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ON LOCAL SMOOTHING ESTIMATES FOR WAVE EQUATIONS

SHENGWEN GAN AND SHUKUN WU

ABSTRACT. We prove sharp local smoothing estimates for wave equations on
compact Riemannian manifolds in 3+1 dimensions and obtained improved
estimates in higher dimensions. This is achieved by deriving local smoothing
estimates for certain Fourier integral operators. We also obtain improved local
smoothing estimates for wave equations in Euclidean spaces.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Overview. This paper proves local smoothing estimates for wave equations
on Euclidean spaces and on general compact Riemannian manifold. Let (M, g) be
R™ or a smooth, compact n-dimensional Riemannian manifold with the associated
Laplace-Beltrami operator A,. Let u be the solution of the Cauchy problem

(02 — Ayu(x,t) =0, (x,t) € M xR,
U({ZZ,O) = fO(x)a atu(xv 0) = fl(‘r)
When M = R™ with flat metric, Peral [I7] showed that for fixed time ¢,

(1.1)

lu(, O)lleary Sarg Ifollez () + ||f1||L§p_1(M)a

for p € (1,00) and s, = (n — 1)|5 — % (for general (M,g), this was proved by
Seeger-Sogge-Stein in [19]). Sogge [20] observed that with an averaging over ¢t ~ 1,
there is a gain of regularity in L? for 2 < p < co. In the same paper, he made the

following local smoothing conjecture:

Conjecture 1.1. Let M = R" equipped with the flat metric, let s, = @ - @,

and let u solve the Cauchy problem (1.1)). Then for allp > 2+ % and o < 11;,

(1.2) llull e e x1,2)) < C, ,o(||f0||L§pﬁ(Rn) + ||f1||Lpp7170(R"))'

s

The local smoothing phenomenon also exists on a general compact manifold
(M,g). However, the range of exponents is quite different from the flat case in
Conjecture Miniceozi and Sogge [16] constructed examples to show that
fails for all o < % when p < p;F, where

. 2+%, if n is odd,
P = 8 . .

2+ 5., if niseven.
This leads naturally to the following conjecture:

Conjecture 1.2. Forn > 2, let (M, g) be an n-dimensional compact Riemannian
manifold, and let u solve the Cauchy problem (1.1)). Then for allp > p} and o < %,

(1.3) lull o (arxqr,2)) < Cpuo (I fol

Ly )+ ||f1HL_T;p_1_6(M))~

sp—o
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Our main result is the following:
Theorem 1.3. Conjectures and are true when p > p(n), where

{2+§, ifn =3,

1.4 n) =
(1.4) p(n) 2+ S ifn>4

Since p(3) = p;{ = 13—0, Theorem verifies Conjecture when n = 3. Note
also that for larger n, p(n) and p; differ by O(Z).

Remark 1.4. One may form a stronger conjecture by including the endpoint o = .

For example, it was proved by Heo, Nazarov, and Seeger [I3] that Conjecture
is true when p > 2 + ﬁ and o = % for n > 4. It is open whether there are local

smoothing estimates at the endpoint ¢ = % for dimensions n = 2, 3.

To study Conjecture Wolff [23] initiated a program based on decoupling
inequalities. The investigation of decoupling inequalities culminated in Bourgain-
Demeter’s resolution on the £2-decoupling theorem [4]. As a direct corollary, they
showed that Conjecture is true when p > 2 + ﬁ7 where 2 4 ﬁ is the decou-
pling exponent for the light cone. The approach was adapted to general compact
Riemannian manifolds by Beltran-Hickman-Sogge [I], where they proved the same
range of p for Conjecture We refer to [2] for more historical information.

Conjecture was verified when n = 2 by Guth-Wang-Zhang [12], however, via
a different approach. The authors there proved a sharp reverse square function
estimate, which implies Conjecture [L.1] This approach was modified by Gao-Liu-
Miao-Xi [§] to prove Conjecture in the same dimensions.

In this paper, we follow Wolff’s footsteps and use decoupling inequalities to study
the local smoothing problem. Prior to this work, the decoupling range p > 2 + ﬁ
is the best-known result for both Conjecture and when n > 3. Further
discussion of our methods will be provided after an introduction to the Fourier
integral operator, a standard tool for the local smoothing problem on manifolds.

1.2. Fourier integral operator (FIO). Through a standard parametrix con-

struction of the half wave operator eV =29 (see [2] for details), the study of Con-
jecture boils down to the analysis of certain Fourier integral operators:

(1.5) Fflz,t) = / @) g (1 €) F(€)dE.

Here, the symbol a € SO(R"*! x R") is supported in {(z,# &) : |z|> + > < 1}. The
phase function ¢(z,t;¢) is homogeneous of degree 1 in ¢ and smooth away from
& =0. Also, ¢ satisfies

e (H1) Non-degeneracy condition.
rank 835¢)(x,t;§) =n for all (z,¢;£) € supp a.

e (H2) Positive definiteness condition.

Consider the Gauss map G : supp a — S™ by G(z;¢) := Go(zi€)

= otz Where

Go(2:8) = |\ 0¢,0:0(%:€).

Jj=1
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Then for all (z,&) € supp a,
8525 <8Z¢(27 5), G(Z7 £O)> |f:§0

has rank n — 1 with n — 1 positive eigenvalues.

A prototypical example for the phase function is given by ¢(x,t; &) = (x,&) +
t|¢|]. The Fourier integral operator defined using this phase function corresponds
to the classical half-wave propagator gitv==a f- One may also keep in mind another
example ¢(z, ;&) = (2, &) + t|¢'|* /&, Here & = (&1, &n1).

As shown in [2], to prove Conjecture it suffices to prove the following con-
jecture for FIOs satisfying the two conditions (H1) and (H2).

Conjecture 1.5. Let F be defined in (1.5)). Suppose F satisfies conditions (H1)

and (H2). Then for p > p} and o > (n—1)(5 — %) _1

(1.6) IFfllee@®e x2S N llLe@ny-

Remark 1.6. Via a similar argument, to prove Conjecture [I.1} it suffices to prove
(1.6) with F = ™V~ for the given range of p.

Similarly, to establish Theorem we only need to prove
Theorem 1.7. Conjecture is true when p > p(n), where p(n) is given in ((1.4)).

1.3. Main ideas and outline. To explain our ideas, we take F = etV=A ip
Conjecture The same ideas apply to general FIOs.

Since the kernel of the operator ¢’V ~=2 is essentially the Fourier inversion of the
surface measure of the cone {(¢,[¢]) : £ € R™}, it is natural to connect the local
smoothing problem with Fourier restriction theory. This connection was shown to
be successful by Rogers [I8] in the study of the Schrodinger equations (with the
half-wave operator e*V=2 bheing replaced by the Schrodinger operator ¢i2). In
fact, Rogers showed that the local smoothing conjecture for Schrédinger equations
is equivalent to the Fourier restriction conjecture for paraboloid. Moreover, since
the tools developed for the parabolic restriction conjecture are versatile and apply
equally well to hypersurfaces with a positive definite second fundamental form,
it is reasonable to believe that the same ideas will extend to the local smoothing
problem of the same type. Successful examples can be found in [6], where fractional

it(—A)*/2

Schrodinger equations with the operators e , @ > 1, are investigated.

However, there is a significant difference when one attempts to relate the local
smoothing problem for wave equations to the conic restriction problem. Indeed, the
local smoothing problem is generally believed to be strictly harder than the conic
and parabolic restriction problem (see [21]). For example, the exponent 2 + —1-,
also known as the Stein-Tomas exponent, was established for the restriction problem
back in the 1970s. In contrast, for the local smoothing problem, this exponent was
only obtained much later by Bourgain and Demeter in 2014.

One key difference between paraboloid and light cone is that the former possesses
a better symmetry: the natural rescaling for paraboloid, the parabolic rescaling
(see [9]), is an isotropic rescaling when restricting to the initial data, whereas the
natural rescaling for the light cone, the Lorentz rescaling (see Section , is non-
isotropic. As a consequence, although induction is well-established in the study of
the parabolic restriction problem and hence the related local smoothing problem
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for Schrodinger equations, there seems to be no satisfactory induction on scales
scheme for wave equations.

In this paper, we propose a possible candidate for induction on scales for the
wave equations. To better explain our idea, we will compare the half-wave operator
¢"™V=A with the Schrodinger operator e, After standard reductions, the de-
sired local smoothing estimates for the two operators and the parabolic restriction
problem are reduced to the following local forms:

Local smoothing estimate for wave equations: For suppr B\ B?/Q,

it/ — n—1)(1_-1
(1.7) e =2 fll o gy £ ROTVETD ]l

Local smoothing estimate for Schrédinger equations: For suppr BT,

: n(l_1
(L8) 1 fll o iy S B9 1.

Fourier restriction estimate for paraboloid: For suppr BT,

(L9) 1% 1L oty 11l

To study the restriction estimate (1.9) via induction on scales, Guth [9] intro-
duced the mixed norm

~

2 ~ 1-2
(1.10) 1£113 sup [l foll 2 ” 4
0 avg

in place of the LP-norm ||ﬂ|Lp(Bim), where ”ﬁ’”%iw(f’) = 0|1 ||J?9H%2(9), and 6 ranges

over R~/2-balls in B}. The mixed norm (T.10) can be viewed as the LP-norm by
interpolation, in which the quantity supy || follzz, (6) Plays the roll of || f[[Le. It is

crucial that sup, ||ﬁ;||L3vg(9) is an L2-average. If this is simply replaced by Hﬂ|Loo,
inductions will generally fail.

Given the connection between the parabolic restriction conjecture and the local
smoothing conjecture for Schrodinger equations, it is thus natural to consider a
suitable mixed norm similar to to investigate . One subtlety is that the
right-hand side of lies in the physical space, while the right-hand side of
lies in the frequency space. This leads to a different mixed norm, which may be
chosen as follows:

1_1 2 1-2
R G115 supllf 1 (-
B 2vg

where B ranges over R'/2-balls in BY%. Using this mixed norm, it is possible that
the recent framework developed by Wang and the second author in [22] for the
restriction conjecture can lead to parallel results for local smoothing estimate for
Schrédinger equations (|1.8)).

Based on the above discussion, it seems natural to study the local smoothing
estimate for wave equations by considering a similar mixed norm:

n=1)(3-1)y £ -3
(1.11) RODETDIA1S sup 115! )
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where B ranges over R'/2-balls in B},. However, this naive choice of the mixed norm
does not work, since the form in (1.11]) is not invariant under Lorentz rescaling, a
non-isotropic one.

Inspired by the work [12], we introduce a mixed norm

n_1)(i_1 2 n _2
(1.12) ROTVGTD| 3w, B,

where the wave packet density W(f, Bﬁ“) is a rescaling-invariant form of an L2
average that serves as an analogue of || f||.. The precise definition of W(f, BR™)
is given in Definition Roughly speaking, it is the supreme of all the L2-average
over conic wave packets and their rescaled counterparts under Lorentz rescaling.

The introduction of the wave packet density is one of the main ideas of this
work. With the mixed norm in hand, induction on scales becomes possible,
and we would like to adapt the framework developed in [22] to study . After
the standard wave packet decomposition and several steps of dyadic pigeonholing,
our goal is to establish the following: Suppose f = > ;. fr is a wave packet
decomposition of f, where T is a family of 1 x RY/2 x --- x RY/2 x R-planks. Given
a union of unit balls X C B?{H such that each unit ball B C X intersects with < u
planks in T, prove that when p = p(n),

. 2
(1.13) e =2 fllox) £ R™VED | FII3W(f, Bt 5.
As in [22], we aim to

(1) Prove a refined decoupling inequality for the cone to bound ||V~ f|| . (x)
with ¢, = % being the decoupling exponent.
(2) Explore orthogonality in the L? space. That is, estimate [V =2 f||12(x).
It is fairly standard to establish item (1), and we prove the refined decoupling
inequality for general FIOs in the appendix. However, it is not clear what the
optimal LZ-orthogonality for ||6“V*AfHLz(X) is, as X is a union of unit balls.
One simple approach is to enlarge X to its R'/2-neighborhood and then use L?
orthogonality on the R'/2-balls. As we will see below, this already allows us to
obtain some useful L? estimates. A refined approach to the L? estimate will be
discussed later in Subsection This refined L? argument is another key idea of
the paper, ultimately allowing us to obtain the sharp estimate in dimensions 3 + 1.
We introduce a parameter | that measures how many R!/2-balls interact with
a plank T. Specifically, for each plank T € T, define a shading Y(T) = X N T,
and assume that Y (T) intersects with ~ [ many R'/%-balls in R"*!. Thus, by
using L2-orthogonality inside each R'/2-ball in N r1/2(X), we have the following
L?-estimate

(1.14) e =2 flTa ) S 1™ =2 liTew,, xS URYZ)IFIS:

2(n+1)

n—1 7

Next, at the decoupling endpoint p = we use the refined decoupling

inequality for the cone to have
T 2 /=
[ BRI, ey S T S e e,
TeT
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After normalization, we assume that [V =2 fr| is essentially the characteristic
function of the 1 x R'/2 x --- x R/? x R-plank T. Thus, when p = 2Antl)

n—1 7

(1.15) e =217, ) S w7 (R 4T).
It remains to find an upper bound for ,un%l#ﬂl’, which is an incidence problem
between the unit balls in X and the 1 x RY/2 x --- x RY/? x R-planks in T.

Now we are going to use the power of induction on scales. Broadly speaking,
induction on scales allows us to impose a two-ends condition (which is a non-
concentration condition) on the shading Y (7T'). Also, the wave packet density
W(f, B%) imposes a non-concentration condition on the collection of planks T (see
Remark , which, in particular, implies W(f, BI’%H)2 > R_HTH(#']I‘)U? There-
fore, by using the hairbrush structure (see Figure and a “2-broad” assumption
on each unit ball in X, we have

n+

p SUVRHT)Y2 SITV2RST WS, B2

We remark that the hairbrush structure for the cone has the following special
property: all the light rays intersecting a fixed line are essentially disjoint.

Finally, we plug the incidence bound back to (1.15) to get when p = 2An+i)

n—1 7

n—

i — _ 3 1 n —
€Y 1) SRR TE0 050 | B W, B2,

Interpolate this with (I.14]) and use the fact that I < R'/2 to conclude (1.7) for
p =2+ 3. We refer to Section for a sketch of the proof. This concludes

3n—4
Theorem [L.7] when n > 4.

Remark 1.8. The wave packet density W(f, B%) is quite versatile. Modifications
on its definition will allow us to impose stronger non-concentration conditions on
the set of planks T. We refer the readers to Remark for further discussions.

1.4. A refined L? estimate. Finally, let us focus on n = 3 and further explore
the L?-orthogonality. The approach outlined in the previous subsection already
gives strong local smoothing estimates for wave equations (note that 2 + ﬁ <

2+ —%; when n > 3) in this dimension. Nonetheless, it does not make full use
of the local information of the set X in the L? estimate (1.14). This is because
in (1.14), we bound ||e**v _Af||2L2(X) simply by |[|e“*v _Af||2L2(NR1/2(X)) and give up
the information of X on each R/2-ball.

To capture this information, we use the broad-narrow argument and the approach
developed in [I5] to prove a refined L? estimate in place of (I.14)). For each R'/2-
ball @, we assume |X N Q| ~ o for some positive integer o. Via the covering
lemma, Lemma there is a set of 1 x R'/2 x RY/? x R'?-glabs S(Q) such that
the following is true:

(1) S(Q) essentially forms a cover of X N Q.

(2) #8(Q) ~a/p.
(3) For any arbitrary 1 x RY? x RY/? x RY/?-slab S € Q, |SN X| < p.
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Let fg be the sum of wave packets fr that T'N(Q # &. The key observation is that
if each B C X N Q is “4-broad”, then we have the L? estimate

™2 flE e xng) S D 1™ 2 flzaxns) S #8(Q)lIfel3 ~ (0/p) foll3.
SES(Q)

Sum up all R'/2-balls to obtain the refined L? estimate
(1.16) eV =2 flZ2x) S Ua/D) 13-

Note that (T.16) is stronger than (T.14) when o/p is smaller than R'/2.

On the other hand, let T(Q) be the set of planks in T that intersect Q. Since
{T N Q}rer(q) are distinct 1 x RY2 x RY2 x R'/2slabs and since [S N X| < p
for any arbitrary 1 x R'/2 x RY/2? x R'/2-slab S C @, by double counting the unit
balls in X N @ and planks in T(Q), we have #T(Q) 2 p(c/p). Using the hairbrush
structure, this estimate gives an improved incidence estimate

1S H#T)2p 2 (10) 712 < pt /2 (10) T2 R - W(f, BE)*.

Plugging this back to (1.15) and interpolating with (1.16]), we prove (1.6) when
10

n =3 and p = 5, conditioned on the assumption that each B C X N is 4-broad.

If each B C X N Q is not 4-broad, then we use induction and decoupling to
conclude at the same exponent p = %, thereby completing the proof of
Theorem A sketch of our argument will be given in Section 2.2l The idea
developed for n = 3 might lead to another improvement over Theorem [I.7] when
n > 4. However, it is unclear to us whether this is enough to solve Conjecture [L.5

for all higher dimensions.

1.5. A broad & two-ends algorithm. We conclude the introduction with a
comment on a technical difficulty encountered during the proof. Let e®*V~—2f =
ZTGH- e'™V=2 £ be the wave packet decomposition. Via a standard broad-narrow

reduction, it suffices to consider the “broad” norm || Y- ,cp €Y =2 fr|pLe(x). That

is, for each unit ball B C X, | cp eitmfﬂlg is “broad”, which essentially
means that its contribution comes from groups of wave packets with quantitatively
linearly independent directions. To utilize the “broad” information and the two-
ends condition on the shading Y (T') = X NT, we need the following two conditions
to hold simultaneously:

(1) For each unit ball B C X, | > pcqp €™V =2 fr[1p is broad.
(2) For each plank T' e T, Y(T') = X N T satisfies a two-ends condition.

It turns out that achieving the two conditions requires considerable effort, mostly
because the sum in | Y q €Y ~2 fr[1p is a sum of oscillatory functions. To com-

pare, if we were to consider » ;. leitV=A f1]15, where oscillation is removed,
then several steps of dyadic pigeonholing would suffice to ensure the two required
conditions hold simultaneously. When there is oscillation, as is the case here, we
essentially prove that if the two conditions do not hold simultaneously, then the
total incidence ) 5y #{T € T : TN B # @} must decrease by a factor of R" for
some absolute k > 0. As a result, we develop an algorithm to show that the two
conditions must hold simultaneously after finite steps of refinement. See Section [6]
Remark and Section [7] for details.
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1.6. Structure of the paper. In Section 2, we give a sketch of the proof of our
main result. Section 3 discusses preliminaries, followed by the introduction of wave
packet density in Section 4. Section 5 contains some geometric results, and we
introduce the algorithm in Section 6 that helps us realize the broad & two-ends
reduction on our operator. Finally, we prove the main theorem in Sections 7 and
8. The appendix includes a proof of the refined decoupling theorem for the cone in
the variable coefficient setting.

Notation: Throughout the paper, we use #F to denote the cardinality of a finite
set. If £ is a family of sets in R™, we use Ug to denote UgceF. For A, B > 0, we
use A < B to mean A < CB for an absolute (big) constant C, and use A ~ B to
mean A S B and B < A. For a given R > 1, we use A $ B to denote A < ¢, R"B
for all n > 0. For two finite sets E, F, we say E is a refinement of F, if £ C F
and #E Z #F. We use RapDec(R) to denote the quantity such that for all R > 1
and all N > 1,
RapDec(R) < CyR™V.

We use B"(z) to denote the ball of radius r centered at z in R™. When the center
is not specified, B typically refers to the ball of radius r centered at the origin,
unless stated otherwise. We use N,.(X) to denote the r-neighborhood of X.

Choice of parameters: 0 < e < 1, R € [I,\!"¢], K = RESO,KO _ REmOJg _
RESOO, § = '000 Under such choice, we have

R<r< K, < K<R<KA

2. A SKETCH OF THE PROOF FOR THEOREM [I.7]

In this section, we give a sketch of our proof of Theorem mostly focusing
on the numerology. For simplicity, we take F = ¢®V~2 in (1.6). After standard
global-to-local reductions, it suffices to prove that for p = p(n) and a function f

defined on R™ with suppr BT\ Bil/w

it/ n_1)(1_1
1€ =2 N oy RGP £l

Let f = > pcp fr be the wave packet decomposition, where T is a family of
1 x RY?2 x ... x RY? x R-planks. Let ¢, = % be the decoupling expo-
nent. By dyadic pigeonholing and rescaling, we can assume each wave packet
™= fr has amplitude ~ 1, and hence ||V~ fr| (ﬁm(BR) ~R" forall T € T.
For the purpose of induction, we replace the LP-norm | f||, by a mixed norm
2
I IIEW(f, B}?Ll)l_%. Roughly speaking, the wave packet density W(f, B?fl) is
defined by
1 .
W(f, BE) = Sup(i/ Dol R pr )R,
v Ul Jen TET[U]

Here, U ranges over all Rs? x Rs x --- x Rs x R-planks where s ranges over dyadic
numbers in [R™'/2,1]. We also require the longest direction of U points to a light

ray direction, and the shortest direction of U points to the normal direction of the
cone at that light ray. T[U] is the set of planks contained in U that share the
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same direction as U. We remark that the U defined here is a higher-dimensional
generalization of the one in [12].

It suffices to show that when p = p(n),

(2.1) [ Z ez’t\/—AfTHip(Byl) < R("_l)(5_1)||f\|§W(f, Berl)p_Q_
TET

By testing with U = T and U = B}%‘H, we have the following lower bound for
W(f, BE™):

(2.2) W(f, BRtY)? 2 max{1, R™"F (#T)} = R™T (#T)"/2.

We also record the refined decoupling inequality for cones, whose variable coef-
ficient version is proved in Theorem [A73]

Theorem 2.1. Suppose we have the wave packet decomposition for e¢™V=2f in
B}fl%-‘rl'.
eit\/—Af _ Z eit\/_AfT.
Tew
Assume that || fr||Lr are about the same for all T € W. Let Y be a disjoint union
of unit balls in Bgfl, each of which intersects < M many T € W. Then for
2§p§% and any € > 0,

; — c 1_1 itn/— l/p
(23) e gy S REMITE(Y e Aanip(anRﬂ)) .
TeWw

@ RY2 —ball

O  unit ball

j plank

2.1. Sketch for n > 4. By several steps of dyadic pigeonholing, we can obtain
(a) a union of unit balls X ¢ B,
(b) a number u € [1, R"~1/2],
(¢) a number [ € [1, R'/?],
(d) a number A € [1, R(+1/2]
such that the following is true (see Figure|l)):

FIGURE 1.
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(1) | X rer €Y= fr| 1e(5) are about the same for all B C X, and
(2.4 |32 gl ) SIS S gl

TEeT TeT

(2) Each B C X intersects with ~ y many planks in T.
(3) For each plank T" € T, the shading Y (T') := X NT intersects with ~ I many
R'/2-balls.
(4) Foreach T € T, |Y(T)| ~ A.
With the help of the broad & two-ends algorithm discussed in Sections [6] and [7, we
can further assume that
(5) The shading Y (T) satisfies a two-ends condition for all T € T.
(6) For each unit ball B C X, | Y e V=B {11 is “2-broad”, which implies
the following: There exist two refinements T1(B), To(B) of T(B) such that
T, and T are quantitatively transverse for all Ty € Ty(B),Ty € Ty(B).
Here T(B) :={T €T:Y(T)NB # &}.

Next, apply the refined decoupling theorem, Theorem to the right-hand side
of (2.4) so that, recalling ¢, = 2(n+1)

n—1 ?
1D 2 bl G ey S 177 D0 1€ TE frll g, o
TeT TeT
Since B35~ VTR T, iy S RO TE S sy S (o] we
get
7 2 ntl _ 2
25) 1Y eV Rl ) S TR #T) S R (R 1) £

TeT

To obtain an upper on p, we will use the hairbrush structure (see Figure . On
the one hand, by double-counting, we have

(2.6) IX] ~ T IAT).
On the other hand, pick a plank Ty € T and define a hairbrush
H(To) ={T eT:Y(T)NY(Tp) # @, T and T; are quantitatively transverse}.
One sees that the planks in H(Tp) are morally disjoint. Therefore,
(2.7) XI=| U YMIz Y YD)z
TeH(To) TEH(Ty)

where we used \Y( )| ~ A and #H(Ty) ~ lp.
Combining ([2.6]) and ( .7 we get

w S 1HT) )
Plug this incidence bound back to (2.5)) and use (2.2) to have

I3 e A frlfn ) S RARTCHT) )11

TeT

< RA(R™ =m0 17w || fIRW(f, Bt o

(2.8) = R NGa) (RS0 1| fIR WS, By ™
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Since Y (T') intersects with < I many R'/?-balls for each plank T' € T, by using
L?-orthogonality inside each R'/2-ball in Npi/2(X),

(2.9) | Z e’ _AfTHiz(x) Sl Z et _AfTH%Q(NRl/Z(X)) SIRV2| £ 5.
TeT TeT

Interpolating (2.8) with ([2.9) and noting that I < RY2?, we obtain (2.1) when
p=2+g57

2.2. Sketch for n = 3. As outlined in the introduction, the key new ingredient in
this case is a refined L? estimate. This leads to an enhanced hairbrush estimate,
yielding an improved incidence result.

Recall (2.1)) that our goal is to prove

o/ 1_1 _
(2.10) e =217 ey = B2 NFIBW(L BR) 2
for p = %. Similar to the previous subsection, we can obtain

b

(a) a union of unit balls X C B%,
(b) a number y € [1, R],

(c) a number [ € [1, RY/?],

(d) a number A € [1, R?]

such that the following is true:

(1) I qer €™ 2 frllr(p) are about the same for all B C X, and

(2.11) 1Y ™ gy S 15 €l
TeT TET
(2) Each B C X intersects with ~ y many planks in T.
(3) For each plank T' € T, the shading Y (7T') := X NT intersects with ~ [ many
RY/2 Dalls.

(4) For each T € T, [Y(T)| ~ A.

(5) The shading Y (T) satisfies a two-ends condition for all T € T.

(6) For each unit ball B C X, | Y qep €V ™2 fr|1p is “4-broad”.

In addition, by several more steps of dyadic pigeonholing and a covering lemma,

Lemma [5.7} we can obtain

(e) a number o € [1, R?],

(f) a number p € [1, R3/?],

(g) a number m > 1,
such that the following is true:

(7) There is a set of R'/2-balls Q = {Q} that cover X. For each Q € Q,
X NQ|~o.
(8) For any Q € Q, X NQ is p-regular with respect to 1 x RY/? x RY/? x R'/2-
slabs, in the following sense: For any 1 x R'/2 x RY/2 x R'/2-slab S C Q,
X NS <p,
and there are
~|XNQl/p~a/p
many 1x R'/2x RY/? x R'/?-slabs that cover X NQ. Denote by S(Q) = {S}
these slabs that cover X N Q, so #S(Q) ~ a/p
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(9) For each @ € Q that intersects Y (7)),
[QNOY(T) ~ AL,
which yields
p 2 Al
by the definition of p, since QNT is a 1 x R'/2 x RY/2 x R'/2-slab and since
QNY(T)=Xn(@NT).
(10) For each Q € Q,
#T(Q) ~m,

where T(Q) = {T € T: QNT # 0}. Note that the 1 x RY/? x RY/? x R'/2-
slabs {QNT : T € T(Q)} are essentially distinct.

Let us see how these data lead to the proof of (2.10). Similar to (2.5, via the
refined decoupling theorem, Theorem we have

(2.12) 1Y e =2 frlliax) S w#T) SRR w)lIf13:
TeT

Next, we will obtain an upper bound for p. Inside an R'/2-ball Q € Q, by double-
counting the incidence between the unit balls in XNQ and the 1x RY/2x R/2x R'/2-
slabs {QNT : T € T(Q)} and noting that A/l < p, we obtain

(2.13) wo < pm.

What follows is a hairbrush argument. Fix a plank Ty € T and let Ty = Ngi/2(Tp)
be the R-tube containing Ty. For each unit ball B C X, let T(B) :={T € T :
Y(T)N B # @}. From the outcome that |} . e"™V=A f1|1p is broad, we know
that for each B C X N Ty, there is a refinement T;(B) of T(B) such that planks
in T;(B) are quantitatively transverse to Tp. Since there are ~ [ many R'/2-balls
Q € Q intersecting Ty, we have #H(Ty) 2 lm, where

H(Ty) ={T € T:Y(T)N (X NTp) # @, T and T, are quantitatively transverse}.
Therefore,
(2.14) X1z Y [Y(T)] 2 Nm.

TEH(Ty)

On the other hand, we have by double-counting that

(2.15) 1X] ~ p #TOA
Combining ([2.14)) and (2.15]), we get

p S #T(Im) ™,
which, via (2.13]), implies

pS #T)2p 2 (1) 12

Plug this incidence estimate back to (2.12)) and use (2.2)) to have

I > e B ol £ BB HD)Y 202 (00) ) £13
TeT

(2.16) S R (02 (lo) V)| FIE WS, BR)®.

This is the L* estimate with the improved incidence result. Next, we will prove a
refined L? estimate.



LOCAL SMOOTHING FOR WAVE EQUATIONS 13

Recall that for each unit ball B C X, | > peq €Y% fr|1p is broad. Since the
planks intersecting B are essentially from a 3-dimensional family of directions, there
are only two separate cases to consider:

(1) For all B C X, | Y rep €™ =2 fr|1p is not “4-broad”.
(2) Forall BC X, | Y pepe™ =2 fr|lp is “4-broad”

If the first case happens, then via decoupling and induction on scales in a somewhat

standard manner, we can conclude (2.10) when p = ?.
Now let us assume that for all B C X, [ ;o ™A fr|1p is “4-broad”. That
is, there exist 4 quantitatively linearly independent directional caps {7;};=1,.. 4

such that for all j =1,...,4,

| Z eit\/_AfT‘].B 5 | Z eit\/_AfT|1B~
TET TET,,

Here T, := {T' € T : the direction of T is contained in 7;}.
For each R'/2-ball Q C Q, recall that X N Q has a cover S(Q) by 1 x R/? x
RY? x R'?-slabs and #S(Q) ~ o /p. We claim that for all S € S(Q)

(2.17) 1> e 2 frlasnx S D I3

TET TeT(Q)

(2.17) is analogous to equation (2.8) in [I5]. The proof of involves several
steps of pigeonholing. Intuitively, it is based on the following observation: Since
| > rer e™V=B fr|1p is “4-broad” for each unit ball B € SN X, we can choose a
directional cap 7; such that 7; is quantitatively transverse to the slab S. Let us
assume that the cap 7; is uniform for all B C SN X. Therefore, since the planks
in T, are all quantitatively transverse to S (see Figure , by L2-orthogonality, we
have

||Z€it _AfTH%?(SmX)S” Z e’ _AfT”%?(SﬂX)

TET TET(Q)

SEY eV Rl SID. €T R frllias
TeT,;NT(Q) TET,;NT(Q)

SO MBS D Nl

TET,;NT(Q) TeT(Q)

This proves (2.17)).

Apply (2.17)) to all S € S(Q) and all @ € Q. Since #S(Q) ~ o/p and since each
T € T intersects < I many R'Y/2-balls in Q, we have

™2 f 100 S Y D ™Y R fllTasnxy S Ualp) Y I3,
QeEQ SeS(Q) TET

which implies the L? estimate
(2.18) 1™ =2 F 1122 x) S U /)3

Interpolate (2.12) and (2.18) to obtain (2.10) for p = %



14 SHENGWEN GAN AND SHUKUN WU

FIGURE 2.

3. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we set up some notations and introduce basic properties for
Fourier integral operators. We denote the variables as z = (x,t) = (2/,2,,t) €
R* ! xRxRand £ = (¢,€,) € R*! x R in the rest of the paper.

3.1. Reduction to a local estimate. Recall the Fourier integral operator defined
in (L.5) and the associated assumptions (H1) and (H2). By considering the new
phase function ¢(z;&) = ¢(z;&) — ¢(0;€), we can assume that for all «,

(3.1) D (0;€) = 0.
Let A > 1. Given a Fourier integral operator F defined in (1.5)), let
(32) P )= [ e @00 @t fle)dg

where ¢* and a* are defined as

oM (,8:€) 1= Ap(x /N /N ), aM(@,1:€) = ala/A t/AE).

By a standard Littlewood-Paley decomposition (see, for example, [8, Section 1.3])
and by a smooth partition on the unit sphere S"~!, we can assume the amplitude
function a obeys that supp, a C A"(1)°, the interior of A™(1), where

A1) =A{(¢,&) €R" 1 1/2< 6 <2, €] < &n}
Therefore, Theorem [I.7] reduces to the following result:

Proposition 3.1. Let F be a Fourier integral operator given by (L.5)). Suppose
the phase function ¢ satisfies (3.1), and the amplitude function a obeys supp, a C
A" (1)°. Let F» be given by (3.2). Then for all e > 0 and all p > p(n),

_ 1_1
(33) ”]_-)\f”Lp(B;_H) < CE,p)\(n 1)(3 p)+6||f||LP(]R")~



LOCAL SMOOTHING FOR WAVE EQUATIONS 15

3.2. Quantitative conditions. We need to strengthen Proposition [3.1] to obtain
uniform estimates for a class of Fourier integral operators (FIOs). This is necessary
because we aim to use induction on scales, but an individual operator F is not
invariant under rescaling. Fortunately, rescaling preserves certain properties of the
FIOs, enabling us to perform induction for a broader class of operators simultane-
ously. We will adopt the framework established in [Il Section 2.3].

Let cpar > 0 be a small fixed constant. For A = (A, As, A3) € [1,00)3, consider
the following conditions on the phase function:

(H1a) 02,¢(2;€) = In| < cparAy for all (2;€) € BT x An(1).

(H24) 1026:0:(%:€) = &= In-1] < cparAs for all (2;€) € By x A™(1).

(D1a) [10F02, 8]l oo 51+ wnn(ay) < CparAr for all 1 < k < n and B € N with
2 < || < 3 satisfying |8'] > 2;
10 0 @l ooyt xan (1)) < B2=Ar for all B € Ny~" with |8'] = 3.

(D24) For some large integer N = N, ar,, € N depending only on the dimension
n and the fixed choice of €, M and p, one has

B oo Cpar
106 020 Low B+ xan 1)) < A3
for all (o, B) € Nytt x N with 2 < |a| < 4N and 1 < |f] < 4N + 2
satisfying 1 < || < 4N or || > 2.
Finally, it is useful to assume a margin condition on the spatial support of the
amplitude a:

(Ma) dist(supp,a, R™\ Bi+!) > -

Datum (¢, a) satisfying (H1a), (H2a),(D1a),(D24a) and (M4a) (in addition to
(H1) and (H2)) is said to be of type A. By cutting the amplitude function into
pieces and various rescaling arguments, it is possible to reduce to the case where
A =1:=(1,1,1). We refer to [I], Section 2.5] for more details.

Throughout the paper, we will assume the FIOs are of type 1. Proposition
can be strengthened as

Proposition 3.2. Let F be a Fourier integral operator of type 1 given by (L.5)).

Suppose the phase function ¢ satisfies (3.1), and the amplitude function a obeys
supp; a C A™(1)°. Let F> be given by (3.2). Then for all € > 0 and all p > p(n),

there exists a constant C. j, independent to F, such that
n—1)(1—1
(3.4) ”]:)\f”LP(B;“) < Cg,p,\( 1)(% p)+e||f||Lp(Rn).

Here, C; , > 0 is uniform for all F of type 1.

3.3. Wave packet decomposition. Fix 0 < ¢ < 1/100. We will perform the wave
packet decomposition for a function f with suppf C A"(1) at a scale R € [1,\!7¢].

By condition (H1), we see that O¢¢(-,¢;€) is a local diffeomorphism. Indeed,
for fixed t, ¢, the map x — O¢¢(z,t;€) has non-vanishing Jacobian. By rescaling,
we may assume Og¢(-,t; ) is a diffeomorphism on the domain BT for any (t,&) €
[—1,1] x A™(1). Therefore, it has an inverse function which we defined as follows.
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Definition 3.3. For (t,&) € [-1,1] x A™(1), let D(u,t;£) be the unique solution to

(3.5) O d(P(u,15£),1:€) = .

Here, we may assume the equation holds for u in a small neighborhood of the origin.
Since ¢ is 1-homogeneous in &, we have J¢¢(z; &) = Oe(z; s€). Hence,

(3.6) D(u,t;€) = P(u, t; s€)

By the inverse function theorem and conditions (D14), (D24), we obtain favor-
able upper bounds on the L norm of ® and its derivatives. Taking the derivative
inuin (3.5), we get 92,6 - 0,® = I,,. Thus,

det 0, ®(u,t; &) 2 1.
In other words, 9, ®(u, t;£) is a quantitatively non-singular matrix.
We define
7w, 15€) = AR (u/A, t/ ;).
Then 4 satisfies
(3.7) 0 (VM (u, 5€), 1) = u.
For fixed (u;&), t +— (yM(u,t;€),t) is a curve, with ¢ ranging over [~R, R]. Our
wave packets will be certain non-isotropic neighborhoods of such curves.

Now we present the wave packet decomposition for F* f in BZH. In fact, we will
perform the wave packet decomposition for f: f =", fr first. Then, by applying
the linear operator F*, we get Ff = Yor F N fr.

We begin by decomposing in frequency space. Fix a maximally R
subset of B! x {1}. For each & belonging to this subset, define

(3:8) 6 ={('.6) € A™(1) : |¢ /&0 — &0l < R72).

Then 6 is roughly a 1 x R=/2 x --- x R=1/2-box, and & is the center of 6. We call
such # an R~'/?-cap and denote the collection of these § by ©xz-1/2. Note that
©g-1/2 form a finitely overlapping covering of A"(1). Choose {¢9(¢)}oco,, ,,, to
be a smooth partition of unity adapted to © p—1,2, so that Z%@R g (&) =1 for

& € A™(1). Since suppr A"™(1), we have the frequency decomposition

f= Z Ve f.

969R71/2

—1/2_geparated

—1/2

~

We denote fg := (1pf)V, and hence

f= > fo

9€@R,1/2

Before performing decomposition in the physical space, we introduce a notation.

Definition 3.4. Let U C R" be a box of dimensions a1 X --- X a,. Define U*

to be the dual box of U, which is a box centered at the origin of dimensions

al_l X -+ X a,t, and with edges parallel to the corresponding edges of U.
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Now for a fixed § € @ g-1/2, we cover B}, by 1 x RY/2 x .. x R'/2-slabs that are
parallel to #*. Denote this collection of slabs by
(3.9) T = {T°}.
Choose a set of non-negative smooth functions {ny} adapted to Tz, so that np»
decays rapidly outside 7°, "7 = 1 in B and supphyps C 6. Thus, inside B, we
have

F= 3 > fip* (wof) + RapDec(R)| |2

0€O _1/2 TP €T,

=

P ]

FiGURE 3. Wave packet

Let § = !099 which is a small number to handle rapidly decaying tails. For
each T”, define
T :={(v (u,t;&p), 1) : uw € R°T", |t| < R}.
Here, ROT” is a non-isotropic dilate of 7” of dimensions R2% x R'/2+9 x ... x R1/2+9,
Each T is a “curved plank” (see Figure . We denote Ty := {7 : T” € T} and

fr=np (W * f).

This gives the wave packet decomposition in B%

f= Y Y fr+RapDec(R)|f]2.

0€0 15 TETy

Therefore, in B}}{H, we obtain

F =Y > Ffr+RapDec(R)||f|l2-

0€0, _1/2 TET,
Definition 3.5 (Curved plank). Given & € A™(1) and a box V C B}, define
(3.10) Ty (&0; R) == {(7 M (u, t;&0),t) s u € V, |t| < R}.
Tv(&; R) is called a curved plank with base V' and direction &g.

We primarily focus on the case where V is a slab with dimensions Rs? x Rs x
---x Rs for s € [R™'/2,1]. Next, we define the non-isotropic dilation for such slabs.
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Definition 3.6. For a slab U C R"™ of dimensions Rs? x Rs x --- x Rs with

s e [R’l/z, 1] and a constant C > 0, define CU, the non-isotropic C-dilation of U,

to be a slab of dimensions C?Rs? x CRs x --- x CRs with the same center as U.
For two slabs Uy,Uy C R™, we say they are comparable if

1
—U; c Uy C CU;y.
C,1 2 1

Here, C = C4y is a constant that may vary from line to line, but eventually only
depends on ¢.

Remark 3.7. We will also need the isotropic dilation. Namely, for a a; X - -+ X ay,-
box U, the isotropic C-dilation of U will be the box of dimensions Ca; X --- x Ca,,
with the same center as U. We will always specify when doing isotropic dilation;
otherwise, the notation C'U always refer to the non-isotropic dilation.

We also define the dilation and comparability for curved planks. Since a curved
plank is not convex, we will define these notions in terms of its base.

Definition 3.8. For a curved plank T'v (§o; R) and a constant C > 0, we define the
(non-isotropic) C-dilation of Ty (&y; R) to be
CTv (€05 R) = {(v"(u, t;&),t) s w € OV, [t| < R}.
For two curved planks T'v, (£1; R), Ty, (§2; R), we say they are comparable if
1
i€ R) €Ty (&2 R) € CTv (§3 R)

for some constant C only depending on ¢. If Ty, (£1; R), Ty, (&2; R) are not compa-
rable, we say they are distinct. We may identify curved planks that are comparable.

The next lemma concerns the geometry of curved planks.

Lemma 3.9. Let s € [R™Y/2,1]. Let V C B% be a slab of dimensions Rs? x Rs x
-+ X Rs. Then for |to| < R, each to-slice Ty (§o; R) N {t = to} is comparable to an
Rs? x Rs x -+ x Rs-slab.

Proof. Suppose V is centered at ug. We express each point in V' as ug + u, where
u ranges over V — ug, an Rs% x Rs x --- x Rs-box centered at the origin.

For fixed (tg, o), by applying Taylor’s expansion in the u variable, we have
(3.11)

M uo +u, to; €0) = 7 (w0, to; €0) + duy (wos to; o) - u+ O(|05,7* (- 03 o) o) [l
Since 92,7 (uo, to; &0) = A102,®(uo/\, to/X; &), whose L™ norm is O(A™1),
O([197,77 (- to; €o)lloo) [u® S A™H(Rs)? < Rs”.
Therefore, the sets I'v (§o; R) N {t = to} and
Y (g, to; €o) 4+ {0ur (o, to;&0) -2z €V — g}

are within a distance < Rs? from each other. Since 9,7 (uo, to; £o) is quantitative
non-singular, the latter is comparable to V —ug which is a Rs? x Rs x - - - x Rs-slab.
Therefore, 'y (§0; R) N {¢t = to} is also comparable to such a slab. O

Remark 3.10. From the above lemma, we see that in Figure [3] each horizontal
slice of T is a slab of dimensions R?® x RY/?%9 x ... x R'/?*%  Though, they may
not be parallel.
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The next lemma concerns the perturbation of a curved plank resulting from
choosing different directions. It was essentially proved in [§].

Lemma 3.11. Let s € [R™Y2 /1], and let T € O,. Define V, g := (Rs*)7* to be
an isotropic dilate of T*, which is an Rs® x Rs x -+~ x Rs-box. Let V C B} be a
translated copy of V- r. Then for any &1,€& € T, the two curved planks T'v (€15 R)
and Ty (€25 R) are comparable. In other words, Ty (£1; R) C Tov (€25 R) for some
constant C' > 0 and vice versa.

Proof. 1t suffices to show that there exists a large constant C' > 0 such that
(3.12) (Y Mu,t;€) ru e VY C {7 u, t;61) tu € CV}.

Let u*(z;€) == 0g™(2;€), so u* (9 (u,t;€),t;:€) = u (recall (3.7)). To obtain
(3-12), we only need to show that for any u € V,

u (M u, t562),t:€1) C CV.
Since u* (v (u, t; £2),t; &) = u € V, it suffices to show
(3.13) uM(z;€1) — ut(2; &) C 4Vy g,
for all z € B?‘l and all £,& € 7. This is true by Lemma 4.3 in [§]. O
Using the notation of curved plank, each wave packet T' € Ty can be written as
T =T gors (§o; R),

a curved plank with base R®T” and direction &. We call each such T an R-plank.
Note that each t-slice TN{t = to} of T is morally an R?® x RY/?+% x...x R1/2+9_glab.
Moreover, I gsp» (95 R) and ' gspv (§; R) are comparable for all £ € 6.

Lemma 3.12. (.FAfT)lB;+1 is essentially supported in T. In other words,

(FAfr)1gn+1,p = RapDec(R)||f]l2.
Proof. Note that

ﬁnm@z/@wmmﬁumwM*wB@

n

A

Since a” is a smoothing symbol and fT is supported in 26, we have

Ffr(z,t) = /n <€i¢k(m’t;5)akia)77\w % (o f)dé + RapDec(R)| fl2,

where {b'g is a bump function on 26. Let G, +(€) be so that G4 .(§) = ei‘bk(“”’t;g)akz%.
By Plancherel,

(314)  Ffr(0) = | Gealy) (nr @+ ) (0)dy + RapDec(R)] -

Let us Compute
Caelt) = / =8 @69 A de

Via the change of variable & = &y + 7, we have

Gei(y) = / ei(<y,€e+n)—¢*(w,t;€e+n))a/\(z;59 + 77){/;0(56 +n)d€.
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By the method of non-stationary phase (see [I0, Lemma 5.4] for a similar argument),
|G2,t(y)| = RapDec(R) if

De ™, t: 60+ 1) —y & 0"
Recall (3.13)), which implies that 9g* (z,t; &g +1) — e (z,t; &) € 40*. Therefore,
|Gzt (y)| = RapDec(R) if
(3.15) Ded™(x,;€9) — y ¢ 50"

Now we are ready to prove the lemma. If (zg,to) € Bt \ T, then

(w0,t0) & (T {t = to}) = {1(,tos &) : u € BT},
By applying 0¢¢*(-, ;&) to both sides (recall (3.7)), we see that the above is a
consequence of
(3.16) D™ (o, to; &9) & ROT".
We use (3.14) to show F* fr(zo,to) = RapDec(R)||f|[2: Since ny» decreases rapidly
outside R%/?T", it suffices to show |G, +,(y)| = RapDec(R) for y € R%/2T". This
boils down to verifying (3.15), or equivalently, ¢ (w0, to; &p) & y-+50* C 5RY/2T”,

since T” is a translated copy of 6* and since y € T”. However, this is given by
(13-16]). O

3.4. Comparing wave packets at different scales. Next, we discuss the wave
packet decomposition for F* f inside a ball not necessarily centered at the origin.
Fix 20 = (z0,t9) € By and consider the ball Bjy"(2). Define f so that

(PN = e 0 f(g).
As a result,
FA(2) = FMZE) for =2 — 2,

where F* is the Fourier integral operator whose phase 5)‘ and amplitude @* are
given by

B(=:6) = 9 + 21:€) — 9(3:) and (=€) = alz + J:8).

If z € BEH(ZO), then 2z € B,"{H, and we can therefore apply the wave packet
decomposition for F* f inside Bgﬂz

FAf =" F*f7+RapDec(R)| f|.
T
Each T is given by the collection of z € B??/H satisfying

v

z 20 . o
Recall (3.9) that {T°} are translated copies of §* that cover BY.

For a given z, define

(817)  T(z0) = { (v 0+ 80 (20:€0), :€0).t) s v € BT, |t — to] < R},

+ 8£¢(ZXO§§9)7 for some v € ROT”.
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Remark 3.13. If we replace & by any & € 6 in the definition of T'(z) in (3.17),
then the resulting curved plank is comparable to the original curved plank defined
using &. This is a consequence of Lemma We will use this fact later when
comparing wave packets in different scales.

Thus, the function
F ’\f 7(z — 20)
is essentially supported in T'(29) when restricted to B! (zp). We denote the col-
lection of planks {T'(z) : T° € T} as

(3.18) To(z0) := {T(z) : T” € T)}.
For each T' € |J, To(20), we also define
(3.19) Fr(€) = e G0 (F) " (©),
where T° = T°. Under this notation,
Ff= ). Ffr+RapDec(R)|f|-

TeUy To(20)
in Bt (29). For each T € Ty(20), we remark that (.FAfT)].Bg+1(ZO) is essentially

supported in ROT, fr is essentially supported in 77, and fT is supported in 26.

We have the following lemma regarding the comparison of wave packets at dif-
ferent scales. Its counterpart can be found in [10, Lemma 9.1].

Lemma 3.14. Letr € [I,R), and let € Op_1/2, 0 € ©,_1/2. Suppose B (z) C
B}%‘H, and suppose T € Ty, T € Tyz(20). If either 6 ¢ 46, or 100T'N100T = {), then

(fr), = RapDec(R)|| £l

Proof. For simplicity, we denote ei‘ﬁA(ZO;D)g = (ei‘bk(z“')ﬁ)v. Recall (3.19) for the
definition of the wave packet decomposition inside B"T!(z), we have

¢’ (D) (fT) =g (%Y * (eiw(zo;D)fT))-

T
Note that supp(ei‘ﬁA(ZO;D ) fr)h = suppr, which is essentially contained in 26. Since
supptpy C 0, if 0 ¢ 46, we have ¢i¢" (z0:D) (fT) = RapDec(R)||f|l2, which implies

T
(#r), = RapDec(R)||f |2

Next, we assume 6 C 40 and 10T NT = 0. Compute

ei‘i’A(ZO?D)fT(x) — / ei(qu(zo;g)Jr(I’E))ﬁTb * (wa)df

= [ (@O =G i s ()€ + RapDec(B)| ]z

where {/;9 is a bump function on 26. Introduce G, .(§) such that m =
U™ (20:)+(=.6)) e By Plancherel,

(320) "D fr(a) = | Geoay) (s (0 * 1)) )y + RapDec(R) | £l
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Let us compute

Gy a(y) :/ (=9 @0+ =28 o ¢
By the same argument as in the proof of Lemma |G, .2(y)| = RapDec(R) if
(3.21) Ded™ (20;60) + 2 —y & 50"

To show 7, (z/%/ * (ei‘bA(ZU;D)fT)) = RapDec(R)||f|l2, we just need to show =
RapDec(R)| [l for z € 9/2T%_ This boils down to show |G, .2(y)| = RapDec(R)
for x € r%/2T" 4 € RY/?T". By , it suffices to show
(3.22) Ded™(20;9) +x —y & 0F forall z € /2T y e ROT.
Since T” is a translated copy of 6*, follows from
2RYPT" 1 (0607 (20:6) +1°T) = 0.

By applying the transformation O (-, ¢; &) (recall (3.7)), the above is a consequence
of the fact that 47" and

{(8£¢/\(U + 0™ (203 €0, ; 59),t) v e 2T}

are disjoint. However, by Remark the latter one is contained in 1007 Thus, if
4TN100T = (), then the aforementioned two planks are disjoint, yielding (3.22)). O

3.5. Broad norm. We introduce the broad norm in the variable coefficient setting.
A similar setup can be found in [I0, Section 1.5].

Let K = R Recall (3.8) that A"(1) can be partitioned into caps © x—1 = {7},
where each 7 has dimensions 1 x K~ x --- x K~1. In view of the rescaling ¢* of
the phase function, define the rescaled generalized Gauss map

GMz;€) == G(z/\;€) for (2;€) € supp a’.

For each z € B§f+17 there is a range of normal directions associated with the cap T,
as given by
Gz 1) = {GMN(2:€) 1 £ € 7, (%) € supp a*}.
For any subspace V C R"*1_ define £(G*(z;7), V) to be the smallest angle between
non-zero vectors v € V and v’ € G*(z; 7).
Fix A>1and 1<k <n+1. For a K%-ball B;?;l C Byt centered at g, define

(BYE') == mi FAfrlP.
Hp g (Bih™) = | min, max B"tl‘ £
K

Here, V1,...,Vy4 are taken over all (k — 1)-dimensional subspaces, and 7 ¢ V; refers
to those 7 € O -1 such that £(G*(20;7),V;) > K2 forall1 <i < A. IfU c By™!
is a disjoint union of K2-balls, then we define the broad norm as

1P ey oy= 0 mmp(Bi).

BttcU
The broad norm enjoys the following properties. See [I0] for their proofs.
Lemma 3.15. Suppose 1 < p < oo, A1,As > 1 and A = Ay + Ay, then
IFfr + s @) S ||]:/\f1||BL£YA1(U) + ||]:>\f2HBL§1A2(U)~
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Lemma 3.16. Suppose 1 < p,p1,p2 < 00, 0 < ay,as <1 satisfy a3 +az =1 and

L o, o

p b1 P2
Suppose also Ay, Ay > 1 and A= Ay + As. Then,

2 A r||o A pllo
17 Flloug r S I IR, o) WP e, o

3.6. Some L? results. The first one is a local L? estimate for a sum of wave
packets whose directions are transverse to the integration domain.

Lemma 3.17. Let 1 < K'9% < R. Let S be a 1 x RY/? x --- x RY?-slab in R"+!
parallel to the n-dimensional subspace V. Let T € Og-1. Suppose there exists
zo € S such that

£(GMzp;7),V) > K2
Then for any set of distinct R-planks T that 0(T) C 7 for all T € T, we have
1> P rliags) S KOO Il
TeT TeT

Proof. We refer the reader to Figure 2| where the planks are curved rather than
straight. Since we are allowed to lose a K1) factor, by the triangle inequality, we
assume the direction caps of all the T € T’ lie in a K~ 1%"-cap. Let T = UyTy,
where the directional cap for the planks in Ty is 6. Let fy = ZTGTG fr, so that

S Fr =) F e
TeT 0

We will show
(3.23) 1Y Fr foll 2z S KOS lIfoll.
0 0

Then the lemma follows from the L?-orthogonality of ZTGTS fr.

Let 1% be a bump function that equals 1 on S and is supported on 2S. By
expanding the L? norm, the left-hand side of (3.23) is bounded above by

(3.24) ) / 156/ (8 (5609 (i) g / a*(z:61)aM(z:62) fo, (€1) fo, (€2)dE1dEs.

01,02

Note that (3.23) follows from the estimate

(3.25) ‘/1261(&(251)—49(Z;fz))dz‘ — R"/2(1 + Rl/QK—O(1)|€1 _ §2D—10n_

In fact, for each 6, partition 6 into R~'/2-balls w, and by let ﬁ) = fglw. Then ﬁ,
is supported in an R'/2-ball, and we have

= / 1l () =0 ikl g / 0 (25 61)0 (2 €2) fan (61) Fun (§2)dE1 6o,

wi1,wW2




24 SHENGWEN GAN AND SHUKUN WU
which, via (3.25) and the estimate ||f;||1 < R’"/4||f;||2, is bounded above by

> / [ foon (€0) fuon (&2) R (1 + R K =OWgy — &) 710" dgrdE,

wi,wW?2

S D0 A+ RPPEOWe(wn) = clwa) )T ol fos 2

Wi ,wW2

SKODOS | Fulls = KOOI fall3.
w 2

Here ¢(w) is the center of w. This proves ((3.23).

By the method of stationary phase, to prove ([3.25)), it suffices to show that there
exists ¥ || V such that for all z € 25,

(3.26) 10,(0™(2:61) — dM(2;,&2)) - 0] 2 KWy — &
Via Taylor’s theorem, 9,0 (2;61) — 0.0 (25 €2) = 0.0 (2;62) - (&1 — &) + O(|&1 —

£a|?). Since |92.07(2;€2) - (€1 — &2)| 2 [&1 — & and since [€; — &| < K71, the
following is true:

(1) [0:(¢M(2:61) — Mz 62))| ~ €1 — Eal-

(2) £(8:(M(z;61) — M2 62)), 020N (2:62) - (€1 — &2)) S K100,
Thus, (3.26) boils down to showing that for all z € 25,
(3.27) L(02: Mz 6) - (&1 — &), V) 2 K70

Note that when |z — zo| < RY/2,

(0267 (2:€2) — 026 (20: &2)| S |2 — 20| - 102,60 oo S RMZATH < K710,
Hence, to show (3.27)), we just need to show
(3.28) L2 (20:&2) - (G — &), V) > K%,
However, by the assumption in the lemma, we have

£(GMz036),V) > K2,

which, since G*(zq; &2) is orthogonal to afg(b)‘(zo; &) - (&1 — &), implies (3.28). O

As a direct corollary, we have

Lemma 3.18. Let Q be an RY?-ball and T is a set of wave packets. Then
1Y P rliza) S BV N3

TeT TeT

4. WAVE PACKET DENSITY

In this section, we introduce the wave packet density W(f, Bpt'(20)). Given a
s-cap T € O, with R~1/2 < s < 1, recall that

V. r = (Rs*)T*

is an isotropic dilate of 7%, a box centered at the origin of dimensions Rs? x Rs x

-+ X Rs.
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Definition 4.1 (Wave packet density). Suppose g is a function defined in R™ such
that suppg C A™(1), and suppose Bl (z0) = B (z0,t0) C BY™'. Define

W(g, By (%)) =

1 1/2
(4.1) sup  sup sup <|V|/ Z |gT|2) )
oe

R-1/2<s<17€0O: V||V r 0CT  T€ETe(z0)
Or-1/2 1rcV
Here V || Vo r means V is a translated copy of V; r, and recall (3.18]) for Tg(zo).

Remark 4.2. We give some intuitive explanations to the set of planks {T' €
Uoc» To(20) : T" C V'} that appeared in the above summation. For each V' || V;. &,
mimicking Definition [3:5 we define

(42)  Tv(a:&s R) = {(7 (v + 0c0*(20: &), 1:67) 10 € V[t — to] < R}
When zg = z, it recovers Definition From , one sees that for T' € T(zg),
T = Trsps(20;€0; R). We call Ty (20;&+; R) a curved plank in a ball centered at
z9. Note that Lemma [3.9] and Lemma still hold in this setting when we move
the center from the origin to z5. By Lemma Iy (20;&r; R) is comparable to
Tv(z0;&; R) for 8 C 7. Hence, we may identify I'v(20;&,; R) and T'v(20; &; R),
and the condition 7° C V implies T C Ty (20;&r; R). Therefore, the wave packets
summed in are morally those T' that are contained in the fat curved plank
Iy (20;&r; R) with directional cap contained in 7. In this regard, W(g, Bgﬂ(zo))

can be viewed as the density of wave packets among all the fat curved planks in
B ().
R 0

Lemma 4.3. Suppose g is a function defined in R™ with suppg C A™(1). Let
g1y = D_per, 97 and gr, = D pcr, g7 be the sums of wave packets at scale R in
Bt (20). If Ty C Ty, then

W(gr,, B (20))* < W(gr,, Bi™ (20))>.
Proof. The proof is straightforward from the definition. O

Lemma 4.4. Suppose a function g defined in R™ is a sum of wave packets g =
n—1
> rergr- Suppose |lgr|3 Z Rz for all T € T. Then
Wig, B’ 2 max{1,R™F (#T)} 2 R™5 (#T)"/”.

Proof. In the first inequality, the lower bound 1 is obtained by testing with V = T”

in (4.1)), and the lower bound R~ =n (#T) is obtained by testing with V' = BE. O

The next two lemmas are the main reasons why the wave packet density is
appropriate for induction on scales. The first lemma suggests the wave packet
density is an appropriate substitute for the L°° norm.

Lemma 4.5. Suppose g is a function defined in R™ with suppg C A™(1). Then
W(g, B5™) < llgloo-
Proof. For 7,V || Vy,g, denote T = {T € Uy, To(20) : T” C V}. We just need to

prove
1
w1 [ X lorl? < ol

TeT
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Recall that both {1y} and {np»} are families of non-negative functions, and that
{supp(¢9)}¢ are finitely overlapping. By pigeonholing, we can choose T/ C T so
that the wave packets {gr:T € T’} are essentially orthogonal and we have

(4.3) / gzl < / orl < = / 1S grf
v/ 2 v 2 v/l

Decompose

> gr= (glwov)r+ > (9laoovye)r-

TeT TET TET
We claim that (g1(100v)e)r = RapDec(R)||g|ls. Note that,
(9100vye)r = 07 (V4 * (91 100v)e))-

Since 1), is essentially supported in 0* C V; g, 1, * (91(100v)e) is essentially sup-
ported in (100V)¢ + V; g C (90V)¢. The claim follows from the fact that 7 is
essentially supported in T° € V. Therefore,

4.3) < |V|/ Z (91100v)7|* + RapDec(R)]|g||%,

TeT

S / l9L100v* + RapDec(R) g%
< 192 + RapDec(R)|lg]2.. 0

The second lemma establishes a connection between wave packet densities at
different scales.

Lemma 4.6. Suppose 1 <r < R'719 and B (z) € BE™. Then
R no
WS B (20)) S ROO(2) "7 WU/, BE™) + RapDec(R)| |

Proof. By definition, we can assume W(f, B”H(zo)) is attained at the pair (V, 7).
In other words, there are 5 € [r~1/2,1], 7€ O3, V | Vi such that

n+1 | 2
(4.4) WI(F, B (o <|V| Z|fT| <V/ ZfT

9

where T/ C T is an appropriate subset, and T is defined as
T:={T ¢ U Tg:beV}.
0€0 _1/5,0C7

Next, we analyze how the wave packets at scale r interact with the wave packets
at scale R. Recall the wave packet decomposition at scale R in B%:

f= > Y fr+RapDec(R)|fll2.

9€0 13 TETs

We define a relation < between wave packets of scales r and R. For two planks
T € Ty(20),T € Ty, if  C 46 and 1007 N 1007" # 0, we write

T<T.
By Lemma (fr)7 = RapDec(R)|| f||2 unless T<T.
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Let s = 5(%)Y2R%, so s € [R™Y/2+% 1]. Let ©,(47) C O, be a subset with
H#O,(4T) ~ (%)%1 such that

47 C U T.

TEO(4T)
For each 7 € ©,4(47), let V; || Vg be such that V; D v+ e d™(20; &), and define

T, :={T ¢ U To: T° C V,}.
GEGR,UQ,GCT

By remark T is morally the set of r-planks contained in 'y (20;&7;7) with
directional cap contained in 7; T, is morally the set of R-planks contained in
Iy (&r; R) with directional cap contained in 7. See Figure [4] for the geometry of

'y (20585 7) and {T'y, (675 R) : 7 € ©4(47)}. Let

BI*1(20)

(20; &% 7)

I'y (& R)

FIGURE 4.

We claim that if T < T for some T € 'i‘, then T' € T. Indeed, since T < T,
we have T' € Ty for some 0 C 47. Thus, we can find 7 € ©,4(47) such that
6 C 7. Consider the curved plank I'y (z0;&7;7) as in . By Remark {4.2} planks
in T are all contained in I (20;5;7) for some large C' > 0. By Lemma
Lo (205 677) C oayp(20:6737)-

Since T intersects the dilate of some 7" in ’i‘, we know that TNT s (20: 675 7) # 0,

which implies R*T” N (C?"N/ + Oe ™ (20; é})) # () via (4.2)). This would imply

T C V..
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This shows T' € T, C T and hence the claim.

Consequently, from (4.4)), we have
2

Wi B )2 s — [| 3 (ZfT) + RapDec(R)||/ |2

14 Fetr “TET

< L (15 so] + RapDecry g2

‘V‘ TeT

< 2

< v/%'ﬁ' + RapDec(R)|| |12

- f2l? + RapDec(R)|| 2
|V|/ Z ! “

Now we finish the proof of the lemma. By the definition of T, we have

WP s X (G [ X S 1) + Rapdectm B

€0, (47) Vi ocr  TeT,
0€O 12 TPV,

Note that each V; is of dimensions R'*732 x R (Rr)'/28 x --- x R (Rr)'/?5. We
have

V; R n-1

Wel < moor By

v~ r
Also note

#0,(47) < ROV (123,
T
We obtain
R — n
W(f, B (20))* < RO(‘”(;)" "W(f, BEt)? + RapDec(R) | f 13- O

Remark 4.7. The R factor appears here since the wave packet T has size
R?0 x RY2+0 ... x RY/?%9 rather than 1 x RY/2 x --- x RY/2. Though, the lemma
still works for the induction step since ¢ is very small compared to €.

Remark 4.8. The wave packet density introduced in Definition naturally im-
poses a non-concentration condition on the set of planks T, where g = > ;. .p g7 is
the wave packet decomposition of g. Indeed, if ||gr|2 are about the same for all
T € T, then the assumption W(g, By (29)) < 1 is the necessary condition for the
following Kakeya estimate to hold: |Ur| Z > ;cq |T|. However, it is likely that this
is not a sufficient condition. Under the current definition of wave packet density,
the assumption W(g, Bit*(20)) < 1 is analogous to the classical “(n — 1)-ball con-
dition” for a fractal set (see [I4, (1.1)] for an example with n = 3 and T replaced
by a family of tubes).

Remark 4.9 (Continuation of Remark . Nevertheless, wave packet density
is a versatile concept. One may modify its definition to impose a stronger non-
concentration condition on the planks T. For instance, the next modification of
Definition [£.I] will enable us to impose a non-concentration condition on the planks
T, similar to the Convex Wolff Aziom (see [22 Definition 0.12]) for tubes:



LOCAL SMOOTHING FOR WAVE EQUATIONS 29

For dyadic numbers sy, 55 ...,5,-1 € [R™'/2,1], and 7, being a convex subset of
[~1,1]"! x {1} of dimensions s; X - -+ X 5,,_1, define 7 := {& € A"(1) : £/[¢] € 70}
We say 7 is an (s1,...,8,—1)-cap. Then 7 is a convex set and can be roughly
viewed as a box of dimensions 1 X s; X +-- X s,,_1. For example, a cap 7 € O is
an (s,...,s)-cap. Given an (s1,...,s,—1)-cap 7, we define its dual box V; g in the
physical space R™ as follows: Let spmax := maxi<;<p—15;. Define V. g to be the
box centered at the origin, of dimensions Rsfnax X Rsy X -+ X Rs,_1, whose edges
are parallel to the corresponding edges of the 1 x s; X -+ X s,,_1-box 7.

Now, we give a generalization of Definition One can check that the lemmas

corresponding to Lemmas and [.6] are also true.

Generalization of Deﬁnition Suppose ¢ is a function in R™ with suppg C A(1),
and B7%(zo) is a ball. Define
1/2
|.9T2> :

Wig. By () = sup_sup (|é| /X %

T ViVrr 0 b
i Cr T°CV
VCBR 0€8 R TeTy (20)

Here, sup, is taken over all caps (si,...,8,—1)-caps 7 for all dyadic numbers
81,82,...,8,—-1 € [R71/27 1]

Finally, we reduce Proposition to the following theorem, which is formulated
in terms of a mixed norm defined via the wave packet density.

Theorem 4.10. Let F be a type 1 Fourier integral operator given by . Suppose
the phase function ¢ satisfies , and the amplitude function a obeys supp, a C
A" (1)°. Let F» be given by , Then for all € > 0 and when p = p(n), there
exists a constant C. that is independent to F, such that

1

n— i1 % n -2
(45) ||.FAfHLp(B}7;+1) < CER( D p)+€||fH2 W(f7 BR+1)1 P

for all f with suppf C A"(1) and all R € [1,\'72].

Proof that Theorem[{.10 implies Proposition[3.3. Since supp a C A"™(1)°, it fol-
lows that FA f = .7-"\(1:&171(1)%)?)\/7 where lz*v(l) is a bump that equals to 1 on supp, a

and is supported in A™(1). By summing up all balls B}’%H inside B;H, Theorem
and Lemma imply that for all € > 0 and when p = p(n),

n-1)(3—-1% 3 1-2
(46) 1P gty < CAPDG D) 12 s

We see that (4.6) implies (3.4) when f is a characteristic function and when p =
p(n). Therefore, the range p > p(n) for (3.4 follows from a real interpolation
between the restrict-type estimate when p = p(n) and the trivial bound [|F* f]|c <

n—1

A% || f]lso- This proves Proposition O

5. SOME GEOMETRIC RESULTS

In this section, we establish several geometric results that will be used to prove
Theorem [4.10[in subsequent sections.



30 SHENGWEN GAN AND SHUKUN WU

5.1. Lorentz rescaling. Suppose 7 € O -1 and suppr 7. We want to find an
upper bound for || F* fHLp(Bn+1) by induction. The idea is to perform a rescaling so

that F* f becomes F FAK? g, where F is a new Fourier integral operator, and g is a
function with suppg C A™(1). At the same time, the scale of the integration domain
drops from R to R/K?. Moreover, when F is of type 1, the new operator F is of
type (1,1, C) for some constant C' (see [T, Section 2.5]). Therefore, by partitioning
the new operator F into O(1) parts, we can use an induction hypothesis at the
scale (\/K?, R/K?) to bound ||.7-"/\fHLP(B;%+1).

Next, we describe the rescaling and the relevant geometry. Given a 7 € O -1,
let V; r C B% be a dual RK=2 x RK~! x --- x RK~1-box, as defined in Lemma
Tile B by translated copies of V, g and denote them by B’ = {O°}. For
each 0" € IB%"T, define a curved plank

(5.1) 0:=Tg (& R) = {( (v, 1), 6:6,) v € O, [t < R},

Denote B, = {0 : 0° € B%}. Observe that B, form a covering of Bj;™', and each
T € Ugc, To belongs to O(1) many O € B,. We assign each T' € (Jy-, Tp to a
single O to which T belongs, and denote the collection of T assigned to O by Tg.
This gives a partition

(5.2) Ume=JTo.

oCt

Given a 7 € Ok -1, write & = (w, 1), and define T, (y,t) := (y(y,t;w,1),t) and
YA (y,t) :== AT, (y/\,t/A). Introduce two non-isotropic dilations Dy (Y, yn,t) =
(Ky',yn, K?t) and D}, (y,yp) := (K~ '/, K~2u,). Then, as shown in [I, Proof
of Lemma 2.3], we have

(5.3) FrgoY) oDy = FNEG,

where

g(n) =K " Vgmw+ K ' n,),

~ 2 iN)\/Kz N .
(5.4) FME Gy, ) :=/ 0T WEMG (y, 1) g (n)dn.

Here the phase a(y, t;n) is given by

1
{y,m) + /0 (1= )02 e (Yo (D 1y, t); uw + r K )’ 0 ),
and the amplitude function a(y,t;n) is given by
aly. tin) = a(To(Dig-1y;t)naw + K10, 0n).
We remark that for each O € B,, (Y2 o Dg)~1(0) is morally a R/K?2-ball.
Now we state and prove the following lemma.

Lemma 5.1. Let 1 < K < R°. Suppose there is a constant C > 0 such that for all
function g defined in R™ with suppg C A™(1) and all type 1 FIO F,

-l

~ 2 2 _2
(5.5) ||fA/K QHLP(B;;;Q) < Cllglls W(g B;L%711(2)1 .
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Let T € O-1. Then for all function f defined in R™ with suppr T and all type
1 FIO F, we have

FIEW(S, B2

Proof. Write 7 = (Jy, 0, where § € ©z-1/2. Recall the definitions of B, = {0}
in (5.1) and Ty in (5.2). Perform the wave packet decomposition for 7 f inside

B?; to have
FN=3 S Fr=>> Ffr.

0CTTETy O TeTg

Recall the rescaling Ti oDk in (5.3). For each O € B, let Bg‘;}b 5 be the R/K?-
ball containing (Y} o DK)* (O). Note that, under this rescaling, each T' € Tg
becomes a R/K2-plank T in BR/K2 5. We denote Tg = {T' : T € Tg}. Thus,

under the same rescaling, the function F* f becomes

> > P

o TGTD

2
||}-)\f||Lp(Bg+1) SCK»

where F is an FIO of type (1,1, C) for some constant C'.
By the essential disjointness of O, we have

(5.6) IFA I, iy S D20 D - FAErllL,

[m] TETH

For each O, since Y7 is a diffeomorphism with determinant ~ 1,

| Z F fT”LT’(D) ~ K || Z FME gT||LP(B"+1 o)
TeTo TeTa

which, by partitioning F into O(1) parts and by (5.5)), is bounded by

ntl _2
SKFOI Y. g l3W(Y 97 Bl ) F
TeTo TeTo

Il

Again, since Y is a diffeomorphism with determinant ~ 1, we have
1Y gzla~ K571 frlo
TETD TeTq
Finally, notice that
WY 97 Biijre o) ~ WD fr. BT S W BET.
TeTo T€eTh

Plugging the aforementioned information into (5.6)), we obtain

IFX I ey S CPE2D N D FrlE WU BEHP™

] TETq
S CPR?||fI3 WS, BEFHP 2. O
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5.2. Hairbrush. We call 7 C B}’%Jrl an R-tube if 7 has the form

T=TIB(&R)
for some R'/2ball B = BY, ,(v) and ¢ € A"(1) (recall Definition . Since
(& R) = Tp(s&; R) (recall (3.6), we may assume € = (£/,1) by rescaling. We
call £ the direction of the tube and v the position of the tube. Notice that the core

curve of the tube is given by
(5.7) {0, 8:6),) : t] < R}.

Similar to Definition [3-8] we make the following definition.
Definition 5.2. Two R-tubes I'p, (£1; R) and T'p,(&2; R) are distinct if

I, ({5 R) £ T, (§k; R)
for 4,k € {1,2},5 # k, and some absolute big constant C'.
Also, similar to Lemma [3:11} we have

Lemma 5.3. Two R-tubes I'p, (&1; R) and T'p,(&2; R) are distinct if one of the
following is true:

(1) dist(¢], &) 2 R/,

(2) dist(By, By) > R'2.

Recall K = R*” and let K, = R°"".

Lemma 5.4. Let T = {T} be a family of distinct R-tubes and let Ty be an R-tube
in BEt'. Let wy = R™ x [ii RK; Y, (i1 + 1)RKSY] and wy = R™ x [ixRKY, (i2 +
1)RK ;Y be two horizontal regions with i1,iz € Z, |i1|,|iz] < Ko and |i; — ia| > 2.
Suppose for any T € T, the direction of Ty and the direction of T are K~ !-
separated, ToN'T # 0, and ToN'T C wy. Then for z € wa,

(5:8) > 1r(2) < (KK,
TET

Before proving the lemma, we would like to discuss the proof idea when F is a
constant coefficient FIO (note that 7~ depends on the operator F). The variable
coeflicient case follows similarly.

We refer to Figure [5| for the key geometric observation. When F is a constant
coefficient FIO, each R-tube T is a straight tube pointing to a light ray direction.
Fix t € [ioRK; !, (ia + 1)RK ], and let II = R™ x {t} be a horizontal hyperplane
in wy. It suffices to prove for z € TI. Let {Q} be a finite-overlapping cover of
To Nw; by RY2-balls. Since TN Ty C wi, we assign each 7 € T to a Q such that
ToNT NQ # 0. Denote the set of tubes assigned to @ by 7 (Q) so that

T=|TQ).
Q
Let C(Q) = Ugeg(g) T NI, which is contained in the R'/2-neighborhood of a
(n — 1)-sphere in II. Since dist(w,ws) > RK !, the spheres C(Q) for different Q
have R'/2K '-separated radius, and all of them are tangent at 7o N1II. Also, since
each T and Ty are K ~!-separated in direction, C'(Q) N Nigo(xio)-1r(To NII) = 0.
Therefore, the sets {C(Q)}q are < (K K,)?M-overlapping, and hence {7 NIT}7e7

are (K K,)?M-overlapping. We remark that a O(1) loss in exponent is acceptable,
as (KK,)°M < R10=,



LOCAL SMOOTHING FOR WAVE EQUATIONS 33

w3z

FiGUrE 5. Hairbrush for light rays

The variable coefficient case will be clear once we understand the geometry
of each corresponding C(Q). As we will see, each C(Q) is contained in the R'/2-
neighborhood of a certain surface with a positive definite second fundamental form.

Proof of Lemma[5.4. After affine transformation, we assume 7y has position v = 0
and direction (¢/,&,) = (0,...,0,1). Also, we want to simplify the phase function.
We claim that, by applying a certain change of variables, we may assume

')
&n

where h is quadratic and |E(z, t; €')| = O(|t||¢'|3 +|2||¢|?) is the higher order term.
The reader may compare it with [3, (1.11)].

¢($,t;£) = <£L',§> +1 + 5(x7t§€l/£n)£n7

Now, we prove the claim. Recall the notations z = (z,t), = = (2/,2,), £ =
(&',&,). For i < n, note that z; = z;. Since ¢ is 1-homogeneous in £, we focus on
oz, t; €', 1). Write

P(2:€,1) = (2;0,1) + g(2; &),

with ¢g(2;0) = 0. By the (H1) condition of ¢, we have 9,¢(z;0,1) # 0. We
may assume 0, ¢(z;0,1) # 0, so that we can perform the change of variables
Zn = ¢(%;0,1) and Z; = z; (i # n). In the new coordinate (we still use z to denote
Z), we have

¢(28',1) = 2 + 9(2: ).
Apply Taylor’s expansion on g to have

n+ln—1

D(2:€,1) = 2, + Z Z cijzilj + g1(2:€),

i=1 j=1



34 SHENGWEN GAN AND SHUKUN WU

where 82,91 (0,0) = 0. There is no {-term in the above expansion since 9g$(0;0) =
0 by (3.1). Since ¢ is 1-homogeneous in £, we have

n+ln—1
A28, 60) = 2nbn + D Y cijzily + g1(2:€ [en)En.
i=1 j=1
By condition (H1) that 8§§¢(0, 0) has rank n, we see that

n+ln—1

O2e(znbn + ) > cijzily)

i=1 j=1

has rank n. Hence, a linear change of variables in z gives

B8 6n) =Y ziki+ ga(2:€ [€n)én.

i=1

Thus, in appropriate coordinates,
n—1
$(z8,1) =z + Y 2i&i + g2(2:€).
i=1

By Taylor’s expansion, we can further write
n+1

n—1 n—1
Gz 1) =2+ Y z&i+ > ai(2)&+ Y zibil€) + gs(%€),
i=1 =1 =1

where a;, b; are quadratic and |g3(2;&")| = O(|2[|¢'| + |z||€'|?)). Via the changes of
variables Z; = z; + a;(2),& = & + b;(¢') for i <n — 1, we have

n—1
P(z;6',1) = 2 + Z 2i&i 4 2nbn (&) + Zng1bn1(€) + ga(2: &),
i=1

where g4 satisfies the same condition as g3. Again, since ¢ is 1-homogeneous in &,
n—1

¢(Z§ g/a §n) = Zn(gn + bn(gl/gn)gn) + Z 2i&i + Zn+1bnt1 (fl/fn)fn + 94('23 fl/fn)fn

i=1

Perform the 1-homogeneous change of variables En =&+ b, (€'/€0)En. Noting that
&n ~ 1 and since b, is quadratic, when |¢'| is sufficiently small, £, ~ 1. Thus, we
reduce to the form

n h é./

K66 = 3 i + i T

i=1 "
where h is quadratic and g5(z;¢") = O(|z]3|¢/| + |2||€/|®). Finally, as before, we
perform a change of variables z; = z; + O(]z|®) (i < n) to eliminate the |z|3|¢’| term
in gs; then perform & = & + O(|€]?) (i < n—1) to eliminate the |z||¢|* term in g5.
Eventually, we can reduce ¢ to the following form (note that ¢t = z,11)

&) = ME) e
(b(l‘,t,f) - <.T,€>—|—t 5 -‘rg(l‘,t,f/fn)fn,

where E(z,t;&") = O(|z2|€'|? + |t||¢’]?). This finishes the proof of the claim. More-
over, by condition (H2), we know that Hess(h) is positive definite. Thus, under

+ 95(2; g/fn)fnv
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appropriate coordinates of the physical variable z = (x,t), by another linear change
of variable on &', we can further reduce ¢ to

If 2

(5.9) oz, t;8) = (2,8) +1 (2,6 /€n)én-
By partitioning the amplitude function in the operator F a priori, we assume that
0,6/ E(z, 156 /&) < (10n) 710 for € € suppg a, the {-support of the the ampli-
tude function a(-;+). Denote g(x,t;g’,fn) = E(x,t;,¢'/€,)En, and g’*(m,t;{’,gn) =
AE(x /A t/N €L E).

We return to the proof of Lemma [5.4] One can compute

6’ = IfE’I2
Hence,
ded™M(w, t; 28 1o N —t|€/|2 £
§¢ (.’E, ag) ((E + gn + 134 Tn 5721 n )

Recall (3.7). To find out the core curve of Ty, let (¢/,&,) = (0,1) and solve the
equation 9¢ ¢ (z,t;0,1) = 0. Since h is quadratic and since &(x, ;&) = O(|2|?|¢'|2+
|t||£]), the solution is x = 0. Hence, the core curve of Tg is {(0,t) : |t| < R}.

Suppose T is a tube whose core curve intersects 7y at zg = (0,%9). Then there
exists & so that the points (z,¢) on the core curve of T satisfy

et (x,t;€',1) = e (0, 10; €', 1).

Solve this equation and obtain
7' =2 (t10,€) = =2(t = to)€ + e ()@, 156, 1) = ENa 13 €', 1)),
20 = Tt to, €) = (t = o)l + e, (D@, 658, 1) — (w103 €', 1))

Let Q be a finite-overlapping cover of T Nw; by R'/2-balls. We may assume the
center of each @ € Q is of form (0,...,0,tg). Since T N7y C wy, we assign each
T €T toa@ € Q such that To N T NQ # 0. Denote the set of tubes assigned to
Q by T(Q) so that

(5.10)

T=||T@Q

For each tube I'g(§; R) € T(Q), we may assume that the core curve of I'g(&; R)
intersects the core curve of Ty at the center of (). Fix an arbitrary ¢; such that
R™ x {t1} C wy. For each T € T, let (T ;1) be the intersection of the core curve
of T with the horizontal hyperplane R™ x {t;}. By (5.10),

(5.11) z(Tith) = (x/(tlvthgl)amn(tlth’gl))'
Let B(T;t1) = B .(2(T;t1)). Tt suffices to show that the balls {B(T;t1)}7er
are (K K,)°M-overlapping.

Note that || = K1, since the directions of the tubes in 7~ and the direction of
To, which is 0, are K ~'-separated. Since tubes in T~ are distinct, by Lemma
the points (R, tq) corresponding to z(7;t1) (as in (5.11)) are R'/%-separated for
all T € T. Now consider (2/,z,) as a function of (¢/,#) as in (5.10). Calculate

(5.12) e 1o (2, 1) = ( o ;gf(’)lnfl 2(t :\?3|)2(§I)T ) + B,
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where the error term E is a matrix such that
—10( O(lts —tol) - In—1 O(Jts —to| - [€]) - (Tn—1)T
E = (10n) 10( ), )
O(¢'*)Ln-1 O([¢'?)

Here 1,,_; is the vector (1,...,1) € R*~L,

Therefore, since [t; — tg| 2 RK;' and since |¢/| 2 K~!, the Jacobian (5.12)
shows that the points {z(77;t;)}7er are RY/?(K,K)~°M-separated, which implies
that {B(T;t1)}reT are (KK,)°M-overlapping. O

As a corollary, we have the result for planks.

Lemma 5.5. Suppose Ty is the RY/?-neighborhood of a R-plank Ty and T = {T}
is a set of distinct R-planks contained in B%H. Let
w1 =R" x [i1RK; Y, (i1 + 1)RK; Y], wy = R"™ x [iaRK Y, (ia + 1)RK ]

be two horizontal regions with i1,is € Z,|i1], |i2] < Ko and |i; — is] > 2. Suppose
for all T € T, the direction of Ty and the direction of T are K~'-separated, and
ToNT # O with ToNT C wy. Then for all v € wa,

(5.13) > 1r(x) £ (KKo)OW.
TET
Proof. Note that we can cover Ur by a family of distinct R-tubes such that

(1) Each R-plank T is contained in O(1) many R’-dilate of R-tubes.
(2) For each R-tube, the R-planks inside the R’-dilate of it are finitely over-

lapping.
By partitioning 7g into R°(®) many R-tubes, we then apply Lemma to conclude
the proof. O

5.3. A covering lemma. In this subsection, we focus on the geometry inside each
R'Y2-ball. Although the main result is stated for all dimensions, we will only apply
it in the context of 3+1 dimensions.

Suppose T is an R-plank and B is an R'/2-ball. By Taylor’s expansion of the
core curve of T inside B, one sees that TN B is contained in a B2 x RY/2x ... x RY/2-
slab. We will prove a covering lemma for K2 x RY/? x .. x R'/?-slabs inside an
RY2-ball. As before, K = R .

Definition 5.6. Let R > 1 and let p be such that 1 < p < ROW . Let B be a set
of disjoint K?-balls inside an RY?-ball Q C R**'. We say B is p-regular with
respect to K2 x RY? x - x RY?-slabs in Q if
(1) For any K* x R/? x --- x R"?-slab S in Q,
#{BeB:BNS#0} <2p.

(2) There exists a collection'S of K? x RY? x - x RY?-slabs with #S < #B/p
s0 that the balls in B all intersect with | Jg.g S, and hence are all contained

in (Jgeg 55
When Q is clear and K, R are fized, we simply call B p-regular.

Definition [5.6] is similar to Definition 1.9 in [I5]. The next Lemma [5.7)is similar
to Lemma 2.1 in the same paper.
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Lemma 5.7. Suppose B is a disjoint union of K2-balls inside an RY/?-ball Q C R*.
Then there exists a number p and a subset B’ C B with #B’ > (log R)"*#B, such
that B’ is p-regular.

Proof. The proof depends on a greedy algorithm. The algorithm is designed to
construct a partition of B into O(log R) subsets {B,}, where p are dyadic numbers
in [1, R?], and B, is p-regular.

Let B; = B. We will construct a sequence 51, s, ..., along with p1,ps,... in
the following way. Let B; = B\ (Uigj—1{B eEB:BNS; # @}) One sees that
Bj = Bj+1 L] {B S Bj . BOS] 7£ @} Deﬁne

= max BeB,;:BNS#0}.
Pi SisaK2><R1/2><~»-><R1/2—slab#{ I 7& }

We use S; to denote the K2 x RY? x ... x RY?-slab that attains the maximum.

We keep doing until B,,y1 = (0 at certain step. By the definition, we have
the monotonicity p; > pi41 for any i. For each dyadic p € [1,R°M)], we let
I, C [1,m] NN be the indices such that p; € [p,2p) for any j € I,. We obtain a
partition of indices

[1,mnN=| |1,

For each dyadic p, we inductively define
B,={BeB:Bn(JS#40\ (U By)
iel, p'>p

Here, | ranges over those dyadic numbers p’ bigger that p. Thus,

B=| |B,.
P

By pigeonholing, there exists p such that #B, 2> (log R)~'#B. We claim that
B, is p-regular. By the definition of p;, we see that for any K2 x RY2x ... x RY/2
slab S, #{B € B, : BN S # 0} <sup;c;, pi < 2p. Note that

Bp: UBj\Bj+1: U{BEBJBQS]#Q}

p'>p

jeIp jEIp

We have

> pi=Y {BeB;:BNS; #0} =#B,.

iel, jel,
Therefore, #1, < #B,/p, and all the balls in B, intersect with Uielp S;. O
Remark 5.8. Note that the proof of Lemma does not rely on any geometric
properties of the K2 x RY/2 x ... x RY/?-slabs. That is to say, a similar covering
lemma is expected if the family of K2 x RY2 x ... x RY2-boxes is replaced by

another family of geometric objects (for example, a family of tubes, which was used
in [15]).
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6. AN ALGORITHM

In this section, we present (a single step of ) an algorithm designed to establish the

broad & two-ends structure on the sum of wave packets >, F A f7 mentioned in the
introduction. Fix R > 1 and recall our choice of parameters K = RESD7 K, =R".

We may assume R'/2 K, K, € N. Let T be a family of R-planks and B be a family
of K2-balls in B?‘l. By slightly modify the parameters (up to a constant multiple),
we may assume K2|RY?|RK .
Let Q = {w} be a collection of horizontal regions where each w is of the form
R™ x [iRK;', (i + 1)RK ")

where i € ZN[—-K,, Ko —1]), so  forms a disjoint cover of B!, In the algorithm,
we will also work with {Q}, a set of R'/2-balls. We assume each Q is of form

n+1

[T0RY2, G + HRY?),

j=1
where i; € Z N [-RY? RY? —1]. We may assume each B € B is of form

n+1
[T0R2 G5+ 1)E?,

j=1
where i; € Z N [-RK~2 RK~% — 1]. By our assumption, each B is contained in
one @, and each @ is contained in one w. Given T' € T, we have
{(BeEB:BNT#0}=| |{BeB:BNT #0,BCuw}.
weN

Since the two generic regions in 2 are RK '-separated, the following two state-
ments are conceptually equivalent:
(1) The K2-balls in B intersecting 7" are from many different regions in €.
(2) The shading Y (T') = Ug N T satisfies a two-ends condition.

To formulate the two-ends property, we introduce the following notion.

Definition 6.1 (Shaded incidence triple). Let R > 1, let K = R, and let Q
be the set of horizontal regions introduced above. A shaded incidence triple (or
simply triple) (B, T;G) is the following:
(1) B = {B} is a set of K?-balls in B ;
(2) T ={TY} is a set of R-planks in B}y ;
(3) G is the shading map that G : T — P(Q). Here P(X) is the collection of
subsets of X, which is also called the power set of X.

We remark that for a given plank T, G(T') is a subset of Q. For a triple, we will
be interested in the following incidence:

I(B,T;G):=#{(B,T) € BxT:BNT #0,B C Ug)}
We also define for any B € B,
T(B;G):={T € T:BNT #0,B C Ugr)}
and for any T € T,
B(T;G):={Be€B:BNT #0,B C Ugr)}.
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By a double-counting argument, one has
(6.1) I(B,T;G) = > #T(B;G) = Y #B(T;0).
BeB TeT

To formulate the broad property, we introduce the following notions.

Definition 6.2. For an R-plank T', we use 6(T') € © p-1/2 to denote its directional
cap. Let S be a union of 0 € Op_1/2 and let T be a set of R-planks. We define

T[S]:={T eT:0(T) C S}.
Here are two examples:

(1) T[0] = {T € T: 6(T) = 6}.
(2) For 7 € Og—1, T[(37)¢] = {T € T : 6(T) ¢ 37}

Definition 6.3 (Broad incidence). Given a triple (B, T;G), define
7y (B, T;G) := eglf Z(B,T[(37));9).

For a set of planks T, we define the broad cardinality as
#o:T o= Telgif,l #T[(37)°].

Algorithm:

Now we can present the algorithm. It allows us to refine a given triple (B, T, G),
where T corresponds to the set of wave packets and B corresponds to the integration
domain. At the end of the algorithm, we will obtain a “refinement” of (B, T, G)
along with several associated parameters. This will be summarized in Proposition
We will use the notation: for two finite sets £ C F', we say E is a refinement
of Fif #E Z #F.

Initial stage: Given an incidence triple (B, T;G) and a v > 0 such that for B € B,
(6.2) I Z }—/\fTHLp(B) ~ v

TET(B;S,6)

Step 1: Broad multiplicity in each K%-ball B € B.
By dyadic pigeonholing on {#v,T(B;G) : B € B}, we can find a refinement B,
of B and a € [1, ROM] U {0} such that
#u:T(B; G) € [u,2u) when p > 1,
#u:T(B;G) =0 when p =0,
for all B € B;. Note that
(6.4) I(By,T;G) = Y #T(B;G) > #Bip.

BEB,

(6.3)

Step 2: Two-ends reduction
From Step 1, we obtain a triple (By, T;G). For a plank T' € T and a dyadic
number 1 < A < Ro(l), we define

(6.5) G\(T) ={weG(T): #{B € B1(T;G) : BCw} € [\2)\)}.
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Note that Gy is a new shading map. Since G(T') = | |, GA(T'), we have for each B,
T(B;G) = | |T(B;G»),
A

and hence
Y. FMr=) >, Fr.
TeT(B;G) A TeT(B;Gx)
By pigeonholing, there is a A(B) such that
v~ || Z ]:/\fTHLp(B) 2 Z ]:/\fTHLP(B)'
TeT(B;G) TeT(B;GxB))

By dyadic pigeonholing on the tuples

{</\(B)’|| Z ]:/\fTHLP(B))}BeBl,

TeT(B;Gx(B))
there exist Bo, A, and vy, such that the following is true:
(1) By is a refinement of B;.
(2) AM(B) = A for all B € Bs.
(3) For all B € By, | Xrerip.gy & frlwm ~n v,
Next, we will prune the wave packets T. Consider the partition T = | | ERLNCE
where § € [1,2K,] ranges over dyadic numbers and

(6.6) Ts={TcT:p<#G\(T)<25}.
For each B € By, we have

T(B;G\) = || Ts(B;Gn).
E

As a result, for each B € B,
> PaeY Y P
TEeT(B;Gx) B TETs(B;GA)
By pigeonholing, there is a 8(B) such that
A A
H Z F fTHLP(B) S H Z £ fTHLP(B)‘
TET(B;Gx) TeTg(B)(B;Gx)

Since || Y orer(pigy) FXfrllie(p) ~ v1 for all B € By, by a similar dyadic pigeon-
holing argument as before, there exist B3, 3, and s, such that:

(1) Bj is a refinement of Bs.

(2) B(B) = p for all B € Bg;

(3) For all B € Bs, || Xorer,(n:0y) Frfrlies) ~v2 R v

Note that for each T' € Ty, one has

#B1(T;G,) =#{B€B1: BNT #0,B C UQA(T)}
= Y #{BeB;:BNT#0,BCw}
weGA(T)

< Y #{BeBy(T;6): BCw}

weGA(T)
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By (6.5) and (6.6), #{B € B1(T;G) : B C w} < 2X\ when w € G\(T); #G(T) < 283
when T € Tps. Therefore, #B1(T;G5) < A for T' € Tg, which gives

(6.7) I(B1,Tp;Gy) = Y #Bi(T;6)) S #Tp- BA

TET,B

Step 3: Uniformization on each R'/?-ball
This step is designed for our argument in 3+1 dimensions. The information from
this step will not be used in the proof for higher dimensions

Let {Q} be a set of R'/2-balls that form a partition of BE"'. For each R/2-
ball @, consider the set B3|g = {B € B3 : B C @}. By Lemma there is a
refinement Bj|g of Bs|g and a number p(Q) > 1 such that Bj|q is p-regular. Let
B4 = U, Bjlg, so By is a refinement of Bs. For each R'/2-ball Q, we consider the
following quantities:

(1) p(Q);

(2) #B5o;

(3) #or Upen,), Ta(B;0x). (Recall #p, in Definition |6.3})
By pigeonholing, we can find a set of R'/%-balls Q = {Q} and numbers p, s, m, 1,
such that for all @ € Q the following is true:

(1) p(Q) ~ p.
(2) #Bslg ~o
(3) #or Upeny, To(B;Ga) ~ m.
(4) Zoe(Bslo, T;G) ~ ¢
(5) i UQeQ B§|Q ,ZV #BE’)'
Let By be a refinement of Bf defined as
B,:= |J Bilo.
QeQ

We also define an important quantity:

(6.8) l:= sup #{Q € Q:QNT # 0}.

TeTs

What follows is some numerology regarding the parameters we have introduced.
Recall (6.3). Hence, for any B € B; and any 7 € O -1,

#T[(37)1(B;G) > #u:T(B; G) > p.

Note that By C By and #By|g ~ o forall @ € Q (here B4|g = {B € B4 : B C Q}).
Therefore, for all Q € Q,

To(Bilo,T56) = _inf I(Balo, TI(37)°):6)
(6.9) = b3 #TIENUB) 2 on

(6.9) is our first estimate. To establish our second estimate, note that by (6.1]),

Tor(Balo, T Gn) = _inf 3 #(Balo)(T;0)).
TEERT perg((3n)e]
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Thus, for any 7 € © -1, we have

Toe(Balg, Ts;Gn) < Y #(Balo)(T;0)

TeTg[(37)¢]
= > #(BalQ)(T;G1),

TeUpen, |, Tol(37)1(B;G)

as (B4|g)(T;Gx) =0 when T ¢ UBeB4|Q T3[(37)°](B; Gx). Choose T so that

(6.10) # |J TslBr))B:Gy) =#u () Ts(BiGr) ~m.

B€By|q BeBulq

Note that #(Bu|g)(T;G)) < #{B € B4|g : BNT # 0}. Since By4|q is p-regular,
#(BalQ)(T56x) < p-

Therefore, we obtain our second estimate

(6.11) I (Bualg, T G5) < pm.

At this point, the algorithm stops.

Before concluding the algorithm as a theorem, we present an incidence result
based on the parameters introduced in the algorithm.

Lemma 6.4. Suppose > 100. Then
(6.12) #B1 > (KK,) °Wim.
Proof. By the definition of [ in 7 there exists Ty € Ty such that

l=#{Q € Q:QNTy #0}.
By pigeonholing, there exists wy € € such that
#QeQ:QNT#0,Q Cuw} 21K
Denote @' ={Q € Q:QNT #0,Q C wi}. Let Ty be the RY/2-neighborhood of

the R-plank Ty. Recall (6.10) that #u: Upeg,|, Ts(B;Gx) ~ m for each Q € Q.
Let 7 € © -1 be the cap containing the direction of 7T, so

# |J Tsl3r)UB;Gr) 2 m.
BeBulq

Now we define

T U TolEnm).
QeQ’ BEBy|g

which can be viewed as a hairbrush with stem 7. Since the directions of planks
T € T' are K~ '-separated with the direction of 7, each T' € T’ belongs to < KM
different {Upep,|, Tol(37)](B;Gx) : Q@ € Q'}. Therefore,

T Z KW "4 () Tsl3r)(B:6x) 2 (KKo) Him.
QeQ’ BeBylg
Next, we consider the set

B' = | ] Bi(T;0»).

TeT
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Note that T/ C Tg and for each T € Tg, #GA(T) > § > 100. Recall (6.5). By
pigeonholing on the horizontal regions in €2, we can find a uniform ws €  with
dist(wy,w2) > RK !, so that

#{B c Bl(T, g)\) : B C UJQ} > A

holds for > (2K,) '#T’ many T € T’. By Lemma {T}rer are (KK,)°M-
overlapping in wy. As a result, we have

#B' > (2K,) 'H#T (KK,) WX > (KK,)~%Wim.
Therefore, as B’ C By, we have
#B; > (KK,) °Wim. O

We summarize the algorithm as a Proposition.

Proposition 6.5. Let T be a set of R-planks, B be a set of K2-balls in B;%H, and
G be a shading map on T. Suppose {fr}rer is a set of wave packets and there
exist v > 0 such that for all B € B,

> Pl ~v

TET(B;G)
Then there exists
(1) parameters p, A, 8, p,o,m, 1,1, V',
(2) a sequence of refinements By C Bs C By C By C B,
(3) a subset of planks Tg C T, a shading map Gy, and a set of RY2-balls Q,

such that G\(T) C G(T') for all T € T, and the following is true:

(a) | X rer,(Bi6,) Frfrleesy ~v' R v for all B € By.

(b) #Bu|g ~ o, and By|q is p-reqular for all Q € Q. Here, By|g denotes {B €
B,:BC Q}

(¢) l=supper, #{Q € Q: QNT # 0}

Moreover, we have the following estimates of these parameters:

(i) Z(B1, T;G) = #B1p.
(ii) T(B1,Ts:Gy) < #T 3B\
(111) ¢ ~ Ip(Balg, T;G) 2 op for all Q € Q.
() In(Balg, Tp;Gx) S pm for each Q € Q.
(v) B < Ko, and if B > 100, then #B; > (KK,)~°Mim.
(vi) For all B € By, #n'T(B;G) < .
(vii) For allT € Tg, #GA(T) < 5.

Proof. Ttem (i) follows from (6.4). Item (ii) follows from (6.7). Item (iii) follows
from (6.9)). Item (iv) follows from (6.11)). Item (v) follows from (6.12). Item (vi)

follows from (6.3)). Item (vii) follows from (6.6). O

Remark 6.6. The incidence estimates in Proposition [6.5| are only useful if we can
establish the two bounds

(1) Z(B1, Tp;Gx) £ Z(By1, T G).

(2) Zie(Balg, Tp;Gx) £ Zue(Bulg, T;G) for all Q € Q.
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However, this is generally not true, mostly because the sum in involves oscil-
latory functions rather than positive functions. To achieve these bounds, we will
repeatedly run the algorithm. As shown in the next section, after a finite number
of iterations, we can essentially realize these two bounds.

7. FINISH THE PROOF: ITERATION OF PROPOSITION [6.5]

We will prove Theorem in this and the next section. For the reader’s
convenience, we restate it below.

Theorem 7.1. Let F be a type 1 Fourier integral operator given by (1.5)). Suppose
the phase function ¢ satisfies (3.1), and the amplitude function a obeys suppg a C

A"(1)°. Let F* be given by (3.2). Then for all ¢ > 0 and when p = p(n), there
exists a constant C, that is independent to F, such that

n_1)(i_1 2 n 2
(7.1) H]:)\fHLP(B;%“) < CER( D(z p)+€||f||5W(f’BR+1>1 P.
for all f with suppfc A"(1) and all R € [1,\'72].

We will perform a two-parameter inductions on (A, R) with 1 < R < A\'7¢. Our
base case is R < 100, which is not hard to verify. Suppose Theorem has been
proved for (A, R’) satisfying A’ < A\, R’ < R/100. We now prove for the scale (\, R).

Consider the wave packet decomposition for F* f in B}}fl at scale R:
Pi- ¥ ¥R
9E@R_1/2 TeTy
Let Wpn 1 be a weight that is ~ 1 on B}%H and decreases rapidly outside Bﬁ“.

By a standard dyadic pigeonholing argument (see, for instance, [22, Section 5]) and

homogeneity, we assume that there exists T C Jycq L2 Ty such that
.

(7.2) ||]:)\f||Lp(B;;+1) é H Z}-AfTHLp(B;;H),
TeT

and for all 7' € T and ¢, = 2(n+1)

n—1 7

n—1
(7.3) ||]:)\fT||L‘1n (wgn+1) ~ R
R

nt+l 1 n—1

The normalization (7.3) is set because |T|*/% ~ R™2 an = R .
By dyadic pigeonholing, there is a family of disjoint K?2-balls B = { B} such that
| Y rer FAfrllLe(s) are about the same for all B € B and

DIFLT IS ) SrLT A
TeT ) BeB TeT
Since F* fr is essentially supported in T, for each B € B, we have
1Y F s ~ 1 D> Pl
TEeT TeT, TNB#)
Thus, || Y rer rap20 F> fr||1e(5) are about the same for all B € B, and

(7.4) I Pl gy £ Y Pals,

TEeT BeB TeT, TNB#0
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For simplicity, we introduce the following notation.

Definition 7.2. Given a triple (B, T;G), we denote
BTG ) =Y I Y, Frliws

BeB  TeT(B;9)
Let G be the trivial shading map: G(©(T) = Q. Therefore, T(B;G) = {T €
T:T N B # 0}. Denote T =T, BO) = B, so
(7.5) R.H.S. of (7.4) = LP(B?, T(®; GO 7).

We also introduce the following notion.

Definition 7.3. For two shading maps G,G’, we write G C G’ if the domain of G
is a subset of the domain of G', and G(T) C G'(T) for any T in the domain of G.
For two triples, we write
(B, T;G) C (B', T":G'),
fBCB , TCT, and G C G'.
The triple (B, T(©); G) will be the input of the algorithm given in Section
[6l Next, we will repeatedly use Proposition [6.5 to realize the scenario described in

Remark [6.6]
Iteration of Proposition

At the initial stage (step 0), we are given a v(®) > 0 and a triple (B, T(®); G(0)
such that for all B € B(®),
I > Pl ~ v
TEeTO) (B;G(0)

At step 7, we apply Proposition to the triple (B®), T(®):G®) and the number
v which gives the following restatement of Proposition in the new notation:
List 1. There exists

(2) a sequence of refinements B(i) C B(i C Bgi) C Bﬁ“ c BW.

(3) aset T, c TG i) a shading map Qw) C 6%, and a set of R'/2-balls Q1¥,

B
such that, by defining

BUFD = B, T+ Tg( L, G = gi"()i),

which will serve as the input for step ¢ + 1, the following is true:
(a) |l ZTG'E(HI)(B;g(Hl)) ‘F/\fTHL”(B) ~ (D z v for all B € BUHY.
(b) #B0HD |5 ~ @ and BUHY|q is pl)-regular for all Q € Q). Here BU+|g =
{BeB*Y:BcCQ}.
(c) 19 = suppeparn #{Q € QW : QNT # 0}.
Moreover, we have the following estimates of these parameters:
() Z(8,”, T:G1) > 481",
(i) T (B(Z) TGE+1). g(i+1)) < HTED OO,
(iii) ¢ ~ Ty (B ”1)‘|Q, T(i)A; Gy > q(i)ufi) for all @ € Q_(i).
(iv) Ibr( 1+1)| , T, gEHDY < pOm @) for all Q € Q.
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(v) B < K,, and if 8 > 100, then #B\" > (KK,)=0MDmH\®),
(vi) For all B € BY”, 4,70 (B; G0) < (@,
(vii) For all T € TG+ #gG+1(T) < g6,

The sets and parameters obtained in the above iteration obey certain monotonic-
ity properties. We state some of them that will be used later.

List 2. We have the following monotonicity on parameters:
p@ > D A0 > A g0 > glitD) H0) > pitD) 50 > G+ p@) >
D ) > (1) J(0) > (1),
(ii) v+ 2 v,
Also, we have the following monotonicity for sets and incidence:
(1) (B, T0:GW0) 5 (BE+D, TG Gt
( ) Q(z 5 Q(H—l
(3) ( z) ,T z) g(z ) > I(B(i-i-l),T(i—i-l);g(H-l))'
( ) Tor (B(z g(i ) > Ty (B(i+1),T(i+1);g(i+1)).
(5) #B(’) < #B(Hl) < #BW,
As a consequence of (ii) and (5), we have
(@) | Xrero ooy F il & | Xrer pgarny F Il for all B €
Bli+1)
(b) LP(B®,T®. G0, f) < Lp(BE+D) T+, GG+, ),

At this point, we have completed the description of the iteration.

Now we are going to a uniformization for the parameters obtained in the itera-
tion. For this, we introduce a new parameter kK = R One may compare it with
other parameters: R* > K > K, > k> 1.

Note that the following 11 factors p(®, A0 g0 p0) 50 () 6 160 4B
T®, (B, T®): G®) are all natural numbers and all < R1". Partition [1, R107]11
into Oc(1) balls of radius . Since these factors are monotone decreasing, by pi-
geonholing, we can find an integer N < e~ <_ 1 so that the following is true:

List 3. Fori=N -2, N —1,N,N + 1, N + 2, we have the reverse control on the
parameters:
(1) p < pptD N0 < gAY 50 < g1 51 < joplith) (1) < o))
D < gD () <m0 < (D) Bl) < Bl T () <
K‘,T(H—l), I(Bgi),rjr(i);g(i)) < KI(BgiJrl)’T(i+1);g(i+1))_
As a consequence of this and items (i)-(iv) in List [1} when ¢ = N, we have
(2) #Bu® < k2HTO BN,
(3) For all Q € QW, ¢ () < gp®m(D),

This, in particular, implies the following lemma:

Lemma 7.4. Let N be such that List[d is true for i = N. Then when S) > 100,
2 —
pN) < Re (#T(N))1/2(Z(N)U(N)) 1/2(p(N))1/2.
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Proof. By item (v) in List [If and item (2) in List
(KKO)*O(I)Z(N)m(N))\(N)u(N) < R2HTW) BN\,
This concludes the Lemma by item (3) in List [3| and since (kK K,)°™M) < RT. O

Let us summarize what we have into a theorem.

Theorem 7.5. There ezist
(1) parameters p, 3, p, 0,1,
(2) a triple (B, T,G),
(3) a collection of RY/?-balls Q,
such that the following is true:
(a) U C Ug.
(b) #Blg ~ o, and B|q is p-regular for all Q € Q. Here B|g = {B € B: B C Q}.
(¢) l =suppcr #{Q e Q:QNT #0}.
Moreover, we have the following estimates:
(i) #u:T(B;G) < p for all B € B.
(ii) LP(BO),T©);GO); ) < LP(B, T;G; f) (recall (7.5)).
(i) G(T) < B for all T € T, and if B > 100, p < Rf (#T)Y2(1o)~1/2p1 /2,
Proof. Let N <. 1 be the natural number obtained in List (3). Take (B, T,G) =
(BWNAD TN+, gINYDY and (u, B, p, 0,1, Q) = (™), BIN) | p(N) ¢ (N) 1(N) Q(N)),
Then item (a) follows by definition, and items (b) and (c) follow from items (b)
and (c) in List |1} Ttems (i), (iii) follow from item (vi), (vii) in List |l| and Lemma
Finally, item (ii) follows from item (b) in List |2} and the fact that N <. 1. O

8. FINISH THE PROOF: CASE STUDY

Let the triple (B, T,G), the set of RY/2-balls, and the parameters (u, 3, p, o, 1)
be given by Theorem As a consequence of item (ii) in Theorem and recall

(7.5), (7.4), and 7 we have
(.1) TS YD SRV

BeB TeT(B;G)

We partition each horizontal region w N BEH (w € Q) into a collection of R/ K-
balls, resulting in a partition of BZH into R/K,-balls, which we denote by {By}.
Using this partition, we have

R.H.S. of =S > 0> ]:/\fT”ZL)p(B)'

k BEB,BCB, TET(B;G)

Denote

(8.2) T, ={T € T:G(T)N By £ 0},
and let

(8.3) foi= Y fr.

TETy
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Since F* fr is essentially supported in T', when B C By, we have

> Pl SIF el

TeT(B;G)

Therefore, we obtain

84)  RHS. of DI, > ||fkfk||Lp(B)<Z||Pfk||m3k).

k BeB,BCBy

Denote by 8 = 8(N). We will discuss the following two cases separately:

(1) One-end: 5 < 100.
(2) Two-ends: 8 > 100.

In the rest of the section, we prove Theorem [7.1} The numerology of the two cases,
n = 3 and n > 4, differs slightly but follows the same strategy. Therefore, we will
address them simultaneously.

8.1. One-end. In this subsection, we prove Theorem [7.I]assuming $ < 100. Recall
Theorem item (iii) that G(T) < B < 100 for all T € T. Since 8 < 100, each
wave packet fr is included in the summation of at most O(1) different f. Thus,
by L?-orthogonality,

(8.5) D IlE S I3
k

Next, we use the induction hypothesis at the scales (A, R/K,) and apply
to each By. We note that is stated for balls centered at the origin, but a
change of coordinates allows the result to hold for balls not necessarily centered at
the origin. Suppose By = B;J/rll( (2x). Apply to obtain

R

1P il s,y < Cel3)

By Lemma in which » = RK; !, we have

(n=DE=D42 ) £ S Wi, Bl (20))P 2

W By, (24)) S RO K= W(fi, Bi™).

Since the wave packets summed in f; are a subset of those summed in f, it follows
from Lemma [£.3] that

W(fr, B SWI(f, B,
Combining the calculations above and recalling (8.4)), we obtain

n— e 2 (p-2 n -
||];-)\ijZP(B§+1 < ZC ( H(E-1)+p RO(&)Koz (p )kaH%W(f, BR+1)Z7 2
S CERO K p5R<" DE=DH | FIEW(f, BT

The second inequality follows from(8.5). This closes the induction since K, = R®'
is large enough and hence proves Theorem [7.1]
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8.2. Two-ends: broad narrow reduction. By pigeonholing on the R/K, balls
summed in (8.4), there exists a By so that

O(1
(8.6) IFM ey SESY 37 1P il s,
BeB,BCB;,

What follows is a somewhat standard broad-narrow method. Recall the broad
. p . .
norm || HBL;A defined in Subsectlon Let

k, =4 when n =3 and k, = 2 when n > 4.

We remark that the k& in the broad norm is irrelevant to the k in By.
We choose A = 10000. For any K2-ball B C By, let Vi,...,V4 be the set of
subspaces of dimension k, of dimension where the broad norm is attained:

”J:/\kaBLP AB) max /|}—>\fk

T¢V;,1<i<A

Here “7 ¢ V;,1 <i < A” means “7 ranges over 7 € Q-1 with £(G(7),V;) > K2
forall 1 <i < A”. Also, fir= ETGTk[T] fr (recall Definition .
Therefore, we have

61 1Pl S KOOI il )+Z [AD LG

TEV;
Here “7 € V;” means £(G*(zp,7),V;) < K~2, where zp is the center of B.

The following standard lemma provides an upper bound on #{7 : 7 € V;}.
It appears in various references, for example, in the display below (7.6) in [7].
Nevertheless, we include the proof here for completeness.

Lemma 8.1. For any (k — 1)-dimensional subspace V. C R" 1 then
(8.8) #{1 €O 1 : L(G 2B, 7),V) < K72} <max{1, K¥3}.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume zp = 0. Via change of variables, we
also assume ¢ is of reduced form as in the proof of Lemma equation (5.9):

o [ -

¢(£E, t’ 5) - <I’ £> + t? + 6(I7 t, g)v

where |£(xz, ;)] = O(|t]|€']® + |2[2|¢'|). Applying & to ded (Y (u, t;€),t:€) = u,
one obtains

Hence, (£~ (2;€),1) is parallel to G’\(z; ¢). One can compute as in (5.10) that

d . ¢ (¢l |¢12

Since (—2¢',1¢'|%,1) is parallel to G*(zp;&), the left-hand side of (8.8) is bounded
above by

#{T € Op—1 1 (=26, €%, 1) € Nog—=(V)}
Let S~ 1= {(=2¢,1¢'12,1) : |¢| <1001}, Since S™! is aways from 0,

Neg-—>(V)NS™™' C Nezg—1(VNS™Y).
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Since V. NS is at most k — 3 dimensional and since {(—2¢7, |€/]*,1)},co, _, are
K~ '-separated, we have

#{T € @K—l : (f,/r, |f;|2,1) S NCK—Q(V)} S max{17K’f—3}, 0

By using Theoremat R=K?p=p(n), Lemma and Holder’s inequality,
we can bound the right-hand side of by (the rapidly decreasing term can be
discarded, as we have done the normalization in )

Z/ X Pl g KO 5D / P i l” when n =3,

TEV; TEO

where wp is a weight that is ~ 1 on B and decreases rapidly outside B. Since
#{r € V} =0(1) when V is a one-dimensional subspace, we have

Z/ Z]:)‘fkT|p< /\]:)‘fk7|p when n > 4.
[S%

TEV; TE

Denote X 1= Upep.pcp, B- Summing up all {B € B: B C By} in (8.7) recalling
(8.6]), we have when n = 3,

(8.9) 1A% sy S (KO VIF fellfs

O(1) pr(3—1)p / N
+Ko K'z7»r F fk:,T s
ZT: B;‘ |
and when n > 4,
Oo(1
(810) |FAFIf, oery S EE)OOUF il oy + KV D /B PNl
T R

If the first term on the right-hand side of dominates when n = 3 or the
first term of dominates when n > 4, we say we are in the broad case. If the
second term on the right-hand side of dominates when n = 3 or the second
term of dominates when n > 4, we say we are in the narrow case.

8.3. Two-ends: narrow case. Recall . and - In this case, we have

|12, sy S KSRGS %pz/ P for P when n = 3;

Ol
1M i) S K ”Z / P fer | when n > 4.

For each 7, by Lemma, [5.1] and by usmg the induction hypothesis of Theorem
at scale R/K?, we have

R n— 1_1 <
||‘F)\fk}7T||Lp(B'JV—;+1) 5 KP(K2)( 1)(3 )+
By Lemma [£.3] we get

(fk: Tan+1)

W(frr, B SW(f, BE™).
Thus, when n = 3, H.7:’\f||Lp(B4

< KOW R hwboe (b= Pwb2-1(i= - 3 e BV B



LOCAL SMOOTHING FOR WAVE EQUATIONS 51

)\ .
and when n > 4, ||F f||Lp (gt 18

< KOW pn=1)(5=3)p+pe f2=2(n—1)(3—3)p—2pe Z | fer |2W(F, B )P~

Note that when n = 3, we have (1 — %)p—{— 2—4(1 - %)p =0,asp=p3) =2
and when n > 4, we have2f4(%f%)p§0, asp=np(n)>2+ 2.

Therefore, in both cases,

o n—1)(i_1 _ n _
1P AL, pery S SV RODDmtee g2 i (5, B2

Since K = Res0 and since K, = REloo, we have K*Q”EKOO(D < R’Eloo. Thus, the
induction is closed, and we finish the proof of Theorem

8.4. Two-ends: broad case. Recall (8.9) and (8.10). In this case, we have

(8.11) IFA £, (o) & (K Ko )O(”kafkllBLp

where k,, = 4 when n = 3 and k,, = 2 when n > 4.

Let ¢, = 2(7:L+1) be the decoupling exponent. Write ( 5 = =a(n )%—F(l—a(n))i,
so that a(3) = £ and a(n) = %2 for n > 4.

By Lemma [3.16] we have

(812) 1P fillory o0 S IF il | ool P Aellies o whenn =3;

A(X)’

(8.13) H]:)\kaBLgﬂA(X) S IIFAkag(L’Z N ||‘7:’\fk||113L§75n) (x) Whenn >4,

It remains to estimate HfAfk||BL4A ,(x) and || FA fullBLa 1 e (X) when n = 3 (or

||‘F>\kaBL2A (X) and H]: fk”BLq" X) when n > 4 Recaﬂ 7 , ,
and Theoremm

8.4.1. An L9 -estimate using refined decoupling. Note that X = (Ug) N By. Thus,
for each K2-ball B C X, by item (i) in Theorem we have

#o:{T € Ty : TN B # 0} < #u.T(B;G) < .
Therefore, we can find 7/ € © -1 such that
#TeT,: TNB#0,0T)¢ 37} 1
Recall k,, = 4 when n = 3, k, = 2 when n > 4. By the definition of broad norm
and noting A/2 = 500, we have

I fi

qn < KO(l) max ]_‘)\ qn
BLZZ (B) TZ 37! ‘ fk’T| ’

where, recall that fi, = ZTGTk[T] fr. Hence, there is a 7(B) ¢ 37 such that
(814) ||.7:AkaBan /2(B) 5 Ko(l)/BL}—)\fk,‘r(B)'qna

and since 7(B) ¢ 37/, we have

(8.15) #{Tp : TNB#£0,0(T) C 7(B)} < p.
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By pigeonholing on the set {7(B)}pcx, we can find a uniform 7 € Ox-1, a
union of sub-collection of K2-balls X’ C X, such that 7(B) = 7 for B C X’ and

1P il e | oo S KOWIF el g
Hence, by (8.14)), we get

||~F)\fk|(]]37i;1: L(X) =~ NKO(l) Z / |~7:Afk |qﬂ _KO 1)||«7:>\fk'r||an

BCXx’

BLZ:,A/Q(X/).

Recall (7.3) and Lemma Since F* fr is essentially constant on 7', we have
ntl
R P W) S BENP 3, 00 S WS
Also, by Lemma [£.4] we have
WAL BT 2 max{L, R (#T)} 2 B (#T)/2,
Therefore, by (8.15)) and recalling ([7.3)), we can apply Theorem to get

A g (4 < 7-0(1) || A 4
(8.16) 172 Fullprs o0 & BVIF (X7)

KO D WP el ) S KOOUHT - R?)
TGTk[T]

SKOWR? - (u#T)"'?)|fII3W(f, B})? when n = 3;
and also

(8.17) H]:)\fk”anan J2(X) R Ko(l)”]:)\fkTHan(X/

n+1

2
éKO(l)N"—l Z ||~7:>\fT||an(w n+1) SKO(DM” T(#T-R =)

TeTk[T]

S KOWR? - (R 2000y (HT) 70| I3 W (£, B )P ~2 when n > 4.

Finally, we will finish the proof for n = 3 and n > 4 separately.

8.4.2. Proof for the case n = 3. We are going to estimate H]:)‘fk”BLi e () inside

each R'/%-ball Q € Q separately and then sum them up. Recall that X = Ug N By.
By Theorem X|q is p-regular for all @ € Q. Thus, for each @ € Q, there
exists a set of 10K2 x RY/2 x R'/? x RY?-slabs S(Q) with #S(Q) < o/p such that
XN cC US(Q)~ Thus,

A A
(8.18) |7 kaQBLi,A/Q(XﬁQ) < > IF kaQBLi,A/z(S)'
Ses(Q)

Fix an S € S(Q) and let V' be the 3-dimensional subspace that is parallel to S. By
the definition of the broad norm, we have

Il o < 3 o [ 1P
BC
By pigeonholing on the caps {7}, there exists a uniform 7 ¢ V such that

Ap2 < 10(1) SUPRT
I kaBLZ’A/z(S)NK /S\}- frrl”
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Here f » = ZTETk ST
Apply Lemma and note that Ty[r] C Ty C T. We get
[T SIS SN T Y S U SR T
s TET[r], TNQ#D TET, TNQ#o
Plugging it back to (8.18) and summing up all Q € Q, we get
1P fullBs .00 SKOW S >0 >0 Il

QEQ SeS(Q) TET:TNQH#D
KOU#s@) Y Y. Ifrl3 S KOWia/p)lIfI3.
TeET QeQ:TNQH#0
In the last inequality, we use item (c) in Theorem and L2-orthogonality.
Now we can finish the proof. By (8.11)), (8.12)), (8.16]) and (8.18]), we get

1_1 _ 2 _2
1F* fll oy S (KEo)OWR* 9 (u(#T) ™ /2) 5 (1o /p) /10| FII3 W (f, BR)' 7.

This implies (7.1) since (KK,)°® < R and since W(#HT) 2 (lo/p)/? < R,
which follows from item (iii) in Theorem

8.4.3. Proof for the case n > 4. To estimate ||.7-")‘fk||%L2 (x) We will simply use
2,A/2
the orthogonality on each R'/2-ball Q. We proceed as follows.

(8.19) ||f>\fk||2BL§7A/2(X) = Y NP rllBee . xnoy < D IF M filli2(0)-

2,A/2

QeQ QeQ
Note that

/prkzé DS

Q TeT,, TNQ#o
Since Ty, C T, apply Lemma so that

/Q PRESEZ Y RBSEE Y R

TET), TNQ#D TET,TNQ#D
Plugging it back to (8.19)), we get

1P il o0 SE2 Y S el

QEQTET:TNQRH#D

(8.20) SRS lfrllB

TeT QeQ:TNQR#D
< (R £113-
In the last inequality, we use item (c) in Theorem and L2-orthogonality.

Now we can finish the proof. By (8.11)), (8.13), (8.17), and (8.19), we get
(8.21)

_1)(i_1 2 _2
1P Fll oy 8 (KK DR DETDC(, T, R)| FII3 W (f, BT 7,
where C(p, T, 1, R) equals to

1—a(n)

(2R Ay (R 650 T () )
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By item (iii) in Theorem we have
0 < REQ(#T)l/Q(lU)—l/Qpl/Q < REQ(#T)I/QZ—1/2’
which implies
C(u, T,I,R) < R (12 RY/4)a(n) (R~ 5D [*ﬁ) )
To conclude ([7.1f) from , it remains to show

1—a(n)

(11/2R1/4)a(n)(R*2(7;,77_31)l*ﬁ)T <1

However, since the power of ¢ is 20 — 1—a()

2 2(n+1)
this is true as [ < RY/2.

> 0 with our choice a(n) =

APPENDIX A. DECOUPLING INEQUALITIES

Suppose f(z) is a function in R™ with suppf C A™(1) with the wave packet

decomposition inside Bg:
Fie ¥ ¥R
96@}?,1/2 TETy

Beltran, Hickman, and Sogge [I] proved the following variable coefficient version of
(P LP-decoupling. We remark that F* f = T* f, where T* is the oscillatory integral
operator as in [I]. Also, as we will focus exclusively on (n + 1) dimensions in the
appendix, we simplify the notation by writing B"*1(z) as B,(z).

Theorem A.1 (¢P-decoupling). Let 2 <p < 2(”7?) For any € > 0, one has

n—

no1,1_1 _
1Pl Lo (Br) Senrga B2 GT9F( S IFA foll s, )P+ B NF 2
He@R,l/g

Here wg,, is a weight that is ~ 1 on Br and decreases rapidly outside Bp.

A slight modification of the proof in [I] also gives the £2-decoupling inequality.

Theorem A.2 (¢?>-decoupling). Let 2 < p < % For any € > 0, one has

IFA e mn) Sentoa BC Y 1F follfouy, )7+ BMIS 2.
00, _1/2 '

In the rest of the appendix, we prove the following refined decoupling inequality,
which also implies Theorem [A.2] The implication can be found below Theorem 4.2
n [II]. The refined decoupling inequality for the cone was proved in [5, Appendix
A], when F? is of constant coefficient. Similarly, the proof for the variable coefficient
case is based on the £2-decoupling theorem and an induction on scales argument.

Theorem A.3. Fiz v = ¢°0 and let K = R”. Suppose we have the wave packet
decomposition at scale R in Bg"l:

F =Y Frfr.

Tew
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Assume that ||]:)‘fT||Lp(wBR) are about the same for allT € W. LetY be a disjoint
union of K2-balls in Bg, each of which intersects < M many T € W. Then for

2(n+1
2<p< 7(71_1) and any € > 0,
M 1_1
[F e vy < CE,VRE(WV P ||]-"\fT||%p(wBR))1/2 + RapDec(R)| f]|2.

Tew

Since Hf/\fTHLp(wBR) are about the same for all T € W, we equivalently have

1_1
(A1) [[F ey < Cop REM=T2 () IFA £ 210 (o, )2 + RapDec(R)| £]l2-
TeWw

Proof. We will prove (A.1) by induction on the scale R. Suppose (A.1) holds for
scales ' < \/K%2 R’ < R/K?. Let

Ry = R/K® = R"* and K, = R} = R"™*".
For 7 € Og2, we define 0° = (R/K~2)7* to be the isotropic dilate of 7*, a box

centered at the origin in R™ of dimensions RK 2 x RK~! x --- x RK~!. Cover
B% by translated copies of 0% and denote this cover by B2 = {0°}. For each O,

as in (3.10]), we define

O=TIg (f-,—; R).
Let B, = {O: 0" € B2}, so the fat curved planks in B, form a finitely overlapping
covering of the n+ 1 dimensional ball Br. This induces a partition of wave packets
W = |_|TeeK2 Lnes, Wo. Here for each 7' € W, we assign 7' to Wy if 7 C 0. In
cases where there are multiple valid choices for O, we simply choose one.

FIGURE 6. Rescaling

For each O € B, let Qo = {Qn} be a set of planks that form a finitely overlap-
ping covering of 1000, where each Qg is of form
(A.2) Ty (% & K2K7)

(see ([.2)) for some point z € 1000 and some K7 x KK{ x -+ x KK3?-slab W
parallel to K27*, an isotropic dilate of 7*. The size of Qg is chosen so that when
O is rescaled to become Bpg,, each Qn becomes a K?#-ball, enabling us to perform
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induction. See Figure @ Let {ngs }oneos be a partition of unity adapted to
Qo ={Qo}.
Write FA f as
FN=Y Fr=Y > Fr.
W O TeWg

For each O, by dyadic pigeonholing on {#{T € Wg : TNQu # &} : Qo € Qn},
there exists a number M’(0) and a set Yg, which is a union of Qg, such that

(1) #{T S WD : Tﬁ QD 7é @} ~ M/(D) for 3,11 QD C YD.

(2) We have

(A.3) 1P vy S (o8 R)]

Z Z 77Yn]:>\fT

0O TeWg

Lr(Y)

Here, ny, = ZQD cy, Qs - By dyadic pigeonholing on {M'(0)} o, there exists a set
B and a uniform number M’ such that

(1) M'(O) ~ M’ for all O € B.

(2) We have
(A4) DY e P SogR?| > D me Fr e
0 TeWs Le(Y) DeBTeWo Lr(Y)

Finally, by dyadic pigeonholing on {#{Yn : Yo N Q # &,0 € B} : Q C Y}, there
exists a number M" and a subset Y/ C Y such that

(1) #{Yo : YoNQ # 2,0 B} ~ M" for all Q C Y.

(2) We have
(A.5) SN P SR> > me Frr
0€EB TEWy Lr(Y) 0€eB TeWg Le(Y7)

We want to estimate the right-hand side of using Bourgain-Demeter’s £2
decoupling theorem ([4, Theorem 1.2]), that is, the ¢? decoupling theorem in the
constant coefficient setting. This requires us to study the Fourier transform of the
function in the right-hand side of .

For each K2-ball Q C Y, let 17, be a smooth bump function adapted to @, so

S e P 1550 e Frr

0eBTeWg OeB TeWg

(A.6)

5 ‘

Lr(Q) P

Suppose @ = Bg2(29) is centered at zg. For each 7 € @ -1, define the cap

P(20;7) := Ng-245 ({0:0(20;€) : € € 27}).

Here, § = %%, Note that {P(z0;7)}rco, _, isaset of IxK 1 x- - x K1 x K ~2F°-

2+48

caps that form a finite-overlapping cover of the K ~“"°-neighborhood of the conical

surface
Sz 1= {0:0M(20;€) : £ € A™(1)}.

One may view P(zg;7) as the K ~2T9-neighborhood of the tangent plane of ¥, at
¢.. Note that the normal direction of the tangent plane is (9;v(uo, to; -, t0), 1),
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where ug = 9¢¢*(20; ;). Thus, we can think of P(zo;7) as
0.0 (20:67) + ({agazdﬂ(z@;m (€-&):geT)

@{r(ﬁt%(uo,to;&,to), 1):—K 2P <p< K2+5})_

Here @ denotes the orthogonal sum. This shows that a dual box of P(zg;7) is
parameterized by

(Projien (10:0.0% i) (6~ &) 6 € 7))

+ {T(aﬂ’\(uoato;ﬁnto)a 1): K> <r< KQ*‘S}-
Since D¢0, ¢ (205 &7) - Ouy* (o, to; &) = I, and since ¢ obeys the quantitative con-
dition (H1,a), we have

(Projw({agamzm) (e—&):ce T}>)

= ({85&5(&)‘(2'0;57) (E=&): €€ 7'}> ~ {auv’\(uo,to;@) ‘U uE T*}.
Hence, we get
P*(2zp;7) ~ {&/y)‘(uo,tO;fT) ‘uiu € T*}

(A7)
+ {T(at’y/\(uo7to;fr)7 1): —K*° <r< Kz_‘;}.

Lemma A.4. GivenT € Og-1 and O € B,
15 Y e F
TeWn

as a function in R" 1 has Fourier transform essentially supported in 2P(2;T).
Proof. Note that, up to a rapidly decreasing term,
> me =1 Y men ) Fr

TeWn Qo CYo,QuN2Q#0 TeWg

Let Py(zp;7) be a translated copy of P(zp;T) that is centered at the origin. Since
(1HnQe FX )" = Tgs * (15 F fr)", it suffices to show that
(1) (lzngfT)/\ is essentially supported in P(z; 7).
(2) 7o is essentially supported in Py(zo; 7).
We write

(A.8) (A5 F fr) () = / 15,61 GO~ g, / o (25 ) .

Note that fr is supported in 20 C 27. Thus, to show item (1), we just need to
show that for all £ € 27,

(A.9) / 15,0 O~ () g,

decays rapidly outside P(zo; 7). By stationary phase method, this is true if
10.¢™(2;€) —n| > K=2%° for all z € 2Q.
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Note that |0,¢*(2;€) — 0.0 (20;€)| < |2 — 20| A" < K3, as K is a small power of
A. Hence, (A.9) is negligible if

0=6™(20:€) — | > K%
Therefore, is essentially supported in
Ngc215({0:0™(205€) : € € 27}) = P(20; 7).
This proves item (1).
Regarding item (2), we study n¢, for Qo N2Q # (. By (A.2), for some slab W,
0 ={(Mu+0:0"(5&), 6:&), ) u e W, |t 1] < K°KT},

where z = (Z,t). We first show that Qp is morally a box. Let @ be the center of
W. By Taylor’s expansion, we have

Mu+ 0.0M(%6:), 6: &) =70+ 0.0M%: &), 15 67)
(A.10) +0, N+ 0.0™(Z:6:), 67) - (u— 1)
+O M U+ 0:07(%:6,),5:6)(t — 1) + O(N 1K KY)?).

Since K, K; < R* < X, O(A\"Y(KK;)?) = O(1). Hence, Qg can be approximated
by the linear term in (A.10)), yielding that Qp is morally a box. As a result, the
translation of Qo to the origin can be essentially parameterized by

{ (%Wu +0.0M% &), 6 &6) - ut 0N+ 0207 (% 6,), E €0, t)
cu€ KiT5Jt| < KQKIQ}.

Again, since |u| < K? and |z — 29| < K2, by using Taylor’s expansion to get rid of
the second order term, the above rectangle can be essentially parameterized by

(A.11) { <6u’y)‘(u0,t0;§T) “u 4+ 8t7)‘(u0,t0;§})t,t> cu € Kith |t < KQKIZ},

where replace @ by 0 and replace z by 2o (recall that ug = de¢*(20;&;)).

To show that 7jg,, is essentially supported in Py(zo; 7), we just need to show that
Qo contains a translated copy of PJ(zo;7). In other words, we just need to show

(A.11)) contains (A.7)), which is true. O

Now we can use Bourgain-Demeter’s £2 decoupling theorem in Q to have

1_1 P 1/p
R.LS of (A.6) < C.K*/10(M")2~ % ( > > |
Lr(wq)

OeB
)1/17
LP(Yan)

> v Frr

TeWg

Recall (A.3), (A.4), and (A.5)). Sum up @ C Y” so that

1_1
HJ:AfHU’(Y) < C:(log R)lOOKE/loo(M// 11 (Z
DeB

> P

TeWn
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Similar to Lemma use (A.1)) at scale Ry = R/K? as an induction hypothesis
(see Figure @ to get

> Frr

TeWs
Therefore, || F*f| 1»(y) is bounded above by

100 pre/100 pe (MM 275 ST PIR\ VP
C.(log R)'° K</ CE,éREKE(WV[ﬂ) (Z(Z | F fT|LP(wBR)> ) )

0OeB *TeWg

p

< e - —2€ M’ %7% A 2 V2
NCEASRK m Z ||‘T'. fT”LP(wBR) :

TeWn

Lr(Yn)

Since || F*fr||, are comparable for all T € W, we thus have that H.F)\fHLp(Y) is
bounded above by

1 1 1
. e oo (MM 2TF (|B|[Wol 7 i
.o s s (M) (IG5 e VY
Tew

Recall K = R®’. Thus, when R is large enough, C.(log R)!0K</100K~2 <
1/1000. Since |B||Wg| < 2|W| and since M'M" < 4M, we therefore obtain

M 1 1
172 Fllarry < Ces B ()™ (O IF M on ) 0
Tew
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