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ON SOME BILINEAR FOURIER MULTIPLIERS WITH OSCILLATING

FACTORS, I

TOMOYA KATO, AKIHIKO MIYACHI, NAOTO SHIDA, AND NAOHITO TOMITA

Abstract. Bilinear Fourier multipliers of the form ei(|ξ|+|η|+|ξ+η|)σ(ξ, η) are considered.
It is proved that if σ(ξ, η) is in the Hörmander class Sm

1,0(R
2n) with m = −(n + 1)/2 then

the corresponding bilinear operator is bounded in L∞ × L∞ → bmo, h1 × L∞ → L1, and
L∞ × h1 → L1. This improves a result given by Rodŕıguez-López, Rule and Staubach.

1. Introduction

Throughout this paper, the letter n denotes the dimension of the Euclidean space that
we consider. Unless further restrictions are explicitly made, n denotes an arbitrary positive
integer. For other notation, see Notation 1.4 given at the end of this section.

We first recall a result for linear Fourier multipliers. Let θ = θ(ξ) be a measurable function
on R

n that is locally integrable and of at most polynomial growth as |ξ| → ∞. Then the
operator θ(D) is defined by

θ(D)f(x) =
1

(2π)n

∫

Rn

eix·ξ θ(ξ)f̂(ξ) dξ, x ∈ R
n,

for f in the Schwartz class S = S(Rn), where f̂ denotes the Fourier transform. The function
θ is called the multiplier. If (X, ‖ · ‖X) and (Y, ‖ · ‖Y ) are function spaces on R

n, and if there
exists a constant A such that

‖θ(D)f‖Y ≤ A‖f‖X for all f ∈ S ∩X,

then we say that θ is a Fourier multiplier for X → Y and write θ ∈ M(X → Y ). (Sometimes
we write θ(ξ) ∈ M(X → Y ) to mean θ(·) ∈ M(X → Y ).) The minimum of the constant A
is denoted by ‖θ‖M(X→Y ).

The following class is frequently used in the theory of Fourier multipliers.

Definition 1.1. For d ∈ N and m ∈ R, the class Sm
1,0(R

d) is defined to be the set of all C∞

functions σ = σ(ζ) on R
d that satisfy the estimate

|∂αζ σ(ζ)| ≤ Cα

(
1 + |ζ |

)m−|α|

for all multi-indices α.

The following theorem is known.
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Theorem A (Seeger–Sogge–Stein). Let φ be a real-valued smooth positively homogeneous
function of degree one on R

n \ {0}. Let 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞. Then for every σ ∈ Sm
1,0(R

n) with

m = −(n− 1)|1/p− 1/2| the function eiφ(ξ)σ(ξ) is a Fourier multiplier for hp → Lp, where
the target space Lp should be replaced by bmo when p = ∞.

This theorem is due to Seeger–Sogge–Stein [SSS], where a more general operator (Fourier
integral operator) is treated. The special case φ(ξ) = |ξ| is treated by Peral [P] and Miyachi
[M]. It is known that the number −(n−1)|1/p−1/2| of this theorem is sharp; see S. Sjöstrand
[Sj, Lemma 2.1 and Theorem 5.2]. Proof of the sharpness of the number −(n−1)|1/p−1/2|
can also be found in [St, Chapter IX, Section 6.13 (c)].

We shall be interested in bilinear versions of Theorem A.
We recall the definition of bilinear Fourier multiplier operators. Let σ = σ(ξ, η) be a

measurable function on R
2n that is locally integrable and of at most polynomial growth as

|ξ|+ |η| → ∞. Then the bilinear operator Tσ is defined by

Tσ(f, g)(x) =
1

(2π)2n

∫∫

Rn×Rn

eix·(ξ+η)σ(ξ, η) f̂(ξ) ĝ(η) dξdη, x ∈ R
n,

for f, g ∈ S. If X, Y , and Z are function spaces on R
n equipped with quasi-norms or

seminorms ‖ · ‖X , ‖ · ‖Y , and ‖ · ‖Z , respectively, and if there exists a constant A such that

‖Tσ(f, g)‖Z ≤ A‖f‖X ‖g‖Y for all f ∈ S ∩X and g ∈ S ∩ Y,

then we say that σ is a bilinear Fourier multiplier for X×Y to Z and write σ ∈ M(X×Y →
Z). (Sometimes we write θ(ξ, η) ∈ M(X×Y → Z) to mean θ(·, ·) ∈ M(X×Y → Z).) The
minimum of the constant A is denoted by ‖σ‖M(X×Y→Z).

The work of Grafakos–Peloso [GrP] seems to be the first one that considered a bilinear
version of Theorem A. Among general bilinear Fourier integral operators, they considered a
bilinear multiplier of the form

(1.1) ei(φ1(ξ)+φ2(η))σ(ξ, η), σ ∈ Sm
1,0(R

2n),

where φ1 and φ2 are real-valued smooth positively homogeneous functions of degree one
on R

n \ {0}. They proved that (1.1) is a bilinear Fourier multiplier for hp × hq → Lr if
1 ≤ p, q < 2, 1/p + 1/q = 1/r, and m = −(n − 1)(1/p + 1/q − 1); see [GrP, Proposition
2.4 and Remark 6.2]. (To be precise, the result of [GrP, loc. cit.] is restricted to local
estimates.)

Rodŕıguez-López–Rule–Staubach [RRS1] also considered bilinear Fourier multipliers of the
form (1.1). Among several results concerning Fourier integral operators, they extended the
result of [GrP] by proving that (1.1) is a bilinear Fourier multiplier for Hp × Hq → Lr if
n ≥ 2, 1 ≤ p, q ≤ ∞, 1/p+ 1/q = 1/r, and m = −(n− 1)(|1/p− 1/2|+ |1/q − 1/2|), where
Lr should be replaced by BMO when r = ∞; see [RRS1, Theorem 2.7]. (To be precise, the
paper [RRS1] also concerns with Fourier integral operators and the given estimate is a local
one; extension to global estimates including the multilinear case is given in the recent paper
Bergfeldt–Rodŕıguez-López–Rule–Staubach [BRRS, Theorem 1.4 and Remark 1.5].)

Kato–Miyachi–Tomita [KMT1, KMT2] also considered bilinear Fourier multipliers of the
form (1.1) and proved that the condition m = −(n− 1)(|1/p− 1/2|+ |1/q− 1/2|) of [RRS1]
can be relaxed in the case p < 2 < q or q < 2 < p. In [KMT1], it is shown that the condition
m = −(n− 1)(|1/p− 1/2|+ |1/q − 1/2|) is sharp in the range 1 ≤ p, q ≤ 2 or 2 ≤ p, q ≤ ∞,
but the sharp condition for the case 1/p+ 1/q = 1 is m = −n|1/p− 1/2|.
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Recently, Rodŕıguez-López–Rule–Staubach [RRS2] considered another bilinear version of
Theorem A. They considered the bilinear multiplier of the form

(1.2) ei(φ1(ξ)+φ2(η)+φ3(ξ+η))σ(ξ, η), σ ∈ Sm
1,0(R

2n),

where φ1, φ2, and φ3 are real-valued smooth positively homogeneous functions of degree one
on R

n\{0}. In fact [RRS2] considers more general operators, the multilinear Fourier integral
operators, but here we shall refer only to their result that concerns with the above simple
Fourier multipliers. In [RRS2, Theorem 1.4], the following theorem is proved.

Theorem B (Rodŕıguez-López–Rule–Staubach). Let n ≥ 2. Let φ1, φ2, and φ3 be real-
valued smooth positively homogeneous functions of degree one on R

n \ {0}. Suppose 1 ≤
p, q, r ≤ ∞ and 1/p+ 1/q = 1/r. Define m1(p, q) ∈ R by

m1(p, q) = −(n− 1)
(
|1/p− 1/2|+ |1/q − 1/2|+ |1/r − 1/2|

)
.

Then for every σ ∈ Sm
1,0(R

2n) with m = m1(p, q) the function (1.2) is a bilinear Fourier
multiplier for hq × hq → Lr, where Lr should be replaced by bmo when r = ∞.

Now the main purpose of the present paper is to show that, in the special case where φ1 =
φ2 = φ3 = | · |, the condition m = m1(p, q) of Theorem B for (p, q) = (∞,∞), (1,∞), (∞, 1)
can be relaxed.

The following is the main result of the present paper.

Theorem 1.2. Let n ≥ 2. Then for every σ ∈ Sm
1,0(R

2n) with m = −(n+1)/2, the function

ei(|ξ|+|η|+|ξ+η|)σ(ξ, η) is a bilinear Fourier multiplier for L∞ × L∞ → bmo, h1 × L∞ → L1,
and L∞ × h1 → L1.

Notice that m1(p, q) of Theorem B gives m1(∞,∞) = m1(1,∞) = m1(∞, 1) = −3(n −
1)/2, which is smaller than the number −(n + 1)/2 of Theorem 1.2 in the case n ≥ 3.

As for the condition m = −(n + 1)/2 of Theorem 1.2, the present authors do not know
whether it is sharp. However, concerning this condition, we shall prove a weak result that a
key inequality in our proof of Theorem 1.2 cannot be extended to the case m > −(n+ 1)/2.
The precise statement will be given in Proposition 5.1 in Section 5. Notice that it does not
prove the sharpness of the number −(n + 1)/2 of Theorem 1.2. For the condition on m in
(1.2), see also Remark 1.3 (1) below.

Here are some remarks concerning the subject of this paper.

Remark 1.3. (1) It should be an interesting problem to find sharp condition on m for which
the multiplier (1.2) be a bilinear Fourier multiplier for hp × hq → Lr or bmo. Observe that
m1(p, q) of Theorem B is equal to −(n − 1)/2 if 2 ≤ p, q, r ≤ ∞. In [RRS2, Section 4,
p. 17], it is shown that m = −(n − 1)/2 is the sharp condition in the case p = q = 4 and
r = 2. In [BRRS, the end of Section 3, p. 15], it is shown that m = −(n− 1)/2 is also sharp
in the case 2 ≤ p, q ≤ ∞ and r = 2. If we combine these results with a simple argument
using interpolation and duality, we see that for every (p, q, r) satisfying 1 ≤ p, q, r ≤ ∞ and
1/p+1/q = 1/r the condition m ≤ −(n−1)/2 is necessary for all the multipliers (1.2) to be
bilinear Fourier multipliers for hp × hq → Lr, where Lr should be replaced by BMO when
r = ∞.

(2) It may be an interesting problem to generalize Theorem 1.2 to the multipliers of the
form (1.2) with φℓ being general homogeneous functions of degree one. Our proof of Theorem

1.2 relies on the estimate of the function
(
ei|ξ|θ(2−jξ)

)∨
(x) for θ ∈ C∞

0 (Rn), in particular the
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estimate of the L∞-norm of this function is crucial in our proof. But the L∞-estimate cannot
be extended to

(
eiφ(ξ)θ(2−jξ)

)∨
(x) with φ being a general positively homogeneous function

on degree one (see Remark 3.5 (2)).

In the forthcoming article [KMST], the same authors will consider bilinear Fourier multi-
pliers of the form

ei(|ξ|
s+|η|s+|ξ+η|s)σ(ξ, η), s > 0, s 6= 1.

It uses several ideas used in the present paper, but the results are independent.
The contents of the rest of the paper are as follows. In Section 2, we shall give some

preliminary argument for the multipliers of the form (1.2). In Section 3, we give estimates

for functions of the form
(
ei|ξ|θ(2−jξ)

)∨
(x), which will be used in the proof of Theorem 1.2.

In Section 4, we prove Theorem 1.2. In Section 5, the last section, we give the proposition
concerning the condition m = −(n + 1)/2 as mentioned above.

We end this section by introducing some notations used throughout the paper.

Notation 1.4. The letter N denotes the set of positive integers. For E, F ⊂ R
n and v ∈ R

n,
we write E + F = {x + y | x ∈ E, y ∈ F} and v + F = {v} + F . We write the ball of Rn

as B(x, r) = {y ∈ R
n | |x− y| < r}. A subset of Rn of the form {x ∈ R

n | a < |x| < b} with
0 < a < b <∞ will be called an annulus.

The Fourier transform and the inverse Fourier transform on R
d are defined by

f̂(ξ) =

∫

Rd

e−iξ·xf(x) dx, (g)∨(x) =
1

(2π)d

∫

Rd

eiξ·xg(ξ) dξ.

Sometimes we use rude expressions
(
f(x)

)∧
or

(
g(ξ)

)∨
to denote

(
f(·)

)∧
or

(
g(·)

)∨
, respec-

tively.
We use the usual dyadic partition of unity, which is defined as follows. We take a function

ψ ∈ C∞
0 (Rn) such that suppψ ⊂ {2−1 ≤ |ξ| ≤ 2} and

∑∞
j=−∞ ψ(2−jξ) = 1 for all ξ 6= 0. We

define functions ζ and ϕ by ζ(ξ) =
∑∞

j=1 ψ(2
−jξ) and ϕ(ξ) = 1 − ζ(ξ). Thus ζ(ξ) = 0 for

|ξ| ≤ 1, ζ(ξ) = 1 for |ξ| ≥ 2, ϕ(ξ) = 1 for |ξ| ≤ 1, and ϕ(ξ) = 0 for |ξ| ≥ 2. For j ∈ N ∪ {0},
we write

ψj(ξ) =

{
ψ(2−jξ) if j ∈ N,

ϕ(ξ) if j = 0.

Observe the following equality:

(1.3)

k∑

j=0

ψj(ξ) = ϕ(2−kξ), k ∈ N ∪ {0}.

Notice, however, that we sometimes use the letter ψ to denote other functions.
For a smooth function θ on R

d and for a nonnegative integer M , we write ‖θ‖CM =
max|α|≤M supξ∈Rd

∣∣∂αξ θ(ξ)
∣∣. For 0 < p ≤ ∞, Hp denotes the usual Hardy space and hp

denotes the local Hardy space. The space of bounded mean oscillation is denoted by BMO,
which is the dual of H1. The local version of BMO is denoted by bmo, which is the dual
space of h1. We use the convention that Hp = hp = Lp if 1 < p ≤ ∞. For Hp and BMO,
see Stein [St, Chapters III and IV]. For hp and bmo, see Goldberg [Go].
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2. Preliminaries

In this section, we shall give a preliminary argument to reduce the claim

(2.1) ei(|ξ|+|η|+|ξ+η|)σ(ξ, η) ∈ M(X × Y → Z) for all σ ∈ Sm
1,0(R

2n)

to simple inequalities. We shall also consider the necessary condition for the above claim.
In this section, X , Y , and Z denote general function spaces on R

n.

2.1. Reduction of the proof of the claim (2.1). In this subsection, we shall recall the
argument to reduce the proof of the claim (2.1) to the case where σ is a sum of functions
of product form. In fact, this argument is well-known. The idea goes back to Coifman
and Meyer [CM1, Chapter II, Lemma 4, p. 46; Chapter II, Section 13, pp. 54–58]; a clear
presentation can also be found in [Gr2, Section 7.5.2]. We shall briefly recall the argument.

Suppose a function σ ∈ Sm
1,0(R

2n) is given.
Using the functions ψj of Notation 1.4, we decompose σ as

σ(ξ, η) =
∑

j,k

σ(ξ, η)ψj(ξ)ψk(η)

=
∑

j−k≥3

+
∑

j−k≤−3

+
∑

−2≤j−k≤2

= σI(ξ, η) + σII(ξ, η) + σIII(ξ, η),

where the indices j and k run over nonnegative integers.
Consider σI. By (1.3), this is written as

σI(ξ, η) =

∞∑

j=3

j−3∑

k=0

σ(ξ, η)ψj(ξ)ψk(η) =

∞∑

j=3

σ(ξ, η)ψ(2−jξ)ϕ(2−j+3η).

The assumption σ ∈ Sm
1,0(R

2n) gives the estimate
∣∣∂αξ ∂βη σ(ξ, η)

∣∣ ≤ Cα,β2
j(m−|α|−|β|)

in a neighborhood of the support of the function ψ(2−jξ)ϕ(2−j+3η). Hence using the Fourier
series expansion of period 2π · 2jZn × 2π · 2j−3

Z
n we see that σI is written as

σI(ξ, η) =

∞∑

j=3

∑

a,b∈Zn

cI,j(a, b)e
ia·2−jξeib·2

−j+3ηψ(2−jξ)ϕ(2−j+3η)

with the coefficient cI,j(a, b) satisfying the estimate

(2.2)
∣∣cI,j(a, b)

∣∣ . 2jm(1 + |a|)−L(1 + |b|)−L

for any L > 0.
Similarly, σII and σIII can be written as

σII(ξ, η) =
∞∑

j=3

∑

a,b∈Zn

cII,j(a, b)e
ia·2−j+3ξeib·2

−jηϕ(2−j+3ξ)ψ(2−jη),

σIII(ξ, η) =
2∑

ℓ=−2

∞∑

j=max{0,ℓ}

∑

a,b∈Zn

cIII,j,ℓ(a, b)e
ia·2−jξeib·2

−j+ℓηψ(2−jξ)ψ(2−j+ℓη),
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where ψ(2−jξ) and ψ(2−j+ℓη) in σIII(ξ, η) should be replaced by ϕ(ξ) or ϕ(η) if j = 0 or
j−ℓ = 0, respectively, and the coefficients cII,j(a, b) and cIII,j,ℓ(a, b) satisfy the same estimates
as (2.2).

Now, in view of the above decomposition of the functions of Sm
1,0(R

2n), we see that in order
to prove the claim (2.1) it is sufficient to show the estimate

(2.3)
∥∥ei(|ξ|+|η|+|ξ+η|)σ(ξ, η)

∥∥
M(X×Y →Z)

≤ c‖θ1‖CM‖θ2‖CM ,

with c = c(n,m,X, Y, Z, supp θ1, supp θ2) and M = M(n,m,X, Y, Z), in the following two
cases. Case 1: θ1 and θ2 are functions in C∞

0 (Rn) for which at least two of the sets supp θ1,
supp θ2, and supp θ1 + supp θ2 are included in an annulus and σ is defined by

(2.4) σ(ξ, η) =

∞∑

j=1

cjθ1(2
−jξ)θ2(2

−jη)

with complex numbers cj satisfying |cj| ≤ 2jm. Case 2: θ1, θ2 ∈ C∞
0 (Rn) and σ(ξ, η) =

θ1(ξ)θ2(η).
In fact, if (2.3) is proved for Case 1, then, applying it to the case of functions θ1(ξ) =

eia·ξψ(ξ) and θ2(η) = eib·2
3ηϕ(23η), and to the coefficients cj = cI,j(a, b)(1 + |a|)L(1 + |b|)L,

we see that
∥∥∥∥e

i(|ξ|+|η|+|ξ+η|)
∞∑

j=3

cI,j(a, b)e
ia·2−jξeib·2

−j+3ηψ(2−jξ)ϕ(2−j+3η)

∥∥∥∥
M(X×Y→Z)

. (1 + |a|)−L+M(1 + |b|)−L+M

and hence taking L sufficiently large and taking sum over (a, b) ∈ Z
2n, we see that ei(|ξ|+|η|+|ξ+η|)σI(ξ, η)

is a bilinear Fourier multiplier for X × Y → Z. Similar argument applies to σII and to the
sum of the terms of σIII corresponding to j ≥ 3. The sum of the terms of σIII corresponding
to j ≤ 2 can be handled by Case 2.

2.2. Use of duality. We shall observe the dual form of the inequality (2.3).
Suppose we have a function space (Z ′, ‖ · ‖Z′) such that the duality relation

(2.5)
∥∥F

∥∥
Z
≈ sup

{∣∣∣∣
∫
F (x)h(x) dx

∣∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣ h ∈ S, ‖h‖Z′ ≤ 1

}

holds at least for all bounded continuous functions F on R
n.

Suppose θ1, θ2, θ3 ∈ C∞
0 (Rn) satisfy the condition

(2.6) θ3(−ζ) = 1 for all ζ ∈ supp θ1 + supp θ2.

Observe that if θ1, θ2, θ3 satisfy the condition (2.6) then the following identity holds for all
f, g, h ∈ S:

∫
Tei(|ξ|+|η|+|ξ+η|)θ1(2−jξ)θ2(2−jη)(f, g)(x)h(x) dx

=
1

(2π)2n

∫∫
ei(|ξ|+|η|+|ξ+η|) θ1(2

−jξ)θ2(2
−jη)θ3(2

−j(−ξ − η))f̂(ξ)ĝ(η)ĥ(−ξ − η) dξdη

=

∫
ei|D|θ1(2

−jD)f(x) · ei|D|θ2(2
−jD)g(x) · ei|D|θ3(2

−jD)h(x) dx.
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From this identity and from the duality relation (2.5), we see the following: the inequality
(2.3) holds for all σ defined by (2.4) with (cj)j∈N satisfying |cj| ≤ 2jm if and only if the
inequality

(2.7)

∞∑

j=1

2jm
∣∣∣∣
∫
ei|D|θ1(2

−jD)f(x) · ei|D|θ2(2
−jD)g(x) · ei|D|θ3(2

−jD)h(x) dx

∣∣∣∣

≤ c′‖θ1‖CM‖θ2‖CM‖f‖X‖g‖Y ‖h‖Z′

holds; and (2.3) holds for σ(ξ, η) = θ1(ξ)θ2(η) if and only if the inequality

(2.8)

∣∣∣∣
∫
ei|D|θ1(D)f(x) · ei|D|θ2(D)g(x) · ei|D|θ3(D)h(x) dx

∣∣∣∣
≤ c′‖θ1‖CM‖θ2‖CM‖f‖X‖g‖Y ‖h‖Z′

holds (the constant c in (2.3) and the constant c′ in (2.7) or (2.8) may not be the same).
Notice that if θ1, θ2 satisfy the condition of Case 1 of Subsection 2.1 then we can take

θ3 ∈ C∞
0 so that the condition (2.6) is satisfied and at least two of the sets supp θ1, supp θ2,

and supp θ3 are included in an annulus.

2.3. Necessary conditions. Here we shall see that the estimates (2.7) is also necessary for
the claim (2.1) to hold.

Assume that the claim (2.1) holds and assume Z ′ is a function space that satisfies the
duality relation (2.5). Also assume θ1, θ2, θ3 are functions in C∞

0 (Rn) that satisfy (2.6) and
assume that either θ1 or θ2 has its support included in an annulus.

Let (cj)j∈N be a sequence of complex numbers such that |cj| ≤ 2jm and consider the
multiplier σ defined by (2.4). Then, since either supp θ1 or supp θ2 is included in an annulus,
the support of the function θ1(2

−jξ)θ2(2
−jη) is included in the set {a2j ≤ |ξ|+ |η| ≤ b2j} for

some 0 < a < b < ∞. From this we see that σ belongs to the class Sm
1,0(R

2n) and moreover
the inequality

∣∣∂αξ ∂βη σ(ξ, η)
∣∣ ≤ Cα,β‖θ1‖C|α|‖θ2‖C|β|(1 + |ξ|+ |η|)m−|α|−|β|

holds with Cα,β depending only on α, β, n,m, a, and b. Hence, from the claim (2.1) and
from the uniform boundedness principle, it follows that σ satisfies the inequality (2.3) with c
depending only on n,m,X, Y, Z, a, and b, and with M depending only on n,m,X, Y , and Z.
Hence, by the duality argument given in Subsection 2.2, it follows that inequality (2.7) holds
with c′ depending only on n,m,X, Y, Z, Z ′, a, and b. Thus (2.7) is a necessary condition for
(2.1).

In particular, the inequality

2jm
∣∣∣∣
∫
ei|D|θ1(2

−jD)f(x) · ei|D|θ2(2
−jD)g(x) · ei|D|θ3(2

−jD)h(x) dx

∣∣∣∣
≤ c‖θ1‖CM‖θ2‖CM‖f‖X‖g‖Y ‖h‖Z′

with c independent of j ∈ N is a necessary condition for (2.1).

3. Estimates for kernels

Lemma 3.1. Suppose ψ ∈ C∞
0 (Rn) and suppψ ⊂ {a ≤ |ξ| ≤ b} with some 0 < a < b <∞.

Then for every N > 0 there exist c ∈ (0,∞) and M ∈ N depending only on n, a, b, and N
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such that ∣∣(ei|ξ|ψ(2−jξ)
)∨
(x)

∣∣ ≤ c‖ψ‖CM2j(n+1)/2
(
1 + 2j|1− |x||

)−N

for all j ∈ N and x ∈ R
n.

Proof. We write

fj(x) =
(
ei|ξ|ψ(2−jξ)

)∨
(x) =

1

(2π)n

∫

Rn

eix·ξ ei|ξ| ψ(2−jξ) dξ, j ∈ N, x ∈ R
n.

The proof is easy in the case n = 1. In fact, if n = 1 and if we write ψ1(ξ) = ψ(ξ)1{ξ>0}

and ψ2(ξ) = ψ(ξ)1{ξ<0}, then

fj(x) =
(
eiξψ1(2

−jξ)
)∨
(x) +

(
e−iξψ2(2

−jξ)
)∨
(x)

= 2j(ψ1)
∨
(
2j(x+ 1)

)
+ 2j(ψ2)

∨
(
2j(x− 1)

)
.

Both ψ1 and ψ2 are functions in the class C∞
0 (R) and their inverse Fourier transforms are

functions in the Schwartz class, and thus

|fj(x)| . 2j
(
1 + 2j|x+ 1|

)−N
+ 2j

(
1 + 2j|x− 1|

)−N
≈ 2j

(
1 + 2j

∣∣1− |x|
∣∣)−N

.

In the rest of the argument, we assume n ≥ 2.
To estimate fj(x), we recall the analysis of Seeger–Sogge–Stein [SSS]. For j ∈ N, take

points {ξνj }ν such that

ξνj ∈ Sn−1 = {ξ ∈ R
n | |ξ| = 1},

ν 6= ν ′ ⇒
∣∣ξνj − ξν

′

j

∣∣ ≥ 2−j/2,

Sn−1 =
⋃

ν

{
ξ ∈ Sn−1 | |ξ − ξνj | < 2−j/2

}
,

and take functions {χν
j}ν such that

χν
j is a smooth positively homogeneous function of degree 0 on R

n \ {0},

χν
j (ξ) 6= 0 ⇒

∣∣∣∣
ξ

|ξ|
− ξνj

∣∣∣∣ < 2 · 2−j/2,

|∂αξ χ
ν
j (ξ)| ≤ Cα (2

j/2)|α||ξ|−|α|,
∑

ν

χν
j (ξ) = 1 for all ξ ∈ R

n \ {0}.

The index ν runs over an index set of cardinality ≈ (2j/2)n−1. Using this partition of unity
{χν

j}ν , we decompose fj(x) as

fj(x) =
∑

ν

f ν
j (x),

f ν
j (x) =

(
ei|ξ|ψ(2−jξ)χν

j (ξ)
)∨
(x) =

1

(2π)n

∫

Rn

ei(ξ·x+|ξ|) ψ(2−jξ)χν
j (ξ) dξ.

We write the phase function of the oscillating factor ei(ξ·x+|ξ|) as

ξ · x+ |ξ| = ξ ·
(
x+ ξνj

)
+ hνj (ξ),

hνj (ξ) = ξ ·

(
ξ

|ξ|
− ξνj

)
,



BILINEAR FOURIER MULTIPLIERS 9

and write f ν
j (x) as

f ν
j (x) =

1

(2π)n

∫

Rn

eiξ·(x+ξνj ) ψ(2−jξ)χν
j (ξ)e

ihν
j (ξ) dξ.

The integrand on the right hand side has support included in the set

Eν
j =

{
ξ ∈ R

n

∣∣∣∣ 2
ja ≤ |ξ| ≤ 2jb,

∣∣∣∣
ξ

|ξ|
− ξνj

∣∣∣∣ ≤ 2 · 2−j/2

}
.

The following estimates hold for ξ ∈ Eν
j :

∣∣∂αξ
[
ψ(2−jξ)χν

j (ξ)e
ihν

j (ξ)
]∣∣ ≤ cα‖ψ‖C|α|(2j/2)−|α|,

∣∣(ξνj · ∇ξ)
k
[
ψ(2−jξ)χν

j (ξ)e
ihν

j (ξ)
]∣∣ ≤ ck‖ψ‖Ck(2j)−k.

The Lebesgue measure of Eν
j satisfies |Eν

j | ≈ (2j)
n+1
2 . Hence by integration by parts we

obtain the following two estimates:

|f ν
j (x)| ≤ cL‖ψ‖CL(2j)

n+1
2

(
1 + 2j/2|x+ ξνj |

)−L
,

|f ν
j (x)| ≤ cL‖ψ‖CL(2j)

n+1
2

(
1 + 2j|ξνj · (x+ ξνj )|

)−L
,

where L ∈ N can be taken arbitrarily large. Putting the above two estimates together, we
write

|f ν
j (x)| ≤ cL ‖ψ‖CL (2j)

n+1
2 gνj (x)

with
gνj (x) = min

{(
1 + 2j/2|x+ ξνj |

)−L
,
(
1 + 2j|ξνj · (x+ ξνj )|

)−L}
.

Remember that gνj (x) depends on L. As for details of the above argument and its general-
ization to the case where |ξ| is replaced by a general homogeneous function φ(ξ), see [SSS]
or [St, Chapter IX, Section 4].

Now, to prove Lemma 3.1, it is sufficient to show that if N > 0 is given then we can take
L = L(n,N) sufficiently large so that we have

(3.1)
∑

ν

gνj (x) ≤ cN
(
1 + 2j

∣∣1− |x|
∣∣)−N

.

If |x| ≥ 11
10
, then |x+ ξνj | ≈ |x| for all ξνj and hence

gνj (x) ≤
(
1 + 2j/2|x+ ξνj |

)−L
≈ (2j/2|x|)−L.

Taking sum over ν’s of cardinality ≈ (2j/2)n−1, we obtain
∑

ν

gνj (x) . (2j/2)−L+n−1|x|−L,

which implies (3.1) if L is chosen sufficiently large.
If |x| ≤ 9

10
, then |x+ ξνj | ≈ 1 for all ξνj and hence

gνj (x) ≤
(
1 + 2j/2|x+ ξνj |

)−L
≈ (2j/2)−L.

Taking sum over ν, we have ∑

ν

gνj (x) . (2j/2)−L+n−1,

which implies (3.1) if L is chosen sufficiently large.
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In the rest of the argument, we assume 9
10
< |x| < 11

10
. To simplify notation, we write

|x| = 1± δ, 0 ≤ δ <
1

10
,

θνj = (the angle between −x and ξνj ), 0 ≤ θνj ≤ π.

If θνj ≥ 1, then, for x satisfying 9
10
< |x| < 11

10
, we have |x+ ξνj | ≈ 1 and hence

gνj (x) ≤
(
1 + 2j/2|x+ ξνj |

)−L
≈ (2j/2)−L.

Thus ∑

ν: θνj ≥1

gνj (x) . (2j/2)−L+n−1,

which satisfies the bound of (3.1) if L is sufficiently large. Thus in the rest of the argument
we shall consider ν’s that satisfy θνj < 1.

Observe that

(3.2) |x+ ξνj | =
(
1 + 2x · ξνj + |x|2

)1/2
= {(1− |x|)2 + 2|x|(1− cos θνj )}

1/2 ≈ δ + θνj .

On the other hand we have

(3.3) ∓δ +
1

3
(θνj )

2 ≤ ξνj · (x+ ξνj ) ≤ ∓δ +
2

3
(θνj )

2.

To see this, observe that Taylor expansion gives

cos θνj = 1−
(θνj )

2

2
+R4(θ

ν
j )

with
∣∣R4(θ

ν
j )
∣∣ ≤

(θνj )
4

4!
+

(θνj )
6

6!
+ · · · ≤

1

12
(θνj )

2 for 0 ≤ θνj < 1.

Thus

ξνj · (x+ ξνj ) = 1− |x| cos θνj = 1− (1± δ)

(
1−

(θνj )
2

2
+R4(θ

ν
j )

)

= ∓δ +
(θνj )

2

2
± δ

(θνj )
2

2
− (1± δ)R4(θ

ν
j )

and ∣∣∣∣± δ
(θνj )

2

2
− (1± δ)R4(θ

ν
j )

∣∣∣∣ ≤
1

10
·
1

2
(θνj )

2 +
11

10
·
1

12
(θνj )

2 ≤
1

6
(θνj )

2,

from which (3.3) follows.
From (3.3), we see that

(3.4) 0 ≤ δ <
1

10
, 0 ≤ θνj < 1, θνj ≤ δ1/2 ⇒ |ξνj · (x+ ξνj )| ≈ δ.

Now, to estimate
∑

ν: θνj <1 g
ν
j (x), we divide ν’s into two sets: θνj > δ1/2 and θνj ≤ δ1/2.

Firstly consider ν’s that satisfy θνj > δ1/2. For these ν, we use (3.2) to see that

gνj (x) ≤
(
1 + 2j/2|x+ ξνj |

)−L
≈ (1 + 2j/2(θνj + δ))−L ≈ (1 + 2j/2θνj )

−L.

To compute the sum of the last quantity, we classify ν’s by the inequality

2−j/2(m− 1) ≤ θνj < 2−j/2m, m ∈ N.
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Since we are considering ν’s satisfying θνj > δ1/2, we need only m that satisfy m > 2j/2δ1/2.

Since the points ξνj are on the (n − 1)-dimensional unit sphere Sn−1 and they are 2−j/2-
separated, we have

card {ν | 2−j/2(m− 1) ≤ θνj < 2−j/2m} .
(2−j/2m)n−22−j/2

(2−j/2)n−1
= mn−2.

Hence ∑

ν: 1>θνj >δ1/2

gνj (x) .
∑

ν: 1>θνj >δ1/2

(1 + 2j/2θνj )
−L

.
∑

m∈N, m>2j/2δ1/2

∑

ν: 2−j/2(m−1)≤θνj <2−j/2m

m−L

.
∑

m∈N, m>2j/2δ1/2

m−Lmn−2 ≈ (1 + 2j/2δ1/2)−L+n−1.

This satisfies the bound of (3.1) if L is chosen sufficiently large.
Next consider ν’s that satisfy θνj ≤ δ1/2. For these ν’s, we use (3.4) to see that

gνj (x) ≤
(
1 + 2j|ξνj · (x+ ξνj )|

)−L
≈ (1 + 2jδ)−L.

Since the points ξνj are on Sn−1 and 2−j/2-separated, we have

card
{
ν | θνj ≤ δ1/2

}
.

(δ1/2)n−1

(2−j/2)n−1
=

(
2j/2δ1/2

)n−1
.

Hence ∑

ν: θνj ≤δ1/2

gνj (x) .
∑

ν: θνj ≤δ1/2

(1 + 2jδ)−L

.
(
1 + 2jδ

)−L (
2j/2δ1/2

)n−1
<

(
1 + 2jδ

)−L+(n−1)/2
,

which satisfies the bound of (3.1) if L is chosen sufficiently large. This completes the proof
of Lemma 3.1. �

Lemma 3.2. Suppose θ ∈ C∞
0 (Rn) and supp θ ⊂ {|ξ| ≤ a} with a ∈ (0,∞). Let ζ be the

function of Notation 1.4. Then for every N > 0 there exist c ∈ (0,∞) and M ∈ N depending
only on n, a, and N such that

∣∣(ei|ξ|ζ(ξ)θ(2−jξ)
)∨
(x)

∣∣ ≤ c‖θ‖CM

{
|x|−N if |x| > 2,

2j(n+1)/2
(
1 + 2j|1− |x||

)−(n+1)/2
if |x| ≤ 2,

for all j ∈ N and x ∈ R
n.

Proof. Take a nonnegative integer j0 such that a ≤ 2j0. Then we have

ζ(ξ)θ(2−jξ) =

j+j0∑

k=1

ψ(2−kξ)θ(2−jξ)

and hence
(
ei|ξ|ζ(ξ)θ(2−jξ)

)∨
(x) =

j+j0∑

k=1

(
ei|ξ|ψ(2−kξ)θ(2−jξ)

)∨
(x).
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For each term on the right hand side, we use Lemma 3.1 to see that
∣∣(ei|ξ|ψ(2−kξ)θ(2−jξ)

)∨
(x)

∣∣ . ‖ψ(·)θ(2k−j·)‖CM2k(n+1)/2
(
1 + 2k|1− |x||

)−L

. ‖θ‖CM2k(n+1)/2
(
1 + 2k|1− |x||

)−L
,

where the second . holds because k ≤ j+ j0, and L can be taken arbitrarily large. Taking L
sufficiently large and taking sum over k = 1, . . . , j + j0, we obtain the desired estimate. �

Lemma 3.3. Let θ ∈ C∞
0 (Rn) and let ϕ be the function of Notation 1.4. Then there exist

c ∈ (0,∞) depending only on n such that
∣∣(ei|ξ|ϕ(ξ)θ(2−jξ)

)∨
(x)

∣∣ ≤ c‖θ‖Cn+2(1 + |x|)−n−1

for all j ∈ N and x ∈ R
n.

Proof. Consider in general a function θ̃ ∈ C∞
0 (Rn) with supp θ̃ ⊂ {|ξ| ≤ 2}. Then we have

∣∣∂αξ
[
(ei|ξ| − 1)θ̃(ξ)

]∣∣ . ‖θ̃‖C|α||ξ|1−|α|.

Hence, if ψ is the function of Notation 1.4, then
∣∣∂αξ

[
(ei|ξ| − 1)θ̃(ξ)ψ(2−kξ)

]∣∣ . ‖θ̃‖C|α|(2k)1−|α|

for all k ∈ Z satisfying k ≤ 1. Taking inverse Fourier transform, we see that
∣∣[(ei|ξ| − 1)θ̃(ξ)ψ(2−kξ)

]∨
(x)

∣∣ . ‖θ̃‖CN2k(1+n)(1 + 2k|x|)−N .

Taking N = n+ 2 and taking sum over k ≤ 1, we obtain

∣∣((ei|ξ| − 1)θ̃(ξ)
)∨
(x)

∣∣ .
1∑

k=−∞

‖θ̃‖Cn+2 2k(1+n)(1 + 2k|x|)−n−2

≈ ‖θ̃‖Cn+2(1 + |x|)−n−1.

On the other hand, we also have
(
θ̃(ξ)

)∨
(x) . ‖θ̃‖Cn+1(1 + |x|)−n−1.

Combining the two inequalities, we have
∣∣(ei|ξ| θ̃(ξ)

)∨
(x)

∣∣ . ‖θ̃‖Cn+2(1 + |x|)−n−1.

Applying the last inequality to θ̃(ξ) = ϕ(ξ)θ(2−jξ), j ∈ N, we obtain the desired inequality
since

∥∥ϕ(·)θ(2−j·)
∥∥
CM .

∥∥θ
∥∥
CM for j ∈ N. �

Lemma 3.4. Let θ ∈ C∞
0 (Rn) and suppose supp θ ⊂ {|ξ| ≤ a} with a ∈ (0,∞). If n = 1 and

1 < p ≤ ∞, or if n ≥ 2 and 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, then there exist c ∈ (0,∞) and M ∈ N depending
only on n, a, and p such that

∥∥(ei|ξ|θ(2−jξ)
)∨∥∥

Lp ≤ c‖θ‖CM2j((n+1)/2−1/p)

for all j ∈ N.

Proof. This can be seen from the inequalities of Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3 by simple integration.
�
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Remark 3.5. (1) The inequality of Lemma 3.4 does not hold in the case n = p = 1. This can

be seen from the fact that in the 1-dimensional case
(
ei|ξ|

)∨
is not a finite complex measure

on R.
(2) If we replace the function |ξ| by a function φ(ξ) which is real-valued, positively ho-

mogeneous of degree one, and C∞ away from the origin, then the claim of Lemma 3.4
still holds if n = 1 and 1 < p ≤ ∞ or if n ≥ 2 and 1 ≤ p ≤ 2, but it does not hold
in general for n ≥ 2 and 2 < p ≤ ∞. In fact, in the extreme case φ(ξ) ≡ 0, we have(
eiφ(ξ)θ(2−jξ)

)∨
(x) = 2jn(θ)∨(2jx), whose Lp-norm is ≈ 2j(n−n/p), except for the trivial θ,

and n− n/p > (n+ 1)/2− 1/p if n ≥ 2 and 2 < p ≤ ∞.

4. Proof of Theorem 1.2

In this section, we shall prove Theorem 1.2. Throughout this section, we assume n ≥ 2
and m = −(n + 1)/2.

4.1. Scheme of the proof. In order to prove Theorem 1.2, we shall prove the following
two inequalities for all θ1, θ2, θ3 ∈ C∞

0 (Rn):

(4.1)

∣∣∣∣
∫
ei|D|θ1(D)f(x) · ei|D|θ2(D)g(x) · ei|D|θ3(D)h(x) dx

∣∣∣∣
≤ c‖θ1‖CM‖θ2‖CM‖θ3‖CM‖f‖L∞‖g‖L∞‖h‖h1,

(4.2)

∞∑

j=1

2jm
∣∣∣∣
∫
ei|D|θ1(2

−jD)f(x) · ei|D|θ2(2
−jD)g(x) · ei|D|θ3(2

−jD)h(x) dx

∣∣∣∣

≤ c‖θ1‖CM‖θ2‖CM‖θ3‖CM‖f‖L∞‖g‖L∞‖h‖h1.

In both inequalities, M is a positive integer depending only on n, and c is a positive constant
depending only on n, supp θ1, supp θ2, and supp θ3. Observe that, by virtue of the arguments
of Subsections 2.1 and 2.2, the conclusion of Theorem 1.2 for all three cases, L∞×L∞ → bmo,
h1 × L∞ → L1, and L∞ × h1 → L1, follow from these two inequalities.

As for the inequality (4.2), according to the argument of Subsections 2.1 and 2.2, it is
sufficient to show it under the assumption that at least two of the functions θ1, θ2, θ3 have
their supports included in an annulus. But in our proof of Theorem 1.2 we don’t use this
additional assumption.

We shall simplify notation. We take a sufficiently large M ∈ N. By homogeneity, we may
assume ‖θ1‖CM = ‖θ2‖CM = ‖θ3‖CM = 1. For j ∈ N ∪ {0}, we write

Sw
j f = ei|D|θ1(2

−jD)f, Sw
j g = ei|D|θ2(2

−jD)g, Sw
j h = ei|D|θ3(2

−jD)h.

Notice that the above operators Sw
j are not the same one; we did not distinguish θ1, θ2,

and θ3. We shall use this rough notation since it will cause no significant confusion in our
argument. Thus our task is to prove the inequalities

∣∣∣∣
∫
Sw
0 f(x) · S

w
0 g(x) · S

w
0 h(x) dx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ c‖f‖L∞‖g‖L∞‖h‖h1

and
∞∑

j=1

2jm
∣∣∣∣
∫
Sw
j f(x) · S

w
j g(x) · S

w
j h(x) dx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ c‖f‖L∞‖g‖L∞‖h‖h1.
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Now, instead of proving the above inequalities, we shall prove the stronger inequalities
∥∥Sw

0 f · Sw
0 g · S

w
0 h

∥∥
L1 ≤ c‖f‖L∞‖g‖L∞‖h‖h1

and
∞∑

j=1

2jm
∥∥Sw

j f · Sw
j g · S

w
j h

∥∥
L1 ≤ c‖f‖L∞‖g‖L∞‖h‖h1,

which certainly imply the desired inequalities for the integrals
∫
Sw
j f · Sw

j g · S
w
j h dx.

We make another reduction. By virtue of the atomic decomposition of h1 and translation
invariance of the situation, it is sufficient to prove the above L1-norm inequalities in the
case where h is an h1-atom supported on a ball centered at the origin (as for the atomic
decomposition of h1, see Goldberg [Go]). Hence we assume h satisfies the following condition:





h ∈ L∞(Rn),

supp h ⊂ {|x| ≤ r} with some r ∈ (0, 1],

‖h‖L∞ ≤ r−n,
∫
h(x) dx = 0 if r < 1.

Under the above assumptions, our goal is to prove the inequalities

(4.3)
∥∥Sw

0 f · Sw
0 g · S

w
0 h

∥∥
L1 ≤ c‖f‖L∞‖g‖L∞

and

(4.4)
∞∑

j=1

2jm
∥∥Sw

j f · Sw
j g · S

w
j h

∥∥
L1 ≤ c‖f‖L∞‖g‖L∞.

To prove (4.3) and (4.4), we will use the kernels of the operators Sw
j . We write

Kw
j (x) =

(
ei|ξ|θℓ(2

−jξ)
)∨
(x), ℓ = 1, 2, 3.

Thus Sw
j F = Kw

j ∗ F . Notice that here again our notation is rough; we did not distinguish
the three functions θℓ, ℓ = 1, 2, 3. But the above notation will cause no confusion. The
estimates of the kernel Kw

j are given in Section 3.

4.2. Proof of (4.3). By Lemma 3.4, we have ‖Kw
0 ‖L1 . 1, and thus

‖Sw
0 f‖L∞ ≤ ‖Kw

0 ‖L1‖f‖L∞ . ‖f‖L∞ ,

‖Sw
0 g‖L∞ ≤ ‖Kw

0 ‖L1‖g‖L∞ . ‖g‖L∞,

‖Sw
0 h‖L1 ≤ ‖Kw

0 ‖L1‖h‖L1 . ‖h‖L1 . 1.

Hence Hölder’s inequality gives

‖Sw
0 f · Sw

0 g · S
w
0 h‖L1 ≤ ‖Sw

0 f‖L∞‖Sw
0 g‖L∞‖Sw

0 h‖L1 . ‖f‖L∞‖g‖L∞ .

Thus (4.3) is proved.
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4.3. Reduction of the proof of (4.4). To prove (4.4), we decompose the L1(Rn)-norm as

‖ . . . ‖L1 = ‖ . . . ‖L1(B(0,4)) +

∞∑

k=2

‖ . . . ‖L1(Ek),

with

Ek = B(0, 2k+1) \B(0, 2k) = {x ∈ R
n | 2k ≤ |x| < 2k+1}.

We shall prove

(4.5)

∞∑

j=1

∞∑

k=2

2jm
∥∥Sw

j f · Sw
j g · S

w
j h

∥∥
L1(Ek)

. ‖f‖L∞‖g‖L∞

and

(4.6)
∞∑

j=1

2jm
∥∥Sw

j f · Sw
j g · S

w
j h

∥∥
L1(B(0,4))

. ‖f‖L∞‖g‖L∞.

4.4. Proof of (4.5). For k ≥ 2, we decompose f and g as

f = f1B(0,10·2k) + f1B(0,10·2k)c = f 0
k + f 1

k ,

g = g1B(0,10·2k) + g1B(0,10·2k)c = g0k + g1k,

and we shall prove
∥∥Sw

j f
1
k · Sw

j g
1
k · S

w
j h

∥∥
L1(Ek)

. 2−3k‖f‖L∞‖g‖L∞,(4.7)
∥∥Sw

j f
1
k · Sw

j g
0
k · S

w
j h

∥∥
L1(Ek)

. 2−2k‖f‖L∞‖g‖L∞,(4.8)
∥∥Sw

j f
0
k · Sw

j g
1
k · S

w
j h

∥∥
L1(Ek)

. 2−2k‖f‖L∞‖g‖L∞,(4.9)
∥∥Sw

j f
0
k · Sw

j g
0
k · S

w
j h

∥∥
L1(Ek)

. 2−k‖f‖L∞‖g‖L∞ .(4.10)

If these are proved, then taking sum over k and j we obtain (4.5).
Proof of (4.7). By Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3, we have

(4.11) |Kw
j (x)| . |x|−n−1 for |x| > 2.

From this inequality, we have

∥∥Sw
j h

∥∥
L1(Ek)

=

∫

2k≤|x|<2k+1

∣∣∣∣
∫

|y|≤r

Kw
j (x− y)h(y) dy

∣∣∣∣dx

.

∫∫

2k≤|x|<2k+1

|y|≤r

|x− y|−n−1r−n dydx ≈ 2−k.

On the other hand, using the same inequality (4.11), we have

(4.12)

∥∥Sw
j f

1
k

∥∥
L∞(Ek)

= sup
2k≤|x|<2k+1

∣∣∣∣
∫

|y|≥10·2k
Kw

j (x− y)f(y) dy

∣∣∣∣

. sup
2k≤|x|<2k+1

∫

|y|≥10·2k
|x− y|−n−1‖f‖L∞ dy ≈ 2−k‖f‖L∞

and, similarly, ∥∥Sw
j g

1
k

∥∥
L∞(Ek)

. 2−k‖g‖L∞.
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From the above inequalities, we obtain
∥∥Sw

j f
1
k · Sw

j g
1
k · S

w
j h

∥∥
L1(Ek)

≤
∥∥Sw

j f
1
k

∥∥
L∞(Ek)

∥∥Sw
j g

1
k

∥∥
L∞(Ek)

∥∥Sw
j h

∥∥
L1(Ek)

. 2−3k‖f‖L∞‖g‖L∞.

Thus (4.7) is proved.
Proof of (4.8). From (4.11), we have

(4.13)

∥∥Sw
j h

∥∥
L2(Ek)

=

∥∥∥∥
∫

|y|≤r

Kw
j (x− y)h(y) dy

∥∥∥∥
L2(2k≤|x|<2k+1)

.

∥∥∥∥
∫

|y|≤r

|x− y|−n−1 r−n dy

∥∥∥∥
L2(2k≤|x|<2k+1)

≈ (2k)−n−12kn/2.

On the other hand, since the multiplier ei|ξ|θℓ(2
−jξ) is bounded, Plancherel’s theorem gives

the L2-estimate ‖Sw
j ‖L2→L2 . 1. Hence

(4.14)
∥∥Sw

j g
0
k

∥∥
L2 .

∥∥g0k
∥∥
L2 . 2kn/2‖g‖L∞.

By (4.13), (4.14), and (4.12), and by the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality, we obtain
∥∥Sw

j f
1
k · Sw

j g
0
k · S

w
j h

∥∥
L1(Ek)

≤
∥∥Sw

j f
1
k

∥∥
L∞(Ek)

∥∥Sw
j g

0
k

∥∥
L2

∥∥Sw
j h

∥∥
L2(Ek)

. 2−k‖f‖L∞2kn/2‖g‖L∞(2k)−n−12kn/2 = 2−2k‖f‖L∞‖g‖L∞.

Thus (4.8) is proved.
Proof of (4.9). This is the same as (4.8) by symmetry.
Proof of (4.10). Using the estimate (4.11), we see that

∥∥Sw
j h

∥∥
L∞(Ek)

= sup
2k≤|x|<2k+1

∣∣∣∣
∫

|y|≤r

Kw
j (x− y)h(y) dy

∣∣∣∣

. sup
2k≤|x|<2k+1

∫

|y|≤r

|x− y|−n−1 r−n dy ≈ (2k)−n−1.

By the same reason as (4.14), we have
∥∥Sw

j f
0
k

∥∥
L2 . 2kn/2‖f‖L∞,

∥∥Sw
j g

0
k

∥∥
L2 . 2kn/2‖f‖L∞ .

From these estimates, using the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality, we obtain
∥∥Sw

j f
0
k · Sw

j g
0
k · S

w
j h

∥∥
L1(Ek)

≤
∥∥Sw

j f
0
k

∥∥
L2

∥∥Sw
j g

0
k

∥∥
L2

∥∥Sw
j h

∥∥
L∞(Ek)

. 2kn/2‖f‖L∞2kn/2‖g‖L∞(2k)−n−1 = 2−k‖f‖L∞‖g‖L∞.

Thus (4.10) is proved and the proof of (4.5) is complete.

4.5. Proof of (4.6). To prove (4.6), we decompose f and g as

f = f1B(0,10) + f1B(0,10)c = f 0 + f 1,

g = g1B(0,10) + g1B(0,10)c = g0 + g1.

We shall prove
∥∥Sw

j f
1 · Sw

j g
1 · Sw

j h
∥∥
L1(B(0,4))

. 2j(n−1)/2‖f‖L∞‖g‖L∞ ,(4.15)
∥∥Sw

j f
1 · Sw

j g
0 · Sw

j h
∥∥
L1(B(0,4))

. 2jn/2‖f‖L∞‖g‖L∞,(4.16)
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∥∥Sw
j f

0 · Sw
j g

1 · Sw
j h

∥∥
L1(B(0,4))

. 2jn/2‖f‖L∞‖g‖L∞,(4.17)
∥∥Sw

j f
0 · Sw

j g
0 · Sw

j h
∥∥
L1(B(0,4))

. 2j(n+1)/2 min{2jr, (2jr)−1}‖f‖L∞‖g‖L∞,(4.18)

If these are proved, then multiplying them by 2jm = 2−j(n+1)/2 and taking sum over j ∈ N

we obtain (4.6).
Proof of (4.15). By Lemma 3.4 we have ‖Kw

j ‖L1 . 2j(n−1)/2 and hence
∥∥Sw

j h
∥∥
L1 ≤ ‖Kw

j ‖L1‖h‖L1 . 2j(n−1)/2.

On the other hand, using the kernel estimate (4.11), we see that

(4.19)

∥∥Sw
j f

1
∥∥
L∞(B(0,4))

= sup
|x|<4

∣∣∣∣
∫

|y|≥10

Kw
j (x− y)f(y) dy

∣∣∣∣

. sup
|x|<4

∫

|y|≥10

|x− y|−n−1‖f‖L∞ dy ≈ ‖f‖L∞ .

Similarly we have
∥∥Sw

j g
1
∥∥
L∞(B(0,4))

. ‖g‖L∞. From these inequalities, we obtain
∥∥Sw

j f
1 · Sw

j g
1 · Sw

j h
∥∥
L1(B(0,4))

≤
∥∥Sw

j f
1
∥∥
L∞(B(0,4))

∥∥Sw
j g

1
∥∥
L∞(B(0,4))

∥∥Sw
j h

∥∥
L1

. ‖f‖L∞‖g‖L∞2j(n−1)/2.

Thus (4.15) is proved.
Proof of (4.16). Lemma 3.4 or Plancherel’s theorem yields ‖Kw

j ‖L2 . 2jn/2 and hence

(4.20)
∥∥Sw

j h
∥∥
L2 ≤ ‖Kw

j ‖L2‖h‖L1 . 2jn/2.

By the same reason as in (4.14), we have the L2-estimate

(4.21)
∥∥Sw

j g
0
∥∥
L2 .

∥∥g0
∥∥
L2 . ‖g‖L∞.

Using (4.20), (4.21), and (4.19), and using the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality, we obtain
∥∥Sw

j f
1 · Sw

j g
0 · Sw

j h
∥∥
L1(B(0,4))

≤
∥∥Sw

j f
1
∥∥
L∞(B(0,4))

∥∥Sw
j g

0
∥∥
L2

∥∥Sw
j h

∥∥
L2

. ‖f‖L∞‖g‖L∞2jn/2.

Thus (4.16) is proved.
Proof of (4.17). This is the same as (4.16) by symmetry.
Proof of (4.18). Recall that Lemma 3.4 give the estimate ‖Kw

j ‖L∞ . 2j(n+1)/2, which
implies the estimate ∥∥Sw

j h
∥∥
L∞ ≤ ‖Kw

j ‖L∞‖h‖L1 . 2j(n+1)/2.

In order to prove (4.18), we shall improve this estimate to the following one:

(4.22)
∥∥Sw

j h
∥∥
L∞ . 2j(n+1)/2 min{2jr, (2jr)−1}.

If this is proved, then we can prove (4.18) as follows. By the same reason as (4.21), we have

‖Sw
j f

0‖L2 . ‖f‖L∞, ‖Sw
j g

0‖L2 . ‖g‖L∞;

thus using (4.22) and using the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality, we obtain
∥∥Sw

j f
0 · Sw

j g
0 · Sw

j h
∥∥
L1(B(0,4))

≤
∥∥Sw

j f
0
∥∥
L2

∥∥Sw
j g

0
∥∥
L2

∥∥Sw
j h

∥∥
L∞

. ‖f‖L∞‖g‖L∞2j(n+1)/2 min{2jr, (2jr)−1}.

Thus it is sufficient to prove (4.22).
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To prove (4.22), first consider the case 2jr ≤ 1. Then, since r ≤ 2−j < 1, the h1-atom h
satisfies the moment condition

∫
h(y) dy = 0. Hence we have

Sw
j h(x) =

∫ (
Kw

j (x− y)−Kw
j (x)

)
h(y) dy

=

∫∫

0<t<1
|y|≤r

gradKw
j (x− ty) · (−y)h(y) dtdy.

By Lemma 3.4, we have
∣∣ gradKw

j (z)
∣∣ =

∣∣(ei|ξ|θ3(2−jξ)ξ
)∨
(z)

∣∣

=
∣∣2j

(
ei|ξ|θ3(2

−jξ)2−jξ
)∨
(z)

∣∣ . 2j2j(n+1)/2.

Hence

∣∣Sw
j h(x)

∣∣ .
∫∫

0<t<1
|y|≤r

∣∣ gradKw
j (x− ty)

∣∣|y| |h(y)| dtdy

. 2j2j(n+1)/2r.

This proves (4.22) in the case 2jr ≤ 1.
Next consider the case 2jr > 1. From the assumptions on h, we have

(4.23)
∣∣Sw

j h(x)
∣∣ =

∣∣Kw
j ∗ h(x)

∣∣ ≤
∫

|x−y|≤r

|Kw
j (y)| r

−n dy =: (∗).

We shall prove (∗) . 2j(n+1)/2(2jr)−1. Notice that Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3 give the following
estimate

(4.24)
∣∣Kw

j (y)
∣∣ .

{
|y|−n−1 if |y| > 2,

2j(n+1)/2
(
1 + 2j|1− |y||

)−(n+1)/2
if |y| ≤ 2.

We shall consider several situations separately.
Firstly, suppose 1/10 < r ≤ 1. In this case, we have

(∗) .

∫

Rn

∣∣Kw
j (y)

∣∣ dy . 2j(n+1)/22−j ≈ 2j(n+1)/2
(
2jr

)−1
,

where the second . follows from (4.24) (or it is also given in Lemma 3.4).
Secondly, suppose 0 < r ≤ 1/10 and suppose |x| ≤ 1/2 or |x| ≥ 3/2. In this case, using

(4.24), we see that

|x− y| ≤ r ⇒ |y| ≤ 1/2 + 1/10 or |y| ≥ 3/2− 1/10 ⇒ |Kw
j (y)| . 1.

Hence

(∗) .

∫

|x−y|≤r

r−n dy ≈ 1 < 2j(n+1)/2
(
2jr

)−1
.

Finally, suppose 0 < r ≤ 1/10 and 1/2 < |x| < 3/2. In this case,

|x− y| ≤ r ⇒ |x| − r ≤ |y| ≤ |x|+ r and

∣∣∣∣
x

|x|
−

y

|y|

∣∣∣∣ . r.
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Hence, using (4.24) and using polar coordinate, we see that

(∗) .

∫
|x|−r≤|y|≤|x|+r∣∣x/|x|−y/|y|

∣∣.r

2j(n+1)/2
(
1 + 2j|1− |y||

)−(n+1)/2
r−n dy

≈ 2j(n+1)/2 r−n rn−1

∫ |x|+r

|x|−r

(
1 + 2j|1− t|

)−(n+1)/2
dt

≤ 2j(n+1)/2 r−n rn−1

∫ 1+r

1−r

(
1 + 2j|1− t|

)−(n+1)/2
dt

≈ 2j(n+1)/2 r−12−j ,

where the last ≈ holds because (n+1)/2 > 1. Thus we have proved (4.22) in the case 2jr > 1
as well. Now (4.18) is proved and the proof of Theorem 1.2 is complete.

5. A remark on the condition m = −(n + 1)/2 in Theorem 1.2

Let ψ̃, θ ∈ C∞
0 (Rm) be such that

supp ψ̃ ⊂ {1/3 ≤ |ξ| ≤ 3}, ψ̃(ξ) = 1 for 1/2 ≤ |ξ| ≤ 2,

and
supp θ ⊂ {|ξ| ≤ 10}, θ(ξ) = 1 for |ξ| ≤ 6.

As we have seen in Subsection 2.3, if the claim

ei(|ξ|+|η|+|ξ+η|)σ(ξ, η) ∈ M(L∞ × L∞ → BMO) for all σ ∈ Sm
1,0(R

2n)

holds, then the inequality

2jm
∣∣∣∣
∫
ei|D|ψ̃(2−jD)f(x) · ei|D|ψ̃(2−jD)g(x) · ei|D|θ(2−jD)h(x) dx

∣∣∣∣
≤ c‖f‖L∞‖g‖L∞‖h‖H1

must hold with c independent of j ∈ N. In the proof of Theorem 1.2, in Section 4, we have
proved that the stronger inequality

(5.1) 2jm
∥∥ei|D|ψ̃(2−jD)f · ei|D|ψ̃(2−jD)g · ei|D|θ(2−jD)h

∥∥
L1 ≤ c‖f‖L∞‖g‖L∞‖h‖H1

holds for m = −(n+1)/2. In this section, we shall prove that the L1-inequality (5.1) cannot
be extended to the case m > −(n+ 1)/2.

Proposition 5.1. Let n ≥ 2. Then the estimate (5.1) holds only if m ≤ −(n + 1)/2.

To prove this proposition, we use the following lemma.

Lemma 5.2 ([KMT1, Lemma 5.2]). Let ψ be function in C∞
0 (Rn) that is radial, supported

on {1/2 ≤ |ξ| ≤ 2}, nonnegative, and not identically equal to 0. Set

Gj(x) =
(
ei|ξ|ψ(2−jξ)

)∨
(x).

Then there exist δ, c0 ∈ (0,∞) and j0 ∈ N, depending only on n and ψ, such that
∣∣e−iωn 2−j(n+1)/2Gj(x)− c0

∣∣ ≤ c0
10

if 1− δ2−j < |x| < 1 + δ2−j and j > j0,

where ωn = (n− 1)π/4.

We also use the following lemma.
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Lemma 5.3 (Grothendieck’s inequality). Let I be a finite index set and let ai,j (i, j ∈ I) be
complex numbers. Let A ∈ (0,∞) and suppose the inequality

∣∣∣∣
∑

i,j∈I

ai,jxiyj

∣∣∣∣ ≤ A sup |xi| · sup |yj|

holds for all complex sequences (xi)i∈I and (yj)j∈I. Then for any complex Hilbert space H
and for any sequences (ui)i∈I and (vj)j∈I of vectors in H, the inequality

∣∣∣∣
∑

i,j∈I

ai,j〈ui, vj〉

∣∣∣∣ ≤ CA sup ‖ui‖H · sup ‖vj‖H

holds, where 〈·, ·〉 denotes the inner product in H and C is a universal constant (independent
of I, (ai,j), A, and H).

A proof of this lemma can be found, e.g., in [Ga, Section 18.2].

Proof of Proposition 5.1. Let ψ and Gj be the functions of Lemma 5.2. In the following
argument, δ and j0 are the numbers given in Lemma 5.2 and the letter j denotes positive
integers satisfying j > j0. We set

Fj(x) =
(
ψ(2−jξ)

)∨
(x).

We take a sufficiently small number δ′ > 0 and write

vµ = δ′2−jµ, µ ∈ Z
n,

and

I = {µ ∈ Z
n | 1/2 < |vµ| < 3/2}.

Let α = (αλ)λ∈I and β = (βµ)µ∈I be sequences of complex numbers. We shall test the
inequality (5.1) to the following functions:

f(x) =
∑

λ∈I

αλFj(x− vλ),

g(x) =
∑

µ∈I

βµFj(x− vµ),

h(x) = Fj(x).

Since Fj(x) = 2jn(ψ∨)(2jx) is a bump function and since the points (vµ)µ∈Zn are separated
by 2−j , we have

‖f‖L∞ . 2jn‖α‖ℓ∞ , ‖g‖L∞ . 2jn‖β‖ℓ∞

(see [KMT1, (5.13)]). Also notice that

‖h‖H1 = ‖Fj‖H1 = ‖(ψ)∨‖H1 <∞

for all j. From the choice of ψ̃, θ, and ψ, we have

ei|D|ψ̃(2−jD)Fj = ei|D|θ(2−jD)Fj =
(
ei|ξ|ψ(2−jξ)

)∨
= Gj

and hence

ei|D|ψ̃(2−jD)f =
∑

λ∈I

αλGj(x− vλ),
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ei|D|ψ̃(2−jD)g =
∑

µ∈I

βµGj(x− vµ),

ei|D|θ(2−jD)h = Gj .

Thus (5.1) implies

(5.2)

∥∥∥∥
∑

λ,µ∈I

αλβµGj(x− vλ)Gj(x− vµ)Gj(x)

∥∥∥∥
L1
x

. 2j(−m+2n)‖α‖ℓ∞‖β‖ℓ∞.

We define the cube Qν of Rn by

Qν = vν + (0, δ′2−j]n, ν ∈ I.

Let γ = (γν)ν∈I be a sequence of complex numbers. Then, since the cubes Qν are mutually
disjoint, the inequality (5.2) implies

(5.3)

∣∣∣∣
∑

λ,µ,ν∈I

αλβµγν

∫

Qν

Gj(x− vλ)Gj(x− vµ)Gj(x) dx

∣∣∣∣

. 2j(−m+2n)‖α‖ℓ∞‖β‖ℓ∞‖γ‖ℓ∞ .

Hereafter we shall write∫

Qν

Gj(x− vλ)Gj(x− vµ)Gj(x) dx = Hj(λ, µ, ν), λ, µ, ν ∈ I.

We now apply Grothendieck’s inequality (Lemma 5.3) to the bilinear form

(β, γ) 7→
∑

λ,µ,ν∈I

αλβµγνHj(λ, µ, ν).

Then from (5.3) it follows that for any Hilbert space H and for any sequences (bµ)µ∈I and
(cν)ν∈I of vectors in H we have

∣∣∣∣
∑

λ,µ,ν∈I

αλ〈bµ, cν〉Hj(λ, µ, ν)

∣∣∣∣ . 2j(−m+2n)‖α‖ℓ∞ sup
µ∈I

‖bµ‖H · sup
ν∈I

‖cν‖H .

By duality between ℓ∞ and ℓ1, this inequality is equivalent to

(5.4)
∑

λ∈I

∣∣∣∣
∑

µ,ν∈I

〈bµ, cν〉Hj(λ, µ, ν)

∣∣∣∣ . 2j(−m+2n) sup
µ∈I

‖bµ‖H · sup
ν∈I

‖cν‖H .

We take H , b = (bµ), and c = (cν) as follows. We take H = L2(Rn) with the usual inner
product. We write

Vj = {x ∈ R
n | 1− δ2−j < |x| < 1 + δ2−j},

V ′
j = {x ∈ R

n | 1−
δ

2
2−j < |x| < 1 +

δ

2
2−j}.

For µ ∈ I, we define

Eµ = V ′
j ∩

(
vµ + V ′

j

)
,

bµ = 2j1Eµ ∈ H = L2(Rn).

We take a sequence (ǫν)ν∈I consisting of ±1 and define

cν = ǫν2
jn/21Qν ∈ H = L2(Rn), ν ∈ I.
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We have

(5.5) |Eµ| ≈ 2−2j for µ ∈ I.

This can be seen from the fact that for µ ∈ I the set {x ∈ R
n | |x| = 1, |x − vµ| = 1} is a

(n−2)-dimensional sphere of radius ≈ 1 and Eµ is nearly equal to the (δ/2)2−j-neighborhood
of this set. Hence

‖bµ‖L2 = 2j |Eµ|
1/2 ≈ 1, µ ∈ I.

We also have

‖cν‖L2 = 2jn/2|Qν |
1/2 ≈ 1, ν ∈ I.

Thus, with the above H , (bµ), and (cν), the inequality (5.4) gives

(5.6)
∑

λ∈I

∣∣∣∣
∑

µ,ν∈I

ǫν2
j(1+n/2)〈1Eµ, 1Qν〉Hj(λ, µ, ν)

∣∣∣∣ . 2j(−m+2n).

We take the average of (5.6) over all choices of ǫν = ±1. Then Khintchine’s inequality
gives

(5.7)
∑

λ∈I

∥∥∥∥
∑

µ∈I

2j(1+n/2)〈1Eµ, 1Qν〉Hj(λ, µ, ν)

∥∥∥∥
ℓ2ν(I)

. 2j(−m+2n).

We shall estimate the left hand side of (5.7) from below. For this, observe the following
facts.

(1) 〈1Eµ, 1Qν〉 ≥ 0.
(2) If 〈1Eµ, 1Qν〉 6= 0, then Qν ⊂ Vj and Qν − vµ ⊂ Vj (so far as δ′ is taken sufficiently

small compared with δ). If in addition Qν − vλ ⊂ Vj , then from Lemma 5.2 it follows
that

Re
(
e−3iωnGj(x− vλ)Gj(x− vµ)Gj(x)

)
&

(
2j(n+1)/2

)3
for all x ∈ Qν ,

and hence

Re
(
e−3iωnHj(λ, µ, ν)

)
&

(
2j(n+1)/2

)3
2−jn,

and in particular the left hand side of the last inequality is positive.
(3) If Qν ⊂ V ′

j , then

card {µ ∈ I | Eµ ⊃ Qν} = card {µ ∈ I | vµ + V ′
j ⊃ Qν} ≈ 2j(n−1).

(4) For each λ ∈ I,

card {ν ∈ I | Qν ⊂ V ′
j , Qν − vλ ⊂ Vj} ≈ 2j(n−2)

by the same reason as (5.5).

Now using the above facts, we shall estimate the left hand side of (5.7) from below. Here
we use the letters λ, µ, ν to denote elements of I. We have

∑

λ

∥∥∥∥
∑

µ

2j(1+n/2)〈1Eµ, 1Qν〉Hj(λ, µ, ν)

∥∥∥∥
ℓ2ν

≥
∑

λ

∥∥∥∥
∑

µ

2j(1+n/2)〈1Eµ, 1Qν〉Re
(
e−3iωnHj(λ, µ, ν)

)∥∥∥∥
ℓ2ν(Qν⊂V ′

j , Qν−vλ⊂Vj)
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≥
∑

λ

∥∥∥∥
∑

µ:Eµ⊃Qν

2j(1+n/2)〈1Eµ, 1Qν〉Re
(
e−3iωnHj(λ, µ, ν)

)∥∥∥∥
ℓ2ν(Qν⊂V ′

j , Qν−vλ⊂Vj)

&
∑

λ

∥∥∥∥
∑

µ:Eµ⊃Qν

2j(1+n/2)2−jn
(
2j(n+1)/2

)3
2−jn

∥∥∥∥
ℓ2ν(Qν⊂V ′

j , Qν−vλ⊂Vj)

≈ 2jn2j(n−2)/22j(n−1)2j(1+n/2)2−jn
(
2j(n+1)/2

)3
2−jn = 2j(5n/2+1/2).

Thus (5.7) implies 2j(5n/2+1/2) . 2j(−m+2n), which is possible only when m ≤ −(n + 1)/2.
This completes the proof of Proposition 5.1. �

Remark 5.4. Here is a comment on the use of Grothendieck’s inequality in the above proof,
which the reader may think quite technical. In the proof, we want to estimate the left-hand
side of (5.3) from below. We know that the integral Hj(λ, µ, ν) has estimate from below if

(5.8) Qν − vλ ⊂ Vj, Qν − vµ ⊂ Vj , Qν ⊂ Vj .

The problem is that we cannot simply restrict the coefficients αλ, βµ, γν so that only the
terms satisfying (5.8) appear. A way to treat this situation is the following: first write (5.3)
in the dual form as

(5.9)
∑

λ∈I

∣∣∣∣
∑

µ,ν∈I

βµγνHj(λ, µ, ν)

∣∣∣∣ . 2j(−m+2n)‖β‖ℓ∞‖γ‖ℓ∞ ,

and then setting βµ = ±1, γν = ±1, take average over ±1 and use Khintchine’s inequality
twice. This procedure gives the condition m ≤ −n/2. If we use Grothendieck’s inequality
and use (5.4) instead of (5.9), then we have more freedom to choose bµ, cν ∈ H , in fact we
can have 〈bµ, cν〉 = 0 with bµ, cν 6= 0. Our choice of H , bµ, and cν as given in the proof of
Proposition 5.1 enabled us to reduce the use of Khintchine’s inequality and gave stronger
condition m ≤ −(n + 1)/2.
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