arXiv:2401.03618v2 [math.CA] 7 Jun 2024

ON SHARP VARIATIONAL INEQUALITIES FOR OSCILLATORY INTEGRAL OPERATORS OF STEIN-WAINGER TYPE

RENHUI WAN

Abstract. For any integer n ≥ 2, we establish L^p(R^n ) inequalities for the r-variations of Stein- Wainger type oscillatory integral operators with general radial phase functions. These inequalities closely related to Carleson’s theorem are sharp, up to endpoints. In particular, when the phase function is chosen as |t|^α with α ∈ (0, 1), our results provide an affirmative answer to a question posed in Guo- Roos-Yung (Anal. PDE, 2020). In pursuit of the objective, we use an approach incorporating the method of stationary phase, a square function estimate derived from Seeger’s arguments, Stein-Tomas restriction estimates, and a crucial observation enabling the derivation of useful decay estimates near endpoints. Furthermore, we obtain the restricted weak type estimates for endpoints in the specific case of homogeneous phase functions. As an application of these outcomes, we further extend analogous results to a class of ergodic integral operators.

1. Introduction

1.1. Motivation and main results. Let n ≥ 2, and consider a function Γ : R → R that is smooth on R^+ and right-continuous at the origin. For each x ∈ R^n and u ∈ R, we define a modulated singular integral as follows:

H^{(u)}f(x) := p.v. ∫ R^n f(x − t)e^{iuΓ(|t|)}K(t)dt, where K(t) is a homogeneous Calderón-Zygmund kernel, in the sense that K(t) = Ω(t) |t|^n (1.1)

for some function Ω which is smooth on R^n \ {0}, homogeneous of degree 0,^1 and possesses the property of mean value zero, that is, ∫ S^{n−1} Ω(x)dσ(x) = 0, where σ denotes the surface measure on S n−1. Henceforth f will always be a Schwartz function on R^n , and the objective is to establish a priori L^p inequalities for r-variations of {H^{(u)}f}_{u∈R} for all such f. Here, the r-variation is defined as follows: For r ∈ [1, ∞) we define the r-variation V_r of a complex-valued function R × R^n ∋ (u, x) → a_u(x) by setting Vr ( au(x) : u ∈ K ) := sup_{J∈N} sup u0 < u1 < . . . < uJ , u0, u1, . . . , uJ ∈ K

(^J∑ i=1 | au_i (x) − au_{i−1} (x) |_r)1/r , (1.2)

where K is a subset of R. The seminorm V_r serves as a crucial tool in addressing pointwise convergence issues. If the estimate V_r ( a_u(x) : u ∈ R ) < ∞ holds for some r ∈ [1, ∞) and x ∈ R^n , then, the limits lim_{u→u0} a_u(x) (u_0 is finite), lim_{u→−∞} a_u(x) and lim_{u→∞} a_u(x) exist. Consequently, there is no need to establish pointwise convergence over a dense class, which is often a challenging problem (see [28] and references therein). In addition, the seminorm V_r governs the supremum norm as follows: For any u_0 ∈ R, we can obtain the pointwise estimate

sup_{u∈R} |a_u(x)| ≤ |a_{u0} (x)| + V_r ( a_u(x) : u ∈ R ) . 2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 42B20, 47J20.

Key words and phrases. Variational inequalities, oscillatory integral operator, singular integral operator. 1The assumption that K is homogeneous is not strictly necessary; its inclusion is aimed at streamlining the proof of main results and subsequently improving the presentation of this paper. 1

A norm on the space V^r(K) is given by ‖a_u‖_{Vr (u∈K)} := ‖a_u‖_L∞_{(u∈K)}+V_r ( a_u : u ∈ K ) . We also introduce the related λ-jump (λ > 0) function of the family {a_u(x)}_{u∈K}, denoted by N_λ ( a_u(x) : u ∈ K ) . It is defined as the supremum of all positive integers J for which there is a strictly increasing sequence s_1 < t_1 < s_2 < t_2 < · · · < s_J < t_J , all in K, such that |a_{tj} (x) − a_{sj} (x)| > λ for all j = 1, . . . , J. Introducing the jump inequality is convenient for estimating long variations in the proofs of our main results. For more details on the relationship between variational inequalities and jump inequalities, we refer to [12] (see Pages 554-558 there) and [16].

For the case of r = ∞, we obtain the associated V_∞ seminorm. Since this seminnorm of the family {H^{(u)}f}_{u∈R} is closely connected to the maximal function

sup_{u∈R} |H^{(u)}f|, (1.3)

we begin by presenting some pertinent results concerning this maximal function. The maximal operator defined by (1.3) with Γ(|t|) = |t|^α, where α > 1, was introduced by Stein and Wainger [37]. It serves as a generalization of the Carleson operator studied in [10, 11, 21]. Furthermore, this operator with an even α can also be viewed as a special polynomial Carleson operator, a central focus in a conjecture proposed by Stein. Recently, this conjecture was resolved by V. Lie [26] in the one-dimensional case and by P. Zorin-Kranich [39] in higher dimensions. The aforementioned results are related to the continuous setting, and there are also important research efforts in the realm of discrete analogues. Specifically, the discrete analogue of (1.3) is defined as follows: sup_{u∈R} | | ∑ t∈Z^n\{0} f(x − t)e^{iuΓ(|t|)}K(t) | |, x ∈ Z^n, (1.4)

where K(t) is given by (1.1). Krause and Roos [18, 17] established l^p(Z^n) estimates for (1.4) when Γ(|t|) = |t|^{2d} with positive integers d. Recently, Krause [20] extended phase functions studied in [18, 17] to generic polynomials without linear terms. Their proofs reveal that addressing the case of more general phase functions introduces additional complexities.

For r ∈ (2, ∞), Lépingle’s inequality on the r-variation of martingales is particularly noteworthy, as discussed in [22, 32]. Besides, various works have explored the r-variation of significant operators in ergodic theory and harmonic analysis; for instance, see [16, 5, 6, 2, 3, 7, 8, 29, 30] and references therein. In fact, L^p inequalities for r-variations may be used to establish the discrete analogues of maximal estimate; see, for example, [15, 19]. Subsequently, we outline some works that specifically address variation-norm estimates, closely connected to our primary results. In the one-dimensional scenario, with the phase function Γ(|t|) replaced by t, the r-variation estimate associated with the Carleson operator was investigated by Oberlin, Seeger, Tao, Thiele, and Wright [31]. More recently, for n ≥ 1, p ∈ (1, ∞), r ∈ (2, ∞), and r > p^′/n, and with Γ(|t|) = |t|^α where α > 1, Guo, Roos, and Yung [15] obtained sharp L^p estimates for the r-variation of the operators {H^{(u)}}_{u∈R}, up to endpoints r = p^′/n. Their approach involved leveraging square function estimates for fractional Schrödinger operators and establishing local smoothing estimates using the l^p decoupling inequality (see, e.g., [4, 38]). Crucially, the estimate for the maximal function (1.3), established in [37], served as a fundamental tool, akin to a black box, in demonstrating the main results in [15]. However, no information is provided for the endpoints r = p^′/n, and the authors in [15] posed a natural question regarding what happens when α falls within the range of (0, 1) for n ≥ 2. As of now, these questions remain open. Motivated by these considerations, we focus on the following questions:

• Question 1: For n ≥ 2, do analogous L^p inequalities hold for r-variations of the operators {H^{(u)}}_{u∈R}, encompassing generic phase functions, including the case of |t|^α with α ∈ (0, 1)?

• Question 2: What happens for the endpoints r = p^′/n?

To state our main results, we will first introduce the set U (see [24, 25, 27] for the related sets), which consists of all functions Γ satisfying Γ ∈ C([0, ∞)) ∩ C^N (R^+ ) with N ∈ N sufficiently large, Γ(0) = 0,

Γ^′ > 0 on R^+ , and complying with the following conditions:

(i) There are positive constants {C_{1,j} }^2_{j=1} such that | | | s^j Γ^{(j)}(s) Γ(s) | | | ≥ C^{1,j} for all s ∈ R^+ ; (1.5)

(ii) There are positive constants {C_{2,j} }^N_{j=1} such that | | | s^j Γ^{(j)}(s) Γ(s) | | | ≤ C^{2,j} for all s ∈ R^+ . (1.6)

One of the main results of this paper, addressing question 1, is the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Let n ≥ 2 and Γ ∈ U. If p ∈ (1, ∞), r ∈ (2, ∞) and r > p^′/n, then we have ‖V_r ( H^{(u)}f : u ∈ R ) ‖_p ≲ ‖f‖_p. (1.7) Moreover, there exist Schwartz functions f such that (1.7) fails whenever r < p^′/n.

Furthermore, we address question 2 for n ≥ 2 and for phase functions satisfying an additional homogeneous condition^2 given by

Γ(st) ∼ Γ(s)Γ(t), for all s > 0, t > 0. (1.8)

Specifically, the result corresponding to the endpoints of Theorem 1 is as follows:

Theorem 1.2. Let n ≥ 2, Γ ∈ U, and suppose that Γ satisfies (1.8). If p^′ ∈ (2n, ∞), ‖ ‖V_{p′ /n}(H^{(u)}f : u ∈ R) ‖ ‖_{Lp,∞} ≲ ‖f‖_{Lp,1} . (1.9) Let us make some comments on our main results.

• For n ≥ 2 and Γ ∈ U, we can establish the following jump inequality:

sup_{λ>0} ‖ ‖λ √ N_λ(H^{(u)}f : u ∈ R) ‖ ‖_p ≲ ‖f‖_p, 2n/(2n − 1) < p < ∞ (1.10) (see Remark 1 in Subsection 6.7 below for further details).

• The set U encompasses numerous interesting examples, as illustrated in Example 1.3 below.

Particularly, our result in Theorem 1.1 coincide with that in [15] when we choose Γ(|s|) as a homogeneous function |s|^α with α > 1. Furthermore, in the case of Γ(|s|) = |s|^α with 0 < α < 1, Theorem 1.1 gives an affirmative answer to a question raised in [15] (see page 1458 there).^3 • The method employed to demonstrate Theorem 1.1 appears to face difficulties when applied to the case of n = 1. In contrast to homogeneous phase functions for n = 1, the generic phase functions, especially in the non-homogeneous case, may require the establishment of local smooth estimates with variable coefficients (see Remark 2 in Subsection 6.7). At present, establishing this type of local smooth estimates without imposing additional conditions is challenging.

• Theorem 1.2 represents the initial occurrence of an endpoint result, albeit with the requirement that the phase functions satisfy (1.8). We conjecture that a similar endpoint result holds for n = 1 at least in the case of Γ(|s|) = |s|^α with α > 1. Nevertheless, the methodology employed in this context, which heavily depends on an interpolation trick by Bourgain, is not applicable in the case of n = 1.

Example 1.3. We enumerate some intriguing instances from the set U. Due to the characteristics of the phase function, we just present their expressions within the domain R^+ .

• Γ(s) = s^α with α > 0 and α ≠ 1; • Γ(s) = ∑_k i=1 s^{αi} ln^{βi} (e + s), where k ∈ N, α_i > 1 and β_i ≥ 0 for all i = 1, 2, · · · , k;

• Γ(s) = ∑_k i=1 s^{αi} , where k ∈ N, and α_i ∈ (0, 1) for all i = 1, 2, · · · , k;

• Γ(s) = ∑_k i=1 ( (1 + s^2)^{αi} − 1 ) , where k ∈ N, and α_i > 1 for all i = 1, 2, · · · , k.

2Indeed, we are handling a slightly broader case, requiring only the satisfaction of condition (1.8). 3Through suitable adjustments to the techniques outlined in this paper, we can also handle the situation where

Γ(|s|) = |s|^α with α < 0, a scenario not encompassed by the set U.

1/p 1/r D B EF (1, 0) O(0, 0) Endpoints 1/r = n/p^′ A(0, 1/2)C Figure 1. B(^{n−1}_{2n+2} ,^1_2 ), C(^{2n−1}_{2n} ,^1_2 ), D(^{n−1}_{2n+2} , 0), E(^{2n−1}_{2n} ,^1_{2n} ).

1.2. Strategies and novelties. Let G denote the enclosed area delineated by the trapezoid AOFC in Figure 1. We define G_1 as the interior of G. Consequently, the domain for (p, r) in Theorem 1.1 corresponds to G_1; and in the context of Theorem 1.2, the domain for (p, r) is restricted to CF with the exclusion of two endpoints C and F . The initial step in proving both (1.7) in Theorem 1.1 and (1.9) in Theorem 1.2 involves reducing the objective to the long and short variation-norm estimates.

• Strategies for proving (1.7) in Theorem 1.1: The long and short variation-norm estimates are formulated in (3.1) in Proposition 3.1 and (3.2) in Proposition 3.2, respectively. Rather than directly demonstrating (3.1), our approach involves establishing its associated jump inequality, as indicated in (4.1) below. This jump inequality is derived by leveraging a known result from [16], making essential modifications to the λ-jump function, and deriving L^p decay estimates for a square function. In contrast to the proof of the long variation-norm estimate, the proof of the short variation-norm estimate (3.2) is significantly more intricate. We present a stronger estimate within a Besov space (see Subsection 2.2 below) instead of directly demonstrating (3.2). Furthermore, we establish the desired estimates for two subranges of (p, r) using different techniques and achieve the final goal through interpolation. Precisely, by referencing Figure 1, the aforementioned two subranges correspond to the interior of the rectangle AODB and the interior of the triangle CEF.

• Strategies for establishing the necessity of r ≥ p^′/n in Theorem 1.1: As in the arguments presented in [15] for special homogeneous phase functions, the arguments for generic functions heavily relies on the stationary phase theorem as well. However, the generality of the phase function makes the proof more intricate. More precisely, we will address two aspects. The first involves the specific properties of the phase function on which the lower bound ultimately depends. The second focuses on ensuring that the phase functions of two oscillatory integrals have critical points when applying the stationary phase theorem (see Section 8).

• Strategies for proving (1.9) in Theorem 1.2: This theorem delivers the endpoint result, specifically providing a restricted weak-type variation-norm estimate in Theorem 1.2. The desired long variation-norm estimate is established by Proposition 3.1, while the desired short variationnorm estimate is derived by combining partial arguments from the proof of Proposition 3.2, the additional homogeneous condition (1.8) for phase functions, and an interpolation trick from Bourgain.

We next discuss the novelties and challenges encountered in the proof of our main results. Specifically, the key novelties and difficulties primarily arise in establishing the short variation-norm estimate.

• In dealing with generic phase functions Γ in this context, it’s important to note that these functions may not necessarily exhibit the property Γ(st) = Γ(s)Γ(t). As a result, the proofs for the corresponding long and short variation-norm estimates become more intricate compared to the case of homogeneous phase functions. Similar complexities have been observed in the studies involving associated maximal operators (see, for example, [25, 27]), analogous to the endpoint case discussed here with r = ∞. However, the scenario we are addressing encompasses the range r ∈ (2, ∞), introducing an additional layer of complexity to the problem. This is because we now have to establish corresponding estimates with faster decay.

• The generality of phase functions necessitates the establishment of variable coefficient square function estimates, which presents considerable complexity. Moreover, these estimates may impose additional constraints on the phase function Γ. To address this difficulty, we adopt an alternative approach incorporating the method of stationary phase, a square function estimate derived from Seeger’s arguments, and Stein-Tomas restriction estimates. In fact, we only employ certain conditions related to non-zero Gaussian curvature, without the necessity to distinguish scenarios involving both positive and negative curvature simultaneously.

• We will make use of a crucial observation. More precisely, for (p, r) in the interior of the triangle CEF in Figure 1, the desired estimate (6.10) from Proposition 6.1 can be obtained through basic interpolations and pointwise estimates provided by (6.21) for an oscillatory integral with nonvanishing Gaussian curvature. Consequently, there is no need to rely on the maximal estimate as a black box, and we can establish the endpoint result in Theorem 1.2.

1.3. Application. Let (X, B, μ) be a σ-finite measure space with families of commuting and measurepreserving transformations (T^t_1 : t ∈ R), · · · , (T^t_n : t ∈ R), which map X to itself. For every x ∈ X and f ∈ L^1(X, μ), we define the ergodic integral operator by setting

T^{(u)}f(x) := ∫ R^n f(T^{t1}_1 ∘ T^{t2}_2 ∘ · · · ∘ T^{tn}_n x)e^{iuΓ(|t|)}K(t)ζ(t)dt, where t = (t_1, · · · , t_n) ∈ R^n , and ζ is a radial smooth function with compact support in R^n \ {0}. For this operator, we have r-variational estimates as well.

Theorem 1.4. Let n ≥ 2 and let Γ ∈ U. If p ∈ (1, ∞), r ∈ (2, ∞) and r > p^′/n, then we have ‖V_r ( T^{(u)}f : u ∈ R ) ‖_Lp_{(X,μ)} ≲ ‖f‖_Lp_{(X,μ)}. (1.11) Additionally, if Γ satisfies (1.8) and p^′ ∈ (2n, ∞), then ‖V_p′_{/n} ( T^{(u)}f : u ∈ R ) ‖_Lp,∞_{(X,μ)} ≲ ‖f‖_Lp,1_{(X,μ)}. (1.12) We can promptly know from (1.11) that the limits

lim_{u→u0} T^{(u)}f(x) (u_0 is finite), lim_{u→−∞} T^{(u)}f(x), and lim_{u→∞} T^{(u)}f(x)

exist almost everywhere on X for every f ∈ L^p(X, μ) and p ∈ (1, ∞). However, as T^{(u)}f is defined on an abstract measure space, there is no apparent method to identify a suitable candidate for a dense class. Fortunately, we can directly achieve the desired conclusion by utilizing r-variational estimates.

1.4. Organization of the paper. In Section 2, we establish several valuable estimates applicable to the function Γ within U, provide comparisons between the space V_r and certain Besov spaces, and present a fundamental decomposition for H^{(u)}f. In Section 3, we reduce the proof of (1.7) in Theorem 1.1 to proving Propositions 3.1 and 3.2, which respectively provide the desired long and short variationnorm estimates. In Section 4, we demonstrate Proposition 3.1. In Section 5, we reduce the proof of Proposition 3.2 to proving Lemmas 5.1 and 5.2, and then prove Lemma 5.1. In Section 6, we prove Lemma 5.2 by establishing Propositions 6.1 and 6.2. In Section 7, we give the proof of Lemma 6.4 which plays a crucial role in proving Lemma 5.2. In Section 8, we show the sharpness of (1.7) as presented in Theorem 1.1. In Section 9, we prove Theorem 1.2, which presents an endpoint result for phase functions satisfying the condition (1.8). Finally, we prove Theorem 1.4 in Section 10.

1.5. Notation. For any two quantities x, y we will write x ≲ y and y ≳ x to denote x ≤ Cy for some absolute constant C. If we need the implied constant C to depend on additional parameters, we will denote this by subscripts. For example x ≲_ρ y denotes x ≲ C_ρy for some C_ρ depending on ρ. If both x ≲ y and x ≳ y hold, we use x ∼ y. To abbreviate the notation we will sometimes permit the implied constant to depend on certain fixed parameters when the issue of uniformity with respect to such parameters is not of relevance. We use F{f} or ^f to represent the Fourier transform of a function f, and F^{−1}{g} or ǧ is the Fourier inverse transform of g. More precisely, F{f}(ξ) = f̂(ξ) = ∫ R^n f(x)e^{−iξ·x}dx, F^{−1}{g}(x) = ǧ(x) = (2π)^{−n} ∫ R^n g(ξ)e^{−iξ·x}dξ. For convenience, we omit the constant (2π)^{−d} in the Fourier inverse transform throughout this paper. For S ⊂ Z, we utilize ‖a_k‖_lr_{(k∈S)} := ( ∑ k∈S |a_k|^r)^{1/r} if r < ∞ and ‖a_k‖_l∞_{(k∈S)} := sup_{k∈S} |a_k|; we write ‖a_k‖_lr_k := ‖a_k‖_lr_{(k∈Z)} in particular.

Besides, throughout this paper we fix a cutoff function ψ : R → [0, 1], which is supported in ±[1/2, 2], and set ψ_l(t) := ψ(2^{−l}|t|) for any l ∈ Z such that the partition of unity ∑ l∈Zψ_l(t) = 1 holds for all t ∈ R^n \ {0}. For each j ∈ Z, we denote by P_j the projection on R^n defined by ^P_j f(ξ) = ψ_j (ξ) ^f (ξ); we use P̃_j which may vary line by line to denote the variant of the Littlewood-Paley operator P_j .

2. Preliminaries 2.1. Useful estimates on Γ. In this subsection, we investigate some further estimates with respect to the function Γ ∈ U. Initially, we can deduce there are two positive constants, α_0 and α_1, such that for all l ≥ 0 and all k ∈ R,

2^{α0l} ≤

Γ(2^{k+l}) Γ(2^k)

≤ 2^{α1l}. (2.1)

Indeed, by leveraging the conditions (1.5) and (1.6) with j = 1 and Γ^′ > 0 on R^+ , we observe the inequality C_{1,1}s^{−1} ≤ (ln Γ)^′(s) ≤ C_{2,1}s^{−1}. This immediately yields (2.1) when integrating this inequality over the interval [2^k, 2^{k+l}] and performing a routine calculation. Moreover, by utilizing (1.5) with j = 2, we can deduce that one of the following statements holds:

(S1) The function Γ is convex on R^+ , meaning Γ^{′′}(s) > 0 for all s ∈ R^+ ; (S2) The function Γ is concave on R^+ , meaning Γ^{′′}(s) < 0 for all s ∈ R^+ .

Similarly to the preceding proof of (2.1), we can also obtain that there are two positive constants, α^′_0 and α^′_1, such that for all l ≥ 0 and all k ∈ R, 2^{α′0l} ≤ Γ^′(2^{k+l}) Γ^′(2^k)

≤ 2^{α′1l} if (S1) holds, and (2.2) 2^{−α′1l} ≤ Γ^′(2^{k+l}) Γ^′(2^k)

≤ 2^{−α′0l} if (S2) holds. (2.3)

Below, we establish estimates related to the inverse function of Γ^′.

Lemma 2.1. Let γ := (Γ^′)^{−1} where Γ ∈ U. Then, there exist two positive constants β_0 and β_1 such that for all l ≥ 0 and k ∈ R,

2^{β0l} ≤ γ(2^{k+l}) γ(2^k)

≤ 2^{β1l} if (S1) holds, and (2.4) 2^{−β1l} ≤ γ(2^{k+l}) γ(2^k)

≤ 2^{−β0l} if (S2) holds. (2.5)

Proof. For every l ≥ 0 and k ∈ R, we define two real numbers w_{k+l} and w_k by 2^{wi} := γ(2^i) > 0, i = k + l, k. Then Γ^′(2^{wk+l} )/Γ^′(2^{wk} ) = 2^l. First we establish (2.4). Since Γ^{′′} > 0 on R^+ , we have w_{k+l} > w_k . From (2.2) we can see 2^{α′0(wk+l−wk )} ≤ Γ^′(2^{wk+l} ) Γ^′(2^{wk} ) ≤ 2^{α′1(wk+l−wk )}. This inequality, combined with Γ^′(2^{wk+l} )/Γ^′(2^{wk} ) = 2^l, implies w_{k+l} − w_k ∈ [l/α^′_1, l/α^′_0], which establishes (2.4) with β_j = 1/α^′_j , j = 0, 1. Similarly, by a parallel approach, we can deduce (2.5) from (2.3). The only distinction lies in w_{k+l} < w_k , and in this case, w_{k+l} − w_k ∈ [−l/α^′_0, −l/α^′_1]. □

For any k̄ ∈ Z, we define a specific mapping Φ : Z → Z as follows: Φ(k̄) = sup{k ∈ Z : 2^{k̄}Γ(2^k) ≤ 1}. (2.6)

Since our main results are associated with general radial phase functions, the introduction of this mapping is necessary. For convenience, in the subsequent proof of our main results, we frequently employ the following notation:

k̄_∗ := Φ(k̄) whenever k̄ ∈ Z. (2.7)

Clearly, we have 2^{k̄}Γ(2^{k̄∗+1}) > 1. Using this inequality and (2.1) we then deduce by a simple computation that for all l ≥ 0 and k ∈ R,

2^{−α1l−α1} ≤ 2^{k̄}Γ(2^{k̄∗−l}) ≤ 2^{−α0l} and

2^{α0l−α1} ≤ 2^{k̄}Γ(2^{k̄∗+l}) ≤ 2^{α1l}.

(2.8)

In particular, 2^{−α1} ≤ 2^{k̄}Γ(2^{k̄∗} ) ≤ 1.

Next, we present some basic estimates related to maps that satisfy a specific sparse condition. In particular, the map Φ introduced above satisfies this sparse condition.

Lemma 2.2. Suppose that the map ϕ : Z → Z satisfies the sparse condition: There exists a positive integer n_0 such that |ϕ(j_1) − ϕ(j_2)| > 1 for any pair (j_1, j_2) ∈ Z^2 with |j_1 − j_2| ≥ n_0. Under this assumption, the following estimates hold:

(i) Let S_m := {j ∈ Z : ϕ(j) ≤ m} with m ∈ Z. Then for any ϵ > 0, we have ∑ j∈S_m 2^{ϵϕ(j)} ≲_ϵ n_02^{mϵ}; (2.9)

(ii) For every p ∈ [1, ∞), we have a variant of the Littlewood-Paley inequality ‖ ( ∑ j∈Z |P_{ϕ(j)}f|^2 )_{1/2} ‖_Lp ≲ n_0‖f‖_Hp , (2.10)

where H^p := H^p (R^n ) represents the Hardy space.

Clearly, the H^p norm on the right-hand side of (2.10) can be replaced by the L^p norm whenever p ∈ (1, ∞). Proof. (i) By a routine calculation, we can bound the left-hand side of (2.9) by ∑ l≤m ∑ l−1≤ϕ(j)<l 2^{ϕ(j)ϵ} ≤ ∑ l≤m 2^{lϵ} ∑ l−1≤ϕ(j)<l 1, (2.11)

where ϵ > 0 was used. Because ϕ satisfies the sparse condition, the second sum on the right-hand side of (2.11) is bounded by the integer n_0. Then (2.9) follows.

(ii) We define S_d := {j ∈ Z : j ≡ d (mod n_0)} for d = 0, · · · , n_0 − 1. By Minkowski’s inequality, ‖ ( ∑ j∈Z |P_{ϕ(j)}f|^2 )_{1/2} ‖_Lp ≤ n_0−1∑

d=0 ‖ ( ∑ j∈S_d |P_{ϕ(j)}f|^2 )_{1/2} ‖_Lp . (2.12)

Given that ϕ satisfies the sparse condition, we can infer that the l^2 sum on the right-hand side of (2.12) is bounded by ‖P_j f‖_l2_j . Consequently, (2.10) follows from the application of the Littlewood-Paley theory on the Hardy space. □

2.2. V_r and related function spaces. From the Plancherel-Pólya inequality [33, 34], it can be observed that for all r ∈ [1, ∞), B^{1/r}_{r,1} → V_r → B^{1/r}r,∞, where the notation B^s_{p,q} represents the inhomogeneous Besov space (see [14, 1]). By utilizing the first embedding and recognizing the convenience of working with Besov space, it is sufficient to manage the B^{1/r}_{r,1} norm in the proofs of our results. However, as we will later see, some crucial modifications, derived from the definition of the variational seminorm, are needed before bounding this norm. Furthermore, we obtain from the fundamental theorem of calculus that for all r ∈ [1, ∞), V_r ( a_u : u ∈ K ) ≤ ‖∂_u(a_u)‖_L1_{(u∈K)} whenever K is a interval. (2.13)

In fact, this inequality is effective in controlling terms with favorable bounds.

2.3. An elementary decomposition of H^{(u)}f. We conclude this section by presenting an elementary decomposition of H^{(u)}f. By utilizing the partition of unity ∑ l∈Zψ_l(t) = 1, we have

H^{(u)}f(x) = ∑ l∈Z H^{(u)}_l f(x), where H^{(u)}_l f(x) := ∫ f(x − t)e^{iuΓ(|t|)}ψ_l(t)K(t)dt. (2.14) It should be noted that K(t) satisfies condition (1.1). Consequently, for all u ∈ R and l ∈ Z, we can establish the following bound for H^{(u)}_l f: |H^{(u)}_l f(x)| ≲ 1 2^{nl} ∫ |t|≤2^{l+1} |f(x − t)|dt ≲ Mf(x), x ∈ R^n , (2.15) where M represents the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator. In the subsequent analysis, we will frequently employ (2.15).

3. Reduction of the variational inequality (1.7)

Let Hf := {H^{(u)}f : u ∈ R}, and denote

H_j f := { H^{(u)}f : u ∈ [2^j , 2^{j+1}] } , j ∈ Z. Then the left-hand side of (1.7) can be controlled (up to a uniform constant) by the sum of the dyadic long variation V^{dyad}_r (Hf) and the short variation V^{sh}_r (Hf), where these variations are defined as follows:

V^{dyad}_r (Hf) := sup_{N∈N} sup_{k1<···<kN} ‖H^{(2ki+1 )}f − H^{(2ki )}f‖_lr_{(1≤i≤N−1)},

V^{sh}_r (Hf) := ‖V_r(H_j f)‖_lr_{(j∈Z)}.

Since this procedure is standard (see e.g., [16, 5]), we omit the details.

Proposition 3.1. let p ∈ (1, ∞) and r ∈ (2, ∞). Suppose the function Γ ∈ U. Then

‖V^{dyad}_r (Hf)‖_p ≲ ‖f‖_p. (3.1)

Proposition 3.2. Let p ∈ (1, ∞), r ∈ (2, ∞) and r > p^′/n. Assume the function Γ ∈ U. Then ‖ ‖V^{sh}_r (Hf) ‖ ‖_p ≲ ‖f‖_p. (3.2) We first prove (1.7) under the assumption that Propositions 3.1 and 3.2 hold.

Proof of (1.7). As V_r(Hf) can be dominated (up to a uniform constant) by the sum of V^{dyad}_r (Hf) and V^{sh}_r (Hf), we conclude from Minkowski’s inequality that (1.7) directly follows from the estimates (3.1) and (3.2). □

In the following context, we will proceed with the sequential proof of Proposition 3.1 and Proposition 3.2.

4. Long variation-norm estimate

In this section, we demonstrate the long variation-norm estimate (3.1) in Proposition 3.1. By Lemma 2.1 in [16] (see also [3]), it suffices to establish the desired jump inequality, that is, for every p ∈ (1, ∞), ‖ ‖λ √ N_λ ( H^{(2k )}f : k ∈ Z )‖ p ≲ ‖f‖_p (4.1) uniformly in λ > 0. Actually, these types of jump inequalities were considered as the endpoint cases of the corresponding variation-norm estimates in the studies of many important operators; moreover, they may be of independent interest (see e.g., [29, 30]). We observe through a straightforward computation that for any {a_k}_{k∈Z} ∈ L^p(l^2), ‖ ‖λ √ N_λ ( a_k : k ∈ Z )‖ ‖_p ≲ ‖ak‖_Lp_{(l}2_{k )}. (4.2)

But this elementary inequality is evidently insufficient to prove the desired estimate (4.1). Moreover, the derivation of (4.2) does not require exploiting the gain brought about by the difference between any two functions in {a_k}_{k∈Z}, as seen in the definition of the λ-jump function. This kind of gain, however, will play a pivotal role in proving (4.1) (as seen in (4.11) below). To accomplish this, we will make use of the observation: the jump inequality (4.1) remains unaffected if each function a_k is adjusted by A, a quantity that may depend on the variable x but not on k.

4.1. Reduction of (4.1). For any k, l ∈ Z, to abbreviate the notation, we denote

H_{k,l} := H^{(2k )}_l .

For any x ∈ R^n and k ∈ Z, applying (2.14) with u = 2^k, we obtain the decomposition

H^{(2k )}f(x) = ∑ l≥0 H_{k,k∗ −l}f(x) + ∑ l≥1 H_{k,k∗ +l}f(x) =: H_{k,no}f(x) + H_{k,o}f(x), where k_∗ is defined as (2.7) with the substitution of k̄ with k. We first explain how this partition works. For every k ∈ Z, H_{k,no}f behaves analogously to a singular integral because e^{i2k Γ(|t|)} ∼ 1 on supp ψ_{k∗−l}(t) whenever l ≥ 0, while H_{k,o}f can be seen as a sum of a sequence of oscillatory integrals H_{k,k∗ +l}f with l ≥ 1. As a consequence of this discrepancy, we shall employ distinct strategies to control H_{k,no}f and H_{k,o}f. To demonstrate (4.1), it suffices to prove Lemmas 4.1 and 4.2 below.

Lemma 4.1. Let Γ ∈ U and p ∈ (1, ∞). Then we have ‖ ‖ ‖λ √ N_λ ( H_{k,no}f : k ∈ Z )‖ ‖_p ≲ ‖f‖p (4.3) uniformly in λ > 0.

Lemma 4.2. Let Γ ∈ U, l ≥ 1 and p ∈ (1, ∞). Then there exists a constant ϵ > 0 such that ‖H_{k,k∗+l}f‖_Lp_{(l}2_{k )} ≲ 2^{−lϵ}‖f‖_p. (4.4) Assuming Lemmas 4.1 and 4.2, we prove the Proposition 3.1 by showing the jump inequality (4.1).

Proof of Proposition 3.1. Summing over l ≥ 1 on both sides of (4.4) yields the inequality ‖H_{k,o}f‖_Lp_{(l}2_{k )} ≲ ‖f‖_p, which, combined with (4.2), implies that ‖ ‖λ √ N_λ ( H_{k,o}f : k ∈ Z )‖ p ≲ ‖f‖_p (4.5) uniformly in λ > 0. Then we obtain the desired (4.1) by combining (4.5) and Lemma 4.1. □

Next, we prove Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 4.2 in order.

4.2. Proof of Lemma 4.1. For k ∈ Z, m ∈ Z^+ and l ∈ Z_{≥0}, we denote ψ_{∘,k}(t) := ∑ l^′ ≥0 ψ_{k−l}′ (t), Ψ_{k,m,l}(t) := [ Γ(|t|)/Γ(2^{k∗−l}) ]_m ψ_{k∗−l}(t), Ψ^{k,l}_m (t) := Ψ_{k,m,l}(2^{k∗−l}t)K(t), (4.6)

where k_∗ is defined by (2.7) with k̄ replaced by k. From the conditions (1.5) and (1.6) we can see that {Ψ^{k,l}_m } are Schwartz functions supported in {t ∈ R^n : 2^{−1} ≤ |t| ≤ 2}. In particular, we have by a routine calculation that there is a positive constant C_∘ independent of k and l such that B_{m,k,l} := ‖Ψ^{k,l}_m ‖_W 1,∞ ≤ C^m_∘ , (4.7) where W^{1,∞} is a non-homogeneous Sobolev space defined by ‖f‖_W 1,∞ := ‖f‖_∞ + ‖∇f||_∞. Using (2.1), we have 2^kΓ(|t|) ≲ 2^kΓ(2^{k∗} ) ≲ 1 whenever |t| ≲ 2^{k∗} . Applying Taylor’s expansion e^{i2k Γ(|t|)} = ∑_∞ m=0 (i2^k Γ(|t|))^m

m! and (4.6), we can write H_{k,no}f as H_{k,no}f(x) = ∑ l≥0 ∞∑ m=0 ∫ f(x − t) (i2^kΓ(t))^m m! ψ_{k∗−l}(t)K(t)dt

=: T_{0,k}f(x) + ∑ l≥0 ∞∑ m=1 (i2^kΓ(2^{k∗−l})^m m! T_{m,k,l}f(x), (4.8) where the operators T_{0,k} and T_{m,k,l} are respectively defined by T_{0,k}f(x) := p.v. ∫ f(x − t)ψ_{∘,k∗} (t)K(t)dt, T_{m,k,l}f(x) := ∫ f(x − t)Ψ_{k,m,l}(t)K(t)dt. (4.9)

Then we can reduce the matter to proving the associated jump inequalities for each term appearing on the right-hand side of (4.8). By (2.1) and a routine computation, we deduce B^{−1}_{m,k,l}|T_{m,k,l}f(x)| ≲ Mf(x). (4.10) We first bound T_{0,k}f. Establishing the desired jump inequality directly for the singular integral T_{0,k}f(x) appears challenging. To circumvent the singularity, as mentioned earlier below (4.2), we exploit this observation: the intended estimate (4.3) remains unaffected if we substitute T_{0,k}f(x) with T_{0,k}f(x) := ∑ n≥k_∗ f ∗ σ_n(x), (4.11)

where F{σ_n}(·) := σ̂(2^n·) and ⟨σ, f⟩ := ∫ f(t)ψ(t)K(t)dt. Note that σ̂(0) = 0 and σ is a compactly supported finite Borel measure. Next, we bound the jump inequality for T_{0,k}f. It follows by Theorem 1.2 in [16] that for p ∈ (1, ∞), ‖ ‖λ √ N_λ ( T_{0,k}f : k ∈ Z )‖ p ≲ ‖ ‖λ √ N_λ ( ∑ n≥k f ∗ σ_n : k ∈ Z )‖ p ≲ ‖f‖_p uniformly in λ > 0. As a result, for p ∈ (1, ∞), we obtain

sup_{λ>0} ‖ ‖λ √ N_λ ( T_{0,k}f : k ∈ Z )‖ p ≲ ‖f‖_p. To finish the proof of (4.1), it suffices to bound the desired jump inequality for the second term on the right-hand side of (4.8). We claim that for each p ∈ (1, ∞), ‖T_{m,k,l}f‖_Lp_{(l}2_{k )} ≲ B_{m,k,l}‖f‖_p. (4.12) Using Minkowski’s inequality, (4.2), (2.8) with k̄ = k, and the above claim (4.12) in order, we can deduce that the L^p(l^2_k) norm of the second term on the right-hand side of (4.8) is ≲ ∑ l≥0 ∑_∞ m=1 B_{m,k,l} m! 1 2^α0^{ml} ‖f‖p, which, together with the uniform estimate (4.7), implies the desired jump inequality. We next aim at proving the above claim (4.12). By the Littlewood-Paley decomposition f = ∑ j∈ZP_{j+l−k∗} f, it is sufficient to prove that there exists an ϵ > 0 such that for p ∈ (1, ∞) B^{−1}_{m,k,l}‖T_{m,k,l}P_{j+l−k∗} f‖_Lp_{(l}2_{k )} ≲ 2^{−ϵ|j|}‖f‖_p. (4.13) Utilizing (4.10), the Fefferman-Stein inequality and the Littlewood-Paley theory in sequence, we can easily obtain that for p ∈ (1, ∞), B^{−1}_{m,k,l}‖T_{m,k,l}P_{j+l−k∗} f‖_Lp_{(l}2_{k )} ≲ ‖MP_{j+l−k∗} f‖_Lp_{(l}2_{k )} ≲ ‖P_{j+l−k∗} f‖_Lp_{(l}2_{k )} ≲ ‖f‖_p. Thus, by interpolation, it suffices to prove B^{−1}_{m,k,l}‖F^{−1}{ ^f M_{j,l,k∗} }‖_L2_{(l}2_{k )} ≲ 2^{−ϵ|j|}‖f‖_2, (4.14) where the multiplier M_{j,l,k∗} is given by M_{j,l,k∗} (ξ) = ψ( ξ 2^{j+l−k∗} ) ∫ e^{−it·ξ}Ψ_{k,m,l}(t)K(t)dt = ψ( ξ 2^{j+l−k∗} ) ∫ e^{−i2k∗−lt·ξ}Ψ^{k,l}_m (t)dt. (4.15)

By Plancherel’s identity, it is sufficient for (4.14) to prove the uniform inequality |M_{j,l,k∗} (ξ)| ≲ B_{m,k,l} ψ( ξ 2^{j+l−k∗} )2^{−|j|}. (4.16)

Integrating by parts in t, we obtain from (4.15) that |M_{j,l,k∗} (ξ)| ≲ ψ( ξ 2^{j+l−k∗} )| ξ 2^{l−k∗} |^{−1}‖∇Ψ^{k,l}_m ‖_L∞ . (4.17) On the other hand, using ∫ Ψ^{k,l}_m (t)dt = 0 derived from ∫ S^{n−1} Ω(θ)dσ = 0, we can infer |M_{j,l,k∗} (ξ)| ≲ ψ( ξ 2^{j+l−k∗} )| ξ 2^{l−k∗} ‖Ψ^{k,l}_m ‖_L∞ . (4.18) Since |ξ| ∼ 2^{j+l−k∗} and (4.7), we finally obtain (4.16) by combining (4.17) and (4.18). This completes the proof of Lemma 4.1.

4.3. Proof of Lemma 4.2. Applying the Fourier inverse transform, we can write the multiplier of the operator H_{k,k∗+l} as m_{k,l}(ξ) := ∫ e^{iAk,l(t,ξ)}ψ̃(t)dt, (4.19) where the functions A_{k,l} and ψ̃ are given by A_{k,l}(t, ξ) := 2^kΓ(2^{l+k∗} |t|) − 2^{l+k∗} ξ · t and ψ̃(t) = ψ(t)K(t). (4.20) It follows from an elementary computation that ∇_t(A_{k,l}(t, ξ)) = t|t|^{−1}2^{k+l+k∗} Γ^′(2^{l+k∗} |t|) − 2^{l+k∗} ξ, which may imply that there exists a positive integer ν (large enough) such that |∇_t(A_{k,l}(t, ξ))| ≥ 2^{l/ν} (4.21) whenever |ξ| ≳ 2^{νl−k∗} or |ξ| ≲ 2^{−νl−k∗} . Indeed, for l ≥ 1, using |t| ∼ 1, (2.1), (1.5) and (1.6) with j = 1, along with (2.8), we derive

2^{α0l} ≲ 2^{k+l+k∗} Γ^′(2^{l+k∗} |t|) =

2^{l+k∗} Γ^′(2^{l+k∗} |t|) Γ(2^{l+k∗} )

Γ(2^{l+k∗} ) Γ(2^{k∗} )

2^kΓ(2^{k∗} ) ≲ 2^{α1l}, (4.22) and subsequently establish (4.21) by choosing ν sufficiently large. Therefore, relying on (4.21), we may anticipate that the integration by parts will yield the desired estimate whenever |ξ| ≳ 2^{νl−k∗} or |ξ| ≲ 2^{−νl−k∗} . However, for the remaining values of ξ, where the phase A_{k,l}(t, ξ) may exhibit a critical point, we must adopt a different approach. As we will see later, the corresponding estimates for the remaining ξ will hinge on the crucial property that the hyper-surface (t, 2^kΓ(2^{l+k∗} |t|)) possesses nonvanishing Gaussian curvature. Motivated by the above discussions, we utilize the Littlewood-Paley decomposition to get H_{k,k∗+l}f(x) = ∑ j≥νl H^j_{k,l}f(x) + ∑ j≤−νl H^j_{k,l}f(x) + ∑ |j|<νl H^j_{k,l}f(x), where ν is given by (4.21), and H^j_{k,l} := H_{k,k∗+l}P_{j−k∗} . Let m^j_{k,l}(ξ) denote the associated multiplier of H^j_{k,l} described by m^j_{k,l}(ξ) := ψ( ξ 2^{j−k∗} )m_{k,l}(ξ) (4.23) where m_{k,l} is defined in (4.19). Hence, it is sufficient for (4.4) to show that there is an ϵ > 0 such that for p ∈ (1, ∞), ‖ ∑ |j|<νl H^j_{k,l}f‖_Lp_{(l}2_{k )} ≲ 2^{−lϵ}‖f‖_p, (4.24) ‖ ∑ j≤−νl H^j_{k,l}f‖_Lp_{(l}2_{k )} ≲ 2^{−lϵ}‖f‖_p and (4.25) ‖ ∑ j≥νl H^j_{k,l}f‖_Lp_{(l}2_{k )} ≲ 2^{−lϵ}‖f‖_p. (4.26)

From (2.10) we can infer that for every p ∈ (1, ∞), ‖H^j_{k,l}f‖_Lp_{(l}2_{k )} ≲ ‖MP_{j−k∗} f‖_Lp_{(l}2_{k )} ≲ ‖f‖_p (4.27) with the implicit constant independent of (k, j, l).

We first treat (4.24). By (4.27) and interpolation, it suffices to show the case p = 2. By Plancherel’s identity, we further reduce the matter to proving the uniform estimate ‖m^j_{k,l}(ξ)‖_l2_k ≲ 2^{−lϵ} (4.28) with the implicit constant independent of j, l and ξ. Applying (4.20) and the polar coordinates, we can rewrite m_{l,k}(ξ) as m_{l,k}(ξ) = ∫ S^{n−1} Ω(θ) ( ∫ r^{−1}ψ(r)e^{iAk,l (rθ,ξ)}dr ) dσ. If the lower bound estimate | ∂^2 ∂r^2 (A_{k,l}(rθ, ξ))| = 2^k2^{2(l+k∗)}|Γ^{′′}(2^{l+k∗} r)| ≳ 2^{α0l} (4.29)

holds, where α_0 is given by (2.1), we can deduce, by van der Corput’s lemma, that |m_{k,l}(ξ)| ≲ 2^{−α0l/2}. Then the desired (4.28) with ϵ = α_0/2 follows from (4.23) since ∑ k∈Zψ_{j−k∗} (ξ) ≲ 1. So it remains to prove (4.29). Using the condition (1.5) with j = 2, (2.1) and (2.8), we have | ∂^2 ∂r^2 (A_{k,l}(rθ, ξ))| = 2^{2(l+k∗)}|Γ^{′′}(2^{l+k∗} r)| Γ(2^{l+k∗} r)

Γ(2^{l+k∗} r) Γ(2^{k∗} r)

Γ(2^{k∗} r) Γ(2^{k∗} )

2^kΓ(2^{k∗} ) ≳ 2^{α0l}, as desired.

We next prove (4.25). For j ≤ −νl and |ξ| ∼ 2^{j−k∗} , we have Taylor’s expansion e^{−i2l+k∗ ξ·t} = ∑_∞ m=0 (−i2^{l+k∗} ξ·t)^m m! . This with ∫ e^{iAk,l(t,0)}ψ̃(t)dt = 0 implies H^j_{k,l}f(x) = ∞∑ m=1 (−i)^m m! 2^{(j+l)m} T_mP_{j−k∗} f(x), (4.30)

where the operators {T_m} are given by T_mf(x) = ∫ ^f(ξ)e^{iξ·x} (∫ ( ξ 2^{j−k∗} · t)^me^{iAk,l(t,0)}ψ̃(t)dt ) dξ. (4.31)

By extending the term (2^{k∗−j} ξ · t)^m in (4.31), and using a routine computation, |T_mP_{j−k∗} f| can be bounded by the sum of O(n^m) terms of the form 2^m|P̃_{j−k∗ ,m}f|, where the operators {P̃_{j−k∗ ,m}} are variants of the Littlewood-Paley projection P_{j−k∗} . In particular, for every m ≥ 1 and p ∈ (1, ∞), ‖P̃_{j−k∗ ,m}f‖_Lp_{(l}2_{k )} ≲ 4^m‖f‖_p. Combining this estimate with (4.31) implies that there exists a positive constant C_∗ independent of m such that for every m ≥ 1 and p ∈ (1, ∞), ‖T_mP_{j−k∗} f‖_Lp_{(l}2_{k )} ≲ C^m_∗ ‖f‖_p, (4.32) where the implicit constant is independent of m. Then it follows from the combination of (4.32) and (4.30) that the L^p norm of H^j_{k,l}f can be bounded by ∑_∞ m=1 C^m_∗ m! 2^{(j+l)m}, up to a uniform constant. Then we achieve (4.25) by j ≤ −νl and a routine calculation.

Finally, we prove (4.26). Since j ≥ νl and ν is sufficiently large, we have (4.21). As in the previous statements, we will use the integration by parts (in the variable t) to the multiplier m^j_{k,l}. We define the differential operator L by L(g) := i^{2l+k∗ (ξ·∇t )g}_{|2l+k∗ ξ|2} , and denote by^tL the transpose of L. Integrating by parts in t gives m^j_{k,l}(ξ) = ψ( ξ 2^{j−k∗} ) ∫ L(e^{−i2l+k∗ ξ·t})e^{iAk,l (t,0)}ψ̃(t)dt = ψ( ξ 2^{j−k∗} ) ∫ e^{−i2l+k∗ ξ·t} (^tL) ( e^{iAk,l(t,0)}ψ̃(t) ) dt, (4.33)

where L(e^{−i2l+k∗ ξ·t}) = e^{−i2l+k∗ ξ·t} was used in the first equality of (4.33). Extending this term (^tL)(·) in the second integral of (4.33), and applying the upper bound in (4.22), we can write H^j_{k,l} as the sum of two terms like 2^{−(j+l−α1 l)}H̃^j_{k,l}f(x), up to a uniform constant, where H̃^j_{k,l} is a variant of H^j_{k,l}, and it satisfies an estimate similar to (4.27). Thus, to see (4.26), it suffices to show that for every l ≥ 1 and every j ≥ νl, 2^{−(j+l−α1 l)}‖H̃^j_{k,l}f‖_Lp_{(l}2_{k )} ≲ 2^{−j/2}‖f‖_p. (4.34) Invoking that ν is sufficiently large, we immediately achieve (4.34). This completes the proof of (4.26), and we finish the proof of Lemma 4.2.

5. A reduction of short variational estimate

5.1. An equivalent definition of V_r(H_j f). Making the change of variable u → 2^j u, we can write V_r(H_j f) as V_r(H_j f) := V_r ( H^{(2j u)}f : u ∈ [1, 2] ) . (5.1)

As the statements in Subsection 2.2, we choose to bound the B^{1/r}_{r,1} norm of χ(u)H^{(2j u)}f, where χ : R → [0, 1] denotes the smooth function with compact support in [2^{−1}, 2^2] and equals one on [1, 2]. However, it seems difficult to bound the B^{1/r}_{r,1} norm of χ(u)H^{(2j u)}f directly since the operator H^{(2j u)} behaves similarly to a singular integral operator whenever e^{i2j uΓ(|t|)} ∼ 1. More precisely, if we use the decomposition H^{(2j u)}f(x) = ∑ l≤0 H^{(2j u)}_{l+j∗} f(x) + ∑ l>0 H^{(2j u)}_{l+j∗} f(x), (5.2)

it will be difficult to bound the associated estimate for the first term on the right-hand side of (5.2). To overcome this difficulty, motivated by the arguments below (4.2), for each u, we substitute H^{(2j u)}f(x) by H^{(2j u)}f(x) + A_1, where A_1 = − ∑ l≤0 H^{(0)}_{l+j∗} f(x). This substitution yields a new operator T_{j,l}[u] which can be described by T_{j,l}[u]f := ∫ f(x − t)(e^{i2j uΓ(|t|)} − 1) 1 2^{n(l+j∗)} ψ̃( t 2^{l+j∗} )dt, (5.3)

where ψ̃ is given by (4.20). Consequently, we can replace H^{(2j u)}f in (5.1) by

H^{(2j u)}_∘ f(x) =: ∑ l≤0 T_{j,l}[u]f(x) + ∑ l>0 H^{(2j u)}_{l+j∗} f(x). (5.4)

Now, we can translate the estimate for ∑ l≤0 H^{(2j u)}_{l−j∗} f into an estimate for ∑ l≤0 T_{j,l}[u]f. Moreover, following the arguments handling the second term on the right-hand side of (4.8), we can obtain the desired estimate for T_{j,l}[u] (see Lemma 5.1 below). Finally, we rewrite V_r(H_j f) in a new form

V_r (H_j f) = V_r ( H^{(2j u)}_∘ f : u ∈ [1, 2] ) . (5.5)

5.2. Reduction of Proposition 3.2. Proposition 3.2 is a direct result of Lemmas 5.1 and 5.2 below.

Lemma 5.1. For l ≤ 0, r ∈ [2, ∞] and p ∈ (1, ∞). Suppose the function Γ ∈ U. Then there exists a positive constant ϵ such that ‖ ‖ ‖‖χ(u)Tj,l[u]f‖_B1/r_{r,1 (R)} ‖ ‖ ‖_{Lp(lrj )} ≲ 2^{ϵl}‖f‖p. (5.6) Lemma 5.2. For l ≥ 1, p ∈ (1, ∞), r ∈ (2, ∞) and r > p^′/n. Assume the function Γ ∈ U. Then there exists a positive constant ϵ such that ‖ ‖ ‖‖χ(u)H^{(2j u)}_{l+j∗} f‖_B1/r_{r,1 (R)} ‖ ‖ ‖_{Lp(lrj )} ≲ 2^{−ϵl}‖f‖p. We proceed to establish Proposition 3.2, assuming the validity of Lemmas 5.1 and 5.2.

Proof of Proposition 3.2. By (5.5), it now suffices to show the desired short variation-norm estimate for H^{(2j u)}_∘ . Utilizing (5.4), B^{1/r}_{r,1} → V_r and Minkowski’s inequality, we can achieve this estimate by directly using Lemmas 5.1 and 5.2. □

It remains to show Lemmas 5.1 and 5.2. It is worth noting that T_{j,l}[u]f is related to an essentially non-oscillatory integral. To elaborate further, expressing T_{j,l}[u]f as the sum of convolutions with kernels meeting mean value zero and desired decay estimates allows us to establish its corresponding squarefunction estimate using the Littlewood-Paley theory. However, proving Lemma 5.2, a key innovation in this paper, is more intricate. This complexity arises because we are currently dealing with an oscillatory integral, and its estimate necessitates the application of various techniques, including the Stein-Tomas restriction theorem. Therefore, in this section, we present the proof of the former, while the proof of the latter is deferred to the next section.

Proof of Lemma 5.1. It suffices to show the case r = 2 because B^{1/2}_{2,1} → B^{1/r}_{r,1} and l^2 → l^r for any r > 2. Using (2.8), 1 ≤ u ≤ 2 and |t| ∼ 2^{l+j∗} ≲ 2^{j∗} , we have 2^j uΓ(|t|) ≲ 1. Then we have Taylor’s expansion e^{i2j uΓ(|t|)} = ∑_∞ m=0 (i2^j uΓ(|t|))^m m! , which gives T_{j,l}[u]f(x) = ∞∑ m=1 ∫ f(x − t) (i2^j uΓ(|t|))^m m! 1 2^{n(l+j∗)} ψ̃( t 2^{l+j∗} )dt

= ∞∑ m=1 i^m m! ( 2^j uΓ(2^{l+j∗} ) )_m (f ∗ ρ_{m,l+j∗} )(x), where ρ_{m,l+j∗} is a smooth function defined by ρ_{m,l+j∗} (t) = 1 2^{n(l+j∗)} ρ_m( t 2^{l+j∗} ), ρ_m(t) = ( Γ(2^{l+j∗} |t|) Γ(2^{l+j∗} ) )_m ψ̃(t). By (4.20), ∫ S^{n−1} Ω(x)dσ(x) = 0 and (2.8), routine calculations show that ∫ ρ_m(t)dt = 0 and |ρ_m(t)| + |∇ρ_m(t)| ≲ C^m(1 + |t|)^{−n−1} (5.7)

for some uniform C > 0. In what follows, the uniform constant C may vary at each appearance. Using (5.7), we may further deduce ‖f ∗ ρ_{m,l+j∗} ‖_Lp_{(l}2_{j )} ≲ C^m‖f‖_p. (5.8) In addition, by ‖| · |^mχ(·)‖_B1/2_{2,1} ≲ C^m and (2.8), the left-hand side of (5.6) is majorized (up to an absolute constant) by 2^{α0l} ∑ m≥1 C^m m! ‖f ∗ ρ_{m,l+j∗} ‖_Lp_{(l}2_{j )} (5.9)

with α_0 as in (2.1). In the end, we achieve (5.6) with ϵ = α_0 by inserting (5.8) into (5.9). □

To finish the proof of Proposition 3.2, it remains to prove Lemma 5.2.

6. Short variation-norm estimate: proof of Lemma 5.2 In this section, the proof of Lemma 5.2 is reduced to establishing Propositions 6.1 and 6.2 below.

These propositions will be demonstrated by leveraging the combination of Lemma 6.3 with Lemma 6.6 and Lemma 6.7, respectively. The proofs of these lemmas employ diverse techniques, including the method of stationary phase (see Subsection 6.3), Stein-Tomas restriction estimates, a square-function estimate (see Lemma 6.4), and a localization technique (see Lemma 6.5).

6.1. Useful notations. Let j ∈ Z, l ≥ 1, r ∈ [2, ∞), p ∈ [1, ∞), let S be a subset of Z, and denote H_{j,l}f(u, x) := χ(u)H^{(2j u)}_{l+j∗} f(x), (u, x) ∈ R × R^n , ‖H_{j,l}f‖_{Wr,p(j∈S)} := ‖ ‖‖H_{j,l}f‖_{B1/rr,1 (u∈R)} ‖ ‖_{Lp(lrj (S))}, ‖H_{j,l}f‖_{wr,p(j∈S)} := ‖ ‖‖H_{j,l}f‖_{Lr(u∈R)} ‖ ‖_{Lp(lrj (S))}. (6.1)

Note that we may apply the interpolation inequality ‖H_{j,l}f(·, x)‖_B1/r_{r,1} ≲ ‖H_{j,l}f(·, x)‖_r + ‖H_{j,l}f(·, x)‖^{1−1/r}_r ‖H_{j,l}f(·, x)‖^{1/r}_{Ẇ 1,r} (6.2) to establish a connection between the W_{r,p}(j ∈ S) norm and the w_{r,p}(j ∈ S) norm, where Ẇ^{1,r} represents the homogeneous Sobolev space defined by ‖f‖_Ẇ 1,r = ‖∇f‖_r. Additionally, we will make use of interpolations involving the Hardy space H^1 (R^n ), addressing the endpoint case p = 1. 6.2. Reduction of Lemma 5.2. The proof of Lemma 5.2 will be reduced to establishing Propositions 6.1 and 6.2 below. As we will see later, each proof is founded on the following decomposition: H_{j,l}f = ∑ k∈Z H_{j,l}P_{k−j∗} f, (6.3) and the studies of the associated multiplier m_{k,j,l}(ξ) := ψ( ξ 2^{k−j∗} ) ∫ e^{iAuj,l(t,ξ)}ψ̃(t)dt (6.4) with the phase A^u_{j,l}(t, ξ) given by A^u_{j,l}(t, ξ) := u2^j Γ(2^{l+j∗} |t|) − 2^{l+j∗} t · ξ. (6.5) Keep in mind that the hyper-surface (t, 2^j Γ(2^{l+j∗} |t|)) has non-vanishing Gaussian curvature whenever Γ ∈ U and |t| ∼ 1. Note that we can rewrite H_{j,l}P_{k−j∗} f as a convolution, that is, H_{j,l}P_{k−j∗} f(u, x) = χ(u)(f ∗_x K_{k,j,l})(u, x), (6.6) where the kernel function K_{k,j,l} is given by K_{k,j,l}(u, x) := 2^{n(k−j∗)} ∫ R^{n+1} ψ(ξ)e^{i2k−j∗ ξ·(x−2l+j∗ t)+i2j uΓ(2l+j∗ |t|)}ψ̃(t)dtdξ. By integrating by parts in ξ, we can infer that for any N ∈ N, |K_{k,j,l}(u, x)| ≲_N 2^{−N(k+l)}E_{k−j∗,N} (x) whenever |x| ≥ 2^{l+j∗+10}. (6.7) In the following context, contrary to the earlier discussions, we cannot straightforwardly apply the upper bound in (2.1) to quantify the term Γ_{lj∗} (1) := Γ(2^{l+j∗} )/Γ(2^{j∗} ) or analogous terms. Otherwise, there is an inevitable risk of losing some range of values for p when employing interpolations. To bridge this gap, our approach involves partitioning the index set {j : j ∈ Z} in the sum into a union of subsets {S_{l,m}}_{m∈P} , and applying the more accurate estimate Γ_{lj∗} (1) ∼ 2^{m+l} within each subset S_{l,m}, where the sets S_{l,m}, P are defined respectively by S_{l,m} := {j ∈ Z : 2^{m+l} ≤ Γ_{lj∗} (1) < 2^{m+l+1}}, (6.8) P := {m ∈ Z : α_0l ≤ m + l ≤ α_1l}. (6.9) In the above arguments we confined the values of m to a smaller set P instead of considering the entire set Z, based on (2.1). Consequently, we can reduce the proof of Lemma 5.2 to establishing the validity of the following propositions: Propositions 6.1 and 6.2. These propositions address scenarios involving small p (near the endpoint) and large p, respectively.

Proposition 6.1. Let n ≥ 2, l ≥ 1, m ∈ P with P defined by (6.9), and let S_{l,m} be the set defined by (6.8). Suppose 1 < p < 2n/(2n − 1) and p^′/n < r ≤ p^′. Then ‖H_{j,l}f‖_{Wr,p(j∈Sl,m )} ≲ 2^{(m+l)(1/r−n/p′)}‖f‖_p, (6.10) where the implicit constant is independent of m, l.

Proposition 6.2. Let n, l, m and S_{l,m} be as in Proposition 6.1. Suppose 2 ≤ r < ∞ and 2(n + 1)/(n − 1) < p < ∞. Then there exists a positive constant ϵ such that ‖H_{j,l}f‖_{Wr,p(j∈Sl,m )} ≲ 2^{−(m+l)ϵ}‖f‖_p, (6.11) where the implicit constant is independent of m, l.

With the above propositions in hand, we proceed to prove Lemma 5.2.

Proof of Lemma 5.2. By interpolating (6.10) from Proposition 6.1 with (6.11) from Proposition 6.2, we can show that for l ≥ 1, p ∈ (1, ∞), r ∈ (2, ∞) and r > p^′/n, ‖H_{j,l}f‖_{Wr,p(j∈Sl,m)} ≲ 2^{−(m+l)ϵ}‖f‖_p (6.12) for some ϵ > 0. In fact, one can see in Figure 1 that the ranges of (p, r) in Propositions 6.1 and 6.2 are the interior of the rectangle AODB and the interior of the triangle CEF, respectively. Keeping in mind that #P ≲ l, we can finish the proof of Lemma 5.2 by combining the simple inequality ‖H_{j,l}f‖_{Wr,p(j∈Z)} ≤ ∑ m∈P ‖H_{j,l}f‖_{Wr,p(j∈Sl,m)} and (6.12). □ Note that we may deduce the estimate ‖H_{j,l}P_{k−j∗} f‖_{wr,p(j∈Sl,m)} ≲ ‖f‖_Hp (6.13) whenever n ≥ 2, r ∈ [2, ∞], p ∈ [1, ∞) and k, l ∈ Z. Indeed, by using the straightforward inequality |H_{j,l}f| ≲ Mf and the estimate for the vector-valued Hardy-Littlewood maximal function, the left-hand side of (6.13) can be bounded (up to a constant) by ‖χ‖_L∞_u ‖MP_{k−j∗} f‖_Lp_{(l}2_{j )} ≲ ‖P_{k−j∗} f‖_Hp_{(l}2_{j )}, which establishes (6.13) through (2.10).

6.3. Stationary phase analysis. Recall the expression (6.5) of the phase A^u_{j,l}(t, ξ). Simple computations give |∇_tA^u_{j,l}(t, ξ)| = u2^{j+l+j∗} Γ^′(2^{l+j∗} |t|)t|t|^{−1} − 2^{l+j∗} ξ. Following (2.1), (1.5) and (1.6) with j = 1, along with (6.8), we deduce that there exists a uniform constant C such that for |ξ| ∼ 2^{k−j∗} , l ≥ 1, u ∈ [1, 2] and j ∈ S_{l,m},

(i) A^u_{j,l}(·, ξ) does not have any critical points whenever |k − m| > C, and (ii) A^u_{j,l}(·, ξ) may possess a critical point whenever |k − m| ≤ C.

For the case (i) that we call the non-degenerate case, we will attain the desired estimate through standard integration by parts techniques. Specifically, we establish the following lemma: Lemma 6.3. Let n, l, m and S_{l,m} be as in Proposition 6.1. Suppose that p ∈ (1, ∞), r ∈ [2, ∞), and the integer k satisfies |k − m| > C. Then ‖H_{j,l}P_{k−j∗} f‖_{wr,p(j∈Sl,m)} ≲_N 2^{−N(|k−m|+m+l)}‖f‖_p (6.14) holds for any N ∈ N.

Proof of Lemma 6.3. We divide |k − m| > C into three cases: k > m + C, −l ≤ k < m − C and k < −l.^4 By performing integration by parts with respect to the variable t in each case, we can represent H_{j,l}P_{k−j∗} as the sum of O(1) terms, such as 2^{−N(m+l)}2^{−N|k−m|}H̃_{j,l}P̃_{k−j∗} . Here, the operator H̃_{j,l}P̃_{k−j∗} is a variant of the operator H_{j,l}P_{k−j∗} , and it satisfies the inequality ‖H̃_{j,l}P̃_{k−j∗} f‖_{wr,p(j∈Sl,m )} ≲ ‖f‖_Hp . (6.15) Finally, (6.14) follows from Minkowski’s inequality and (6.15). □ Next, we consider the case (ii) called the degenerate case, which is more involved. To treat this case, we will use the method of stationary phase. Let γ and F denote two functions γ(s) := (Γ^′)^{−1}(s) and F (s) := −sγ(s) + (Γ ∘ γ)(s). (6.16) Since (Γ^{′′} ∘ γ)(s)γ^′(s) = 1, a routine computation implies F^′(s) = −γ(s), F^{′′}(s) = − 1 (Γ^{′′} ∘ γ)(s)

. (6.17)

The stationary phase theorem (see, for example, page 360 in [36]) allows us to rewrite the multiplier m_{k,j,l}, defined by (6.4), as m_{k,j,l}(ξ) = ψ( ξ 2^{k−j∗} ) ( e^{−i2j uF (|ξ|/(2j u))}Ξ ( 2^{l+j∗} ξ, 2^j Γ(2^{l+j∗} )u ) + κ ( 2^{j∗+l}ξ, 2^j Γ(2^{l+j∗} )u )) , (6.18)

4If m + l ≤ C, we only need to directly address two cases: k > m + C and k < m − C.

where the functions Ξ : R^n × R → R and κ : R^n × R → R satisfy |∂^{α1}_ξ ∂^{α2}_u Ξ(ξ, u)| ≲_α (1 + |(ξ, u)|)^{−n/2−|α|}, (6.19) |∂^{α1}_ξ ∂^{α2}_u κ(ξ, u)| ≲_{N,α} (1 + |(ξ, u)|)^{−N−|α|} (6.20) for any N ∈ N and any multi-index α = (α_1, α_2) ∈ Z^n_{≥0} × Z_{≥0}. In particular, it follows that |m_{k,j,l}(ξ)| ≲ 2^{−n(m+l)/2}. (6.21) We end this subsection by introducing an elementary inequality, which will be frequently used to bound some error terms or terms with a rapid decay. For d ∈ N and N ≥ n + 1, we define the function E_{d,N} on R^n by E_{d,N} (x) := 2^{dn} 1 + |2^dx|^N

, which satisfies ‖E_{d,N} ∗ f‖_{q1} ≲ 2^{dn(1/q2−1/q1)}‖f‖_{q2} (6.22) for all 1 ≤ q_2 ≤ q_1 ≤ ∞.

6.4. A square-function estimate. Keep in mind that the space W_{r,p}(j ∈ S_{l,m}) is defined by (6.1). Lemma 6.4 below establishes a square-function estimate based on the assumption that the corresponding single annulus estimate holds.

Lemma 6.4. Let n, l, m and S_{l,m} be as in Proposition 6.1. Let p_n ∈ [2, ∞) be a real number. Suppose that the integer k satisfies |k − m| ≤ C with C given as in Subsection 6.3. For each p ∈ [p_n, ∞], there exists a constant B_{p,n,m,l} ≳ 2^{−n(m+l)/2} such that for any j ∈ S_{l,m}, ‖H_{j,l}P_{k−j∗} f‖_Lp_{(L}2_{u)} ≲ B_{p,n,m,l}‖f‖_p. (6.23) Then, for each p ∈ (p_n, ∞), we have ‖H_{j,l}P_{k−j∗} f‖_{W2,p(j∈Sl,m)} ≲ 2^{(m+l)/2} ( B_{p,n,m,l} + B̃ ) ‖f‖_p, (6.24) where B̃ = min{2^{(m+l)(n/pn−n/p)} B_{pn,n,m,l}, (m + l)B^{pn/p}_{pn,n,m,l}B^{1−pn/p}_{∞,n,m,l}}. The proof of Lemma 6.4, which is deferred to Section 7, relies on the Fefferman-Stein sharp maximal estimate and a modification of Seeger’s arguments as presented in [35]. While this procedure is standard, the presence of a generic radial phase function adds a slight complexity to the proof. Additionally, we permit the bound without the loss of 2^{(m+l)ϵ} since the endpoint p = p_n is omitted. By the way, we make no distinction between the constants B_{p,n,m,l} and B_{p,n,k,l} whenever |k − m| ≲ 1. 6.5. A technique of localization. For the operator H_{j,l}P_{k−j∗} , utilizing a spatial space localization technique, we will deduce its L^p(L^2_u)-L^p estimate from its associated L^p(L^2_u)-L^2 estimate. Lemma 6.5. Let n, l, m, S_{l,m} and k be as in Lemma 6.4. Let p ∈ [2, ∞] and j ∈ S_{l,m}, and suppose that the operator norm ‖H_{j,l}P_{k−j∗} ‖_L2_{→L}p_{(L}2_{u)} is finite. Then the estimate ‖H_{j,l}P_{k−j∗} ‖_Lp_{→L}p_{(L}2_{u)} ≲_N 2^{(l+j∗)(n/2−n/p)}‖H_{j,l}P_{k−j∗} ‖_L2_{→L}p_{(L}2_{u)} + 2^{−N(m+l)} (6.25) holds for any N ∈ N.

Proof of Lemma 6.5. For z := (z_1, · · · , z_n) ∈ Z^n, denote by Q_z the cube 2^{l+j∗} ∏_n i=1[z_i, z_i + 1), and denote by Q^∗_z the cube centered at z with side-length 2^{l+j∗+11}. By using the notation f_{Qz} := f1_{Qz} and recalling the expression (6.6), we can write H_{j,l}P_{k−j∗} f(u, x) as χ(u) ∑ z (f_{Qz} ∗_x K_{k,j,l})(u, x) = χ(u) ∑ z (f_{Qz} ∗_x K_{k,j,l})(u, x)1_Q∗_z (x) + χ(u) ∑ z (f_{Qz} ∗_x K_{k,j,l})(u, x)1_{(Q}∗_{z )}c (x) =: Y_{1kjl} (u, x) + Y_{2kjl}(u, x). (6.26)

Precisely, the choice of side lengths for Q_z and Q^∗_z depends on the estimate (6.7). To achieve (6.25), it suffices to prove the inequality ‖Y_{2kjl}‖_Lp_{(L}2_{u)} ≲_N 2^{−N(m+l)}‖f‖_p (6.27) for any N ∈ N, and the estimate ‖Y_{1kjl} ‖_Lp_{(L}2_{u)} ≲ ‖H_{j,l}P_{k−j∗} ‖_L2_{→L}p_{(L}2_{u)} ‖f‖_p. (6.28) Here the implicit constants in (6.27) and (6.28) are independent of k, m, j, l. Using (6.7) and |k−m| ≤ C, we immediately deduce the pointwise inequality |Y_{2kjl} |(u, x) ≲_N 2^{−N(m+l)}χ(u)|f| ∗ E_{k−j∗,N} (x). (6.29) Then, taking the L^p(L^2_u) norm on both sides of (6.29), and using the estimate (6.22), we can achieve the desired (6.27). Next, we prove (6.28). Note the estimate ‖Y_{1kjl}‖_Lp_{(L}2_{u)} ≲ ( ∑ z ‖H_{j,l}P_{k−j∗} f_{Qz} ‖^p_{Lp(L2u)} )_{1/p}

≲ ‖H_{j,l}P_{k−j∗} ‖_L2_{→L}p_{(L}2_{u)} ( ∑ z ‖f_{Qz} ‖^p_2)^{1/p}.

Then (6.28) follows from Fubini’s theorem and ‖f_{Qz} ‖_2 ≲ 2^{(l+j∗)(n/2−n/p)}‖f_{Qz} ‖_p. □ 6.6. Case 1: small p. We shall prove Proposition 6.1 by applying the following lemma: Lemma 6.6. Let n, l, m, k and S_{l,m} be as in Lemma 6.4. Suppose 1 < p ≤ 2 and 2 ≤ r ≤ p^′. Then ‖H_{j,l}P_{k−j∗} f‖_{wr,p(j∈Sl,m)} ≲ 2^{−n(m+l)/p′} ‖f‖_p. (6.30) By using (6.2), we can get from (6.30) that if n ≥ 2, p ∈ (2n/(2n − 1), 2], l, m, k and S_{l,m} are given as in Lemma 6.4, ‖H_{j,l}P_{k−j∗} f‖_{W2,p(j∈Sl,m )} ≲ 2^{(m+l)(1/2−n/p′ )}‖f‖_p. (6.31) Proof of Lemma 6.6. Interpolation shows that it suffices to prove the following estimates: ‖H_{j,l}P_{k−j∗} f‖_{wr,1(j∈Sl,m )} ≲ ‖f‖_H1 (r = 2, ∞), (6.32) ‖H_{j,l}P_{k−j∗} f‖_{w2,2(j∈Sl,m)} ≲ 2^{−n(l+m)/2}‖f‖_2. (6.33) Since (6.32) is a direct result of (6.13), we reduce the matter to proving (6.33). By Fubini’s theorem, ‖H_{j,l}P_{k−j∗} f‖_{w2,2(j∈Sl,m)} = ‖ ‖‖H_{j,l}P_{k−j∗} f‖_{L2u(L2)} ‖ ‖_{l2j (j∈Sl,m )}. Then, using Plancherel’s identity and (6.21), we deduce ‖H_{j,l}P_{k−j∗} f‖_{w2,2(j∈Sl,m)} ≲ 2^{−n(m+l)/2}‖P_{k−j∗} f‖_L2_{(l}2_{j )}, which yields (6.33) by employing the inequality (2.10). □ Proof of Proposition 6.1. Utilizing (6.2), (6.30) and (6.14) with N = 1, we can infer from a routine calculation that the inequality ‖H_{j,l}P_{k−j∗} f‖_{Wr,p(j∈Sl,m)} ≲ 2^{(l+m)(1/r−n/p′)}‖f‖_p (6.34) holds whenever 1 < p ≤ 2, 2 ≤ r ≤ p^′ and |k − m| ≤ C, and another inequality ‖H_{j,l}P_{k−j∗} f‖_{Wr,p(j∈Sl,m)} ≲ 2^{−|k−m|}2^{(l+m)(1/r−1)}‖f‖_p (6.35) holds whenever 1 < p < ∞, 2 ≤ r < ∞ and |k − m| > C. Here C is given as in Subsection 6.3. Then we can achieve (6.10) by employing the Littlewood-Paley decomposition f = ∑ |k−m|≤C P_{k−j∗} f + ∑ |k−m|>C P_{k−j∗} f, (6.36) Minkowski’s inequality, (6.34), (6.35) and n/p^′ < 1. □

6.7. Case 2: large p. In this subsection, we give the proof of Proposition 6.2 by using the following lemma. Let p̃_n = 2(n + 1)/(n − 1).

Lemma 6.7. Let n, l, m, k and S_{l,m} be as in Lemma 6.4. Suppose 2 ≤ r < ∞ and p̃_n < p < ∞. Then we have ‖H_{j,l}P_{k−j∗} f‖_{Wr,p(j∈Sl,m )} ≲ 2^{−n(m+l)/p}‖f‖_p. (6.37) Remark 1. For n ≥ 2, we deduce by interpolating (6.31) with (6.37) that there is an ϵ > 0 such that for every p ∈ (2n/(2n − 1), ∞), ‖H_{j,l}P_{k−j∗} f‖_{Wr,p(j∈Sl,m)} ≲ 2^{−(m+l)ϵ}‖f‖_p with l, m, k and S_{l,m} as in Lemma 6.4. This together with (6.35) and Lemma 5.1 gives, for every p ∈ (2n/(2n − 1), ∞), that the short variation-norm estimate ‖ ‖V sh_2 (Hf) ‖ ‖_p ≲ ‖f‖_p holds. On the other hand, the desired estimate for the long jump inequality was obtained in Section 4 (see (4.1)). Thus, for n ≥ 2 and every p ∈ (2n/(2n − 1), ∞), we can get the jump inequality (1.10).

We first prove Proposition 6.2 under the assumption that Lemma 6.7 holds.

Proof of Proposition 6.2. The proof is analogous to that of Proposition 6.1. Using (6.36) and Minkowski’s inequality, we see that Proposition 6.2 is a direct result of Lemma 6.7 and (6.35). □ It remains to show Lemma 6.7. Instead of directly using the point-wise estimate (6.21), we shall use the asymptotic expansion (6.18) to provide a more detailed analysis. In what follows, for any function h on R × R^n , we use ^h(u, ξ) := ∫ e^{−ix·ξ}h(u, x)dx. Let F denote the function defined by (6.16), and let G^∘_a, G_a and G^∘_κ be three operators defined by ^G∘_af(u, ξ) := e^{−i2j uF (2−j u−1|ξ|)} ^G_af(u, ξ), ^G_af(u, ξ) := χ(u)Ξ(2^{l+j}∗ ξ, u2^j Γ(2^{l+j}∗ )) ^f(ξ), ^G∘_κf(u, ξ) := χ(u)κ(2^{l+j}∗ ξ, u2^j Γ(2^{l+j}∗ )) ^f(ξ), (6.38)

where the functions Ξ and κ satisfy (6.19) and (6.20). Then we can rewrite H_{j,l}P_{k−j∗} f as H_{j,l}P_{k−j∗} f = G^∘_aP_{k−j∗} f + G^∘_κP_{k−j∗} f. (6.39) This reduces the matter to proving the associated desired estimates for G^∘_aP_{k−j∗} f and G^∘_κP_{k−j∗} f. Lemma 6.8. Let n, l, m, k and S_{l,m} be as in Lemma 6.7. Suppose p̃_n ≤ p ≤ ∞. Then (6.23) with B_{p,n,m,l} = 2^{−(m+l)(1/2+n/p)} holds. By accepting this lemma, we now prove Lemma 6.7 Proof of Lemma 6.7. It suffices to show the case r = 2. Clearly, Lemma 6.7 with r = 2 follows from Lemma 6.8 and Lemma 6.4 with n ≥ 2 and p_n = p̃_n. □ It remains to prove Lemma 6.8.

Proof of Lemma 6.8. Using Lemma 6.5 we are able to reduce the matter to showing ‖H_{j,l}P_{k−j∗} f‖_Lp_{(L}2_{u)} ≲ 2^{−(k−j∗)( n+12 − np′ )− l+j∗2 − n(m+l)2} ‖f‖_2, p̃_n ≤ p ≤ ∞. By (6.39), it is sufficient to show that for each p ∈ [p̃_n, ∞], ‖G^∘_aP_{k−j∗} f‖_Lp_{(L}2_{u)} ≲ 2^{−(k−j∗)( n+12 − np′ )− l+j∗2 − n(m+l)2} ‖f‖_2, a ∈ {a, κ}. (6.40) Proof of (6.40) for a = a. Let χ̃ denote the smooth function with compact support in [2^{−3}, 2^3], and set χ̃ = 1 on suppχ. By duality, it suffices to show that for all G(u, x) ∈ L^{p′} (L^2_u), ‖ψ( ξ 2^{k−j∗} ) ∫ e^{−i2j uF (2−j u−1 |ξ|)}χ̃(u) ^G(u, ξ)du‖_L2_ξ ≲ 2^{−(k−j∗)( n+12 − np′ )− l+j∗2} ‖G‖_Lp′_{(L}2_{u)}. (6.41)

Actually, using (6.38) we write G_aP_{k−j∗} g = K̃_{j,k,l} ∗_x g with the kernel K̃_{j,k,l}(u, x) described by K̃_{j,k,l}(u, x) = χ(u) ∫ e^{iξ·x}ψ( ξ 2^{k−j∗} ) Ξ ( 2^{l+j∗} ξ, u2^j Γ(2^{l+j∗} ) ) dξ = 2^{n(k−j∗)}χ(u) ∫ e^{i2k−j∗ ξ·x}ψ(ξ) Ξ ( 2^{l+k}ξ, u2^j Γ(2^{l+j∗} ) ) dξ. By integration by parts and (6.19), we have |K̃_{j,k,l}(u, x)| + | ∂K̃_{j,k,l} ∂u (u, x)| ≲ 2^{−n(m+l)/2}|(χ, χ^′)|(u) E_{k−j∗ ,N} (x) for any N ∈ N, which yields from Sobolev’s inequality that ‖K̃_{j,k,l}‖_L1_{(L}∞_{u )} ≲ ‖K̃_{j,k,l}‖_L1_{(L}1_{u)} + ‖ ∂K̃_{j,k,l} ∂u ‖_L1_{(L}1_{u)} ≲ 2^{−n(m+l)/2}. (6.42) By Hölder’s inequality and Young’s inequality, we deduce from (6.42) that ‖G_aP_{k−j∗} g‖_Lp′_{(L}2_{u)} ≲ 2^{−n(m+l)/2}‖g‖_Lp′_{(L}2_{u)}. (6.43) Then, we finish the proof of (6.40) with a = a by using (6.41) with G = G_aP_{k−j∗} g and (6.43).

It remains to prove (6.41). Let h : R × R^n → R denote the function given by ^h(r, η) := ψ( r 2^{k−j∗} ) ∫ e^{−i2j uF (2−j u−1 r)}χ̃(u) ^G(u, rη)du. Using polar coordinates we rewrite the square of the left-hand side of (6.41) as ∫_∞ 0 ∫ S^{n−1} |^h(r, θ)|^2dσr^{n−1}dr. (6.44) By the Stein-Tomas restriction theorem ∫ S^{n−1} | ^f(θ)|^2dσ ≲ ‖f‖^2_q′ whenever p̃_n ≤ q ≤ ∞, the change of variable x → rx, and Minkowski’s inequality, (6.44) ≲ ∫_∞ 0 ‖h(r, ·)‖^2_p′ r^{n−1}dr ≲ 2^{−(k−j∗)(n+1−2n/p′ )}‖Θ‖^2_p′ , where Θ(x) := ( ∫_∞ 0 |r^nh(r, rx)|^2dr)^{1/2}. Hence, it is sufficient for (6.41) to show Θ^2(x) ≲ 2^{−(l+j∗)}‖G(·, x)‖^2. (6.45) Note that r^nh(r, rx) = ψ(^r_{2k−j∗} ) ∫ e^{−i2j uF (2−j u−1 r)}χ̃(u)G(u, x)du. Using the T T^∗ argument, we rewrite Θ^2(x) as

Θ^2(x) = ∫_∞ 0 ∫ u_1 ,u_2 |ψ(2^{−(k−j∗ )}r)|^2e^{iQu1 ,u2 (r)}χ̃(u_1)χ̃(u_2)G(u_1, x)G(u_2, x)du_1du_2dr, = 2^{k−j∗} ∫_∞ 0 ∫ u_1 ,u_2 |ψ(r)|^2e^{iQu1 ,u2 (2k−j∗ r)}χ̃(u_1)χ̃(u_2)G(u, x)G(u, x)du_1du_2dr. (6.46)

where the function Q_{u1 ,u2} is given by Q_{u1,u2} (r) := 2^j u_1F (2^{−j} u^{−1}_1 r) − 2^j u_2F (2^{−j} u^{−1}_2 r). (6.47) It follows from (6.16) and (6.17) that Q^′_{u1,u2} (r) = γ(2^{−j} u^{−1}_2 r) − γ(2^{−j} u^{−1}_1 r), which, according to the mean value theorem, leads to d dr (Q_{u1 ,u2} (2^{k−j∗} r)) = 2^{k−j∗} ( γ(2^{k−j−j∗} u^{−1}_2 r) − γ(2^{k−j−j∗} u^{−1}_1 r) )

= 2^{k−j∗} 2^{k−j−j∗} r(u^{−1}_1 − u^{−1}_2 ) (Γ^{′′} ∘ γ)(2^{k−j−j∗} u_∘r) for some u_∘ ∈ (u^{−1}_1 , u^{−1}_2 ). We claim |γ(2^{k−j∗−j} u_∘r)| ∼ |γ(2^{k−j∗−j} )| ∼ 2^{l+j∗} (6.48) whenever r ∼ 1, and proceed with the proof of (6.45). From (6.48), (1.5) with j = 2, and u_1, u_2 ∼ 1 we deduce | d dr (Q_{u1 ,u2} (2^{k−j∗} r))| = 2^{k−j∗} |γ(2^{k−j∗−j} u_∘r)|| 2^{k−j∗−j} u_∘r (Γ^{′′} ∘ γ)(2^{k−j∗−j} u_∘r)γ(2^{k−j∗ −j} u_∘r) || u^{−1}_1 − u^{−1}_2 u_∘ | ≳ 2^{k−j∗} 2^{l+j∗} |u_1 − u_2|. (6.49)

Then, integration by parts gives ∫_∞ 0 |ψ(r)|^2e^{iQu1 ,u2 (2k−j∗ r)}dr ≲ 1 1 + 2^{2(k+l)}|u_1 − u_2|^2 . Inserting this into (6.46), we have

Θ^2(x) ≲ 2^{k−j∗} ∫ u_1 ,u_2

|χ̃(u_1)χ̃(u_2)| |G(u_1, x)G(u_2, x)| 1 + 2^{2(k+l)}|u_1 − u_2|^2 du_1du_2, which yields from Hölder’s inequality that Θ^2(x) ≲ 2^{k−j∗} ‖G(·, x)‖_2 ‖ ‖ ‖|G(·, x) ∗_u 1 1 + 2^{2(k+l)}| · |^2 ‖ ‖ ‖ L^2_u

. (6.50)

At last, we get (6.45) by applying Young’s inequality to (6.50).

To finish the proof of (6.40) with a = a, it remains to show the claim (6.48). Note that the first estimate is a direct result of Lemma 2.1. For the second estimate, we need to exploit some useful information from j ∈ S_{l,m} defined by (6.8). More precisely, we see that

2^k ∼ 2^m ∼ 1 2^l

Γ(2^{l+j∗} ) Γ(2^{j∗} ) whenever j ∈ S_{l,m}.

By Lemma 2.1 again, we deduce |γ(2^{k−j∗−j} )| ∼ |γ ( 1 2^{l+j∗+j} Γ(2^{l+j∗} ) Γ(2^{j∗} ) ) |. (6.51)

Besides, applying (1.5) and (1.6) with j = 1, and (2.8), we deduce Γ(2^{l+j∗} ) 2^{l+j∗+j} Γ(2^{j∗} ) = Γ(2^{l+j∗} ) 2^{l+j∗} Γ^′(2^{l+j∗} )

Γ^′(2^{l+j∗} ) 2^j Γ(2^{j∗} )

∼ Γ^′(2^{l+j∗} ). (6.52)

Finally, the claim (6.48) follows from (6.51), (6.52), (1.5) and (1.6) with j = 1, and (2.8).

Proof of (6.40) for a = κ. We see from (6.19) and (6.20) that the function κ decays faster than the function Ξ, therefore the associated proof of (6.40) for a = κ should be simpler. Write G^∘_κP_{k−j∗} f := f ∗_x K̄_{j,k,l}, where the kernel K̄_{j,k,l}(u, x) is given by K̄_{j,k,l}(u, x) = 2^{n(k−j}∗^)χ(u) ∫ e^{i2k−j∗ ξ·x}ψ(ξ)κ ( 2^{l+k}ξ, u2^j Γ(2^{l+j∗} ) ) dξ. Then, by following the arguments yielding the estimate for K̃_{j,k,l}(u, x), we have |K̄_{j,k,l}(u, x)| ≲_N 2^{−N(m+l)}χ(u)E_{k−j∗ ,N} (x) for any N ∈ N, and then ‖K̄_{j,k,l}‖_Lq_{(L}2_{u)} ≲_N 2^{−N(m+l)}2^{n(k−j∗)/q′} for any q ≥ 1 and any N ≥ n + 1. This yields by Minkowski’s inequality, Sobolev’s inequality and (6.22) that ‖G^∘_κP_{k−j∗} f‖_Lp_{(L}2_{u)} ≲ ‖K̄_{j,k,l}‖_L2p/(p+2)_{(L}2_{u)}‖f‖_2 ≲_N 2^{−N(m+l)}2^{(k−j∗)(n/p′−n/2)}‖f‖_2 for any N ≥ n + 1. Taking N large enough, we can end the proof of (6.40) for a = κ. □

Remark 2. For the one-dimensional case, it is necessary to establish the following local smooth estimate: There are two constants ϵ > 0 and p_1 ≥ 4 such that for every p ∈ (p_1, ∞), ‖G^∘_aP_{k−j∗} f‖_{Wp,p(j∈Sl,m)} ≲ 2^{−(m+l)ϵ}‖f‖_p, where l, m, k and S_{l,m} are as in Lemma 6.7. For specific homogeneous phase functions, this estimate can be achieved through Tao’s bilinear estimate or decoupling theory. However, achieving it without adding additional conditions is challenging due to the general nature of the phase function.

7. Proof of Lemma 6.4 In this section, we give the proof of Lemma 6.4.

Proof of Lemma 6.4. By (6.2), it suffices to show that for each p ∈ (p_n, ∞), ‖H_{j,l}P_{k−j∗} f‖_{w2,p(j∈Nl,m )} ≲ ( B_{p,n,m,l} + B̃ ) ‖f‖_p (7.1) uniformly in N ∈ N, where N_{l,m} := S_{l,m} ∩ [−N , N ]. For each (l, m), we denote by G_{l,m} the square function G_{l,m}(x) := ( ∑ j∈N_{l,m} ‖H_{j,l}P_{k−j∗} f(·, x)‖^2)^{1/2}. (7.2) Then, we rewrite (7.1) as ‖G_{l,m}‖_p ≲ ( B_{p,n,m,l} + B̃ ) ‖f‖_p. (7.3) From (6.23) we first obtain that for all p_n ≤ q ≤ ∞, ‖G_{l,m}‖_Lq ≲ N^{1/2}B_{q,n,m,l}‖f‖_q. (7.4) To accomplish the goal (7.3), we need to remove the dependence of N on the right-hand side of (7.4). For any function h ∈ L^1_{loc}, we denote by h^# the Fefferman-Stein sharp maximal function of h, which can be given by

h^#(x) := sup_{Q∋x} 1 |Q| ∫ Q | | |h(y) − 1 |Q| ∫ Q h(w)dw | | | dy, where the supremum is over all cubes Q containing x. Since (7.4), we have ‖G_{l,m}‖_q ≲_q ‖G^#_{l,m}‖_q for all q ∈ (p_n, ∞) (see [13] for the details). Then, it is sufficient for (7.3) to show ‖G^#_{l,m}‖_p ≲ ( B_{p,n,m,l} + B̃ ) ‖f‖_p, p ∈ (p_n, ∞). (7.5) By triangle inequality, we have G^#_{l,m}(x) ≲ sup_{Q∋x} 1 |Q|^2 ∫ Q ∫ Q ( ∑ j∈N_{l,m} ‖ ‖H_{j,l}P_{k−j∗} f(·, w) − H_{j,l}P_{k−j∗} f(·, y) ‖ ‖^2 )_{1/2} dwdy. For every integer L, we denote by Q_L(x) the family of cubes containing x with side-length in (2^{L−1}, 2^L], and denote two subsets of N_{l,m} by N^L_{ilm} (i = 1, 2), which are given respectively by N^L_{1lm} := N_{l,m} ∩ {j ∈ Z : l + j_∗ ≤ L} and N^L_{2lm} := N_{l,m} ∩ {j ∈ Z : l + j_∗ > L}. Define two maximal functions A_{s,l,m}f(x) and A_{b,l,m}f(x) by A_{s,l,m}f(x) := sup_{L∈Z} sup_{Q∈QL(x)} 1 |Q| ∫ Q ( ∑ j∈N^L_{1lm} ‖H_{j,l}P_{k−j∗} f(·, y)‖^2 )_{1/2} dy,

A_{b,l,m}f(x) := sup_{L∈Z} sup_{Q∈QL(x)} 1 |Q|^2 ∫ Q ∫ Q ∑ j∈N^L_{2lm} ‖H_{j,l}P_{k−j∗} f(·, w) − H_{j,l}P_{k−j∗} f(·, y)‖_2dwdy.

Hence, G^#_{l,m}(x) ≲ A_{s,l,m}f(x) + A_{b,l,m}f(x), and it is sufficient for (7.5) to show ‖A_{s,l,m}f‖_p ≲ 2^{−n(m+l)/2} ‖f‖_p for 2 ≤ p ≤ ∞, (7.6) ‖A_{b,l,m}f‖_p ≲ (B_{p,n,m,l} + B̃) ‖f‖_p for p_n < p < ∞. (7.7) Proof of (7.6). By interpolation, it suffices to prove (7.6) for two endpoints p = 2 and p = ∞.

Since A_{s,l,m}f(x) ≲ MG_{l,m}(x), where G_{l,m} is given by (7.2), we have ‖A_{s,l,m}f‖_2 ≲ ‖MG_{l,m}‖_2 ≲ ( ∑ j∈Z ‖H_{j,l}P_{k−j∗} f‖^2_L2_{u(L}2_))^{1/2}. (7.8)

From Plancherel’s identity and (6.21) we can see ‖H_{j,l}P_{k−j∗} f‖_L2_{u(L}2_) ≲ 2^{−n(m+l)/2}‖P_{k−j∗} f‖_2. (7.9)

Then, plugging (7.9) into (7.8), and using (2.10), we obtain (7.6) for the case p = 2. Next, we consider the case p = ∞. Note that there exist an integer L and a cube Q_x containing x with side-length in (2^{L−1}, 2^L] such that A_{s,l,m}f(x) ≲ 1 |Q_x| ∫ Q_x ( ∑ j∈N^L_{1lm} ‖H_{j,l}P_{k−j∗} f(·, y)‖^2)^{1/2}dy, which yields by triangle inequality and Hölder’s inequality that A_{s,l,m}f(x) ≲ ( 1 |Q_x| ∫ Q_x ∑ j∈N^L_{1lm} ‖H_{j,l}P_{k−j∗} (f1_BL_x )(·, y)‖^2dy )_{1/2}

+ 1 |Q_x| ∫ Q_x ∑ j∈N^L_{1lm} ‖H_{j,l}P_{k−j∗} (f1_{(B}L_{x )}c )(·, y)‖_2dy =: R^L_{1lm}f(x) + R^L_{2lm}f(x),

(7.10)

where B^L_x is a ball containing x with side-length 2^{L+20}. The decomposition for f with respect to B^L_x is motivated by (6.7). Using (7.9), we have R^L_{1lm}f(x) ≲ 2^{−Ln/2}( ∑ j∈Z ‖H_{j,l}P_{k−j∗} (f1_BL_x )‖^2_L2_{u(L}2_))^{1/2} ≲ 2^{−Ln/2}2^{−n(m+l)/2}‖f1_BL_x ‖_2 ≲ 2^{−n(m+l)/2}‖f‖_∞. (7.11)

Thanks to (6.7), we can infer R^L_{2lm}f(x) ≲_N |Q_x|^{−1} ∫ Q_x ∑ j∈N^L_{1lm} ∫ R^n\B^L_x E_{k−j∗ ,N} (y − w)|f(w)|dwdy

≲_N ∑ j∈N^L_{1lm} ∫ |y|≥2^L E_{k−j∗,N} (y)dy ‖f‖_∞. We may obtain from (2.9) with ϕ(j) = j_∗ that for any β > 0, ∑ j: j_∗ ≤L−l 2^{βj∗} ≲_β 2^{β(L−l)}. (7.12)

Using (7.12), we further deduce by setting N > 3n/2 that R^L_{2lm}f(x) ≲ ∑ j∈N^L_{1lm} 2^{−(L+k−j∗)(N−n)}‖f‖_∞ ≲ 2^{−k(N−n)}2^{−L(N−n)} ∑ j:j_∗≤L−l 2^{j∗(N−n)}‖f‖_∞ ≲ 2^{−(k+l)(N−n)}‖f‖_∞. (7.13)

At last, (7.6) for the case p = ∞ can be achieved by plugging (7.11) and (7.13) into (7.10).

Proof of (7.7). Let n_0 be a big positive integer such that (j_1)_∗ ≠ (j_2)_∗ whenever |j_1 − j_2| ≥ n_0. Here (j_i)_∗ is defined by (2.7) with k̄ = j_i. Now, we decompose N^L_{2lm} into n_0 sets S_1, S_2, · · · , S_{n0} , which are defined by S_i := ( n_0Z + i ) ∩ N^L_{2lm}, i = 1, · · · , n_0. Then, to prove (7.7), it suffices to show that for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n_0 ‖A^i_{b,l,m}f‖_p ≲ ( B_{p,n,m,l} + B̃ ) ‖f‖_p, (7.14) where the function A^i_{b,l,m}f is given by A^i_{b,l,m}f(x) := sup_{L∈Z} sup_{Q∈QL (x)} 1 |Q|^2 ∫ Q ∫ Q ∑ j∈S_i ‖H_{j,l}P_{k−j∗} f(·, w) − H_{j,l}P_{k−j∗} f(·, y)‖_2dwdy.

At this moment, the function v(j) := j_∗ + l − L is an injection on S_i, which shows that j = h(v), the inverse function of v(j), is well-defined on the range of v denoted by S̃_i. Changing the variable j → h(v) and splitting the set S̃_i into two subsets S̃^′_i and S̃^{′′}_i , which are defined by S̃^′_i := S̃_i ∩ {v ∈ Z : v > k + l}, S̃^{′′}_i := S̃_i ∩ {v ∈ Z : 1 ≤ v ≤ k + l}, we can infer the inequality A^i_{b,l,m}f(x) ≤ ∑ v∈S̃^′_i A^i_{blmv} f(x) + ∑ v∈S̃^{′′}_i A^i_{blmv} f(x) =: A_{1lm}f(x) + A_{2lm}f(x), (7.15) where the operator A^i_{blmv} is given by A^i_{blmv} f(x) := sup_{L∈Z} sup_{Q∈QL(x)} 1 |Q|^2 ∫ Q ∫ Q ‖H_{v,l,k,L}f(·, y) − H_{v,l,k,L}f(·, w)‖_2dwdy (7.16) in which H_{v,l,k,L}f(u, x) := H_{h(v),l}P_{k−(v+L−l)}f(u, x). (7.17) Thanks to (7.15), it is sufficient for (7.14) to show ‖A_{1lm}f‖_p ≲ B_{p,n,m,l}‖f‖_p, p_n ≤ p ≤ ∞, (7.18) ‖A_{2lm}f‖_p ≲ B̃ ‖f‖_p, p_n < p < ∞. (7.19) First we prove (7.18). According to the fundamental theorem of calculus, we estimate the L^2_u norm of H_{v,l,k,L}f(u, y) minus H_{v,l,k,L}f(u, w) by the sum of O(n) terms like 2^{k−(L−l+v)}|y − w| ∫_1 0 ‖(H_{h(v),l}P̃_{k−(v+L−l)}f)(·, y + s(w − y))‖_2ds ≲ 2^{k−v+l} ∫_1 0 ‖(H_{h(v),l}P̃_{k−(v+L−l)}f)(·, y + s(w − y))‖_2ds (7.20)

where |y − w| ≲ 2^L was applied. Write H̃_{v,l,k,L}(u, x) := H_{h(v),l}P̃_{k−(v+L−l)}(u, x). Thus, we can bound |A^i_{blmv} f| by the sum of O(n) terms, such as 2^{k−v+l} sup_{L∈Z}M(‖H̃_{v,l,k,L}f‖_L2_u ). Now, in order to show (7.18), by l^q ⊂ l^∞ for any q < ∞ and Fubini’s theorem, it suffices to prove that for p_n ≤ p ≤ ∞, ( ∑ L ‖H̃_{v,l,k,L}f‖^p_{Lp(L2u)} )_{1/p} ≲ B_{p,n,m,l}‖f‖_p whenever v ∈ S̃^′_i. (7.21) Indeed, changing the variable j → h(v) in (6.23) gives ‖H̃_{v,l,k,L}f‖_Lp_{(L}2_{u)} ≲ B_{p,n,m,l}‖P̃_{k−(v+L−l)}f‖_p, p_n ≤ p ≤ ∞, (7.22) which immediately yields (7.21) by the Littlewood-Paley theory.

Remark 3. In estimating ‖H_{v,l,k,L}f(·, y) − H_{v,l,k,L}f(·, w)‖_2, (7.20) is inefficient if v ≤ k + l. In fact, in cases of v ≤ k +l, we can use a trivial inequality ‖H_{v,l,k,L}f(·, y)−H_{v,l,k,L}f(·, w)‖_2 ≤ ‖H_{v,l,k,L}f(·, y)‖_2 + ‖H_{v,l,k,L}f(·, w)‖_2 instead. Consequently, we have |A^i_{blmv} f| ≲ sup_{L∈Z}M(‖H_{v,l,k,L}f‖_L2_u ). (7.23) To achieve the desired (7.19), it suffices to show ‖A^i_{blmv} f‖_{pn} ≲ B_{pn,n,m,l} ‖f‖_{pn} , (7.24) ‖A^i_{blmv} f‖_∞ ≲ min{2^{nv/pn} B_{pn,n,m,l}, B_{∞,n,m,l}} ‖f‖_∞. (7.25) Indeed, interpolating (7.24) and (7.25) gives ‖A^i_{blmv} f‖_p ≲ min{2^{v(n/pn−n/p)}B_{pn,n,m,l}, B^{pn/p}_{pn,n,m,l} B^{1−pn/p}_{∞,n,m,l}}‖f‖_p, which yields ‖A_{2lm}f‖_p ≲ min { ∑ 1≤v≤k+l 2^{v(n/pn−n/p)}B_{pn,n,m,l}, (k + l)B^{pn/p}_{pn,n,m,l} B^{1−pn/p}_{∞,n,m,l} } ‖f‖_p.

Hence, using p > p_n, we can achieve (7.19). We first prove (7.24). Using (7.23) we obtain ‖A^i_{blmv}f‖^{pn}_{pn} ≲ ∑ L∈Z‖H_{v,l,k,L}f‖^{pn}_{Lpn (L2u)}. Then (7.24) follows from (7.22) with p = p_n and the Littlewood-Paley theory.

Next, we show (7.25). Since ‖A^i_{blmv} f‖_∞ ≲ B_{∞,n,m,l}‖f‖_∞ derived from (7.22), it suffices to show ‖A^i_{blmv} f‖_∞ ≲ 2^{nv/pn} B_{pn,n,m,l}‖f‖_∞. (7.26) Decomposing f = f1_BL+v+20_x + f1_{(B}L+v+20_{x )c} =: F_{1Lv,x} + F_{2Lv,x}, where B^L_x is defined as the statements below (7.10), we shall bound A^i_{blmv} F_{dLv,x} (d = 1, 2). This decomposition of f is based on (6.7). By Hölder’s inequality and (7.21), the inequality 1 |Q| ∫ Q ‖H_{v,l,k,L}F_{1Lv,x}‖_L2_u dy ≲ ( 1 |Q| ∫ Q ‖H_{v,l,k,L}F_{1Lv,x}‖^{pn}_{L2u} dy )_{1/pn} ≲ 2^{−Ln/pn} B_{pn,n,m,l}‖F_{1Lv,x}‖_{pn} holds for all Q ∈ Q_L(x). This with Hölder’s inequality ‖F_{1Lv,x}‖_{pn} ≲ |B^{L+v}_x |^{1/pn} ‖f‖_∞ implies A^i_{blmv} F_{1Lv,x}(x) ≲ 2^{nv/pn} B_{pn,n,m,l}‖f‖_∞. (7.27) In addition, since 1 ≤ v ≤ k + l and B_{p,n,m,l} ≳ 2^{−n(m+l)/2}, if the inequality A^i_{blmv} F_{2Lv,x}(x) ≲_N 2^{−N(m+l)}‖f‖_∞, (7.28) holds for any N ∈ N, we will obtain (7.26) by combining (7.27) and (7.28). Thus, it remains to show (7.28). Invoking (7.17), for any g ∈ L^∞, we can write H_{v,l,k,L}g(u, x) = χ(u)(g ∗_x K_{klvL})(u, x), where K_{klvL}(u, x) := 2^{n(k+l−v−L)} ∫ R^{n+1} ψ(ξ)e^{i2k+l−v−L ξ·(x−2v+Lt)+i2h(v) uΓ(2v+Lt)}ψ̃(t)dtdξ. Integrating by parts in the variable ξ shows |K_{klvL}(u, x)| ≲_N 2^{−N(m+l)}E_{k+l−v−L,N} (x) whenever |x| ≥ 2^{L+v+10}. Then, for any u ∼ 1 and y ∈ Q ∈ Q_L(x), we deduce |H_{v,l,k,L}F_{2x}(u, y)| ≲_N 2^{−N(m+l)}‖f‖_∞, which, with the definition (7.16) of the operator A^i_{blmv} , yields (7.28) by Young’s inequality. □

8. Sharpness of Theorem 1.1 In this section, we show that r ≥ p^′/n is necessary.^5 Without loss of generality, from (1.5) and (1.6) we may assume Γ^{′′} > 0 and there are two constants C_1 ∈ (0, 1/10) and C_2 ∈ (1, ∞) such that

C_1 ≤ sΓ^{′′}(s) Γ^′(s)

≤ C_2. (8.1)

By a routine calculation, it follows from (8.1) that for all l ∈ Z and s ∈ (0, ∞),

2^{C1s} ≤

Γ^′(2^{l+s}) Γ^′(2^l)

≤ 2^{C2s}. (8.2)

In addition, we can also assume Γ(1) = 1 in what follows. Let k represent a sufficiently large integer, and define 2^{k̃} := Γ^′(2^k), ^f_k(ξ) := ψ(2^{−k̃}ξ) (8.3) (here, ψ is defined as in Notation). Moreover, consider two fixed constants ϵ_0 and λ that satisfy 0 < C_2ϵ_0 ≤ 1/4, C_1λ ≥ 4. (8.4) By the uncertain principle, (8.3), and (1.5)-(1.6) with j = 1, we obtain ‖f_k‖_p ∼ 2^{k̃n/p′} ∼ ( 2^{−k}Γ(2^k) )_{n/p}′ . This implies that it suffices to show ‖ V_r ( H^{(u)}f_k : u ∈ [1, 2] )‖ L^p(I_{k,ϵ0} ) ≳ Γ(2 k)^{1/r}2^{−kn/p′} , (8.5) where the constant ϵ_0 is given by (8.4), and the set I_{k,ϵ0} is defined by I_{k,ϵ0} = {x ∈ R^n : 2^{k−2ϵ0} ≤ |x| ≤ 2^{k−ϵ0} }. Indeed, by taking f = f_k in (1.7) and setting k → ∞ (so that Γ(2^k) → ∞), we immediately deduce 1/r ≤ n/p^′. 5The arguments also work for the case n = 1.

Next, we show (8.5). Let Ψ : R → [0, 1] be a smooth function with compact support in [2^{−λ}, 2^λ], where λ is given by (8.4), and set Ψ such that ∑ j∈ZΨ_j (|t|) = 1 for all t ∈ R^n \ {0}, where Ψ_j (·) := Ψ(2^{−j} ·). By this partition of unity, we can write H^{(u)}f as

H^{(u)}f(x) = ∑ j∈Z ∫ e^{iξ·x}ψ( ξ 2^{k̃}

) Ξ^u_{k,j} (ξ)dξ =: ∑ j∈Z H^{(u)}_{j+k}f(x), where Ξ^u_{k,j} (ξ) := ∫ e^{−iξ·t+iuΓ(|t|)}K(t)Ψ_{j+k} (t)dt. Using (2.1) and the assumption Γ(1) = 1, we have 2^{α0k} ≤ Γ(2^k) ≤ 2^{α1k}. This, combined with (8.3), implies that Γ(2^k) ∼ 2^{k̃+k}, and 2^{N(k+k̃)} ≥ 2^{kn} whenever N large enough. Thus, it is sufficient for (8.5) to show that for any N ∈ N, ‖ ‖V_r( ∑ |j|≤λ+10 H^{(u)}_{j+k} f : u ∈ [1, 2] )‖ ‖_{Lp(Ik,ϵ0 )} ≳ Γ(2^k)^{1/r}2^{−kn}2^{kn/p}, (8.6) ‖ ‖ ‖Vr ( ∑ |j|>λ+10 H^{(u)}_{j+k} f : u ∈ [1, 2] )‖ ‖_{Lp(Ik,ϵ0 )} ≲N 2^{−N(k+k̃)}2^{kn/p}. (8.7) We first prove (8.7). Using triangle inequality and (2.13), we bound the V_r semi-norm on the left-hand side of (8.7) by ∑ |j|>λ+10 V_r ( H^{(u)}_{j+k} f : u ∈ [1, 2] ) ≲ ∑ |j|>λ+10 ‖∂_uH^{(u)}_{j+k}f‖_L1_{u([1,2])}.

Then (8.7) follows from the estimate

‖∂_uH^{(u)}_{j+k} f‖_L1_{u([1,2])} ≲_N 2^{jb−N(k̃+k)} min{1, 2^{−jN} } (8.8) for any N ∈ N and |j| > λ + 10, where the constant b satisfies b = {α_0 if j ≤ −λ − 10, α_1 if j ≥ λ + 10

(8.9)

with α_0 and α_1 as in Subsection 2.1. It remains to prove (8.8). Direct computation shows

∂_uH^{(u)}_{j+k} f(x) = i2^{k̃n} ∫ ψ̌(2^{k̃}x − 2^{k̃+k+j} t)e^{iuΓ(2k+j |t|)}Γ(2^{k+j} |t|)Ψ̃(t)dt, (8.10)

where Ψ̃ is a variant of Ψ, and its support is in [2^{−λ}, 2^λ]. Since ψ̌ is a Schwartz function, |t| ∈ [2^{−λ}, 2^λ] and x ∈ I_{k,ϵ0} , we infer that for any N_1 ∈ N and |j| > λ + 10, |ψ̌(2^{k̃}x − 2^{k̃+k+j} t)| ≲_{N1} 1 1 + 2^{N1(k̃+k)} max{1, 2^{jN1} }

. (8.11)

Besides, using (2.1), and (1.5) with j = 1, we have

Γ(2^{k+j} |t|) ∼ Γ(2^{k+j} ) =

Γ(2^{k+j} ) Γ(2^k)

Γ(2^k) 2^kΓ^′(2^k)

2^kΓ^′(2^k) ≲ 2^{jb}2^{k+k̃} (8.12)

with b given by (8.9). Then, combining (8.10), (8.12), and (8.11) with N_1 ≥ n + 1, we can obtain (8.8) by taking N = N_1 − n.

We now show (8.6). Let Φ(2^{−k}t) := ∑ |j|≤λ+10 Ψj+k(t). We can rewrite the sum over j on the

left-hand side of (8.6) as 2^{k̃n} ∫ ψ(ξ)e^{i2k̃ ξ·x} ( ∫ e^{−i2k̃+k ξ·t+iuΓk (|t|)}K(t)Φ(t)dt ) dξ, where Γ_k(·) := Γ(2^k·). (8.13)

Let γ_k be the inverse function of (Γ_k)^′, and denote F̃ (s) := −sγ_k(s) + (Γ_k ∘ γ_k)(s). Then we have F̃ ′ = −γ_k. For every ξ ∈ ±[2−1, 2] and each u ∈ [1, 2], we can observe from C_1λ ≥ 4 (see (8.4)) that the phase 2^{k̃+k}ξ · t − uΓ_k(|t|) in (8.13) has a critical point ξ|ξ|^{−1}γ_k(2^{k̃+k}u^{−1}|ξ|) ∈ ±[2^{−λ}, 2^λ]. Then, by the stationary phase theorem, we deduce from (8.1), (8.2) and (8.4) that the oscillatory integral in the round bracket of (8.13) can be described as e^{iuF̃ (2k̃+k |ξ|/u)}Ξ_1 ( 2^{k̃+k}ξ, Γ(2^k)u ) + κ_1 ( 2^{k̃+k}ξ, Γ(2^k)u ) , (8.14) where the functions Ξ_1 and κ_1 satisfy (6.19) with Ξ = Ξ_1 and (6.20) with κ = κ_1, respectively. In particular, we have ‖κ_1(2^{k̃+k}ξ, Γ(2^k)u)‖_C1_u ≲_N 2^{−N(k̃+k)} for any N ∈ N. Writing

H^{(u)}_{1,∘} f(x) := 2^{k̃n} ∫ ψ(ξ)e^{i2k̃ ξ·x}κ_1(2^{k̃+k}ξ, Γ(2^k)u)dξ, we can deduce by following the proof of the estimate (8.7) that for any N ∈ N, ‖V_r ( H^{(u)}_{1,∘} f : u ∈ [1, 2] ) ‖_Lp_{(Ik,ϵ0 )} ≲_N 2^{−N(k̃+k)}2^{kn/p}. Thus, we focus on the contribution from the first term in (8.14). Let Ξ_2 := 2^{n(k̃+k)/2}Ξ_1 and define H^{(u)}_{2,∘} f(x) := 2^{(k̃−k)n/2} ∫ ψ(ξ)e^{i2k̃ ξ·x+iuF̃ (u−1 2k̃+k |ξ|)}Ξ_2(2^{k̃+k}ξ, Γ(2^k)u)dξ. We reduce the matter to estimating the operators {H^{(u)}_{2,∘} }_{u∈[1,2]}. For each x ∈ I_{k,ϵ0} and u ∈ [1, 2], by 0 < C_2ϵ_0 ≤ 1/4 in (8.4) and F̃^′ = −γ_k, the phase 2^{k̃}ξ · x + uF̃ (u^{−1}2^{k̃+k}|ξ|) has a critical point ξ_{u,x} = u2^{−k̃}Γ^′(|x|)|x|^{−1}x ∈ ±[2^{−1}, 2]. By the stationary phase theorem again, we can rewrite H^{(u)}_{2,∘} f as H^{(u)}_{2,∘} f(x) = 2^{−kn}e^{iuΓ(|x|)}Ξ̃_2 ( 2^{k̃}x, Γ(2^k)u ) + O(2^{−N(k̃+k)}) for any N ∈ N, where the function Ξ̃_2 is a variant of Ξ_2. Since the error term hidden in O(2^{−N(k̃+k)}) can be controlled as H^{(u)}_{1,∘} f, it suffices to prove ‖V_r ( H^{(u)}_{3,∘} f : u ∈ [1, 2] ) ‖_Lp_{(Ik,ϵ0 )} ≳ Γ(2^k)^{1/r}2^{−kn}2^{kn/p}, (8.15) where the operator H^{(u)}_{3,∘} is defined by H^{(u)}_{3,∘} f(x) := 2^{−kn}e^{iuΓ(|x|)}Ξ̃_2 ( 2^{k̃}x, Γ(2^k)u ) . Note |Ξ̃_2(2^{k̃}x, Γ(2^k)u)| ≥ c_0 for some uniform c_0 > 0. For every x ∈ I_{k,ϵ0} , we denote Λ_x := {l ∈ Z : π^{−1}Γ(|x|) ≤ l ≤ 2π^{−1}Γ(|x|)}, (8.16) and then obtain, for all l ∈ Λ_x, that u^x_l := πl/Γ(|x|) ∈ [1, 2] and |u^x_{l+1} − u^x_l | ≲ 1/Γ(|x|). (8.17) From (8.16) and (8.17) we can infer ( ∑ l∈Λ_x |e^{iuxl+1Γ(|x|)} − e^{iuxl Γ(|x|)}|^r )_{1/r} ≳ Γ(|x|)^{1/r} and ( ∑ l∈Λ_x |u^x_{l+1} − u^x_l |^r )_{1/r} ≲ Γ(|x|)^{1/r−1}. (8.18)

Finally, using triangle inequality, (8.18) and (2.1) we have ( ∑ l∈Λ_x |H^{(uxl+1)} 3,∘ f(x) − H^{(uxl )}_{3,∘} f(x)|^r)^{1/r} ≳ 2^{−kn}Γ(|x|)^{1/r} ∼ 2^{−kn}Γ(2^k)^{1/r}, which immediately yields (8.15).

9. Endpoint result for homogeneous phase functions In this section, we show Theorem 1.2 by applying Bourgain’s interpolation trick (see, e.g. Section 6.2 in [9]) and using Lemma 9.1 below. Let χ be the smooth function as defined in Subsection 5.1. For every u ∈ R and l ∈ Z, let H^{(u)}_l be the operator defined as in (2.14).

Lemma 9.1. Let n ≥ 2, Γ ∈ U, p^′ ∈ [2n, ∞) and let r = p^′/n. Assume that Γ satisfies (1.8). Then ‖ ‖ ∑ l≥1 G_lf‖_Lp,∞ ≲ ‖f‖_Lp,1 . (9.1) where the function G_lf is defined by G_lf(x) := ( ∑ j∈Z ‖χ(u)H^{(2j u)}_{l+j∗} f(x)‖^r_{B1/rr,1 (R)} )_{1/r} , x ∈ R^n . We first prove Theorem 1.2 under the assumption that Lemma 9.1 holds.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Following the arguments in Section 3, we reduce the matter to proving the associated long and short variation-norm estimates. Since Proposition 3.1 provides the desired long variation-norm estimate (the restriction r = p^′/n > 2 was used), we just need to prove the desired short variation-norm estimate ‖ ‖V^{sh}_{p′ /n}(Hf) ‖ ‖_{Lp,∞} ≲ ‖f‖_{Lp,1} , 2n ≤ p^′ < ∞. (9.2) Indeed, employing the embedding B^{1/r}_{r,1} → V^r for all r ∈ [1, ∞), (5.4), (5.5), we can obtain (9.2) by combining Lemma 5.1 and Lemma 9.1. □

Proof of Lemma 9.1. For each l ≥ 1, recall the decomposition Z = ∪_{m∈P} S_{l,m} with the sets S_{l,m} and P defined as in (6.8) and (6.9), respectively. Let a_l denote a constant given by 2^{al} := 2^{−l}Γ(2^l). Since Γ satisfies (1.8), then, we have the estimate

2^{m+l} ∼

Γ(2^{l+j∗} ) Γ(2^{j∗} )

∼ Γ(2^l) = 2^{al+l}.

Using this estimate, we have a crucial observation |m − a_l| ≲ 1. (9.3) It now suffices to show that for each 1 < p ≤ 2 and each 2 ≤ r ≤ p^′ (the range of (p, r) can also be rewritten as r ≥ 2 and 1 < p ≤ r^′), ‖ ‖G_{l,m}f‖_p ≲ 2^{(m+l)(1/r−n/p′)}‖f‖_p, (9.4) where the function G_{l,m}f is given by G_{l,m}f(x) = ( ∑ j∈S_{l,m} ‖χ(u)H^{(2j u)}_{l+j∗} f(x)‖^r_{B1/rr,1 (R)} )_{1/r} , x ∈ R^n . In fact, for each r ≥ 2, considering that n ≥ 2, we deduce from (9.4) that there exist two constants p_1 and p_2 such that (nr)^′ ∈ (p_1, p_2) ⊂ (1, r^′), and ‖G_{l,m}f‖_{pi} ≲ 2^{(m+l)(1/r−n/p′i)}‖f‖_{pi} , i = 1, 2. Then, since (9.3), the desired result (9.1) follows by using Bourgain’s interpolation trick to ∑ l≥1 G_{l,m}. At last, we show (9.4). By the Littlewood-Paley decomposition (6.36), (9.4) immediately follows from (6.34) and (6.35). This completes the proof of Lemma 9.1. □

10. Proof of Theorem 1.4

In this section, we show Theorem 1.4 by combining a transference principle (see Lemma 10.1 below) with the results or arguments in Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. For every x ∈ R^n , u ∈ R, Γ ∈ U and f ∈ L^1_{loc}(R^n ), let H^{(u)}f denote the integral below

H^{(u)}f(x) := ∫ R^n f(x − t)e^{iuΓ(|t|)}K(t)ζ(t)dt, where K and ζ are as in the definition of the operator T^{(u)}. Without loss of generality, we assume supp ζ ⊂ [−1, 1] in what follows. First we prove (1.11) by using a transference principle. This transference principle allows us to derive desired estimates for r-variations on L^p(X, μ) for T^{(u)} from the associated bounds for H^{(u)} on L^p(R^n ). More precisely, we show Lemma 10.1 below.

Lemma 10.1. If the inequality ‖V^r ( H^{(u)}f : u ∈ R ) ‖_Lp_{(R}n_) ≤ C_{p,r}‖f‖_Lp_{(R}n_) (10.1)

holds for some (p, r) ∈ (1, ∞) × (2, ∞], and some C_{p,r} > 0, then the inequality ‖V^r ( T^{(u)}f : u ∈ R ) ‖_Lp_{(X,μ)} ≤ C_{p,r}‖f‖_Lp_{(X,μ)} (10.2) holds with the parameters p, r, and the constant C_{p,r} as in (10.1).

Accepting Lemma 10.1, we proceed to prove (1.11) in Theorem 1.4.

Proof of (1.11) in Theorem 1.4. Following the arguments that led to Theorem 1.1, we can obtain the desired variation-norm estimate for {H^{(u)}f : u ∈ R}. More precisely, if p ∈ (1, ∞), r ∈ (2, ∞) and r > p^′/n, then ‖V_r ( H^{(u)}f : u ∈ R ) ‖_Lp_{(R}n_) ≲ ‖f‖_Lp_{(R}n_). (10.3) Then, using Lemma 10.1 to (10.3), we can achieve (1.11). □

We now return to Lemma 10.1.

Proof of Lemma 10.1. Let R ≥ 1 be a constant. For each x ∈ X, we define a function η(x; t) as follows: η(x; t) = f(T^{t1}_1 ∘ · · · ∘ T^{tn}_n x) if t ∈ B_{R+1}, and η(x; t) = 0 if t ∈ R^n \ B_{R+1}. Let η̃(x; t) = η(x; −t). For every z = (z_1, · · · , z_n) ∈ B_R, we then have

(T^{(u)}f)(T^{z1}_1 ∘ · · · ∘ T^{zn}_n x) = ∫ R^n f(T^{z1+t1}_1 ∘ · · · ∘ T^{zn+tn}_n x)e^{iuΓ(|t|)}K(t)ζ(t)dt = ∫ R^n η̃(x; −z − t)e^{iuΓ(|t|)}K(t)ζ(t)dt, where |z + t| ≤ R + 1 was used in the second equality. Thus we obtain by using (10.1) that ∫ B_R |V^r ( (T^{(u)}f)(T^{z1}_1 ∘ · · · ∘ T^{zn}_n x) : u ∈ R ) |^pdz = ∫ B_R |V^r ( (H^{(u)}η̃)(x; −z) : u ∈ R ) |^pdz ≤ C_{p,r} ∫ B_{R+1} |η(x; z)|^pdz. Taking the L^p(X, μ) norm on the both sides implies ‖V^r ( T^{(u)}f : u ∈ R ) ‖^p_{Lp(X,μ)} ≤ C_{p,r} |B_{R+1}| |B_R| ‖f‖^p_{Lp(X,μ)}, which yields the desired result (10.2) by letting R → ∞. □

Next, we prove (1.12) in Theorem 1.4. Note that we can also get the desired endpoint estimate for {H^{(u)}f : u ∈ R} by following the arguments yielding Theorem 1.2. However, since both sides of this inequality (1.12) are related to the Lorentz norm, we will use the above transference principle to the long and short variation-norm estimates for {H^{(u)}f : u ∈ R} instead of applying it directly to the endpoint estimate for {H^{(u)}f : u ∈ R}.

Proof of (1.12) in Theorem 1.4. The proof can be accomplished by combining the aforementioned approaches in the previous arguments; thus, we provide only a sketch. Similar to the earlier arguments in Section 9, the problem can also be reduced to proving the corresponding long and short variation-norm estimates for Tf := {T^{(u)}f : u ∈ R}. By applying the transference principle to the long variation-norm estimate (3.1) (with H replaced by H), we can obtain the desired long variation-norm estimate for Tf. Similarly, we can derive results for Tf analogous to those of Lemma 5.1, and establish an inequality akin to (9.4). This inequality yields (9.1) with H replaced by T through Bourgain’s interpolation trick. Finally, we obtain the desired short variation-norm estimate for Tf, and conclude the proof of (1.12). □

Acknowledgements

The author would like to thank Jiecheng Chen and Meng Wang for discussions related to the topic of this paper. The author would like to thank Shaoming Guo for some helpful comments on the results.

References

[1] H. Bahouri, J.-Y. Chemin, R. Danchin, Fourier Analysis and Nonlinear Partial Differential Equations, Grundlehren der mathematischen Wissenschaften, Springer, Heidelberg, 2011.

[2] D. Beltran, R. Oberlin, L. Roncal, A. Seeger, B. Stovall, Variation bounds for spherical averages, Math. Ann. 382 (2022), 459-512.

[3] J. Bourgain, Pointwise ergodic theorems for arithmetic sets, Inst. Hautes Études Sci. Publ. Math. 69 (1989), 5-45 [4] J. Bourgain, C. Demeter, The proof of the l^2 decoupling conjecture, Ann. of Math. 182 (2015), 351-389.

[5] J. Bourgain, M. Mirek, E.M. Stein, B. Wróbel, On dimension-free variational inequalities for averaging operators in R^d, Geom. Funct. Anal. 28 (2018), 58-99.

[6] J. Bourgain, M. Mirek, E.M. Stein, B. Wróbel, Dimension-free estimates for discrete Hardy-Littlewood averaging operators over the cubes in Z^d, Amer. J. Math. 141 (2019), 857-905.

[7] J. T. Campbell, R. L. Jones, K. Reinhold, and M. Wierdl, Oscillation and variation for the Hilbert transform, Duke Math. J. 105:1 (2000), 59-83.

[8] J. T. Campbell, R. L. Jones, K. Reinhold, and M. Wierdl, Oscillation and variation for singular integrals in higher dimensions, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 355:5 (2003), 2115-2137.

[9] A. Carbery, A. Seeger, S. Wainger, J. Wright, Classes of singular integral operators along variable lines, J. Geom.

Anal. 9 (1999), 583-605.

[10] L. Carleson, On convergence and growth of partial sums of Fourier series, Acta Math. 116 (1966), 135-157. [11] C. Fefferman, Pointwise convergence of Fourier series, Ann. Math. 98 (1973), 551-571. [12] C. Fefferman, A. Ionescu, T. Tao, S. Wainger, Analysis and applications: the mathematical work of Elias Stein. With contributions from Loredana Lanzani, Akos Magyar, Mariusz Mirek, et al. Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. (N.S.) 57 (2020), 523-594.

[13] C. Fefferman, E.M. Stein, H^p spaces of several variables, Acta Math. 129 (1972), 137-193. [14] L. Grafakos, Modern Fourier Analysis, third edition, Graduate Texts in Mathematics, vol. 250, Springer, New York, 2014.

[15] S. Guo, J. Roos, P.-L. Yung, Sharp variation-norm estimates for oscillatory integrals related to Carleson’s theorem, Anal. PDE 13 (2020), 1457-1500.

[16] L. Jones, A. Seeger, J. Wright, Strong variational and jump inequalities in harmonic analysis, Trans. Amer. Math.

Soc. 360 (2008), 6711-6742 [17] B. Krause, J. Roos, Discrete analogues of maximally modulated singular integrals of Stein-Wainger type: l^p bounds for p > 1, J. Funct. Anal. 285 (2023), Paper No. 110123, 19 pp.

[18] B. Krause, J. Roos, Discrete analogues of maximally modulated singular integrals of Stein-Wainger type, J. Eur.

Math. Soc. (JEMS) 24 (2022), 3183-3213.

[19] B. Krause, Discrete Analogoues in Harmonic Analysis: Maximally Monomially Modulated Singular Integrals Related to Carleson’s Theorem, arXiv:1803.09431[math.CA].

[20] B. Krause, Discrete Analogues in Harmonic Analysis: A Theorem of Stein-Wainger, arXiv:2210.06076[math.CA]. [21] M. Lacey, C. Thiele, A proof of boundedness of the Carleson operator, Math. Res. Lett. 7:4 (2000), 361-370. [22] D. Lépingle, La variation dordre p des semi-martingales, Z. Wahrscheinlichkeitstheorie und Verw. Gebiete 36(4) (1976), 295-316.

[23] J. Li, H. Yu, L^p boundedness of Carleson & Hilbert transforms along plane curves with certain curvature constraints, J. Fourier Anal. Appl. 28 (2022), Paper No. 11, 33 pp.

[24] N. Liu, L. Song, H. Yu, L^p bounds of maximal operators along variable planar curves in the Lipschitz regularity, J.

Funct. Anal. 280 (2021), no. 5, Paper No. 108888, 40 pp.

[25] N. Liu, H. Yu, Hilbert transforms along variable planar curves: Lipschitz regularity, J. Funct. Anal. 282 (2022), no.

4, Paper No. 109340, 36 pp.

[26] V. Lie, The polynomial Carleson operator, Ann. of Math. 192 (2020), 47-163.

[27] V. Lie, A unified approach to three themes in harmonic analysis (I & II), Adv. Math. 437 (2024), Paper No. 109385. [28] M. Mirek, E.M. Stein, B. Trojan, l^p(Z^d)-estimates for discrete operators of Radon type: variational estimates, Invent.

Math. 209 (2017), 665-748.

[29] M. Mirek, E.M. Stein, P. Zorin-Kranich, A bootstrapping approach to jump inequalities and their applications, Anal.

PDE 13 (2020), 527-558.

[30] M. Mirek, E.M. Stein, P. Zorin-Kranich, Jump inequalities for translation-invariant operators of Radon type on Z^d, Adv. Math. 365 (2020), 107065, 57 pp.

[31] R. Oberlin, A. Seeger, T. Tao, C. Thiele, and J. Wright, A variation norm Carleson theorem, J. Eur. Math. Soc.

14:2 (2012), 421-464.

[32] G. Pisier, Q. H. Xu, The strong p-variation of martingales and orthogonal series, Probab. Theory Related Fields 77:4 (1988), 497-514.

[33] M. Plancherel, G. Pólya, Fonctions entières et intégrales de Fourier multiples, Comment. Math. Helv. 9:1 (1936), 224-248.

[34] M. Plancherel, G. Pólya, Fonctions entières et intégrales de Fourier multiples, II, Comment. Math. Helv. 10:1 (1937), 110-163.

[35] A. Seeger, Some inequalities for singular convolution operators in l^p-spaces, Trans. Am. Math. Soc. 308 (1988), 259-272.

[36] E. Stein, Harmonic analysis: real-variable methods, orthogonality, and oscillatory integrals. With the assistance of Timothy S. Murphy, Princeton Mathematical Series 43, Monographs in Harmonic Analysis, III (Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ, 1993) xiv+695.

[37] E.M. Stein, S. Wainger, Oscillatory integrals related to Carleson’s theorem, Math. Res. Lett. 8 (2001), 789-800. [38] T. Wolff, Local smoothing type estimates on L^p for large p, Geom. Funct. Anal. 10 (2000), 1237-1288. [39] P. Zorin-Kranich, Maximal polynomial modulations of singular integrals, Adv. Math. 386 (2021), Paper No. 107832, 40 pp.

School of Mathematical Sciences and Institute of Mathematical Sciences, Nanjing Normal University, Nanjing 210023, People’s Republic of China Email address: wrh@njnu.edu.cn