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NONCOMMUTATIVE BOURGAIN’S CIRCULAR MAXIMAL

THEOREM AND A LOCAL SMOOTHING ESTIMATE ON QUANTUM

EUCLIDEAN SPACE

GUIXIANG HONG, XUDONG LAI, AND LIANG WANG

Abstract. In this paper, we establish a local smoothing estimate on two-dimensional
quantum Euclidean space. This is the noncommutative analogue of the one due to
Mockenhaupt−Seeger−Sogge [42]. As an application and simultaneously one motiva-
tion, we obtain the noncommutative analogue of Bourgain’s circular maximal theorem,
resolving one problem after [21].

1. Introduction

In 1976, Stein [52] introduced the spherical means on the Euclidean spaces and showed
the surprising maximal inequality on Lp(R

d) for d ≥ 3 and d
d−1 < p ≤ ∞, and the latter

range is sharp in the sense that the maximal inequality cannot be true for p ≤ d
d−1 .

Note that when d = 2, d
d−1 = 2 and the circular maximal inequality cannot be true on

L2(R
d). This presented a significant obstacle to apply the L2-orthogonality to extend

Stein’s results for circular means. Ten years later, Bourgain [3] (see a simpler but more
general version in [4]) was able to surmount this obstacle by exploring interpolation, deep
geometric consideration and variants of stopping time arguments, obtaining the circular
maximal inequality and resolving the open problem left in [54].

Motivated by the noncommutative martingale and ergodic maximal inequality [29, 32,
39], Stein’s spherical maximal inequality was established in the noncommutative frame-
work more than ten years ago by the first author and applied to the dimension-free
operator-valued Hardy-Littlewood maximal inequality [21], see e.g. [1, 7, 11, 22, 25, 26, 27,
28] for more information on noncommutative maximal inequalities. However, Bourgain’s
arguments [3, 4] seem to be too difficult to admit a noncommutative analogue and thus the
noncommutative version of circular maximal inequality has been left unsolved before. In
the classical setting, after Sogge’s breakthrough [50], Muckenhoupt, Seeger and Sogge [42]
had provided an alternative proof of Bourgain’s circular maximal inequality by exploring
its close connection to local smoothing estimate, Bochner-Riesz means, Fourier restriction
estimate and Kakeya’s maximal inequality in two dimensional Euclidean spaces. See e.g.
[55] for more tight relationships among these seemingly unrelated topics. This leads us to
study these topics in the noncommutative setting by first focusing on quantum Euclidean
spaces.

Date: January 16, 2025.
2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 46L51; Secondary 42B20.
Key words and phrases. Noncommutative Lp-spaces, quantum Euclidean spaces, circular maximal in-

equality, local smoothing estimates .

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2501.08832v1


2 NC CIRCULAR MAXIMAL INEQUALITY AND LOCAL SMOOTHING ESTIMATE

Quantum Euclidean spaces are the model examples of noncommutative locally compact
manifolds, having appeared frequently in the literature of mathematical physics, such as
string theory and noncommutative field theory [12, 37, 49]. In recent years, harmonic anal-
ysis on these noncommutative manifolds has been developing very rapidly, including the
pointwise convergence of Fourier series and functional spaces on quantum tori [11, 33, 57],
singular integral theory and pseudodifferential operator theory [14, 18, 31], as well as com-
mutator estimates and quantum differentiability for quantum Euclidean spaces [35, 38].
Note that all these work can be viewed as theories insider Calderón-Zygmund’s framework,
but it is well-known that the previously mentioned topics around Fourier restriction esti-
mates go dramatically different from Calderón-Zygmund theory. This provides us another
impetus to investigate the local smoothing estimates of wave equation and the theory of
partial differential equations on quantum Euclidean spaces.

Along this research line, we have made some progresses [13, 24, 33], including the
sharp estimate of the Bochner-Riesz means on two-dimensional quantum tori, the Fourier
restriction estimates with optimal indices on two-dimensional quantum Euclidean spaces
and the noncommutative sharp endpoint Lp-estimates on Schrödinger groups; see [8, 9,
10, 36, 48] for other progresses on partial differential equations.

In this paper, we study the noncommutative local smoothing estimates, obtaining the
quantum Euclidean space analogues of the above-mentioned Muckenhout-Seeger-Sogge’s
results and resolving the problem of noncommutative circular maximal inequality.

The quantum Euclidean spaces admit several equivalent definitions (see e.g. [15, 18, 47]).
In this paper, we adopt the following one. Given a d× d real antisymmetric matrix θ with
d ∈ N, the quantum Euclidean space Rd

θ is a von Neumann subalgebra of B(L2(R
d)) which

is generated by a family of unitary operators {Uθ(r)}r∈Rd , where {Uθ(r)}r∈Rd satisfies the
following Weyl relation:

Uθ(r)Uθ(s) = e
i
2
(s,θr)Uθ(r + s), for all r, s ∈ R

d.

The space Rd
θ is a semifinite von Neumann algebra with a normal semifinite faithful trace

τθ, and we denote by Lp(Rd
θ) the noncommutative Lp space associated to (Rd

θ , τθ). When

θ = 0, Lp(Rd
θ) reduces to the usual Lp space defined on R

d with the Lebesgue measure.

As in the case θ = 0, there exists a canonical Laplacian ∆θ on Rd
θ . We refer the reader to

Section 2 for more information and notions appearing below.

Let u : R+ → Rd
θ be the solution to the Cauchy problem of the wave equation





(∂tt −∆θ)u = 0, t ∈ R+,

u(0) = x0,

∂tu(0) = x1

(1.1)

where x0, x1 ∈ S(Rd
θ), the Schwartz class on Rd

θ.

As in the classical case θ = 0, one may represent the solution of (1.1) as Fourier
multipliers,

u(t) =

∫

Rd

cos(|tξ|)x̂0(ξ)Uθ(ξ)dξ +

∫

Rd

sin(|tξ|) x̂1(ξ)|ξ| Uθ(ξ)dξ,

where x̂(ξ) = τθ(xU
∗
θ (ξ)).
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For θ = 0 and a fixed time t, Miyachi [41] and Peral [44] showed the following sharp Lp

estimate for p ∈ (1,∞),

‖u(t)‖Lp(Rd) ≤ Cp,t

(
‖x0‖Lp,sp (R

d) + ‖x1‖Lp,sp−1(Rd)

)
, (1.2)

where sp = (d− 1)|12 − 1
p |, Cp,t is locally bounded and ‖ · ‖Lp,s denotes the inhomogeneous

Sobolev norm with s derivatives (see e.g. [17, Page 13]). This estimate is sharp in the
sense that the inequality (1.2) fails if sp is replaced by any σ with σ < sp.

For general θ, we get the same fixed time Lp estimate.

Proposition 1.1. With all the notions above,

‖u(t)‖Lp(Rd
θ)

≤ Cp,t

(
‖x0‖Lp,sp (Rd

θ)
+ ‖x1‖Lp,sp−1(Rd

θ)

)
. (1.3)

Note that as in the classical case the estimate (1.3) cannot be deduced from noncommu-
tative Hörmander-Mihlin Fourier multiplier theorems or Calderón-Zygmund theory. We
will first explore a non-standard transference technique to reduce (1.3) to an operator-
valued one, and then use an observation made by Mei [39] which says that any Fourier
multiplier on classical Hardy spaces H1(R

d) is automatically completely bounded. This,
combined with the noncommutative Hardy-BMO theory and analytic interpolation, will
conclude the proof. Since it is viewed as a motivating result of the main local smoothing
estimate of the present paper, we will prove it in the Appendix.

By the inequality (1.3), one then has trivially

(∫ 2

1
‖u(t)‖p

Lp(Rd
θ)
dt
)1/p

. ‖x0‖Lp,sp(Rd
θ)
+ ‖x1‖Lp,sp−1(Rd

θ)
, (1.4)

where ‖ · ‖Lp,s(Rd
θ)

is the Sobolev norm. A natural problem here is that if we consider

the time-space estimates (1.4) directly, can we weaken the regularities requirement of the
initial data x0 and x1 for the wave equation (1.1). The first main result of the present paper
is the following non-trivial local smoothing estimate on R2

θ for all 2×2 real antisymmetric
matrix θ.

Theorem 1.2. Let θ be a 2 × 2 real antisymmetric matrix and assume that 2 < p < ∞.
Then for all κ < κ(p), we have

‖u‖Lp(L∞([1,2])⊗R2
θ)

≤ Cp,κ

(
‖x0‖Lp,sp−κ(R2

θ)
+ ‖x1‖Lp,sp−κ−1(R2

θ)

)
, (1.5)

where u(t) is the solution of the equation (1.1), Cp,κ is a constant that depends on p, κ,
and

κ(p) =

{
1/4 − 1/2p , 2 < p < 4 ,

1/2p , 4 ≤ p <∞.

This is the quantum Euclidean space analogue of Muckenhoupt-Seeger-Sogge’s cele-
brated local smoothing estimate. Note that the latter have been playing an important role
in motivating the striking progress on the local smoothing conjecture (see e.g. [5, 19, 56]),
which was posed by Sogge [50] and is still open in the higher-dimensions d ≥ 3 with a
recent resolution in the two dimensions [19]. With Theorem 1.2, it would be quite inter-
esting to establish the noncommutative analogues of these progress [5, 56], especially, the
quantum Euclidean space analogue of [19]—(1.5) with κ < 2κ(p). This turns out to be
extremely challenging and will be taken care of elsewhere.
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Via the above-mentioned non-standard transference technique (see Section 6 for details),
Theorem 1.2 reduces to the following operator-valued local smoothing estimate. Let M
denote a semifinite von Neumann algebra equipped with semifinite normal faithful trace
τ . The associated dense ideal of elements with finite trace and Lp spaces are denoted
respectively by S(M) and Lp(M). Consider the tensor von Neumann algebra L∞([1, 2]×
R
2)⊗M. For f, g ∈ S(R2)⊗ S(M), one can define u ∈ L∞([1, 2] × R

2)⊗M by

u(x, t) :=

∫

Rd

eixξ cos(|tξ|)f̂(ξ)dξ +
∫

Rd

eixξ sin(|tξ|) ĝ(ξ)|ξ| dξ.

Theorem 1.3. Let u, f, g, κ(p) be as above and assume that 2 < p < ∞. Then for all
κ < κ(p), we have

‖u‖Lp(L∞([1,2]×R2)⊗M) ≤ Cp,κ

(
‖f‖Lp,sp−κ(L∞(R2)⊗M) + ‖g‖Lp,sp−κ−1(L∞(R2)⊗M)

)
, (1.6)

where ‖f‖Lp,s(L∞(R2)⊗M) =
∥∥((1 + | · |)s/2f̂

)∨∥∥
Lp(L∞(R2)⊗M)

, and Cp,κ is a constant that

depends on p, κ.

As in the classical setting, Theorem 1.2 will be regarded as boundedness of a type of
noncommutative Fourier integral operator T . Applying the Littlewood-Paley decompo-
sition, T can be expressed as sum of some localization operators {Tj}j∈N, which serves
to reduce the proof to the boundedness of each Tj . For small j, the boundedness follows
from the kernel estimate of Tj and the noncommutative Hardy-Littlewood maximal in-
equality. For large j, combined with the noncommutative Littlewood-Paley inequality and
some properties of noncommutative maximal norm, the boundedness of Tj reduces to the
following:

‖Fjf‖Lp(L∞(R3)⊗M) ≤ Cµ2
µj‖f‖Lp(L∞(R2)⊗M), (1.7)

where Fjf(x, t) is an operator-valued Fourier integral operator and we refer to Proposition
3.5 for the precise definition.

To get the estimate (1.7), we need numerous modifications based on the main idea of
[42] to overcome the difficulties due to noncommutativity. This will constitute the main
technical parts of the paper. Roughly speaking, a key fact in our proof is that |x∗x|2 is not
necessarily equal to |xx|2 for a general operator x. Thus there are some new inequalities
and geometric structures that need to be handled as in [33, 24]. Howerver, in this paper,
we need to prove a new geometric estimate relate to some subsets in R

3 which is much
more complicated than the two dimensional geometric structures in [33, 24]. Notably,
our alternative approach enables a slight refinement of the geometric estimate originally
derived by Muckenhoupt, Seeger, and Sogge in [42]. We refer to Remark 4.6 and Remark
5.1 for details.

As in classical case, it is the estimate (1.7) that will provide one possible way to the
noncommutative version of Bourgain’s circular maximal inequality. Recall that the circular
means with radius t > 0 is defined by

Atf(x) :=

∫

S1

f(x− ty)dµ(y), f ∈ S(R2)⊗ S(M),

where dµ is the induced Lebesgue measure on the circle S1. Stein’s original approach
[52, 54] is to embed At into an analytic family of linear operators Aσ

t of complex order σ,
which is defined as

Aσ
t f(x) :=

1

Γ(σ)

∫

R2

(1− |y/t|2)σ−1
+ f(x− y)dy, σ ∈ C. (1.8)
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Note that Aσ
t is a priori defined for ℜσ > 0 and extends to all σ ∈ C by analytic con-

tinuation. Then one may conclude At = A0
t by the Fourier transform since Aσ

t f(x) =

(mσ(t| · |)f̂)∨(x), where
mσ(r) = 2σπr−σJσ(r), r > 0,

with Jσ being the Bessel function (see e.g. [54, Theorem 7]).

As in [42], we prove the maximal inequality associated to circular means (Aσ
t )t>0 with

ℜσ > −κ(p) and thus resolve the conjecture on the noncommutative analogue of Bour-
gain’s circular maximal inequality in Section 3.1.

Theorem 1.4. Suppose that 2 < p <∞, then for all f ∈ Lp(L∞(R2)⊗M),
∥∥∥ sup
0<t<∞

+Aσ
t f
∥∥∥
Lp(L∞(R2)⊗M)

≤ Cp,σ‖f‖Lp(L∞(R2)⊗M), if ℜσ > −κ(p), (1.9)

where Aσ
t f(x) = (mσ(t| · |)f̂)∨(x) and Cp,σ is a constant that depends on p, σ.

Remark 1.5. The argument for the implication from the estimate (1.7) to Theorem 1.4
is more complicated than the one to Theorem 1.3, since it involves the noncommutative
maximal norm and a completely bounded version of Sobolev embedding inequality in the
category of operator space, which are well-known to be two of the most difficult objects
in noncommutative analysis. We refer the reader to Subsection 3.2 and Subsection 3.3 for
details.

This paper is organised as follows:

• In Section 2, we present definitions, notions and notation mentioned above.
• In Section 3, we show how the estimate (1.7) (i.e. Proposition 3.5 in Section
3.2) implies Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.4. Furthermore, we reduce the proof of
Proposition 3.5 to the case p = 4.

• In Section 4 and Section 5, we complete the proof of Proposition 3.5.
• In Section 6, we discuss the transference technique and give the proof of Theorem
1.2.

• Finally, in Appendix A, we discuss the wave equation on Rd
θ and prove the fixed

time Lp estimate.

Notation: In what follows, we write A .α B if A ≤ CαB for some constant Cα > 0 only
depending on the index α or we may just write A . B, and we write A ≈ B to mean that

A . B and B . A. For a function f , we set f̃(·) := f(−·) and f̂ (resp. f̌) denotes the
Fourier transform (resp. the inverse Fourier transform) of f . The notation Tm stands for
the Fourier multiplier associated with the symbol m. Given a function f , ℜf denotes the
real part of f while ℑf represents the imaginary part. In this paper, we denote the tensor
von Neumann algebra (L∞(R3)⊗M,

∫
R3 dµ⊗τ) by (N , ϕ) and use these notions freely.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Noncommutative Lp spaces. Let (M, τ) be a semifinite von Neumann algebra M
endowed with a normal semifinite faithful trace (n.s.f. in short) τ . Let S+(M) be the set
of all x ∈ M+ such that τ(supp(x)) <∞, where supp(x) is the support of x (i.e. the least
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projection e ∈ M such that ex = x = xe) and S(M) be the linear span of S+(M). Then
S(M) is a weak* dense ∗-subalgebra of M. For 1 ≤ p <∞, we define

‖x‖p = (τ(|x|p))1/p, x ∈ S(M),

where |x| = (x∗x)1/2 represents the modulus of x. The quantity ‖ · ‖p is a norm, and thus
(S(M), ‖ · ‖p) forms a normed vector space. The completion of this space is known as the
noncommutative Lp space associated with (M, τ), denoted by Lp(M). In the case p = ∞,
we set L∞(M) = M, and define ‖x‖∞ := ‖x‖M. As the commutative Lp spaces, the
noncommutative Lp spaces enjoy the basic properties such as the Hölder inequality, the
duality, the interpolation etc.. For more information on the noncommutative Lp spaces,
we refer to [46].

In this paper, we focus on the noncommutative Lp spaces associated with the pair
(L∞(Σ, µ)⊗M,

∫
dµ⊗τ), where (Σ, µ) is a measurable space. Note that the Bochner Lp

space Lp(Σ;Lp(M)) is isomorphic to Lp(L∞(Σ, µ)⊗M). We will frequently employ the
two well-known convexity inequalities involving operator-valued functions (see e.g. [23,
Lemma 2.4], [39, Page 9]).

Lemma 2.1. Let (Σ, µ) be a measurable space. Suppose that f is a M-valued function on
Σ which is weak*-integrable and g is a complex-valued integrable function. Then we have
the following operator inequality,

∣∣∣
∫

Σ
f(x)g(x)dµ(x)

∣∣∣
2
≤
∫

Σ
|g(x)|2dµ(x)×

∫

Σ
|f(x)|2dµ(x).

Lemma 2.2. Let (Σ, µ) be a measurable space. Suppose that f is a weak*-integrable M+-
valued function on Σ and g is a positive integrable function. Then for 1 < p <∞, we have
the following operator inequality,

∫

Σ
f(x)g(x)dµ(x) ≤

(∫

Σ
|g(x)|p′dµ(x)

)1/p′
×
(∫

Σ
|f(x)|pdµ(x)

)1/p
.

Here, p′ denotes the conjugate index of p, i.e. 1
p + 1

p′ = 1.

The column and row function spaces Lp(M; ℓc2) and Lp(M; ℓr2) play an important role in
noncommutative analysis, as they provide a framework for defining the noncommutative
square function. Here, we expand on the definitions and some of their key properties. For
1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, given a finite sequence (xn) in Lp(M). Define

‖(xn)‖Lp(M;ℓc2)
:=
∥∥∥
(∑

n

|xn|2
)1/2∥∥∥

Lp(M)
, ‖(xn)‖Lp(M;ℓr2)

:= ‖(x∗n)‖Lp(M;ℓc2)
.

For 1 ≤ p < ∞, Lp(M; ℓc2) (resp. Lp(M; ℓr2)) are defined as the completions of the set of
all finite sequences in Lp(M) with respect to ‖ · ‖Lp(M;ℓc2)

(resp. ‖ · ‖Lp(M;ℓr2)
). For p = ∞,

the Banach space L∞(M; ℓc2) (resp. L∞(M; ℓr2)) consists of all sequences in L∞(M) such
that

∑
n x

∗
nxn (resp.

∑
n xnx

∗
n) converges in the weak*-topology. Then we introduce some

properties related to the column and row function spaces, such as the Hölder inequality,
complex interpolation.

Lemma 2.3 ([46]). Given 0 < p, q, r ≤ ∞ satisfying the relation 1
r = 1

p +
1
q . Then for any

sequences (xn) ∈ Lp(M; ℓc2) and (yn) ∈ Lq(M; ℓc2), we have
∥∥∥
∑

n

x∗nyn
∥∥∥
Lr(M)

≤ ‖(xn)‖Lp(M;ℓc2)
‖(yn)‖Lq(M;ℓc2)

.
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Lemma 2.4 ([46]). Given 1 ≤ p0, p1 ≤ ∞ and 0 < α < 1. Let 1
p = 1−α

p0
+ α

p1
, then we

have isometrically (
Lp0(M; ℓc2), Lp1(M; ℓc2)

)
α
= Lp(M; ℓc2).

This equality also holds for the row function spaces.

Based on Lemma 2.4, one can deduce the following lemma:

Lemma 2.5. For 2 ≤ p ≤ ∞ and any sequence (xn) ∈ Lp(M; ℓc2), it holds that

(∑

n

‖xn‖pp
) 1

p ≤
∥∥∥
(∑

n

|xn|2
) 1

2
∥∥∥
p
.

Finally, we present the Littlewood-Paley inequality, as established in [40]. Let
(
∆ℓ

)
ℓ∈Z

be the Littlewood-Paley operator (see the proof of Lemma 3.3 for specific definition), the
following Littlewood-Paley inequality holds.

Lemma 2.6. Suppose that
(
∆ℓ

)
ℓ∈Z is the Littlewood-Paley operator and 2 ≤ p < ∞.

Then for any f ∈ Lp(L∞(R2)⊗M),

max
{∥∥(∆ℓf

)
ℓ∈Z
∥∥
Lp(ℓc2)

,
∥∥(∆ℓf

)
ℓ∈Z
∥∥
Lp(ℓr2)

}
. ‖f‖p.

2.2. Noncommutative ℓ∞-valued Lp spaces. In the noncommutative setting, the max-
imal norm requires an equivalent definition since supn |xn| does not make sense for a se-
quence (xn)n of operators. We adopt the definition of the noncommutative maximal norm
which was introduced by Pisier [45] and later generalized by Junge [29].

Given 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, the Banach space Lp(M; ℓ∞) is defined as the space of all sequences
x = (xn)n∈N in Lp(M) that admit a factorization through elements a, b ∈ L2p(M) and a
bounded sequence y = (yn)n∈N in L∞(M) such that

xn = aynb, ∀n ∈ N.

The norm of x in Lp(M; ℓ∞) is given by

‖x‖Lp(M;ℓ∞) := inf
{
‖a‖2p sup

n∈N
‖yn‖∞‖b‖2p

}
,

where the infimum runs over all factorizations of x as above. Additionally, it is worth
noting that for a sequence x = (xn)n∈N of self-adjoint operators in Lp(M), x ∈ Lp(M; ℓ∞)
if and only if there exists a positive element a ∈ Lp(M) such that

−a ≤ xn ≤ a for all n ∈ N.

In this case, we have

‖x‖Lp(M;ℓ∞) = inf{‖a‖p : a ∈ Lp(M), −a ≤ xn ≤ a, ∀n ∈ N}. (2.1)

For this reason, the maximal norm is intuitively denoted by ‖ sup+n xn‖p, but it is crucial
to emphasize that ‖ sup+n xn‖p merely is a notation and sup+n xn does not make sense in
the noncommutative setting. In fact, we find that the notation ‖ sup+n xn‖p offers a more
intuitive understanding compared to the formal expression ‖x‖Lp(M;ℓ∞). More broadly,
this concept extends to any index set Λ. Specifically, given any index set Λ, Lp(M; ℓ∞(Λ))
denotes the space of all x = (xλ)λ∈Λ in Lp(M) admitting a factorization of the form
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xλ = ayλb, where a, b ∈ L2p(M), yλ ∈ L∞(M) and supλ∈Λ ‖yλ‖∞ < ∞. The norm in
Lp(M; ℓ∞(Λ)) is then defined as

‖sup
λ∈Λ

+xλ‖p := inf
xλ=ayλb

{
‖a‖2p sup

λ∈Λ
‖yλ‖∞‖b‖2p

}
.

As demonstrated in [32], x ∈ Lp(M; ℓ∞(Λ)) if and only if

sup
{
‖sup
λ∈I

+xλ‖p : I is a finite subset of Λ
}
<∞.

Indeed, this supremum coincides with ‖supλ∈Λ+xλ‖p. For the sake of simplicity and clarity,
when no confusion arises, we may continue to denote the space Lp(M; ℓ∞(Λ)) simply as
Lp(M; ℓ∞).

On the other hand, we can define a closely related Banach space Lp(M; ℓc∞) for p ≥ 2,
which consists of all sequences x = (xλ)λ∈Λ in Lp(M) such that

∥∥sup
λ∈Λ

+|xλ|2
∥∥1/2
p/2

<∞,

with the norm defined as ‖x‖Lp(M;ℓc∞) := ‖supλ∈Λ+|xλ|2‖1/2p/2. Furthermore, the Banach

space Lp(M; ℓr∞) for p ≥ 2 is defined as

Lp(M; ℓr∞) :=
{
x = (xλ)λ∈Λ : x∗ = (x∗λ)λ∈Λ ∈ Lp(M; ℓc∞)

}

with the norm ‖x‖Lp(M;ℓr∞) := ‖supλ∈Λ+|x∗λ|2‖
1/2
p/2. The following useful interpolation

results can be found in [28], [30] and [32].

Lemma 2.7. (i) Suppose 1 ≤ p0, p1 ≤ ∞ , 0 < α < 1. Let 1
p = 1−α

p0
+ α

p1
, then we have

isometrically:

Lp(M; ℓ∞) =
(
Lp0(M; ℓ∞), Lp1(M; ℓ∞)

)
α
.

(ii) For 2 ≤ p ≤ ∞, we have

Lp(M; ℓ∞) =
(
Lp(M; ℓc∞), Lp(M; ℓr∞)

)
1/2
.

2.3. Quantum Euclidean spaces. Let θ be a d × d real antisymmetric matrix and for
each t ∈ R

d, we define the unitary operator Uθ(t) acting on L2(R
d) as follows:

(Uθ(t)f)(r) := e−
i
2
(t,θr)f(r − t), f ∈ L2(R

d), r ∈ R
d. (2.2)

The family {Uθ(t)}t∈Rd is strongly continuous and satisfies the Weyl relation

Uθ(t)Uθ(s) = e
i
2
(s,θt)Uθ(t+ s), U∗

θ (t) = Uθ(−t)
for s, t ∈ R

d. The von Neumann subalgebra of B(L2(R
d)) generated by {Uθ(t)}t∈Rd ,

denoted Rd
θ, is referred to as quantum Euclidean space. In the special case when θ = 0,

Rd
θ reduces to the von Neumann algebra generated by the unitary group of translations on

R
d, which is ∗-isomorphic to L∞(Rd). We recommend that readers consult, for example,

the references [18, 24, 35, 38] for further information on Rd
θ.

As outlined in [38], an injective map, also denoted by Uθ, can be defined from L1(R
d)

into the quantum Euclidean space Rd
θ :

Uθ(f) :=

∫

Rd

f(t)Uθ(t)dt, f ∈ L1(R
d). (2.3)
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Furthermore, the class of Schwartz functions within Rd
θ is defined as :

S(Rd
θ) := {x ∈ Rd

θ : x = Uθ(f), for f ∈ S(Rd)}.
One can see Uθ is a bijection between S(Rd) and S(Rd

θ), and thus S(Rd
θ) is a Fréchet

topological space equipped with the Fréchet topology induced by Uθ. Moreover, we denote
the space of continuous linear functionals on S(Rd

θ) as S ′(Rd
θ), and Uθ extends to a bijection

between S ′(Rd) and S ′(Rd
θ), where for f ∈ S ′(Rd),

(Uθ(f), Uθ(g)) := (f, g̃), for all g ∈ S(Rd). (2.4)

Given x ∈ S(Rd
θ) represented as x = Uθ(f) for some f ∈ S(Rd), we define τθ(x) := f(0),

then τθ extends to a n.s.f. trace on Rd
θ . The associated noncommutative Lp space is

denoted Lp(Rd
θ). Additionally, the space S(Rd

θ) is dense in Lp(Rd
θ) for 1 ≤ p < ∞ with

respect to the norm, and is also dense in L∞(Rd
θ) in the weak* topology. See [18, 38] for

more information.

Definition 2.8. Suppose that m be an essentially bounded function on R
d. Let Tm denote

the corresponding Fourier multiplier, defined as

Tm(Uθ(f)) := Uθ(mf), ∀ Uθ(f) ∈ S(Rd
θ).

Now we introduce the Lp-Sobolev space on Rd
θ, one can refer to [36, 38].

Definition 2.9. For 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞ and s ∈ R, let Js(ξ) = (1 + |ξ|2)s/2 be a function on R
d.

The Lp-Sobolev space Lp,s(Rd
θ) is defined as the subset of S ′(Rd

θ) consisting of elements x

such that TJs(x) ∈ Lp(Rd
θ), with the norm given by:

‖x‖Lp,s(Rd
θ)

:= ‖TJs(x)‖Lp(Rd
θ)
.

Remark 2.10. The Lp-Sobolev space defined here is inhomogeneous. One can similarly
define the homogeneous Sobolev space on quantum Euclidean space. In general, the
differential operators can be defined by the Fourier multiplier. For example, the Laplace
operator ∆θ on Rd

θ is defined with the Fourier symbol m(ξ) = −|ξ|2, ξ ∈ R
d.

Lemma 2.11 (see [24] or [38]). For any f ∈ S(Rd), we have

‖Uθ(f)‖L2(Rd
θ)

= ‖f‖L2(Rd), (2.5)

and for 1 ≤ p < 2,

‖Uθ(f)‖Lp′ (Rd
θ)

≤ ‖f‖Lp(Rd). (2.6)

Thus Uθ extends to a contraction from Lp(R
d) (1 ≤ p ≤ 2) to Lp′(Rd

θ), with the extension
being an isometry when p = 2.

3. Proof of the main Theorems

Recall that the circular mean operator Aσ
t for a given t > 0 is a Fourier multiplier

defined as:

Aσ
t f(x) =

∫

R2

eixξmσ(t|ξ|)f̂ (ξ)dξ,

where mσ(r) = 2σπr−σJσ(r), with Jσ being the Bessel function given by

Jσ(r) =
( r2 )

σ

Γ(σ + 1
2 )Γ(

1
2)

∫ 1

−1
eirs(1− s2)σ−

1
2ds.
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More information for Bessel function we refer to [16, Appendix B] and [53, Page 338].
For the sake of completeness, we present here the asymptotic expansion of Jσ under the
condition ℜσ > −1/2.

Lemma 3.1. Let Jσ be the Bessel function with ℜσ > −1/2, then for r ≥ 1, one has

Jσ(r) =
( 2

πr

)1/2
cos
(
r − πσ

2
− π

4

)
+O(r−3/2).

More generally, Jσ admits a complete asymptotic expansion: for any N ≥ 1,

Jσ(r) = r−1/2eir
N∑

j=0

ajr
−j + r−1/2e−ir

N∑

j=0

bjr
−j +Rσ,N (r), (3.1)

where aj, bj are suitable constants and the error term Rσ,N satisfies

∣∣∣
( d
dr

)k
Rσ,N (r)

∣∣∣ ≤ Ckr
−N−k for k ∈ N, r ≥ 1.

In particular, one has J1/2(r) = cr−1/2 sin(r) and J−1/2(r) = c′r−1/2 cos(r).

3.1. Proof of Theorem 1.4. In this subsection, we present the proof of Theorem 1.4,
which fundamentally relies on the Littlewood-Paley decomposition. Let β ∈ C∞

0 (R) be a
nonnegative function with support in [1/2, 2] such that

∑
j∈Z β(2

−jr) = 1 for all r > 0.

Set η(r) := 1−∑j≥0 β(2
−jr), and

Aσ
t,0f(x) :=

∫

R2

eixξmσ(t|ξ|)η(|tξ|)f̂ (ξ) dξ, (3.2)

and for j ≥ 1

Aσ
t,jf(x) :=

∫

R2

eixξmσ(t|ξ|)β(|2−jtξ|)f̂(ξ) dξ. (3.3)

Then Aσ
t f(x) =

∑∞
j=0Aσ

t,jf(x) and

∥∥∥∥sup
t>0

+Aσ
t f

∥∥∥∥
p

≤
∞∑

j=0

∥∥∥∥sup
t>0

+Aσ
t,jf

∥∥∥∥
p

,

which implies Theorem 1.4 once we have Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3 below.

Lemma 3.2. Let p > 1, for any f ∈ Lp(L∞(R2)⊗M), one has
∥∥∥sup
t>0

+Aσ
t,0f
∥∥∥
p
. ‖f‖p.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that f is positive. Recall that

Aσ
t,0f(x) =

∫

R2

eixξmσ(t|ξ|)η(|tξ|)f̂ (ξ) dξ

=

∫

R2

Kt,0(x− y)f(y) dy,

where Kt,0(x) =
∫
R2 e

ixξmσ(t|ξ|)η(|tξ|) dξ. Using integration by parts, we get

|Kt,0(x)| ≤ CN t
−2(1 + |x|/t)−N (3.4)
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for any integer N . Since Kt,0 can be written as a linear combination of four nonnegative
functions which still satisfy the above estimate (3.4), for simplicity, we may directly assume
Kt,0 to be nonnegative. Then,

Aσ
t,0f(x) =

∫

R2

Kt,0(x− y)f(y) dy

≤ CN

(∫
|x−y|

t
<1
f(y) dy +

∞∑

k=1

∫

2k−1≤ |x−y|
t

<2k
t−2(1 + |x− y|/t)−Nf(y) dy

)

≤
∞∑

k=0

CN2−kN t−2

∫

B(x,2kt)
f(y) dy =

∞∑

k=0

CN2−k(N−2)

|B(x, 2kt)|

∫

B(x,2kt)
f(y) dy.

By choosing N > 2 and applying the noncommutative Hardy-Littlewood maximal inequal-
ity (see [39, Theorem 3.3 ]), one derives the desired estimates. �

Lemma 3.3. Suppose that 2 < p < ∞ and ℜσ > −κ(p), there exists ε(p) > 0 such that
the following estimate

∥∥∥sup
t>0

+Aσ
t,jf
∥∥∥
p
. 2−ε(p)j‖f‖p, for j ≥ 1, (3.5)

holds for all f ∈ Lp(L∞(R2)⊗M).

Before delving into the proof of Lemma 3.3, we require the subsequent proposition,
which will be rigorously established in the following subsection.

Proposition 3.4. Suppose that 2 < p < ∞ and ℜσ > −κ(p), there exists ε(p) > 0 such
that the following estimate

∥∥∥ sup
1<t<2

+Aσ
t,jf
∥∥∥
p
. 2−ε(p)j‖f‖p, for j ≥ 1, (3.6)

holds for all f ∈ Lp(L∞(R2)⊗M).

Proof of Lemma 3.3. Let ∆j
ℓ be the Littlewood-Paley operator, that is

∆j
ℓf(x) :=

(
β̃(2−j |2ℓ · |)f̂(·)

)∨
(x),

where β̃ ∈ C∞
0 (R) is a nonnegative function which satisfies β(|tξ|) = β(|tξ|)β̃(|ξ|) for any

t ∈ [1, 2) and ξ ∈ R
2. Then,

∥∥∥sup
t>0

+Aσ
t,jf
∥∥∥
p
=

∥∥∥∥sup
t>0

+

∫

R2

eixξmσ(t|ξ|)β(|2−jtξ|)f̂(ξ) dξ
∥∥∥∥
p

=

∥∥∥∥sup
ℓ∈Z

sup
1≤t<2

+

∫

R2

eiξxmσ(|2ℓtξ|)β(|2−j+ℓtξ|)β̃(|2−j+ℓξ|)f̂(ξ) dξ
∥∥∥∥
p

=

∥∥∥∥sup
ℓ∈Z

sup
1≤t<2

+

∫

R2

eiξxmσ(|2ℓtξ|)β(|2−j+ℓtξ|)∆̂j
ℓf(ξ) dξ

∥∥∥∥
p

=
∥∥∥sup
ℓ∈Z

sup
1≤t<2

+Aσ
t,j

(
(∆j

ℓf)(2
ℓ·)
)
(2−ℓ·)

∥∥∥
p
.

(3.7)
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To proceed with the argument, we assert the following claim:

∥∥∥sup
ℓ∈Z

sup
1≤t<2

+Aσ
t,j

(
(∆j

ℓf)(2
ℓ·)
)
(2−ℓ·)

∥∥∥
p
. 2−ε(p)j

(∑

ℓ∈Z
‖2

2ℓ
p (∆j

ℓf)(2
ℓ·)‖pp

) 1
p
. (3.8)

We prove the above claim at the end of this proof. Now combining the inequalities (3.7),
claim (3.8) and Lemma 2.5, we deduce

∥∥∥sup
t>0

+Aσ
t,jf
∥∥∥
p
. 2−ε(p)j

(∑

ℓ∈Z
‖2

2ℓ
p (∆j

ℓf)(2
ℓ·)‖pp

) 1
p

= 2−ε(p)j
(∑

ℓ∈Z
‖(∆j

ℓf)(·)‖pp
) 1

p

≤ 2−ε(p)j
∥∥∥
(∑

ℓ∈Z
|∆j

ℓf |2
) 1

2
∥∥∥
p
. 2−ε(p)j‖f‖p,

where the last inequality follows from Lemma 2.6 and we complete the proof of Lemma
3.3 once we prove the claim (3.8).

For this target, let fℓ be an element in S(R2) ⊗ M associated with an integer ℓ, it
suffices to show

∥∥∥sup
ℓ∈Z

sup
1<t<2

+Aσ
t,j(fℓ)(2

−ℓ·)
∥∥∥
p
. 2−ε(p)j

(∑

ℓ∈Z
‖2

2ℓ
p fℓ‖pp

) 1
p
. (3.9)

Fix ℓ ∈ Z, we write Aσ
t,j(fℓ) as ℜ[Aσ

t,j(fℓ)] + iℑ[Aσ
t,j(fℓ)] where

ℜ[Aσ
t,j(fℓ)] =

1

2

(
Aσ

t,j(fℓ) +
(
Aσ

t,j(fℓ)
)∗)

,

ℑ[Aσ
t,j(fℓ)] =

1

2i

(
Aσ

t,j(fℓ)−
(
Aσ

t,j(fℓ)
)∗)

.

By the triangle inequality, a fact that the adjoint map is an isometric isomorphism on
Lp(L∞(R2)⊗M; ℓ∞) and applying Proposition 3.4,

2
−2ℓ
p

∥∥∥ sup
1<t<2

+ℜ[Aσ
t,j(fℓ)](2

−ℓ·)
∥∥∥
p
=
∥∥∥ sup
1<t<2

+ℜ[Aσ
t,j(fℓ)]

∥∥∥
p

≤ 1

2

∥∥∥ sup
1<t<2

+Aσ
t,j(fℓ)

∥∥∥
p
+

1

2

∥∥∥ sup
1<t<2

+
(
Aσ

t,j(fℓ)
)∗∥∥∥

p

=
∥∥∥ sup
1<t<2

+Aσ
t,j(fℓ)

∥∥∥
p
. 2−ε(p)j‖fℓ‖p.

Thus for ǫ > 0, we can find a positive element Fℓ,ǫ such that for all 1 < t < 2,

−Fℓ,ǫ ≤ ℜ[Aσ
t,j(fℓ)](2

−ℓ·) ≤ Fℓ,ǫ

and ‖Fℓ,ǫ‖pp . 2−pε(p)j+2ℓ‖fℓ‖pp + 2−|ℓ|ǫ. Let Fǫ :=
(∑

ℓ∈Z F
p
ℓ,ǫ

) 1
p
, then

−Fǫ ≤ ℜ[Aσ
t,j(fℓ)](2

−ℓ·) ≤ Fǫ

for all ℓ ∈ Z, 1 < t < 2. And we have

‖Fǫ‖pp =
∑

ℓ∈Z
‖Fℓ,ǫ‖pp . 2−pε(p)j

(∑

ℓ∈Z
‖2

2ℓ
p fℓ‖pp

)
+ ǫ.
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Let ǫ→ 0, we deduce

∥∥∥sup
ℓ∈Z

sup
1<t<2

+ℜ[Aσ
t,j(fℓ)](2

−ℓ·)
∥∥∥
p
. 2−ε(p)j

(∑

ℓ∈Z
‖2

2ℓ
p fℓ‖pp

) 1
p
. (3.10)

Similarly we also have

∥∥∥sup
ℓ∈Z

sup
1<t<2

+ℑ[Aσ
t,j(fℓ)](2

−ℓ·)
∥∥∥
p
. 2−ε(p)j

(∑

ℓ∈Z
‖2

2ℓ
p fℓ‖pp

) 1
p
. (3.11)

Using the triangle inequality, along with the inequalities (3.10) and (3.11), we can derive
(3.9). �

3.2. Proof of Proposition 3.4. To prove Proposition 3.4, we first state a key proposition
whose proof will be given later.

Proposition 3.5. Fix ρ0, ρ1 ∈ C∞
0

(
(1/8, 8)

)
, let a(ξ, t) be a symbol of order zero, i.e. for

any t ∈ (1, 2), α ∈ N
2,

∣∣∣
(
∂

∂ξ

)α

a(ξ, t)
∣∣∣ ≤ cα(1 + |ξ|)−|α|.

Define the operator Fj by

Fjf(x, t) := ρ1(t)

∫

R2

ei(xξ+t|ξ|)ρ0(|2−jξ|)a(ξ, t)f̂ (ξ)dξ

for j ≥ 1. Then

‖Fjf‖Lp(L∞(R3)⊗M) ≤ Cµ2
µj‖f‖Lp(L∞(R2)⊗M), (3.12)

for all µ > 1
2 − 1

p − κ(p).

In [42], the authors utilized the Sobolev embedding inequality to prove Proposition 3.4
in the commutative case. Here, we use the following alternative lemma, which should
be regarded as a cognate version of the Sobolev embedding inequality. A more complete
theory of the noncommutative Sobolev embedding inequalities can be found in [20].

Lemma 3.6. Given F ∈ S(R) ⊗ S(M), let I be an interval on R and NI be the tensor
von Neumann algebra L∞(I)⊗M. Suppose that 2 ≤ p ≤ ∞ , then for all 0 < λ ≤ |I|, we
have

∥∥∥sup
t∈I

+F (t)
∥∥∥
Lp(M)

.λ−1/p
∥∥∥F
∥∥∥
Lp(NI)

+ λ1−1/p
∥∥∥F ′

∥∥∥
Lp(NI)

.

Proof. Fix t ∈ I, and let It ⊂ I be an interval containing t with |It| = λ. For any s ∈ It,

F (t)− F (s) =

∫ t

s
F ′(r)dr,

then integrating both sides over s ∈ It,

λF (t) =

∫

It

F (s)ds +

∫

It

∫ t

s
F ′(r)drds.
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Employing Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.2, along with the operator monotone property of the
function t2/p for p ≥ 2, we derive the following operator inequality,

|λF (t)|2 ≤ 2
∣∣∣
∫

It

F (s)ds
∣∣∣
2
+ 2
∣∣∣
∫

It

∫ t

s
F ′(r)drds

∣∣∣
2

≤ 2λ

∫

It

|F (s)|2ds+ 2λ

∫

It

|t− s|
∫ t

s
|F ′(r)|2drds

≤ 2λ2−2/p
( ∫

It

|F (s)|pds
)2/p

+ 2λ

∫

It

|t− s|2−2/p
(∫ t

s
|F ′(r)|pdr

)2/p
ds

≤ 2λ2−2/p
( ∫

I
|F (r)|pdr

)2/p
+ 2λ4−2/p

( ∫

I
|F ′(r)|pdr

)2/p
. (3.13)

Note that the complex interpolation theorem for the maximal norm (see Lemma 2.7)
implies that

∥∥∥sup
t∈I

+F (t)
∥∥∥
Lp(M)

≤
∥∥∥sup
t∈I

+|F (t)|2
∥∥∥
1/4

Lp/2(M)

∥∥∥sup
t∈I

+|F ∗(t)|2
∥∥∥
1/4

Lp/2(M)
. (3.14)

To prove our lemma, it suffices to show
∥∥∥sup
t∈I

+|F (t)|2
∥∥∥
1/2

Lp/2(M)
. λ−1/p

∥∥∥F
∥∥∥
Lp(NI)

+ λ1−1/p
∥∥∥F ′

∥∥∥
Lp(NI)

, (3.15)

since the second term in (3.14) can be handled similarly. Proceeding further, by the
operator inequality (3.13) and the triangle inequality, we deduce

∥∥∥sup
t∈I

+|F (t)|2
∥∥∥
Lp/2(M)

≤ 2
∥∥∥λ−2/p

(∫

I
|F (r)|pdr

)2/p
+ λ2−2/p

( ∫

I
|F ′(r)|pdr

)2/p∥∥∥
Lp/2(M)

≤ 2λ−2/p
∥∥∥
(∫

I
|F (r)|pdr

)2/p∥∥∥
Lp/2(M)

+ 2λ2−2/p
∥∥∥
( ∫

I
|F ′(r)|pdr

)2/p∥∥∥
Lp/2(M)

= 2λ−2/p
∥∥F
∥∥2
Lp(NI)

+ 2λ2−2/p
∥∥F ′∥∥2

Lp(NI)
,

which implies (3.15). �

To the end, we assume that t ∈ (1, 2) and j is a sufficiently large positive integer. We
are now ready to prove Proposition 3.4.

Recall the definition of the operator Aσ
t,j:

Aσ
t,jf(x) =

∫

R2

eixξmσ(t|ξ|)β(|2−j tξ|)f̂(ξ)dξ,

where (see Lemma 3.1)

(t|ξ|)σmσ(t|ξ|) = (t|ξ|)−1/2eit|ξ|
N∑

ℓ=0

aℓ ·(t|ξ|)−ℓ+(t|ξ|)−1/2e−it|ξ|
N∑

ℓ=0

bℓ ·(t|ξ|)−ℓ+Rσ,N (t|ξ|),

with aℓ, bℓ being suitable constants, and the error term Rσ,N satisfying the decay condition:

∣∣∣
( d
dr

)k
Rσ,N (r)

∣∣∣ ≤ Ckr
−N−k for k ∈ N, r ≥ 1. (3.16)
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We introduce two symbols of order zero, A1(ξ, t) and A2(ξ, t), defined as

A1(ξ, t) :=
2(1/2+σ)jβ(|2−jtξ|)

(t|ξ|)1/2+σ

N∑

ℓ=0

aℓ · (t|ξ|)−ℓ,

A2(ξ, t) :=
2(1/2+σ)jβ(|2−jtξ|)

(t|ξ|)1/2+σ

N∑

ℓ=0

bℓ · (t|ξ|)−ℓ.

Furthermore, we decompose the operator Aσ
t,j into three parts, Aσ

t,j =
∑3

i=1 Aσ
t,j,i, where

Aσ
t,j,1f(x) = 2−(1/2+σ)j

∫

R2

eixξ+it|ξ|A1(ξ, t)f̂ (ξ)dξ,

Aσ
t,j,2f(x) = 2−(1/2+σ)j

∫

R2

eixξ−it|ξ|A2(ξ, t)f̂ (ξ)dξ,

Aσ
t,j,3f(x) =

∫

R2

eixξ|tξ|−σRσ,N (t|ξ|)β(|2−j tξ|)f̂(ξ)dξ.

Therefore, it suffices to show for i = 1, 2, 3, and ℜσ > −κ(p), one may find a positive real
number ε(p) such that ∥∥∥ sup

1<t<2

+Aσ
t,j,if

∥∥∥
p
. 2−ε(p)j‖f‖Lp . (3.17)

For i = 3, the inequality (3.17) follows from the same argument as in Lemma 3.2 once we
apply the decay property (3.16) of Rσ,N .

We only give the proof of (3.17) for i = 1 below since the proof for i = 2 is similar. Let
ρ0, ρ1 ∈ C∞

0

(
(1/8, 8)) and ρ0(r) = ρ1(r) = 1 when r ∈ (1/4, 4). Then

Aσ
t,j,1f(x) = 2−(1/2+σ)jρ1(t)

∫

R2

eixξ+it|ξ|ρ0(|2−jξ|)A1(ξ, t)f̂(ξ)dξ.

Employing Proposition 3.5 with µ > 1
2 − 1

p − κ(p), we establish the estimate
∥∥∥Aσ

t,j,1f
∥∥∥
Lp(L∞(R3)⊗M)

≤ Cµ2
(µ−1/2−ℜσ)j‖f‖Lp(L∞(R2)⊗M). (3.18)

Next, we define Ã1(ξ)(t) = 2−j
(
d
dt

)
(eit|ξ|A1(ξ, t)), which is a symbol of order zero. Apply-

ing Proposition 3.5 once more, we derive
∥∥∥∂t
(
Aσ

t,j,1f
)∥∥∥

Lp(L∞(R3)⊗M)
≤ Cµ2

(µ+1/2−ℜσ)j‖f‖Lp(L∞(R2)⊗M). (3.19)

To proceed with the arguments, we choose I = (1, 2) and λ = 2−j in Lemma 3.6.
Combining the inequalities (3.18) and (3.19), and obtain

∥∥∥ sup
1<t<2

+Aσ
t,j,1f

∥∥∥
p
. Cµ2

(µ+1/p−1/2−ℜσ)j‖f‖p,

which holds for all µ > 1
2 − 1

p − κ(p). When ℜσ > −κ(p), we can choose suitable µ such

that µ+ 1/p − 1/2−ℜσ = ε(p) > 0. Consequently, we arrive at
∥∥∥ sup
1<t<2

+Aσ
t,j,1f

∥∥∥
p
. 2−ε(p)j‖f‖p.

This completes the proof of Proposition 3.4 for the case i = 1.
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3.3. Proof of Theorem 1.3. In this subsection, we will show that Proposition 3.5 implies
Theorem 1.3. Employing Lemma 3.1, we express the solution to the Cauchy problem of
the wave equation as

u(x, t) = c0A−1/2
t f(x) + c1tA1/2

t g(x)

where c0 and c1 are universal constants. By applying the triangle inequality, we derive
the inequality

‖u‖Lp(L∞([1,2]×R2)⊗M) .
∥∥∥A−1/2

t f
∥∥∥
Lp(L∞([1,2]×R2)⊗M)

+
∥∥∥tA1/2

t g
∥∥∥
Lp(L∞([1,2]×R2)⊗M)

.

Next, it suffices to demonstrate that for ν > 1
2 − 1

p − κ(p), we have
∥∥∥A−1/2

t f
∥∥∥
Lp(L∞([1,2]×R2)⊗M)

. ‖(I +∆)ν/2f‖Lp(L∞(R2)⊗M) (3.20)

and ∥∥∥tA1/2
t g

∥∥∥
Lp(L∞([1,2]×R2)⊗M)

. ‖(I +∆)(ν−1)/2g‖Lp(L∞(R2)⊗M). (3.21)

Furthermore, adopting the methodology employed in the proof of Theorem 1.4, it suffices
to show that for ν > 1

2 − 1
p − κ(p), we have

∞∑

j=0

∥∥∥A−1/2
t,j f

∥∥∥
Lp(L∞([1,2]×R2)⊗M)

. ‖(I +∆)ν/2f‖Lp(L∞(R2)⊗M)

and
∞∑

j=0

∥∥∥tA1/2
t,j g

∥∥∥
Lp(L∞([1,2]×R2)⊗M)

. ‖(I +∆)(ν−1)/2g‖Lp(L∞(R2)⊗M).

Given that the proof in Lemma 3.2 still work here, we are reduced to showing that for a
large j > 0 with ν = 1

2 − 1
p − κ(p) + 2ε, the inequalities

∥∥∥A−1/2
t,j

(
(I +∆)−ν/2f

)∥∥∥
Lp(L∞([1,2]×R2)⊗M)

. 2−εj‖f‖Lp(L∞(R2)⊗M) (3.22)

and ∥∥∥tA1/2
t,j

(
(I +∆)−(ν−1)/2g

)∥∥∥
Lp(L∞([1,2]×R2)⊗M)

. 2−εj‖g‖Lp(L∞(R2)⊗M) (3.23)

hold for all ε > 0. Here, we focus on the proof of inequality (3.23), as the proof for
inequality (3.22) can be done similarly. Recall the expression for m 1

2
(t|ξ|), given by

m 1
2
(t|ξ|) = c

(
t|ξ|
)−1

sin(t|ξ|) = c

2i

(
t|ξ|
)−1(

eit|ξ| − e−it|ξ|).

Thus we have

tA1/2
t,j

(
(I +∆)−(ν−1)/2g

)
(x) = ct

∫

R2

eixξ(1 + |ξ|2)−(ν−1)/2m 1
2
(t|ξ|)β(|2−j tξ|)ĝ(ξ) dξ

=
c

2i

∫

R2

eixξ
(
eit|ξ| − e−it|ξ|) β(|2−jtξ|)ĝ(ξ)

|ξ|(1 + |ξ|2)(ν−1)/2
dξ

=
c

2i

∫

R2

eixξ
(
eit|ξ| − e−it|ξ|)2−νja(ξ, t)ĝ(ξ) dξ, (3.24)

where

a(ξ, t) =
2νjβ(|2−jtξ|)

|ξ|(1 + |ξ|2)(ν−1)/2
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is a symbol of order zero. Next, let ρ0, ρ1 ∈ C∞
0

(
(1/8, 8)) and ρ0(r) = ρ1(r) = 1 when

r ∈ (1/4, 4). For t ∈ [1, 2], we can rewrite the integral as

tA1/2
t,j

(
(I +∆)−(ν−1)/2g

)
(x) =

c2−νjρ1(t)

2i

∫

R2

eixξ
(
eit|ξ| − e−it|ξ|)ρ0(|2−jξ|)a(ξ, t)ĝ(ξ) dξ.

Combining this with Proposition 3.5, and choosing µ = 1
2 − 1

p − κ(p) + ε, we obtain
∥∥∥tA1/2

t,j

(
(I +∆)−(ν−1)/2g

)∥∥∥
Lp(L∞([1,2]×R2)⊗M)

. 2−νj+µj‖g‖Lp(L∞(R2)⊗M)

≤ 2−εj‖g‖Lp(L∞(R2)⊗M).

This completes the proof of Theorem 1.3.

3.4. Proof of Proposition 3.5. In this subsection, we commence by proving Proposition
3.5 specifically for the cases p = 2 and p = ∞. Employing the Plancherel theorem twice,
we have

‖Fjf‖2L2(L∞(R3)⊗M) = τ
(∫

R3

∣∣∣ρ1(t)ρ0(|2−jξ|)a(ξ, t)f̂ (ξ)
∣∣∣
2
dξdt

)

.
∫ 2

1
τ
( ∫

R2

|f̂(ξ)|2dξ
)
dt = ‖f‖2

L2(L∞(R2)⊗M).

On the other hand, we express Fjf(x, t) as a convolution integral,

Fjf(x, t) = ρ1(t)

∫

R2

ei(xξ+t|ξ|)ρ0(|2−jξ|)a(ξ, t)f̂(ξ)dξ

=

∫

R2

∫

R2

ei((x−y)ξ+t|ξ|)ρ1(t)ρ0(|2−jξ|)a(ξ, t)f(y)dξdy

,

∫

R2

Kt(x− y)f(y)dy.

Notice that the kernel satisfies ‖Kt‖L1(R2) ≤ C2j/2 uniformly in t (see [53, Page 406-409]
for further details). Consequently, by the Young inequality,

‖Fjf‖L∞(L∞(R3)⊗M) = ‖Kt ∗ f‖L∞(L∞(R3)⊗M) ≤ ‖f‖∞ sup
t∈R

‖Kt‖1 ≤ C2j/2‖f‖∞.

To handle the general case for p, by interpolation, it suffices to establish a crucial L4

estimate which is the key estimate among this paper.

Proposition 3.7. Fix ρ0, ρ1 ∈ C∞
0

(
(1/8, 8)

)
, let a(ξ, t) be a symbol of order zero, i.e. for

any t ∈ (1, 2), α ∈ N
2, ∣∣∣

(
∂

∂ξ

)α

a(ξ, t)
∣∣∣ ≤ cα(1 + |ξ|)−|α|.

Define

Fjf(x, t) := ρ1(t)

∫

R2

ei(xξ+t|ξ|)ρ0(|2−jξ|)a(ξ, t)f̂ (ξ)dξ

for j ≥ 1. Then we have

‖Fjf‖L4(L∞(R3)⊗M) ≤ Cµ2
µj‖f‖L4(L∞(R2)⊗M), for all µ > 1/8.

In the subsequent sections of this paper, our primary focus will be directed towards the
rigorous proof of Proposition 3.7.
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4. Proof of Proposition 3.7

In this section, we fix a sufficiently large positive integer j in Proposition 3.7, and omit
the subscript j, equivalently denote F (f) = Fj(f), for simplicity; similarly, starting with
Fj(f), we will need an angular decomposition Fj,v(f) which is going to be simplified as
Fv(f) in (4.9). Without loss of generality, we assume that the symbol a(ξ, t) in Proposition
3.7 is supported in the first quadrant with respect to the variable ξ. Our goal is to establish
the following L4-estimate:

‖F (f)‖L4(L∞(R3)⊗M) ≤ Cµ2
µj‖f‖L4(L∞(R2)⊗M), for all µ > 1/8, (4.1)

where

F (f)(x, t) = ρ1(t)

∫

R2

ei(xξ+t|ξ|)ρ0(|2−jξ|)a(ξ, t)f̂ (ξ)dξ

and ρ0, ρ1 ∈ C∞
0

(
(1/8, 8)

)
. We begin by rewriting F (f)(x, t) as follows:

F (f)(x, t) =

∫

R

∫

R2

ei(xξ+tτ)
(
ρ1(·)a(ξ, ·)

)∨
(τ − |ξ|)ρ0(|2−jξ|)f̂(ξ) dξ dτ

=

∫

R2

K(x− y, t)f(y)dy =

∫

R2

KI(x− y, t)f(y)dy +

∫

R2

KII(x− y, t)f(y)dy,

where

K(x, t) =

∫

R

∫

R2

ei(xξ+tτ)
(
ρ1(·)a(ξ, ·)

)∨
(τ − |ξ|)ρ0(|2−jξ|) dξ dτ,

KI(x, t) =

∫

|τ−2j |≤ 2j

10

∫

R2

ei(xξ+tτ)
(
ρ1(·)a(ξ, ·)

)∨
(τ − |ξ|)ρ0(|2−jξ|) dξ dτ,

KII(x, t) =

∫

|τ−2j |> 2j

10

∫

R2

ei(xξ+tτ)
(
ρ1(·)a(ξ, ·)

)∨
(τ − |ξ|)ρ0(|2−jξ|) dξ dτ.

Using integration by parts, we obtain the following estimate:

|KII(x, t)| .N
2−jN

(1 + |(x, t)|2)N (4.2)

for any N > 0 (see [51, Page 81-88] or [34, Page 98] for further details). Utilizing the
Young inequality, we can further deduce that:

∥∥∥
∫

R2

KII(x− y, t)f(y)dy
∥∥∥

L4(L∞(R3)⊗M)

.N 2−jN‖f‖L4(L∞(R2)⊗M).

Given this result, in the remainder of this section, it suffices to take care of the estimates
related to the kernel KI , and one may thus assume that τ ≈ 2j , which will simplify our
task of proving the estimate (4.1).

4.1. Some lemmas. In this subsection, we will introduce some frequency decompositions
and prove some lemmas.

Let φ be a smoothing function on R with support in [−1, 1] such that
∑

n∈Z φ
2(·−n) = 1.

Additionally, let ρ ∈ C∞
0

(
(1/8, 8)

)
be a function that equals 1 in the support of ρ0. We

define a decomposition in τ , the variable dual to t, by introducing the operator Pn on
operator-valued functions in R

3 as follows:

(Png)∧(ξ, τ) := ρ(2−j |ξ|)φ(2−j/2τ − n)ĝ(ξ, τ). (4.3)
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We denote the set {n ∈ Z : n ≈ 2j/2} by Γj, then |Γj| ≈ 2j/2. Similarly, for m =
(m1,m2) ∈ Z

2, we define the operator Pm acting on operator-valued functions in R
2 as:

(Pmf)
∧(ξ) := ρ(2−j |ξ|)φ(2−j/2ξ1 −m1)φ(2

−j/2ξ2 −m2)f̂(ξ), (4.4)

and

fn :=
∑

{
m∈Z2:

∣∣|m|−n
∣∣<100

}Pmf. (4.5)

Lemma 4.1. Let g = (gn,v)n∈Γj ,v∈I be an element in Lp(N ; ℓc2), where I is a finite index
set and 2 ≤ p ≤ ∞,we have

∥∥∥
(∑

v∈I

∣∣ ∑

n∈Γj

Pngn,v
∣∣2
)1/2∥∥∥

Lp(N )
. 2(1/4−1/2p)j

∥∥∥
(∑

v∈I

∑

n∈Γj

|gn,v|2
)1/2∥∥∥

Lp(N )
. (4.6)

Proof. By the Plancherel theorem and the support property of φ, we can establish the
estimate (4.6) for p = 2. Due to the complex interpolation (see Lemma 2.4), it suffices to
prove the inequality (4.6) for p = ∞. Let Kn be the kernel associated with Pn, such that
Png(x, t) = (Kn ∗ g)(x, t). From (4.3), we derive,

Kn(x, t) =

∫

R3

ei(xξ+tτ)ρ(2−j |ξ|)φ(2−j/2τ − n)dξdτ.

By applying integration by parts, we obtain the bound |Kn(x, t)| . 2
5j
2

(1+2j |x|+2j/2|t|)3 ,

K̃(x, t), which is integrable. By Lemma 2.1 and the Young inequality,
∥∥∥
(∑

v∈I

∣∣ ∑

n∈Γj

Pngn,v
∣∣2
)1/2∥∥∥

L∞(N )
≤
∥∥∥
∣∣Γj

∣∣∑

v∈I

∑

n∈Γj

|Pngn,v|2
∥∥∥
1/2

L∞(N )

. 2j/4
∥∥∥
∑

v∈I

∑

n∈Γj

|Kn ∗ gn,v|2
∥∥∥
1/2

L∞(N )

. 2j/4
∥∥∥K̃ ∗

(∑

v∈I

∑

n∈Γj

|gn,v|2
)∥∥∥

1/2

L∞(N )

. 2j/4
∥∥∥
∑

v∈I

∑

n∈Γj

|gn,v|2
∥∥∥
1/2

L∞(N )
.

Hence we complete the proof. �

Lemma 4.2. Given Pm as defined in (4.4), for 2 ≤ p ≤ ∞, we have
∥∥∥
( ∑

m∈Z2

∣∣Pmf
∣∣2
)1/2∥∥∥

Lp(L∞(R2)⊗M)
. ‖f‖Lp(L∞(R2)⊗M). (4.7)

Proof. When p = 2, the result follows from the Plancherel theorem. Therefore, due to
interpolation, it suffices to prove the inequality for p = ∞. Recall that the definition of
Pm in (4.4) involves the expression

(Pmf)
∧(ξ) = ρ(2−j |ξ|)φ(2−j/2ξ1 −m1)φ(2

−j/2ξ2 −m2)f̂(ξ).

For simplicity, we may assume (Pmf)
∧(ξ) := φ(2−j/2ξ1−m1)φ(2

−j/2ξ2−m2)f̂(ξ). Indeed,

suppose (P̃mf)
∧(ξ) := φ(2−j/2ξ1 −m1)φ(2

−j/2ξ2 −m2)f̂(ξ), using the same technique as
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in the proof of Lemma 4.1, we can deduce that
∥∥∥
( ∑

m∈Z2

∣∣Pmf
∣∣2
)1/2∥∥∥

Lp(L∞(R2)⊗M)
.
∥∥∥
( ∑

m∈Z2

∣∣P̃mf
∣∣2
)1/2∥∥∥

Lp(L∞(R2)⊗M)
.

Therefore,

|Pmf(0)| =
∣∣∣
∫

R2

φ(2−j/2ξ1 −m1)φ(2
−j/2ξ2 −m2)f̂(ξ)dξ

∣∣∣

=
∣∣∣
∫

R2

∫

R2

e−ixξφ(2−j/2ξ1 −m1)φ(2
−j/2ξ2 −m2)f(x)dξdx

∣∣∣

=
∣∣∣
∫

R2

e−ix·mφ̂(x1)φ̂(x2)f(2
−j/2x)dx

∣∣∣

=
∣∣∣
∑

n∈Z2

∫

[−π,π]2
e−ix·mhn(x)dx

∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣
∑

n∈Z2

ĥn(m)
∣∣∣,

where hn(x) = φ̂(x1− 2n1π)φ̂(x2− 2n2π)f(2
−j/2(x− 2πn)). Combining these results with

the triangle inequality, we obtain
∥∥∥
( ∑

m∈Z2

∣∣Pmf(0)
∣∣2
)1/2∥∥∥

L∞(M)
≤
∑

n∈Z2

∥∥∥
( ∑

m∈Z2

∣∣ĥn(m)
∣∣2
)1/2∥∥∥

L∞(M)
. (4.8)

Note that L∞(M) ⊂ B(L2(M)), and applying the Parseval identity, we have
∥∥∥
( ∑

m∈Z2

∣∣ĥn(m)
∣∣2
)1/2∥∥∥

2

L∞(M)
= sup

‖b‖L2(M)=1
τ
( ∑

m∈Z2

∣∣ĥn(m)b
∣∣2)

= sup
‖b‖L2(M)=1

τ
(∫

[−π,π]2

∣∣hn(x)b
∣∣2dx

)

≤
∥∥∥
∫

[−π,π]2

∣∣hn(x)
∣∣2dx

∥∥∥
L∞(M)

.

Using the inequality (4.8), we can derive the following:
∥∥∥
( ∑

m∈Z2

∣∣Pmf(0)
∣∣2
)1/2∥∥∥

L∞(M)
≤
∑

n∈Z2

∥∥∥
∫

[−π,π]2

∣∣hn(x)
∣∣2dx

∥∥∥
1/2

L∞(M)

≤
∑

n∈Z2

( ∫

[−π,π]2

∣∣φ̂(x1 − 2n1π)φ̂(x2 − 2n2π)
∣∣2dx

)1/2
× ‖f‖L∞(L∞(R2)⊗M)

. ‖f‖L∞(L∞(R2)⊗M).

Here, the final inequality holds due to the fact that φ̂ is a Schwartz function, which ensures
that the sum over n ∈ Z

2 is convergent. Similarly, for any y ∈ R
2, we have

∥∥∥
( ∑

m∈Z2

∣∣Pmf(y)
∣∣2
)1/2∥∥∥

L∞(M)
. ‖f‖L∞(L∞(R2)⊗M),

which implies the inequality (4.7) for p = ∞. �

We introduce the angular decomposition of the ξ-space, as outlined in [53, Page 405].
Consider a roughly equally spaced set of points on the unit circle S1 with grid length

2−j/2. Specifically, the set {ξv}N(j)
v=1 comprises the unit vectors that adhere to the following

conditions:
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(1) |ξv1 − ξv2 | ≥ 2−j/2, if v1 6= v2;

(2) For any ξ ∈ R
2\0, there exists one ξv, such that

∣∣ξ/|ξ| − ξv
∣∣ < 2−j/2.

It is evident that N(j) ≈ 2j/2, and we can assume that arg ξv = 2πv2−j/2. Let Ωv denote
the cone in the ξ-space with the central direction ξv, defined as:

Ωv = {ξ ∈ R
2\{0} :

∣∣ξ/|ξ| − ξv
∣∣ < 2 · 2−j/2}.

Next, we construct an associated partition of unity: we select a family of smoothing

functions χv that satisfy
∑N(j)

v=1 χv(ξ) = 1 for all ξ ∈ R
2\{0} and possess the following

properties:

(1) χv is homogeneous of degree 0, meaning χv(ξ) = χv(ξ/|ξ|) for all ξ ∈ R
2\{0};

(2) χv is supported in Ωv and fulfills the uniform estimate:

|∂αξ ξv(ξ)| ≤ Cα2
|α|j/2||ξ|−|α|.

We now define the operators as follows:

Fv(f)(x, t) := ρ1(t)

∫

R2

ei(xξ+t|ξ|)ρ0(|2−jξ|)a(ξ, t)χv(ξ)f̂(ξ)dξ (4.9)

and

(Qvg)
∧(ξ, τ) := ψ

( |ξ| − τ

|ξ|ǫ
)
χv(ξ)ĝ(ξ, τ) , Ψv(ξ, τ)ĝ(ξ, τ), (4.10)

where ψ is a smoothing function on R supported in [−2, 2] and equal to 1 in [−1, 1], and
ǫ is a suitably chosen small positive number.

Prior to proving Proposition 3.7, we present two lemmas to address the error terms.

Lemma 4.3. For 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞ and every N ∈ N,∥∥∥
∑

n∈Z
PnF (f − fn)

∥∥∥
Lp(L∞(R3)⊗M)

.N 2−Nj‖f‖Lp(L∞(R2)⊗M). (4.11)

Proof. Fix an integer n. Then,

PnF (f − fn)(x, t) =

∫

R

∫

R2

ei(xξ+tτ)
(
ρ1(·)a(ξ, ·)

)∨
(τ − |ξ|)ρ0(|2−jξ|)

× φ(2−j/2τ − n)(1− φ̃(ξ))f̂ (ξ) dξ dτ

,

∫

R2

K̃n(x− y, t)f(y)dy,

where the kernel K̃n(x, t) is given by
∫

R

∫

R2

ei(xξ+tτ)
(
ρ1(·)a(ξ, ·)

)∨
(τ − |ξ|)ρ0(|2−jξ|)φ(2−j/2τ − n)(1− φ̃(ξ)) dξ dτ

and
φ̃(ξ) =

∑
{
m∈Z2:

∣∣|m|−n
∣∣<100

} ρ(2
−j |ξ|)φ(2−j/2ξ1 −m1)φ(2

−j/2ξ2 −m2).

Recall that we have assumed that τ ≈ 2j , and by the support of φ, K̃n = 0 if n /∈ Γj. As
the estimate (4.2), one has

|K̃n(x, t)| .N
2−Nj

(1 + |(x, t)|2)N
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for any N > 0 (see [51, Page 82] for more details). Then, by the Young inequality,
∥∥∥PnF (f − fn)

∥∥∥
Lp(L∞(R3)⊗M)

.N 2−Nj‖f‖Lp(L∞(R2)⊗M).

Therefore, noting that |Γj | ≈ 2j/2,
∥∥∥
∑

n∈Z
PnF (f − fn)

∥∥∥
Lp(L∞(R3)⊗M)

≤
∑

n∈Γj

∥∥∥PnF (f − fn)
∥∥∥
Lp(L∞(R3)⊗M)

.N 2−Nj‖f‖Lp(L∞(R2)⊗M).

�

Lemma 4.4. Define Rv(f) := Fv(f)−QvFv(f), then for any N ∈ N and 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, we
have

‖Rv(f)‖Lp(L∞(R3)⊗M) .N 2−Nj‖f‖Lp(L∞(R2)⊗M). (4.12)

Proof. Note that the Fourier transform of Fv(f) is given by

f̂(ξ)ρ0(|2−jξ|)χv(ξ)(ρ1(·)a(ξ, ·))∨(τ − |ξ|).

Then, the kernel associated with Rv is

Kv(x, t) =

∫

R3

ei(x·ξ+tτ)
(
1− ψ

( |ξ| − τ

|ξ|ǫ
))
ρ0(|2−jξ|)χv(ξ)(ρ1(·)a(ξ, ·))∨(τ − |ξ|)dξdτ.

As the estimate (4.2), one has

|Kv(x, t)| .N
2−jN

(1 + |(x, t)|2)N

for any N > 0 (see [51, Page 84] for further details). Now, we complete the proof as in
Lemma 4.3. �

4.2. An L4 estimate. To prove the L4-estimate (4.1), we start by noting that
∑

n∈Γj

(Pn)2F (f) = F (f).

Applying the triangle inequality and Lemma 4.3, which also holds when (Pn)2 is used
instead of Pn, we have

‖F (f)‖L4(N ) =
∥∥∥
∑

n∈Γj

(Pn)2F (f)
∥∥∥
L4(N )

≤
∥∥∥
∑

n∈Γj

(Pn)2F (fn)
∥∥∥
L4(N )

+
∥∥∥
∑

n∈Γj

(Pn)2F (f − fn)
∥∥∥
L4(N )

.
∥∥∥
∑

n∈Γj

(Pn)2F (fn)
∥∥∥
L4(N )

+ ‖f‖L4(L∞(R2)⊗M).

Next, let I := {1 ≤ v ≤ N(j) : ξv in the first quadrant} and recall that a(ξ, t) in (4.9) is
supported in the first quadrant with respect to the variable ξ. By the triangle inequality,
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the Young inequality and Lemma 4.4, we obtain

∥∥∥
∑

n∈Γj

(Pn)2F (fn)
∥∥∥
L4(N )

=
∥∥∥
∑

n∈Γj

∑

v∈I
(Pn)2Fv(fn)

∥∥∥
L4(N )

≤
∥∥∥
∑

n∈Γj

∑

v∈I
(Pn)2QvFv(fn)

∥∥∥
L4(N )

+
∑

n∈Γj

∑

v∈I

∥∥∥(Pn)2Rv(fn)
∥∥∥
L4(N )

≤
∥∥∥
∑

n∈Γj

∑

v∈I
(Pn)2QvFv(fn)

∥∥∥
L4(N )

+
∑

n∈Γj

∑

v∈I

∥∥∥Rv(fn)
∥∥∥
L4(N )

.
∥∥∥
∑

n∈Γj

∑

v∈I
(Pn)2QvFv(fn)

∥∥∥
L4(N )

+ ‖f‖L4(L∞(R2)⊗M).

The final inequality above uses the facts that |I| ≈ |Γj| ≈ 2j/2 and

‖fn‖L4(L∞(R2)⊗M) =
∥∥∥

∑

m∈Z2:
∣∣|m|−n

∣∣<100

Pmf
∥∥∥
L4(L∞(R2)⊗M)

. ‖f‖L4(L∞(R2)⊗M).

It now suffices to show:

∥∥∥
∑

n∈Γj

∑

v∈I
(Pn)2QvFv(fn)

∥∥∥
L4(N )

.µ 2µj‖f‖L4(L∞(R2)⊗M), for all µ > 1/8. (4.13)

To proceed with the proof, we deduce that

∥∥∥
∑

n∈Γj

∑

v∈I
(Pn)2QvFv(fn)

∥∥∥
4

L4(N )

= ϕ
(∣∣∣
∑

v,w∈I

( ∑

n∈Γj

((Pn)2QvFv(fn))
∗)( ∑

n∈Γj

(Pn)2QwFw(fn)
)∣∣∣

2)

. (I) + (II), (4.14)

where

(I) = ϕ
(∣∣∣

∑

v,w∈I,|v−w|≤1000

( ∑

n∈Γj

((Pn)2QvFv(fn))
∗)( ∑

n∈Γj

(Pn)2QwFw(fn)
)∣∣∣

2)

and

(II) = ϕ
(∣∣∣

∑

v,w∈I,|v−w|>1000

( ∑

n∈Γj

((Pn)2QvFv(fn))
∗)( ∑

n∈Γj

(Pn)2QwFw(fn)
)∣∣∣

2)
.
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We first estimate part (I). By the triangle inequality, and Lemma 2.3,

(I) = ϕ
(∣∣∣

1000∑

i=−1000

∑

v,v+i∈I

( ∑

n∈Γj

((Pn)2QvFv(fn))
∗)( ∑

n∈Γj

(Pn)2Qv+iFv+i(fn)
)∣∣∣

2)

.
1000∑

i=−1000

ϕ
(∣∣∣

∑

v,v+i∈I

( ∑

n∈Γj

((Pn)2QvFv(fn))
∗)( ∑

n∈Γj

(Pn)2Qv+iFv+i(fn)
)∣∣∣

2)

.
1000∑

i=−1000

∥∥∥
( ∑

v:v,v+i∈I

∣∣ ∑

n∈Γj

(Pn)2QvFv(fn)
∣∣2
)1/2∥∥∥

2

L4(N )

×
∥∥∥
( ∑

v+i:v,v+i∈I

∣∣ ∑

n∈Γj

(Pn)2Qv+iFv+i(fn)
∣∣2
)1/2∥∥∥

2

L4(N )

.
∥∥∥
(∑

v∈I

∣∣ ∑

n∈Γj

(Pn)2QvFv(fn)
∣∣2
)1/2∥∥∥

4

L4(N )
.

By applying Lemma 4.1, we arrive at

(I) . 2j/2
∥∥∥
(∑

v∈I

∑

n∈Γj

∣∣PnQvFv(fn)
∣∣2
)1/2∥∥∥

4

L4(N )
. (4.15)

To estimate part (II), we require a geometric estimate. For each n ∈ Γj, v ∈ I, observe
that the Fourier transform of PnQvFv(fn) is supported in the region

Uv
n := {(ξ, τ) ∈ R

3 : (ξ, τ) ∈ SuppΨv, |2−j/2τ − n| ≤ 1},

where Ψv was defined in (4.10). Next, we derive an estimate for the number of overlaps
of algebraic differences between the sets Uv

n and Uw
m:

Lemma 4.5. There exists a constant C, independent of j, such that

∑

n,m∈Γj

∑

v,w∈I,|v−w|>1000

χUv
n−Uw

m
(ξ, τ) ≤ C2j/2+2ǫj. (4.16)

Remark 4.6. Caused by the fact that |x∗x|2 6= |xx|2 for a general operator x, a geo-
metric estimate for the form like sup(ξ,τ)∈R3

∑
v,w∈I χUv

n−Uw
m
(ξ, τ), which differs from the

geometric estimate presented in the classical setting [42], has to be considered. Fur-
thermore, we cannot anticipate the same upper bound as in [42] for our new estimate,
as
∑

v,w∈I χUv
n−Uw

n′
(ξ, τ) may become significant large near the origin. To overcome this

obstacle, we observe that if |v − w| ≥ C, where C is a large positive constant, then
sup(ξ,τ)∈R3

∑
v,w∈I,|v−w|>C χUv

n−Uw
n′
(ξ, τ) admits a suitable upper bound. Consequently,

we must partition the double sums over v,w in the inequality (4.14). Therefore, in com-
parison to Lemma 1.2 in [42], we require a stronger version as Lemma 4.1 to tackle the
first part (I).
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The proof of Lemma 4.5 will be given in the subsequent section. For the term (II),
invoking the Plancherel theorem, we derive

(II) = ϕ
(∣∣∣

∑

v,w∈I,|v−w|>1000

( ∑

n∈Γj

((Pn)2QvFv(fn))
∗)( ∑

n∈Γj

(Pn)2QwFw(fn)
)∣∣∣

2)
(4.17)

= ϕ
(∣∣∣

∑

v,w∈I,|v−w|>1000

∑

n,n′∈Γj

(
((Pn)2QvFv(fn))

∗)∧ ∗
(
(Pn′

)2QwFw(fn′)
)∧∣∣∣

2)

= ϕ
(∣∣∣

∑

v,w∈I,|v−w|>1000

∑

n,n′∈Γj

χUv
n−Uw

n′

(
((Pn)2QvFv(fn))

∗)∧ ∗
(
(Pn′

)2QwFw(fn′)
)∧∣∣∣

2)
.

By Lemma 2.1,

∣∣∣
∑

v,w∈I,|v−w|>1000

∑

n,n′∈Γj

χUv
n−Uw

n′

(
((Pn)2QvFv(fn))

∗)∧ ∗
(
(Pn′

)2QwFw(fn′)
)∧∣∣∣

2

≤
( ∑

v,w∈I,|v−w|>1000

∑

n,n′∈Γj

∣∣∣
(
((Pn)2QvFv(fn))

∗)∧ ∗
(
(Pn′

)2QwFw(fn′)
)∧∣∣∣

2)

×
( ∑

v,w∈I,|v−w|>1000

∑

n,n′∈Γj

χUv
n−Uw

n′

)
. (4.18)

Combining the inequalities (4.17), (4.18), (4.16), and applying once more the Plancherel
theorem, we obtain:

(II) ≤ C2j/2+2ǫjϕ
( ∑

v,w∈I,|v−w|>1000

∑

n,n′∈Γj

∣∣∣((Pn)2QvFv(fn))
∗(Pn′

)2QwFw(fn′)
∣∣∣
2)

≤ C2j/2+2ǫjϕ
( ∑

v,w∈I

∑

n,n′∈Γj

∣∣∣((Pn)2QvFv(fn))
∗(Pn′

)2QwFw(fn′)
∣∣∣
2)

≤ C2j/2+2ǫj
∥∥∥
(∑

v∈I

∑

n∈Γj

∣∣((Pn)2QvFv(fn)
)∗∣∣2

)1/2∥∥∥
4

L4(N )
. (4.19)

By leveraging the inequalities (4.13), (4.14), (4.15), and (4.19), Proposition 3.7 can be
reduced to demonstrating the following inequalities:

∥∥∥
(∑

v∈I

∑

n∈Γj

∣∣PnQvFv(fn)
∣∣2
)1/2∥∥∥

L4(N )
≤ Cε2

εj‖f‖L4(L∞(R2)⊗M), (4.20)

and
∥∥∥
(∑

v∈I

∑

n∈Γj

∣∣((Pn)2QvFv(fn)
)∗∣∣2

)1/2∥∥∥
L4(N )

≤ Cε2
εj‖f‖L4(L∞(R2)⊗M) (4.21)

for ε > 0. Here, we will concentrate on proving the inequality (4.20), since the proof of
the inequality (4.21) is analogous.

Using Lemma 4.4, it is sufficient to estimate the norm

∥∥∥
(∑

v∈I

∑

n∈Γj

∣∣PnFv(fn)
∣∣2
)1/2∥∥∥

L4(N )
.
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Indeed, by applying the triangle inequality alongside Lemma 4.4, we derive the following
inequality:

∥∥∥
(∑

v∈I

∑

n∈Γj

∣∣PnQvFv(fn)
∣∣2
)1/2∥∥∥

L4(N )

≤
∥∥∥
(∑

v∈I

∑

n∈Γj

∣∣PnFv(fn)
∣∣2
)1/2∥∥∥

L4(N )
+
∥∥∥
(∑

v∈I

∑

n∈Γj

∣∣PnRv(fn)
∣∣2
)1/2∥∥∥

L4(N )

.
∥∥∥
(∑

v∈I

∑

n∈Γj

∣∣PnFv(fn)
∣∣2
)1/2∥∥∥

L4(N )
+ ‖f‖L4(L∞(R2)⊗M).

We assert that the following inequality holds:
∥∥∥
(∑

v∈I

∑

n∈Γj

∣∣PnFv(fn)
∣∣2
)1/2∥∥∥

L4(N )
.
∥∥∥
(∑

v∈I

∑

n∈Γj

∣∣Fv(fn)
∣∣2
)1/2∥∥∥

L4(N )
. (4.22)

To justify this claim, recall from the proof of Lemma 4.1 that the kernel Kn associated
with the operator Pn satisfies the bound

|Kn(x, t)| ≤ CN
2

5j
2

(1 + 2j |x|+ 2j/2|t|)N .

Combining this with Lemma 2.1, and denoting Fv(fn) by gv,n,

∣∣PnFv(fn)
∣∣2 =

∣∣
∫

R

∫

R2

Kn(y, s)gv,n(y − x, s− t)dyds
∣∣2

≤
(∫

R

∫

R2

|Kn(y, s)|dyds
)(∫

R

∫

R2

|Kn(y, s)||gv,n(y − x, s− t)|2dyds
)

≤ CN

∫

R

∫

R2

2
5j
2 |gv,n(y − x, s− t)|2

(1 + 2j |y|+ 2j/2|s|)N dyds. (4.23)

Utilizing the inequality (4.23), the triangle inequality, and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
we derive

∥∥∥
(∑

v∈I

∑

n∈Γj

∣∣PnQvFv(fn)
∣∣2
)1/2∥∥∥

4

L4(N )

≤ CN

∥∥∥
∑

v∈I

∑

n∈Γj

∫

R

∫

R2

2
5j
2 |gv,n(y − x, s− t)|2

(1 + 2j |y|+ 2j/2|s|)N dyds
∥∥∥
2

L2(N )

≤ CN

( ∫

R

∫

R2

2
5j
2

(1 + 2j |y|+ 2j/2|s|)N
∥∥∥
∑

v∈I

∑

n∈Γj

|gv,n(y − x, s− t)|2
∥∥∥
L2(N )

dyds
)2

.
∥∥∥
∑

v∈I

∑

n∈Γj

|gv,n|2
∥∥∥
2

L2(N )
=
∥∥∥
(∑

v∈I

∑

n∈Γj

∣∣Fv(fn)
∣∣2
)1/2∥∥∥

4

L4(N )
.

This confirms our claim (4.22). Now, we proceed to give an estimate for the term
∥∥∥
(∑

v∈I

∑

n∈Γj

∣∣Fv(fn)
∣∣2
)1/2∥∥∥

L4(N )
.

As in [42], for v ∈ I, n ∈ Γj , we define the set

Jv,n := {m ∈ Z
2 : χv(Pmf)

∨ 6= 0,
∣∣|m| − n

∣∣ ≤ 100}.
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It follows that |Jv,n| . 1 and, for m ∈ Z
2, there exists an absolute constant C such that

∣∣{(v, n) ∈ I × Γj : m ∈ Jv,n}
∣∣ ≤ C. (4.24)

Furthermore, we have Fv(fn) = Fv(fv,n), where fv,n =
∑

m∈Jv,n
Pmf . Before presenting

the final proof of Proposition 3.7, we introduce the following lemma, which will be proved
in the subsequent section.

Lemma 4.7. For v ∈ I, n ∈ Γj and g ∈ L2(N ), let Kv,n(y, t) be the kernel associated with
Fv(fn). Then,

sup
y,t,v,n

∫

R2

|Kv,n(y − x, t)|dx ≤ C (4.25)

and ∥∥∥ sup
v∈I,n∈Γj

+

∫

R3

|Kv,n(y − x, t)|g(y, t)dydt
∥∥∥
2
≤ Cε2

εj‖g‖L2(N ) (4.26)

for ε > 0.

Applying Lemma 2.1 and the inequality (4.25), we derive

|Fv(fn)(y, t)|2 =
∣∣∣
∫

R2

Kv,n(y − x, t)fv,n(x)dx
∣∣∣
2

≤ C

∫

R2

|Kv,n(y − x, t)||fv,n(x)|2dx.

Combining this and using duality, we obtain
∥∥∥
(∑

v∈I

∑

n∈Γj

∣∣Fv(fn)
∣∣2
)1/2∥∥∥

2

L4(N )
=
∥∥∥
∑

v∈I

∑

n∈Γj

∣∣Fv(fn)
∣∣2
∥∥∥
L2(N )

. sup
‖g‖2=1

ϕ
(∑

v∈I

∑

n∈Γj

∫

R2

|Kv,n(y − x, t)||fv,n(x)|2dxg(y, t)
)

= sup
‖g‖2=1

∫

R2

τ
(∑

v∈I

∑

n∈Γj

|fv,n(x)|2
∫

R3

|Kv,n(y − x, t)|g(y, t)dydt
)
dx

≤ sup
‖g‖2=1

∥∥∥
∑

v∈I

∑

n∈Γj

|fv,n|2
∥∥∥
2

∥∥∥ sup
v∈I,n∈Γj

+

∫

R3

|Kv,n(y − x, t)|g(y, t)dydt
∥∥∥
2
. (4.27)

Note that by Lemma 2.1 and the fact |Jv,n| . 1,

|fv,n|2 =
∣∣∣
∑

m∈Jv,n

Pmf
∣∣∣
2
.

∑

m∈Jv,n

|Pmf |2. (4.28)

Combining the inequalities (4.24), (4.28) with Lemma 4.2, we get
∥∥∥
∑

v∈I

∑

n∈Γj

|fv,n|2
∥∥∥
2
.
∥∥∥
∑

v∈I

∑

n∈Γj

∑

m∈Jv,n

|Pmf |2
∥∥∥
2

.
∥∥∥
∑

m∈Z2

∑

{(v,n)∈I×Γj :m∈Jv,n}
|Pmf |2

∥∥∥
2

.
∥∥∥
( ∑

m∈Z2

|Pmf |2
)1/2∥∥∥

2

4
≤ ‖f‖24. (4.29)
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Hence by the inequalities (4.26), (4.27) and (4.29),
∥∥∥
(∑

v∈I

∑

n∈Γj

∣∣Fv(fn)
∣∣2
)1/2∥∥∥

L4(N )
≤ Cε2

εj‖f‖4.

By the inequality (4.22), we have completed the proof of the inequality (4.20). Thus, the
proof of Proposition 3.7 is now complete.

5. Proofs of Lemma 4.5 and Lemma 4.7

5.1. Proof of Lemma 4.5. In this subsection, our attention is directed towards proving
Lemma 4.5, which involves estimating the number of overlaps between algebraic differences
of the sets Uv

n and Uw
m. Recall that the set Uv

n is defined as follows:

Uv
n := {(ξ, τ) ∈ R

3 : (ξ, τ) ∈ SuppΨv, |2−j/2τ − n| ≤ 1}.
where Ψv(ξ, τ) = ψ

( |ξ|−τ
|ξ|ǫ

)
χv(ξ). Here, ψ is a smoothing function on R with support in

[−2, 2] and taking value 1 within [−1, 1]. Notably, Uv
n is contained within a larger set (also

denoted by Uv
n) defined by

Uv
n = {(ξ, τ) ∈ R

3 : dist((ξ, τ), (η, |η|)) ≤ 2ǫj, η ∈ Ωv,n}
with Ωv,n specified as

Ωv,n := {η : argη ∈ [2−j/2(v − 1), 2−j/2(v + 1)], |η| ∈ [2j/2(n − 1), 2j/2(n+ 1)]}.

To establish the desired result, it suffices to prove that there exists a constant C,
independent of j, such that the following inequality holds:

∑

n,m∈Γj

∑

v,w∈I,|v−w|>1000

χUv
n−Uw

m
(ξ, τ) ≤ C2j/2+2ǫj.

Observe that if (ξ, τ) ∈ Uv
n, then τ ∈ [2j/2(n − 1), 2j/2(n + 1)]. Consequently, for

(ξ, τ) ∈ Uv
n −Uw

m, we have τ ∈ [2j/2(n−m− 2), 2j/2(n−m+2)]. Given a fixed n ∈ Γj and
a fixed point (ξ, τ) ∈ R

3, if (ξ, τ) ∈ Uv1
n − Uw1

m and (ξ, τ) ∈ Uv2
n − Uw2

m′ , we must have

[2j/2(n−m− 2), 2j/2(n−m+ 2)] ∩ [2j/2(n−m′ − 2), 2j/2(n−m′ + 2)] 6= ∅.
This implies that |m−m′| ≤ 4. Hence, for a fixed (ξ, τ) and n ∈ Γj, there can be at most
nine distinct m ∈ Γj such that

∑

v,w∈I,|v−w|>1000

χUv
n−Uw

m
(ξ, τ) 6= 0.

Since |Γj| ≈ 2j/2, it remains to demonstrate that for any fixed n,m ∈ Γj, the following
estimate holds for an absolute constant C,

∑

v,w∈I,|v−w|>1000

χUv
n−Uw

m
(ξ, τ) ≤ C22ǫj. (5.1)

For simplicity, we can assume that

Ωv,n := {η : argη ∈ [2−j/2(v − 1), 2−j/2(v + 1)], |η| ∈ [2−j/2(n − 1), 2−j/2(n+ 1)]},
and

Uv
n = {(ξ, τ) ∈ R

3 : dist((ξ, τ), (η, |η|)) ≤ 2ǫj−j, η ∈ Ωv,n}.
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Elements in Uv
n can be expressed as

(2−j/2n+ rv) · (ei(2
−jv/2+θ), 1) + ζv,

where |rv| ≤ 2−j/2, |θ| ≤ 2−j/2 and ζv is a vector in R
3 with |ζv| ≤ 2ǫj−j. For the sake

of simplicity in the following proof, we denote 2−j/2 by δ. Without loss of generality, we
assume v > w, δn = 1, δm = λ for some constant λ ≈ 1. Elements of Uv

n − Uw
m have the

form

((1 + rv) · ei(vδ+θv), rv)− ((λ+ rw) · ei(wδ+θw), rw) + ζv − ζw, (5.2)

where |rv|, |rw|, |θv|, |θw| ≤ δ and |ζv|, |ζw| ≤ δ2−2ǫ. To establish the inequality (5.1), it
suffices to demonstrate that for a fixed pair (v1, w1),

|{(v2, w2) : Uv1
n − Uw1

n′ ∩ Uv2
n − Uw2

n′ 6= ∅} . δ−4ǫ. (5.3)

In fact, we will show below that |v1− v2|, |w1−w2| . δ−2ǫ, which immediately implies the
inequality (5.3).

Given that Uv1
n −Uw1

m ∩Uv2
n −Uw2

m 6= ∅, by (5.2), there exist |rvi |, |rwi |, |θvi |, |θwi | ≤ δ for
i = 1, 2, and ζ ∈ R

3 with |ζ| ≤ 4δ2−2ǫ such that

((1 + rv1) · ei(v1δ+θv1 ), 1 + rv1)− ((λ+ rw1) · ei(w1δ+θw1 ), λ+ rw1) + ζ

= ((1 + rv2) · ei(v2δ+θv2 ), 1 + rv2)− ((λ+ rw2) · ei(w2δ+θw2 ), λ+ rw2).

Comparing the third coordinate, we obtain

|rv1 − rv2 − rw1 + rw2 | ≤ 4δ2−2ǫ. (5.4)

Next, by comparing the first two coordinates, we have

(1 + rv1)(e
i(v1δ+θv1 ) − ei(v2δ+θv2 )) + (rv1 − rv2)(e

i(v2δ+θv2 ) − ei(w2δ+θw2 ))

= (λ+ rw1)(e
i(w1δ+θw1 ) − ei(w2δ+θw2 )) + (rw1 − rw2 − rv1 + rv2)e

i(w2δ+θw2 ) + x,

where x ∈ R
2 with |x| ≤ 4δ2−2ǫ, by the inequality (5.4), we have

(1 + rv1)(e
i(v1δ+θv1 ) − ei(v2δ+θv2 )) + (rv1 − rv2)(e

i(v2δ+θv2 ) − ei(w2δ+θw2 ))

= (λ+ rw1)(e
i(w1δ+θw1 ) − ei(w2δ+θw2 )) + x̃, (5.5)

where x̃ ∈ R
2 with |x̃| ≤ |ζ|+ |rv1 − rv2 − rw1 + rw2 | ≤ 8δ2−2ǫ. Using the identity

eiα1 − eiα2 = 2 sin((α1 − α2)/2)ie
i((α1+α2)/2),

the left-hand side of equation (5.5) becomes

2(1 + rv1) sin
((
(v1 − v2)δ + θv1 − θv2

)
/2
)
iei(((v1+v2)δ+θv1+θv2 )/2)

+ 2(rv1 − rv2) sin
((
(v2 − w2)δ + θv2 − θw2

)
/2
)
iei(((v2+w2)δ+θv2+θw2 )/2), (5.6)

while the right-hand side of equation (5.5) becomes

2(1 + rw1) sin
((
(w1 − w2)δ + θw1 − θw2

)
/2
)
iei(((w1+w2)δ+θw1+θw2 )/2) + x̃. (5.7)

The length of the projection from (5.6) onto the direction ei(((w1+w2)δ+θw1+θw2 )/2) is de-
noted by D, and it equals

∣∣2(1 + rv1) sin
(
((w1 + w2 − v1 − v2)δ + θw1 + θw2 − θv1 − θv2)/2

)

× sin
((
(v1 − v2)δ + θv1 − θv2

)
/2
)
+ 2(rv1 − rv2) sin

((
(v2 − w2)δ + θv2 − θw2

)
/2
)

× sin
(
((w1 − v2)δ + θw1 − θv2)/2

)∣∣. (5.8)
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Recalling that α
π ≤ sin(α) ≤ α for α ∈ [0, π2 ], |rvi |, |rwi |, |θvi |, |θwi | ≤ δ and v1−w1, v2−w2 >

1000, one can derive

D ≥ |(v1 − v2)δ + θv1 − θv2 |
10

(v2 − w2 + v1 − w1 − 4)δ − (v2 − w2)δ
2. (5.9)

On the other hand, (5.7) implies D ≤ |x̃| ≤ 8δ2−2ǫ. We claim that |v1 − v2| ≤ 100δ−2ǫ,
otherwise, by the inequality (5.9),

8δ2−2ǫ ≥ 2(v2 − w2)δ
2−2ǫ − (v2 − w2)δ

2 ≥ (v2 − w2)δ
2−2ǫ,

leading to a contradiction since v2 − w2 > 1000. Using the same trick when we consider
the projection onto the direction iei(((w1+w2)δ+θw1+θw2 )/2), we obtain

∣∣2(1 + rw1) sin
((
(w1 − w2)δ + θw1 − θw2

)
/2
)∣∣

≤ |x̃|+
∣∣2(1 + rv1) sin

((
(v1 − v2)δ + θv1 − θv2

)
/2
)∣∣+ |rv1 − rv2 |

≤ 8δ2−2ǫ + 100δ1−2ǫ + 2δ . δ1−2ǫ.

This implies
|(w1 − w2)δ + θw1 − θw2 | . δ1−2ǫ,

and thus |w1 −w2| . δ−2ǫ since |θw1 − θw2 | ≤ 2δ. Hence, we conclude the inequality (5.3),
which leads to the desired lemma.

Remark 5.1. In the paper by Mockenhaupt, Seeger, and Sogge [42], they derived an
estimate for the number of overlaps of algebraic sums, given by:

∑

v,w∈I
χUv

n+Uw
m
(ξ, τ) ≤ Cj2j/2+2ǫj .

Our method is equally applicable in this context, and furthermore, allows us to refine the
estimate slightly. Specifically, we obtain:

∑

v,w∈I
χUv

n+Uw
m
(ξ, τ) ≤ C2j/2+2ǫj.

5.2. Proof of Lemma 4.7. Let us begin by estimating the kernel Kv,n(y, t). Recalling
the definitions of Fv(fn) from (4.5) and (4.9), we derive

Kv,n(y, t) = ρ1(t)

∫

R2

ei(y·ξ+t|ξ|)ρ0(|2−jξ|)χv(ξ)a(ξ, t)φ̃(ξ) dξ,

where
φ̃(ξ) =

∑

{m∈Z2:
∣∣|m|−n

∣∣<100}

ρ(2−j |ξ|)φ(2−j/2ξ1 −m1)φ(2
−j/2ξ2 −m2).

Through integration by parts, one can establish

|Kv,n(y, t)| ≤ CN
2j

(1 + |2j(〈y, ξv〉+ t)|2)N
2j/2

(1 + |2j/2(y − 〈y, ξv〉ξv)|2)N
(5.10)

for any N > 0 (see e.g. [42, (1.10)] for further details). Utilizing the inequality (5.10), we
deduce the inequality (4.25), which states

sup
y,t,v,n

∫

R2

|Kv,n(y − x, t)|dx . 1.

Next, it suffices to prove the inequality (4.26), which asserts that for g ∈ L2(N ), we have
∥∥∥ sup
v∈I,n∈Γj

+

∫

R3

|Kv,n(y, t;x)|g(y, t)dydt
∥∥∥
2
≤ Cε2

εj‖g‖L2(N ) (5.11)
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for ε > 0.

Using a standard argument, it suffices to demonstrate the inequality (5.11) for g ∈
S+(R

3) ⊗ S+(M). Given the inequality (5.10), we observe that Kv,n(y, t) is essentially

supported within a rectangle of size 2−j × 2−j/2 × 1 centered around the ray γv, defined
as:

γv := {(y, t) ∈ R
3 : y + tξv = 0}.

Motivated by this observation, for ℓ ≥ 0, we define the rectangle of size 2−j+ℓ×2−j/2+ℓ×1
centered around γv as

Rv,ℓ := {(y, 0) + t(−ξv, 1) ∈ R
2 × [1, 2] : |〈y, ξv〉| ≤ 2−j+ℓ, |〈y, ξ⊥v 〉| ≤ 2−j/2+ℓ},

where ξ⊥v is the unit vector orthogonal to ξv, and Rv,−1 := ∅. Utilizing the inequality
(5.10) and noting that Supp ρ1 ⊂ [1, 2], we can write
∫

R3

|Kv,n(y − x, t)|g(y, t)dydt =
∞∑

ℓ=0

∫

Rv,ℓ\Rv,ℓ−1

|Kv,n(y, t)|g(x + y, t)dydt

≤ CN

∞∑

ℓ=0

∫

Rv,ℓ\Rv,ℓ−1

23j/2g(x+ y, t)dydt

(1 + 22ℓ)N (1 + 22ℓ)N

≤ CN

∞∑

ℓ=0

2−2ℓ(2N−1) 1

|Rv,ℓ|

∫

Rv,ℓ

g(x+ y, t)dydt.

(5.12)

Furthermore, we split each Rv,ℓ along its longer dimension of size 2−j/2+ℓ into 2j/2+ℓ

pieces and along its shorter dimension of size 2−j+ℓ into 2ℓ pieces, yielding a collection of

rectangles {Rv,ℓ,i}i(ℓ)i=1 of dimensions 2−j × 2−j × 1, where i(ℓ) ≈ 2j/2+2ℓ. Specifically

Rv,ℓ,i := {(y, 0) + (xi, 0) + t(−ξv, 1) ∈ R
2 × [1, 2] : |〈y, ξv〉| ≤ 2−j, |〈y, ξ⊥v 〉| ≤ 2−j},

for some xi ∈ R
2 such that Rv,ℓ ⊂

⋃i(ℓ)
i=0Rv,ℓ,i. Let γv,xi denote the ray γv + (xi, 0) and

Tv,i the cylinder defined as

Tv,i := {(y, t) ∈ R
2 × [1, 2] : dist{(y, t), γv,xi} < 2−j+1}.

It is straightforward to verify that Rv,ℓ,i ⊂ Tv,i. Note that the measures |Rv,ℓ| ∼ 2
−3j
2

+2ℓ

and |Tv,i| ∼ 2−2j+2. Proceeding with the inequalities (5.12), we have
∫

R3

|Kv,n(y − x, t)|g(y, t)dydt ≤ CN

∞∑

ℓ=0

2−2ℓ(2N−1) 1

|Rv,ℓ|

∫

Rv,ℓ

g(x+ y, t)dydt

≤ CN

∞∑

ℓ=0

i(ℓ)∑

i=0

2−2ℓ(2N−1) 1

|Rv,ℓ|

∫

Rv,ℓ,i

g(x+ y, t)dydt

≤ CN

∞∑

ℓ=0

i(ℓ)∑

i=0

2−4ℓN−j/2 1

|Tv,i|

∫

Tv,i
g(x+ y, t)dydt.

Therefore, we deduce that
∥∥∥ sup
v∈I,n∈Γj

+

∫

R3

|Kv,n(y − x, t)|g(y, t)dydt
∥∥∥
2

≤ CN

∞∑

ℓ=0

i(ℓ)∑

i=0

2−4ℓN−j/2
∥∥∥sup
v∈I

+ 1

|Tv,i|

∫

Tv,i
g(x+ y, t)dydt

∥∥∥
2
.
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Hence, it suffices to establish
∥∥∥sup
v∈I

+ 1

|Tv,i|

∫

Tv,i
g(x+ y, t)dydt

∥∥∥
2
≤ Cε2

εj‖g‖L2(N ). (5.13)

To prove the estimate (5.13), we require an operator-valued Kakeya-type estimate. For
θ ∈ [0, 2π] and 0 < δ < 1/2, we define a ray as

γθ := {(y, t) ∈ R
3 : y + t(cos θ, sin θ) = 0}

and a unit cylinder as

Rθ := {(y, t) ∈ R
2 × [0, 1] : dist{(y, t), γθ} < δ}.

Lemma 5.2. For g ∈ S+(R
3)⊗ S+(M), we have

∥∥∥ sup
θ∈[0,2π]

+ 1

Rθ

∫

Rθ

g(x+ y, t)dydt
∥∥∥
2
≤ C| log2 δ|3‖g‖L2(N ). (5.14)

Proof. Firstly, we select a suitable function a ∈ C∞
0 (R2) that satisfies ǎ ≥ 0, and define

aδ(t, ξ) := χ[0,1](t)a(δξ). Note that

dist{(y, t), γθ}2 = |y|2 + t2/2 + t〈y, (cos θ, sin θ)〉 − 〈y, (cos θ, sin θ)〉2/2
≥ |y + t(cos θ, sin θ)|2/2.

Then, for (y, t) ∈ Rθ, we have ǎδ(y + t(cos θ, sin θ)) & 1/δ2. Therefore, we can bound the
integral as follows:

1

Rθ

∫

Rθ

g(x+ y, t)dydt .
∫

R3

ǎδ(y + t(cos θ, sin θ))g(x+ y, t)dydt

=

∫

R3

ǎδ(−x+ y + t(cos θ, sin θ))g(y, t)dydt.

It suffices to show ∥∥∥ sup
θ∈[0,2π]

+Aθg(x)
∥∥∥
2
≤ C| log2 δ|3‖g‖L2(N ), (5.15)

where

Aθg(x) =

∫

R

∫

R2

ei[−〈x,ξ〉+t〈(cos θ,sin θ),ξ〉]aδ(t, ξ)g̃(ξ, t)dξdt

and

g̃(ξ, t) =

∫

R2

eiyξg(y, t)dy.

To prove the inequality (5.15), we define dyadic operators as follows:

Aλ
θ g(x) =

∫

R

∫

R2

ei[−〈x,ξ〉+t〈(cos θ,sin θ),ξ〉]aδ(t, ξ)β(|ξ|/λ)g̃(ξ, t)dξdt.

Here β is a smoothing function with support in [1/2, 2] and satisfies
∑

j∈Z β(2
−jr) = 1 for

all r > 0. Note that a ∈ C∞
0 (R2), one can decompose Aθ as

Aθ =
∑

1<l<log2 δ
−1+C

A2l

θ + R̃θ,
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where C is a fixed constant, and the kernel of R̃θ is controlled by O(1+ |y−x|)−N for any
N with bounds independent of θ (see [51, Page 89]). Therefore, it suffices to demonstrate
that ∥∥∥ sup

θ∈[0,2π]
+Aλ

θ g(x)
∥∥∥
2
≤ C(log2 λ)

2‖g‖L2(N ), λ > 2. (5.16)

For k = 1, 2, ..., we define

Aλ,k
θ g(x) =

∫

R

∫

R2

ei[−〈x,ξ〉+t〈(cos θ,sin θ),ξ〉]aδ(t, ξ)β(|ξ|/λ)βλ,k(ξ, θ)g̃(ξ, t)dξdt,

where βλ,k(ξ, θ) = β
(
2−kλ1/2〈(− sin θ, cos θ), ξ

|ξ|〉
)
. Note that |〈(− sin θ, cos θ), ξ

|ξ|〉| ≤ 1 and

the support of β is contained in [1/2, 2], Aλ,k
θ is nonzero only if 2k−1 ≤ λ1/2. Furthermore,

we define

Aλ,0
θ = Aλ

θ −
∑

0≤k−1≤log2 λ
1/2

Aλ,k
θ .

Thus, it suffices to show that for all k = 0, 1, 2, ..., there exists a constant C such that
following estimate holds:

∥∥∥ sup
θ∈[0,2π]

+Aλ,k
θ g(x)

∥∥∥
2
≤ C‖g‖L2(N ). (5.17)

Since Aλ
θg is positive, by Lemma 2.7, we have

∥∥∥ sup
θ∈[0,2π]

+Aλ,k
θ g(x)

∥∥∥
2

2
≤
∥∥∥ sup
θ∈[0,2π]

|Aλ,k
θ g(x)|2

∥∥∥
1
. (5.18)

Applying Lemma 3.6, for all c ≤ 2π, we obtain

∥∥∥ sup
r∈[0,2π]

+|Aλ,k
r g(x)|2

∥∥∥
1
≤ 2c−1

∥∥∥
∫ 2π

0
|Aλ,k

θ g|2dθ
∥∥∥
1
+ 2c

∥∥∥
∫ 2π

0

∣∣∂A
λ,k
θ g

∂θ

∣∣2dθ
∥∥∥
1
. (5.19)

Letting c = λ−1/22−k, combining the inequalities (5.18) and (5.19), to prove (5.17), we
only need to show

∥∥∥
∫ 2π

0

∣∣∣( ∂
∂θ

)ℓAλ,k
θ g

∣∣∣
2
dθ
∥∥∥
1/2

1
. (λ−1/42−k/2)1−2ℓ‖g‖L2(N ), ℓ = 0, 1. (5.20)

Recall that on the support of the symbol of Aλ,k
θ , we have

∣∣〈(− sin θ, cos θ), ξ
|ξ|〉
∣∣ ≈ 2kλ−1/2

and |ξ| ≈ λ. Therefore,

∣∣∣
( ∂
∂θ

)
〈(cos θ, sin θ), ξ〉

∣∣∣ =
∣∣〈(− sin θ, cos θ), ξ〉

∣∣ ≈ 2kλ1/2,

and
∣∣∣
(

∂
∂θ

)
βλ,k(ξ, θ)

∣∣∣ . 2−kλ1/2. Consequently,
(

∂
∂θ

)
Aλ,k

θ behaves like 2kλ1/2Aλ,k
θ , it suffices

to prove the inequality (5.20) for ℓ = 0.

Recall that

Aλ,k
θ g(x) =

∫

R

∫

R2

ei[−〈x,ξ〉+t〈(cos θ,sin θ),ξ〉]aδ(t, ξ)β(|ξ|/λ)βλ,k(ξ, θ)g̃(ξ, t)dξdt

=

∫

R2

e−i〈x,ξ〉
∫

R

eit〈(cos θ,sinθ),ξ〉aδ(t, ξ)β(|ξ|/λ)βλ,k(ξ, θ)g̃(ξ, t)dtdξ.
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By the Plancherel theorem, we can derive the following expression:

∥∥∥
∫ 2π

0

∣∣∣Aλ,k
θ g

∣∣∣
2
dθ
∥∥∥
1

= τ
(∫

R2

∫ 2π

0

∣∣∣Aλ,k
θ g(x)

∣∣∣
2
dθdx

)

= τ
(∫

R2

∫ 2π

0

∣∣∣
∫

R

eit〈(cos θ,sin θ),ξ〉aδ(t, ξ)β(|ξ|/λ)βλ,k(ξ, θ)g̃(ξ, t)dt
∣∣∣
2
dθdξ

)

= τ
(∫

R2

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0
Hλ,k(t− t′, ξ)|β(|ξ|/λ)a(δξ)|2 g̃∗(ξ, t)g̃(ξ, t′)dtdt′dξ

)
,

where

Hλ,k(t− t′, ξ) =
∫ 2π

0
ei(t−t′)〈(cos θ,sin θ),ξ〉|βλ,k(ξ, θ)|2dθ.

For k ≥ 0 and any N , it is known (see [42] for further details) that

|Hλ,k(t− t′, ξ)| ≤ CNλ
−1/22k(1 + 22k|t− t′|)−N , |ξ| ≈ λ.

Combining these results with the Hölder inequality and the Young inequality, we obtain

τ
( ∫

R2

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0
Hλ,k(t− t′, ξ)|β(|ξ|/λ)a(δξ)|2 g̃∗(ξ, t)g̃(ξ, t′)dtdt′dξ

)

≤ CNλ
−1/22kτ

(∫

R2

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0
(1 + 22k|t− t′|)−N |β(|ξ|/λ)a(δξ)|2 |g̃∗(ξ, t)g̃(ξ, t′)|dtdt′dξ

)

= CNλ
−1/22k

∫

R2

τ
( ∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0
(1 + 22k|t− t′|)−N |g̃∗(ξ, t)g̃(ξ, t′)|dtdt′

)
|β(|ξ|/λ)a(δξ)|2dξ

≤ CNλ
−1/22k

∫

R2

τ
( ∫ 1

0

∣∣(1 + 22k| · |)−N ∗ |g̃(ξ, ·)|
∣∣2dt

)1/2

× τ
( ∫ 1

0
|g̃(ξ, t)|2dt

)1/2
|β(|ξ|/λ)a(δξ)|2dξ

≤ CNλ
−1/22−k

∫

R2

τ
(∫ 1

0
|g̃(ξ, t)|2dt

)
|β(|ξ|/λ)a(δξ)|2dξ ≤ CNλ

−1/22−k‖g‖2L2(N ).

This completes the proof of the inequality (5.20). �

By applying Lemma 5.2 and the translation transform, we derive the inequality (5.13).
Thus, the proof of Lemma 4.7 is concluded.

6. Proof of Theorem 1.2

In this section, we provide the proof of Theorem 1.2. To start, we first introduce the
transference technique by defining a normal injective ∗-homomorphism, denoted as σθ,
from R2

θ to L∞(R2)⊗R2
θ. This map is specified by σθ(U(ξ)) := expξ ⊗U(ξ), where expξ

represents the character x → exp(i(x, ξ)) in L∞(R2) (see [18, Corollary 1.4] for further
details). Let m be a reasonable function, and Tm denote the associated Fourier multiplier
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on L∞(R2). And we denote the associated Fourier multiplier on R2
θ still by Tm by slightly

abusing the notation. Then, we have the following intertwining identity:

σθ ◦ Tm = (Tm ⊗ idR2
θ
) ◦ σθ. (6.1)

Subsequently, we present the family of ∗-automorphism (αη)η∈R2 on R2
θ, defined by

αη(U(ξ)) := exp(i(ξ, η))U(ξ) for each η ∈ R
2. These automorphisms satisfy several crucial

properties:

(1) For all x ∈ R2
θ, the map η → αηx from R

2 to R2
θ is weak*- continuous ;

(2) For all η ∈ R
2 , αη is a ∗-automorphism of R2

θ;
(3) For all η ∈ R

2, we have τθ = τθ ◦ αη.

Combining these properties with Lemma 1.1 from [32], we deduce the following proposi-
tion.

Proposition 6.1. Let x ∈ Lp(R2
θ) with 1 ≤ p < ∞. Then the map η → αηx from R

2 to
Lp(R2

θ) is continuous in the norm topology, and for η ∈ R
2, αη is an isometry on Lp(R2

θ).

Given that R
2 equipped with the Lebesgue measure dη is not a probability space, the

intertwining identity (6.1) can not be efficiently applied. An approximation argument is

required. We select the heat kernels hε(η) = (ε/π)e−ε|η|2 . Equipped with the Gaussian
measure hε(η)dη, R

2 becomes a probability space. We denote L∞(R2, dη)⊗R2
θ by Nθ.

Lemma 6.2. Let x ∈ Lp(R2
θ) with 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞. We have for any ε > 0,

‖x‖Lp(R2
θ)

= ‖h1/pε σθ(x)‖Lp(Nθ). (6.2)

Proof. Applying Proposition 6.1, we have

‖x‖p
Lp(R2

θ)
=

∫

Rd

hε(η)‖x‖pLp(R2
θ)
dη =

∫

R2

hε(η)‖αηx‖pLp(R2
θ)
dη

=

∫

R2

hε(η)‖σθ(x)(η)‖pLp(R2
θ)
dη = ‖h1/pε σθ(x)‖pLp(Nθ)

.

�

We are now at the position to show Theorem 1.2. Given x0 = Uθ(f0), x1 = Uθ(f1) for
some f0, f1 ∈ S(R2), and under the condition ν > 1

2 − 1
p − κ(p), we define

mν
0,t := c0

cos(|tξ|)
(1 + |ξ|2)ν/2 and mν

1,t := c1
sin(|tξ|)

|ξ|(1 + |ξ|2)(ν−1)/2
. (6.3)

We then set

uν(t) = Tmν
0,t
(x0) + Tmν

1,t
(x1). (6.4)

To establish Theorem 1.2, it is equivalent to show

‖uν(t)‖Lp(L∞([1,2])⊗R2
θ))

. ‖x0‖Lp(R2
θ)
+ ‖x1‖Lp(R2

θ)
. (6.5)

By the triangle inequality, it is reduced to proving that

‖Tmν
i,t
(xi)‖Lp(L∞([1,2])⊗R2

θ))
. ‖xi‖Lp(R2

θ)
, i = 0, 1. (6.6)
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Combining Lemma 6.2 with the intertwining identity (6.1), we have

‖Tmν
i,t
(xi)‖pLp(L∞([1,2])⊗R2

θ))
=

∫ 2

1
‖Tmν

i,t
(xi)‖pLp(R2

θ))
dt

=

∫ 2

1

∥∥h1/pε

(
σθ(Tmν

i,t
(xi))

)∥∥p
Lp(Nθ)

dt

=

∫ 2

1

∥∥h1/pε (Tmν
i,t

⊗ idR2
θ
)(σθ(xi))

∥∥p
Lp(Nθ)

dt

≤ Iε + IIε.

Here

Iε =

∫ 2

1

∥∥(Tmν
i,t

⊗ idR2
θ
)(h1/pε σθ(xi))

∥∥p
Lp(Nθ)

dt

and

IIε =

∫ 2

1

∥∥h1/pε (Tmν
i,t

⊗ idR2
θ
)(σθ(xi))− (Tmν

i,t
⊗ idR2

θ
)(h1/pε σθ(xi))

∥∥p
Lp(Nθ)

dt.

To estimate Iε, we utilize Theorem 1.3, specifically the inequalities (3.20) and (3.21), along
with Lemma 6.2. This leads to the following inequality:

Iε . ‖h1/pε (σθ(xi))
∥∥p
Lp(N )

= ‖xi‖pLp(R2
θ)
. (6.7)

On the other hand, we claim that

lim
ε→0

IIε = 0. (6.8)

Based on this claim, the inequalities (6.7) and (6.8) imply the inequality (6.6), which in
turn implies Theorem 1.2.

At the end of this section, we complete the proof of the claim (6.8). Note that

Tmν
i,t
(h

1/p
ε expξ) = Tmν

i,t(·+ξ)(h
1/p
ε ) expξ, we have

h1/pε (Tmν
i,t

⊗ idR2
θ
)(σθ(xi))− (Tmν

i,t
⊗ idR2

θ
)(h1/pε σθ(xi))

=

∫

R2

(
h1/pε Tmν

i,t
(expξ)− Tmν

i,t
(h1/pε expξ)

)
⊗ fi(ξ)U(ξ)dξ

=

∫

R2

(
h1/pε mν

i,t(ξ)− Tmν
i,t(·+ξ)(h

1/p
ε )

)
expξ ⊗fi(ξ)U(ξ)dξ.
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Then, by Lemma 2.11 and the Minkowski inequality, we have∥∥∥(h1/pε (Tmν
i,t

⊗ idR2
θ
)(σθ(xi))− (Tmν

i,t
⊗ idR2

θ
)(h1/pε σθ(xi))

∥∥∥
p

Lp(Nθ)

=

∫

R2

∥∥∥∥
∫

R2

(
h1/pε mν

i,t(ξ)− Tmν
i,t(·+ξ)(h

1/p
ε )

)
expξ fi(ξ)U(ξ)dξ

∥∥∥∥
p

Lp(R2
θ)

dη

≤
∫

R2

( ∫

R2

∣∣∣h1/pε mν
i,t(ξ)− Tmν

i,t(·+ξ)(h
1/p
ε )

∣∣∣
p′

(η)|fi|p
′
(ξ)dξ

)p/p′
dη

≤
(∫

R2

(∫

R2

∣∣∣h1/pε mν
i,t(ξ)− Tmν

i,t(·+ξ)(h
1/p
ε )

∣∣∣
p
(η)dη

)p′/p
|fi|p

′
(ξ)dξ

)p/p′

=
(∫

R2

(∫

R2

∣∣∣h1/p1 mν
i,t(ξ)− Tmν

i,t(
√
ε·+ξ)(h

1/p
1 )

∣∣∣
p
(η)dη

)p′/p
|fi|p

′
(ξ)dξ

)p/p′

≤
(∫

R2

(∫

R2

∣∣∣
(
h
1/p
1

)∧
(ζ)
(
mν

i,t(ξ)−mν
i,t(

√
εζ + ξ)

)∣∣∣
p′

dζ
)
|fi|p

′
(ξ)dξ

)p/p′
,

where the last inequality follows from the classical Hausdorff-Young inequality. Note that

(h
1/p
1

)∧
and fi are Schwartz functions, by the dominated convergence theorem, we get

lim
ε→0

∫ 2

1

( ∫

R2

( ∫

R2

∣∣∣
(
h
1/p
1

)∧
(ζ)
(
mν

i,t(ξ)−mν
i,t(

√
εζ + ξ)

)∣∣∣
p′

dζ
)
|fi|p

′
(ξ)dξ

)p/p′
dt = 0,

which implies that limε→0 IIε = 0.

Remark 6.3. (i) The aforementioned transference technique remains valid for higher-
dimensional spaces Rd

θ d ≥ 3.

(ii) In the above approximation arguments, the application of the Hausdorff-Young
inequalities necessitates p ≥ 2; the approximation arguments and thus the transference
techniques become quite tricky for 1 ≤ p < 2, we refer the reader to [20] for more results.

Appendix A. Sharp endpoint Lp estimates

In this appendix, we delve into the Cauchy problem associated with the wave equation
in the context of quantum Euclidean spaces. Throughout this appendix, we will use the
following convention: The tensor von Neumann algebra L∞(Rd)⊗M is denoted by Nd,
and for a reasonable symbel m, the associated operator Tm on R

d (resp. Nd) is defined by

Tm(f)(η) := (m(·)f̂ (·))∨(η), f ∈ S(Rd) (resp. f ∈ S(Rd)⊗S(M)).

And for ξ ∈ R
d, we set

mν
0,t(ξ) =

cos(|tξ|)
(1 + |ξ|2) ν

2

, mν
1,t(ξ) =

sin(|tξ|)
|ξ|(1 + |ξ|2) ν−1

2

.

Considering the wave equation with the initial values x0, x1 ∈ S(Rd
θ) on Rd

θ ,



(∂tt −∆θ)u = 0, t ∈ R+,

u(0) = x0,

∂tu(0) = x1.

(A.1)

Here, ∂tu is defined in the sense of:

lim
h→0

u(s+ h)− u(s)

h
= ∂tu(s) in S ′(Rd

θ).



38 NC CIRCULAR MAXIMAL INEQUALITY AND LOCAL SMOOTHING ESTIMATE

The solution u(t) to this equation can be represented as a sum of Fourier multiplier
operators:

u(t) = c0Tm0
0,t
(x0) + c1Tm1

1,t
(x1),

where c0, c1 are two constants. We present the following noncommutative analogue of the
fixed-time Lp estimate on Rd

θ :

Theorem A.1. Let 1 < p <∞, and let u(t) be the solution to the Cauchy problem of the
wave equation. Then, for any fixed time 0 < t <∞, the following estimate

‖u(t)‖Lp(Rd
θ)

≤ Cp,t

(
‖x0‖Lp,ν(Rd

θ)
+ ‖x1‖Lp,ν−1(Rd

θ)

)

holds for all ν ≥ sp = (d− 1)
∣∣ 1
2 − 1

p

∣∣.

By leveraging the duality argument, it suffices to demonstrate Theorem A.1 for the
range 2 ≤ p < ∞. Subsequently, by applying the transference technique outlined in
Section 6, Theorem A.1 can be reduced to the following operator-valued fixed-time Lp

estimate:

Theorem A.2. Let 1 < p <∞ and i ∈ {0, 1}. For a fixed time t, the following estimate

‖Tmν
i,t
(f)‖Lp(Nd) ≤ Cp,t‖f‖Lp(Nd) (A.2)

holds for all ν ≥ sp = (d − 1)
∣∣ 1
2 − 1

p

∣∣ and f ∈ Lp(Nd). Here Cp,t is locally bounded with
respect to t.

To prove Theorem A.2, we rely on the theory of operator-valued Hardy spaces intro-
duced in [39], but we omit the details here for simplicity.

Lemma A.3 ([39], Theorem 6.4). Let Tm be a Fourier multiplier bounded on the Hardy
space H1(R

d). Then Tm automatically extends to a bounded Fourier multiplier on the
operator-valued Hardy spaces Hcr

1 (Nd). Moreover, one has

‖Tm‖Hcr
1 (Nd)→Hcr

1 (Nd) ≤ cd‖Tm‖H1(Rd)→H1(Rd).

Lemma A.4 ([41], Corollary 1). Fix t ∈ R+. If ν ≥ s1, one has

max{‖Tmν
0,t
‖H1(Rd)→H1(Rd), ‖Tmν

1,t
‖H1(Rd)→H1(Rd)} ≤ Ct,

where Ct is locally bounded with respect to t.

Now, let us proceed with the proof of Theorem A.2.

Proof of Theorem A.2. Let us denote the operator-valued Sobolev space as Lp,s(Nd),
To establish Theorem A.2, it suffices to demonstrate the following inequality for 1 < p <
∞:

‖Tmsp
i,t
(f)‖Lp(Nd) = ‖Tmi

i,t
f‖Lp,−sp+i(Nd) ≤ Cp,t‖f‖Lp(Nd), i = 0, 1. (A.3)

We can prove the inequality (A.3) using interpolation and duality: Combining Lemma
A.4, Lemma A.3, and the fact that Hcr

1 (Nd) ⊂ L1(Nd), we obtain
∥∥Tmi

i,t
f
∥∥
L1,−s1+i(Nd)

= ‖Tms1
i,t
f
∥∥
L1(Nd)

≤
∥∥Tms1

i,t
f
∥∥
Hcr

1 (Nd)
≤ Ct‖f‖Hcr

1 (Nd).

Applying the Plancherel theorem, we get
∥∥Tmi

i,t
f
∥∥
L2,−s2+i(Nd)

=
∥∥Tms2

i,t
f
∥∥
L2(Nd)

≤ Ct‖f‖L2(Nd).
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Then, by the complex interpolation, the estimate

‖Tmi
i,t
f‖Lp,−sp+i(Nd) ≤ Cp,t‖f‖Lp(Nd)

holds for 1 < p ≤ 2. Using duality, we immediately obtain the inequality (A.3) for
p ∈ (2,∞). Thus, we have shown that Theorem A.2 holds for all 1 < p < ∞, completing
the proof. �
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