 277" < [¢] < 271

E

Then by using the same arguments as in [6, p. 20-21], we can construct a partition of
unity {¢%})_, associated with the family {I'/};/_, for any j > 0. Each ¢ is homoge-
neous of degree 0, supported in I'}, and satlsﬁes that

J

D UK = 1if &£ 0, [V (E)| < Crlg[r2F ke N, (2.2)

v=1

where C} depends only on k.
Below we usually use the following notations,

~

0;(,€) = alz, €)U;(€), Ty, () = / £ 0, €)F(E)dE, > 0,

n

~

17 f(0) = [ e, 0€)FQ)dc v >0

One can easily see that Ty, f, T} f are well defined for any f € L
Set

By using similar arguments in [32, p. 407|, the following lemma has been implicitly
proved in some literatures, such as [0, 11} 12], 31].

Lemma 2.2. If j > 0 and ¢ € ®*, then for any & € AY we have

|anth”\ < QIWNpEMp0) i N UM > 0 with N + M > 1;
|asyvé\/f¢;{| < 9= I(IN+M(1=po)) < 9=i(Np+Mpo) if N, M > 0.

The constants depend only on n, p, N, M and finitely many semi-norms of ¢ € ®2.
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For completeness, we include the proof of Lemma 2.2 in Appendix B.
As a direct corollary, we give the following lemma.

Lemma 2.3. If N.M > 0,j >0, a € LS} and ¢ € 9, then for any & € AY there
holds | |
OV (M azy)| < CIm=NemMpo),

where C' depends only on n,m,p, N, M and finitely many semi-norms of a € L>S}"
and ¢ € 2.
Proof. By Lemma 2.2 and the product rule, for any &, > 0,7 > 0 we can get that

k+1
k lzh”<§ E kixzlipv | gkixzlipv
t=1 k1+-Aki=k,l1++l =l
k1+l1,....kt+1>0
k+1

S Z Z 2—j(k1p+llpo) .. .2_j(ktp+ltp())

t=1 ky+-Aki=k,l1++l =1
k1+l1,....kt+1>0

<9—i(kp+lpo)
Similarly, thank to the facts a € L*S]" and py < p, by Lemma 2.2 we get that

06 Vel S D D Ve allog Ve

ki+tko=k l1+1la=1

E E 93 (m=(k1+l1)p) 9—j(k2p+lzpo) < 9j(m—kp=lpo)
k‘1+k2 kl1+la=1

Therefore, by the chain rule, we show that

|(9£VV§ (elhi a]@D )| < Z Z 9= (N1p+Mipo) 9j(m—=Nap—M2po) _ 9j(m—Np—=Mpo)

~

N1+No=N Mi+Mz=
This finishes the proof. O

Fourthly, we define the ”except set” and give some basic estimates.
When r > 1, it is very simple. We set

U {2 :1Veh(,8)| < 3r}.

gesnfl

Take a & € S" 1. As ¢ € ®2, for any £ € S"~! it holds

Ved(w,&) — Ved(w,§)| <7 sup [Vid(w,n)| < wBayp.

nesn—1
For any x € Er, there exists a £ € S"! such that |Ve¢(z,€)| < 3r. So we have

|V§¢(l’ §0)| < 3r + 7TBQ 0> (3 + 7TBQ 0)
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which yields that .
Br C {LE‘ . ‘v§¢($,&])‘ S (3 + 7TBQ70)T}.

From (2.10), we get that
1B,| S {z: |2] < 3+ 7Bag)r}| S (2.3)

When 0 < r < 1, we set

= | {6z, 9] < 3r and |Ved(z, )| < 3r™}.

gegn—1
For the set P,, we can get the following lemma.
Lemma 2.4. Ifr < 1 and ¢ € ®* satisfies the SND condition (I.3), then there holds
|P.| <. (2.4)
On the other hand, for any x & P,, ly| <r, 7 >0 and £ € S*, we can get that
1+ 277|6- Veg(x, )] + 27|V eop(, )|
SO +27¢ - (Veo(, €) = y)| + 27 Veo(w, ) — y) 7. (2:5)
The constants here depend only on n, \ and finitely many semi-norms of ¢ € ®2.

Proof. Let j; be a positive integer such that 1 < 291orre = (201p)% < 2. If & € P,
then there exists a & € S"~! such that

|6(x, &)| < 3r and |Veg(x, &)| < 3.

In the second dyadic decomposition, we can find v such that [, — & | <270 < e,
As ¢ € ®% when £ € S"! and |€ — &]| < r*7, we have

Ve (x,8)| < [Ved(z,8)| + [Ved(x, ) — Veo(w, )
<3 42|16 — &o| sup [Vig(z,n)| < (3+2Bsyo)r.

nesn—1

Asr <1, § Ap < 1, by the above inequality we obtain that

19(x, §5)] < |o(x, &o)| + [, §o) — d(z, &5
§3T+2|§0 — 5;1| sup ‘v§(j§(l’,£)‘
gesn—1 |e—go|<rPe
<31+ 27 (3 + 2By o)r™ < (94 4By )
Thus we show that

[Pz, &%) < (9+4Boo)r, [Ved(r,85)| < (3 + 2By )r.



v .

Since ¢ is positively homogeneous of degree 1, it is easy to see that ¢(z,&%) = &5

Ved(z, £ ). Now we get that

C271(n—1)pg

Poc  |J A{z:1€, - Ved(x, &) < (9+4Bog)r and |Veo(z,£4)| < (3+2By0)r™}.

v=1
Thank to (1) and 1 < 271P0r* < 2 we get that

271 (n—1)pg

PI< Y Ha g Ved(@, &)| < (9+ 4Bag)r and |Vep(x, £4)| < (3 + 2Ba0)r™}|
v=1
231 (n—1)pg

S Y Haol€ 2l < (9+4Bag)r and |z < (3+ 2Bag)r}|
v=1
<9d1(n=1)po 1+ (n—1)X, < .

This finishes the proof of (2.4]).
It is easy to see that 1 + 27°r 4+ 29P0p% < 2(1 + 29°7) as A, < 1 and py = A,p. So,
when |y| < 7,7 >0 and £ € S}, to prove (2.1), it is enough for us to show that
20 S (1+27°1€ - (Ved(a,€) — y)| + 277 |Veo(, §) — y) >

As ¢ is positively homogeneous of degree 1, for any x ¢ P, and £ € S"!, there must
be

€ Vep(w. &) = [o(z,)| > 3r or [Veg(z, €)] > 3r™.
If [£- Vep(x,€)| > 3r, due to the fact A, < 1, we have
(1+2%)6 - (Ve(,€) — )| + 27| Ved(z, €) — y) ¥ > (1+297r)% > 2or.
Otherwise, if |Vegp(z,£)] > 3r*, as A, < 1 and py = \,p, we get that

(1+27[¢ - (Ved(w,€) = y)| + 27 Ved(,6) = y) = (L+22r)% > 2%r.
This finishes the proof of ([2.5]). O
The following lemma has been implicitly proved and used in many literatures.
Lemma 2.5. ([27, Lemma 3.1]) Letn > 1,0 < p <1, a € L™S and ¢ € ®* satisfies
the SND condition (1.3). Then for any j € N, there holds
1o, 112 S 25|
where the constant depends only on n,m, p, A\ and finitely many semi-norms An, By -

Lemma 3.1 in [27] has been proved only for @ € S7',. In Appendix C we use an
identical proof to establish this lemma.
At last, we recall a lemma for the fractional integration.

Lemma 2.6. [23, C’omllary 2.3] Let s > 0, % = 1+ 2 and the fractional integration
I, is defined as [( )(&) = |§|_sf( ). Then I, is bounded from HP(R") to H'(R™).
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3 Proof of Theorem 1.3 when p=1

3.1 Case: p=0

Take any & € S"!. By the SND condition of ¢, it is easy to check that F : x —
Veo(x,&) is a invertible map from R"™ to R™. So, we can define a by

A(Ved(x, &), &) = PO -Vedwor (g €)(1 — Wy (€)).

By Lemma 2.3 it is easy to see that a € L>*S;™" if a € L>*S;™. We divide T}, f into
two parts as

~

T30 (0) =Toa @) + [ 9l )(1 = Wa()F(E)dg

:T(p,aof(l’) _|_/ e Ved(2,£0)-€ Li[¢(2,€) = Ve (@,60)£] a(z, €)(1 — \1;0(5))A(5)d§
:Tqb,aof(x) + Taf(V§¢($, 60))

Here T is the pseudo-differential operator with amplitude a € L>S;". Thus, by The-
orem C, (2.I)) and Lemma 2.1, we get that

[To.0f Nt < 1 Toa0 flls + 1 Taf (Ved (5 €o))lln S N llur + 75 1 S NS Mlar-

This finishes the proof of Theorem 1.3 when p =1, p = 0.

3.2 Case:0<p<l1

Due to the theory of atom decomposition, it suffices to show || Ty.bll1 < 1 for any
L2-atom b for h'(R™) which is defined in Section 2.

3.2.1 Case:r>1

Let Er be the one defined in section 2. It is easy to see that m; = p+ (n —1)py —n <
2(p—1) when 0 < p < 1,n>2o0r 0 < p < 1,n = 1. Therefore, we can use the L?
boundedness of T}, [12, Theorem 2.2] and (2.3)) to get

S L n
1T6.0bll 115,y S |Brl2 1 Tpablla S 72 [0l S 1. (3.1)
By Theorem C we have
1 Ts,a0bll0 S Nl0llar < 1. (3.2)

n+1

Take an integer N > . By integration by parts, when j > 0 we get

/ / | v la, (2, €)b(y)dédy
nJly|I<r

Z /I (/n ei[ngﬁ(xﬁ}')—y}'5eih?(l‘7§)aj(SL’,§)1/J;-j(§)d§> b(y)dy

v=1

Tp.0;0(2)] =
J

<
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Veoo. &) — 1 [ T2 90w, )] delbiw)dy

<Z/y

Thus, when = ¢ E,,,j > 0, by Lemma 2.3 we get that

\%%\52/
ly

S I Ved(w, &) NI mm2Ne | 42 1]
v=1

lyl<r

Veola )1 [ 9200060 dsiboldy

|<r

<

J
SQJ(P—QNPO) Z IVeo(z, 5}/)|—2N‘ (3.3)

v=1

Thank to 0 < p < 2pg,r > 1,2N > n+ 1, it is easy to see that p+ (n — 1)py — 2N pg <
(n+1—=2N)py < 0. So, by (31)), (32), (33) and (2.1]), we can get that

I Toabll <UTsabll g + W Toaobls e + 3 Mol

J=1
J

<1+ Z 94(p—2Npo) Z/ Ved(z, £;>|—2Ndx

51 + Z Qj(p+(n—1)po—2Npo)rn—2N 5 1.
j=1

Therefore, we proved that || T .b|; S1ifr > 1.

3.2.2 Case:r<1and 2"r<1

We first notice two basic estimates for the atom b when r < 1. For any N € N, there
holds

IWWMS/|WWWM®SW- (3.4)
y|<r
Also, [32], Section II1.5.4] gives
b()||E] ™ e < bl S 1. (3.5)
Rn

Set .
L= 14 20, 1+ 9m 3 52

It is to see that L is self-adjoint. Then by (8.4) and Lemma 2.3, when 2/°r < 1, for any
N € N we can show that

|5 0(x)] —| Ve M ) q (2, )y (€)D(E)de |

12



=(1 4 2%7|9r ¢, &7)| + 2277 | Ve (, €))7

|| LN (e )i w0 (0, €y (€)b(€)de]

Rn
S+ 27| o, €02 + 297 |V (3, £2) / LN (e ajD) | de
S+ 277|0g p(, €7 )| + 2770 |V (2, €7)]) 2
S e T g

k1+ko+ks+ks<2N

<1+ 27| bl )] + 27| Veolw, ) / g stk s 44

ks+ks<2N

S22 (1 + 2% 0er p(x, €))| + 21P0|V5¢(x,£;>|>‘2N(AV [b(6)1dg + 27°r| A%]).

Thus, for an integer N > n/2, from (2.I)) and (3.5) we have

Z/ Ty b(@)ldz < 3 Z/ TVb(x)|de

2iPr<1 2irr<1 v=1

= ’"“Z/ [b(¢ |d£+2”’r|A”D/Rn(1+2j”lﬁs;¢(:c,£5)\+2j”OIV5¢(%£}’>|>‘2Nd$

2iPr<1
Zz J"/ [B(€)|de + 29#r] A%))

2iPr<1 v=1
S / @l g+ 3 2 51 (3.

2iPr<1

This finishes the proof.

3.2.3 Case: r <1 and 2/r > 1

When r < 1, let P. be the "except set” defined in section 2. By Lemma 2.5 we get

"(92*1)) n

[ Tpa,bll2 < 20 =% |||y < 270m =% )5, (3.7)

When 0 < p < 1,n220r0<p<1,n:1,itiseasytocheckthatml—@ <0
and n—p—2(n—1)py > 0. Thus, from (2.4) and (3.7)) we can show that

1
Z 1T,0;0l L1 Py < Z | B[ 2] 15,0, 0112

20Pr>1 2iPr>1

~ Z 2](m1 Her 1))7‘%_%

2iPr>1

(=1 ;1
<7~—T+np +3—3

13



n—p—2(n—1)pg

<r— 2 S L (3.8)

On the other hand, let L be the operator defined in section 3.2.2. For any N € N
and x ¢ P,, by using (23] and Lemma 2.3, we can deduce that

b =] [ [ e e, o i)
y|<r n

=| (14270167 - (Ved(@, &) —y)* + 27| Veo(x, &) — y*) ™

ly|<r

/ LY (" Ve =€) ethi (0 a; (2, €y (€)deb(y)dy|
S/I (1+2771€7 - (Ved(w, &) — )] + 27| Veo(a, &) — y) 7" [b(y)|dy
y|<r
LY (a7 |de
Rn
S +271g) - Veo(@, )| + 27| Ve (x, 7)) 7V [[blla
Z / J’f1P2]k2po|8k1vk2 (elhﬂ ayw )‘dﬁ
k1+ko<2N
SYAT| (14 271€] - Veo(w, &) + 2| Ve (, )) 7.
When A\,N > n+1 and 277 > 1, by (1)), the integral of Ty, b on P¢ can be

controlled by

J
1T,z ey < D NTS bllir gy

v=1
J
YT AL | (L 200 Ved(a, )] + 27|V (a, £)]) N da
v=1 g
J

gzﬂ‘PZ/ (1+ 277188 - 2| + 2770 2|) "N dz
{z:]€7 -2[>3r}u{z: |z|>3r*r}

<o ( Lo+ ><1+2fp\s AV 2] — (€ 2
€5 2> |z— (&5 -2 §”|>T’AP

<2]p2Jn Dpog—ijrg—i(n—1)ro ((QJPT)l ApN+(2Jpo /\p)n 1- ApN)

:(2”7“)1 AN _|_(2]PT))\/J(" 1-XpN) < (Qapr)—l
which yields that

Yo M Toablips S D @) 51 (3.9)

2iPr>1 2iPr>1

Let everything together, this finishes the proof of Theorem 1.3 when p = 1.
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4 Proof of Theorem 1.3 when p < 1

Similarly, it is enough for us to prove that ||T,.b|, < 1 for any L?-atom b for h*(R™)
which is defined in section 2. When 0 < p < 1, we recall a basic inequality,

| ;ﬁ“g = /Rn | ;fi(l')|pdl’ < /Rn ; |fi(2)|Pd = ; ||fz'||§-

4.1 Case: r>1

Let Er be the one defined in section 2. When 0 < p<1,n>2o0or0<p<1l,n=1,it
is easy to see that m, = 2% + (n—1)po < §(p — 1). Therefore, by using (2.3) and the
L? boundedness of Ty, [12, Theorem 2.2] we can get that

~ 1_1 n 11
ITs.0bll oy S 1BrlP 2| Tsablls S 7572 [Bl] S 1. (4.1)

Take an integer N such that 2Np > n + 1. By integration by parts and Lemma 2.3,
for any j,v > 0 and x ¢ B,, we obtain that

[774(2)] =

/| ‘ / (Ve E) U8k (w6 g (3 €Y (€)bly)dedy
yl<r n

< / Veo(z, €2) — y > / V2V (e ay)| defb(y) |y
lyl<r R7

lyl<r

<Ved(a, )N /2j<mp—2Nﬂo>ds|b<y>|dy
<7 0mn=2N00) 1= A¥ || (i, €7) 2V, (4.2)

It is easy to check that p — (2Np —n +1)po — n(1 —p) < —n(1 —p) < 0. So, by (&I,
(42) and (21)), we can show that

I T.abll3

oo J
p p v||P
§||T¢7ab||LP(§T) + ||T¢7a0b||Lp(§ﬁ) + || Z Z T] b”LP(E}:)

j=1v=1

00 J
SUF 1 Toanblly + DY NITFIE, )

7j=1v=1

oo J
SUA [ Tanblly + 3> 202 =] Az / Veo(e, &) du

S+ (| T a0bll2 + Z 93(n=1)po 9j(p—n+(n—1-2N)pop) 9j(n—(n—1)po)p,n—2Np

=1

=1+ ||T¢,a0b||£ + ZQJ(P—(2Np—n+1)P0—n(l—p))rn—2Np <1+ ||T¢,aob||§- (4.3)
j=1

15



Therefore, by (43]) and Theorem C, we finish the proof of Theorem 1.3 when p < 1
and r > 1. It is worth noting that p < 1 is necessary in the proof of (£.3).

4.2 Caser <1

Let jo be the unique positive integer such that 1 < 297 < 2 and P, be the "except set”
defined in section 2. We divide || Z Ty,q,0||b into three parts,

]_

IIZT¢anllp<ZZIIT”bIIP+|| Z T.a;0l170(p,) + Z ZHTVbHLp(Pc

Jj=1v=1 J=Jjo+1 Jj=jo+1 v=1
=1+ 11+ 11 (4.4)

Take integers N > 2. Let NV, be the least integer which is greater than n(% —1) and
L be the operator defined in section 3.2.2.

When r|¢| <1 and 0 < |a| < N, by Taylor’s formula and the mean value zero of
b, we have

02D(€)| = | : ey b(y)dy|
y|<r
< ‘ (Zy . g)ﬁ

yb(y)dy| + /| e g )y
y|<r

<
YI<r |81 < N, —Jal

< |¢|NlelpNp—n (=),
On the other hand, when r[¢| < 1 and |a| > N,, we also have

OEBE =1 | emeyrbly)y| S oG g feh el N,

ly|<r

Therefore, when r|¢| < 1, for any multi-index a, we get that
OED(O)] < [¢] Mol Mo, (45)

Then, by using (4.5) and Lemma 2.3, we can show that

Tyb(e)| = [ Ve ay a, (b€ de]
i+ 0 (0, €0) + 29V, €)Y

| | LN (Ve @O g (2, )y (€)D(E)dE]

Rn
S+ 2|0 d(, €0 + 27| Vep(x, )2 [ LY (€™ aj04D)|d€
Rn
S+ 2710er (, &5)| + 27|V ep(, €))7
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Z / 9k1ﬂ21k2p0|8klvk2 (€Zh9uaj¢y)‘2jk3p‘vk3b( )‘d&
k14kao+k3<2N

<290t N | AY | N =G (1 4 29010 (i, €4)] + 2770 | Ve (a, €1)]) 2

As N> 2 N, >n(; — 1) and 2°r < 2, we obtain that

I= ZZ 1751l

j=1 v=1
jo J _
SO / [N A% NG (1 4 2900 b, €1)] + 270 Ve (e, €))7V P
j=1 v=1 JR"
o J
< Z Z 94 (mp+Np) p|Au|perp n(1-p)9—i(p+(n—1)po)
j=1v=1
Jo
< 93 (n=1)po9j(p—n+(n—1)pop+Npp)9j(n—(n—1)po)p9g—j(p+(n—1)po) .Npp—n(1-p)
j=1
Jo )
— (QJT)[Np—”(;—l)]P S 1. (46)

1

<.
Il

For the second term II, take s, such that s = (n — p)(% —1)and 3 =1+ £ It is
easy to see that p < t < 1. From the definition of the L? atom for the Hardy space,
1 1
one can verify that 7"»~#)b is a L%-atom for H'(R"). Hence, we obtain

Bl < 74D — D,
By Lemma 2.6 we get that

|l S el S 7?70, (4.7)
Set @, (z,€) = a(x, €)(1 — Wo(270€))[€]". Tt is casy to check that a, € LGy " Dro—n

and Ty, is bounded from H' to L' (proved in Section 3). Therefore, by ([24) and
(A1), we get that

= Y Tyabllre) = o, Lbllocr

J=Jjo+1
1_ 1
<P e T, bl S re” bl e
r57”(%—”@-0) <1. (4.8)

From (Z5]) and Lemma 2.3, when x € P¢ we can show that
IT576(x)] = | /| | / ! Ve DT a2, €)1 (€)deb(y)dy|
y|<r n
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=| (14272167 - (Ved(w, &) —y)* + 2277|Veo(x, &) —y[) ™

ly|<r

/ LN (VN0 @O (1 €)t (€)dEb(y)dy]
< / (271 (Veol &) ) + PPIVeo(r. ) — o)

Z / ]k1p2Jk2p0|ak1Vk2(eZhJ aﬂb )| d€|b(y)|dy

k1+ko<2N
ST AY ) (14 2|9y b, €] + 27| Ve (i, €))7,

As p <1 and 2)\,Np > Np > n, by (2.I]) we get that

S S

j=jo+1v=1

00 J
S 3 oo [ (12 l0g oo )]+ 27 IVeola, )

j=jo+1 v=1

< Z ZQJP n+(n—=1)pop) 9j(n—(n—=1)po)p).n(p— 1)/ (1+2jp|§;{.z| —}—2jp0|z|)_2>\prdZ

Jj=jo+1v=1
[

S @) gl (4.9)

Jj=Jjo+1
In the proof of ([4.9), p < 1 is necessary. Now, by (£4), (£6]), (4.8) and (£9]) we get
1Y Tyablls < I+ 11411151, (4.10)
j=1

Therefore, by (410) and Theorem C, we finish the proof of Theorem 1.3 when p < 1
and r < 1.

5 Appendix A: proof of Lemma 2.1

Thank to [16, Theorem 1.2] and the theory of atom decomposition for h', it is left
for us to show ||T,b]|; < 1if b is supported in B, with r > 1 and [|b||y < r~—™/2.
We first use the L? boundedness of T, (ensured by [24, Proposition 2.3]) to get

ITabllr oy S 721 Tabll2 S 7Ib]l2 S 1.

By integration by parts, when z # 0 we obtain that

| Tab()| Slal ™ )

laf+[8|=n

/R ) et O a(x, €)9Lb(€)dE

18



=™ Y T (7)),

where Ty, is the pseudo-differential operator with the amplitude a, = J¢'a. It is obvious
that a, € L>S;". Thus T, is bounded on L? and

Tb d{lj’< z nTa z)|dz
[ s S [ i 0 )

lal+|8l=n V17122

S Z 2|y b(y) || 2 (ay)

laf+[8|=n

S Z r—n+\ﬁ| S 1.

|B|<n

Therefore, we get that ||T,0]|; < 1if r > 1 and this finishes the proof of Lemma 2.1.

6 Appendix B: proof of Lemma 2.2
When j > 0 and £ € A7, it is easy to see that
€]~ & -€~2 and [€— (& - €)&| S 27U,

For any A > 0, since ¢ is positively homogeneous of degree 1 in £, one can verify that

d(x,&) =& - Vep(z, €) and then

R (2, AEY) = o, AEY) — ALY - Ved(x, &) = Ap(x 5]”) Ap(x,&5) =0
(Vehi)(x, A7) = (Veo) (2, Af) = Ved(x, ) = Ve (2, £7) — Veo(z, 7)) =

So for any N > 0 and A > 0, one can get that
8%]@’7(93, AEY) =0, aé;;v§h;(l', A7) =0
When M > 2, N > 0, by the positively homogeneity of ¢ and the fact py < %, we get
[0V (2,6)] = |08 Ve o (x,€)| 5 207N < oI WHMR), (6.1)

When M =1, N > 0, by using (95 Vgh”)( z, (& - §)&7) = 0, the mean value theorem,
the bound (G.I) and |§ — (7 - £)¢Y] ,S 27(1=r0) we have

(V) (2. 6)] = [(OXVeh?) (. ) — (DY Veht)(w, (&) - OE)]

< 9=i(N+1)9ij(l=po) _ 9—i(N+po)
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When M =0, N > 1, it is easy to check that 1 — N —2py < —Np. Therefore, applying
similar arguments, we can conclude that

O (a, €)| = |9 (w,€) — O (x, (&5 - )&

< 9=3(N+p0)9i(1=po) < 97INp,

Therefore we get desired estimates for 1.
On the other hand, when £ € AY with j > 0, we claim that

8%? - 871 + 0(2—jp0) . v§, (62)

where 0, is the radial derivative. Indeed, by using the polar coordinates ¢ = rf with
r = [, we get

(G981 e
|£|+£;’
0, = O(1) - Vg, 0p = O(27) - V&,

0< ] =&-¢

and

LIg |f|agu‘£‘2§§ < [ 91+ 6= G 06] < g

Thus when § € A7 with j > 0, we can write

or 00 £ - ¢
aﬁ?:a—gﬁ*a—sva B

— €]

229 40 (2 J(1+P0)> O(2) - Ve

=0, + 2L ——20,+0(277) - V¢ =0, + O(277%) . V.

|£|

So the claim is true.
Since ¢ is homogeneous of degree 0, we have 8,’%; = 0 for any £ > 0. Now (2.2)
and (6.2) yield that
v —J N v
AT (g)) - )(ar+0(2 DB VARR oL (5)\

V()|

< 9=iNpog—=j(N+M)9j(N+M)po

< 9=JiNpo

= 2~ I(N+(=po)M) < 9=i(N-+poM)

as desired.
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7 Appendix C: proof of Lemma 2.5

When j = 0, one can see [12, Theorem 1.18].
When j > 0, set

Ssay9(a) = [ ¥ 9aa, )g()e
It is easy to see that S, S;;,aj can be given by
Sp.a;9a,f (@) = | Kj(z,y)f(y)dy,
Rn
where

Kj(x, y) = / ei(<25(:lm5)—¢>(y,5))aj(x7 £)aj(y,§)d£.

Set G(x,y,&) = ¢(x, &) — d(y, ). Define the operator L as

I VG - Ve
VG2
and let L* be the dual of L.
As ¢ € ®2, for any k > 1, we have
IVEG(2,y,€)| < o —y| sup IV.Vip(z, )| S |z —yllel' ™. (7.1)
(2,§)eR™ x (R™\{0})

On the other hand, as ¢ € ®? satisfies the SND condition (L3, by using [12, Proposi-
tion 1.11], one can get that

|V§G(l’,y,€)| = |V§¢(l’, 5) - V§¢(ya §)| 2 C|£L’ - y|> (72)

where ¢ depends only on \.
One can easily see that

(@) — V¢ §iG _ i _ (o) —0(u.)
VG2

So, for any M € N, applying Lemma 3.2 in [27], from (7)), (Z2)) and the fact a €
L>ST, we have

|Kj(z, )]
_ / ei(fi)(m,ﬁ)—(ﬁ(yvﬁ))aj(x’g)aj(%g)df'

- / <—¢>MLM<ei<¢<$’f>—¢<y’f”>aj<x,5>aj<y—,§>d5‘

_ / @O (L) (4. (x, £)az(y, €))dE

3M
SLwe™ Y |V 9a.0)| T |vE G| d
s=1

R kotki+--+ksn=M,ks>0
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3M

5/ |z —y[ > jePm=ror TT (1 — wllg17*) d¢
Byj+1\Byj-1

ko+ki+-+ksp=M,ks>0 s=1

M
<2jn|1’ _ y|—4M Z 2j(2m—kop)|x _ y|3M2j(ko—M)
ko=0
<IH2m) (930 — gy |) ™M, (7.3)

~Y

For any z, letting M = 0 or n+ 1 in (IZ.3]), one can obtain that
|1 K;(x, y)|dy
RTL

_ /| ey + / K ()| dy
y—x|<27IP

ly—x|>277¢

5/ 21(n+2m)dy_|_/ 2j(n+2m)(2jp|I N y|)_"_1dy
ly—z|<2—ir

‘y—x‘22*j/)
ng@m—n(p—l)) (7.4)

Similarly, for any y, we get

|K](x7 y)|dflf 5 2j(2m—n(p_1))'
R

Therefore,
||5¢7aj S;ﬂj oo < 2j(2m—n(P—1))’ ||S¢,aj S;ﬂj | oo < 2](2m—n(P—1))’

which implies that
||S¢»aj S;,aj [IERERS 97 (@m=—n(p=1))

By a standard dual argument, we have
> j(m—"2(p1))
196,05 lL2-12 = [194,0; S50, 722 S 2772700,
It follows from the Plancherel theorem that

| Tpa; fllz = 19,0, Flla S 272D fly = 272D £,

This finishes the proof.
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