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Let
Fo(€) = 0(€) = | ¢lw)exp(-2mi§ - ) da.
RN

The Fourier transform operator F is naturally defined on L!'(RY) with
values in L®°(RY), and can be extended to an isometry of L?(RY). In
particular, the Fourier transform maps L' + L2(RY) into L? + L>(RY).
However, P. Szeptycki proved that the largest “solid” space on which the
Fourier transform can be defined as a function and not only as a distribution,
is not the space L'+ L2(R) as one could expect, but the amalgam of ¢2(Z")
and L'(Q), @ = {x € RN : —1/2 < z; < 1/2}, and one has the inequality

sup {é|}"¢(m—|—aj)|2d$}l/2 gc{ > (§ |¢(n+:c)|dg;>z}

mezN neZN Q@

In particular, the Fourier transform is locally square integrable. See [11]
and [3].

In the class of rearrangement invariant Banach function spaces the situ-
ation is different. A space of functions is rearrangement invariant if, roughly
speaking, the norm of a function is determined by its distribution function.
Beside the Lebesgue spaces LP(RY), the class of rearrangement invariant
Banach function spaces includes, for example, the Lorentz and the Orlicz
spaces, but does not include the amalgams.

Indeed, if we consider the Fourier transform in rearrangement invariant
Banach function spaces we have the following result.

1/2

THEOREM 1. (i) The largest rearrangement invariant Banach function
space which is mapped by the Fourier transform into a space of locally inte-
grable functions is the space L' + L?(RY).
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(ii) The only rearrangement invariant Banach function space X (RY) on
which the Fourier transform is bounded, ||Fo|x < c||¢||x , is the Hilbert
space L*(RY).

Although we have not found any explicit reference we suspect that this
theorem is essentially known. We remark that C. Bennett has studied in [1]
a generalization of the Hausdorff-Young inequality || Fo|p/e-1 < ¢||@|| e
for rearrangement invariant Banach function spaces with Boyd indices 1/2 <
06 < a < 1. We also point out that it is possible to prove an analogue of
the above theorem for other operators, such as the Hankel or Fourier—Bessel
transform for functions on (0, c0), which is defined by

oo
HO(©E) = | d(a) /2o (€) da,
0

Part (i) of the above theorem could be easily proved via the quoted
results [11] and [3] on the extended domain of the Fourier transform, however
we shall present an easy and independent proof. Part (ii) will be the main
tool in our other results.

Let P(£) be a real polynomial in N variables of degree strictly greater
than one. For suitably smooth initial data, the Cauchy problem in R x RY

0 . 1 0
Eu(t,:n) = zP<% %>u(t,:p),
u(0,z) = (),

has a solution given, via the Fourier transform in the x variable, by

~

u(t, §) = ¢(§) exp(itP(§)).

It is an immediate consequence of the Plancherel formula that

[ttt )2 de = § 1o d

RN RN
but L. Hérmander has shown that the multiplier exp(itP(€)) is not bounded
on LP(RY) if p # 2. See Theorem 1.14 in [4] and also [6]. Indeed, it is
possible to generalize this result to the much larger class of rearrangement
invariant Banach function spaces.

THEOREM 2. Let P(§) be a real polynomial in N wvariables of degree
strictly greater than one, and let the operator T be defined on test func-
tions on RN wvia the Fourier transform by

To(8) = exp(itP(§))P(E)-
Then the only rearrangement invariant Banach function space X (RY) on

which for a fixed time t this operator is bounded, |T¢|x < c||¢|x, is the
space L?(RY).
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Observe that the assumptions in the above theorem are necessary. If the
symbol P(£) is not purely real then the multiplier operator exp(itP(§)) can
be either bounded or unbounded on every rearrangement invariant Banach
function space. An example is given by the heat multiplier exp(—4m2t|¢|?)
or, more generally, by any multiplier of the form exp(—t|¢|? + itP(£)) with
P real. In fact when ¢ > 0 the kernel associated to the multiplier is a test
function and the convolution with such a kernel gives a bounded operator.
When ¢ < 0 the multiplier grows exponentially and the associated operator
is unbounded.

Observe also that for the multiplier operators considered in the above
theorem one can have nontrivial “off diagonal” mapping properties from a
rearrangement invariant Banach function space into a different one. If P()
is a “generic” real polynomial of degree two then the associated kernel at
a fixed time t # 0 is a bounded function, so that the operator is bounded
from L'(RY) into L>(R¥). Since this operator is also bounded on L?(RY),
by interpolation one obtains a Hausdorff-Young type inequality, that is, the
operator is bounded from LP(RY) into LP/®~1)(RN), 1 < p < 2. A concrete
example is given by the Schrédinger equation d;u = iA,u, with associated
multiplier exp(—472it|¢]?) and kernel (4mit)~N/2 exp(i|z|?/(4t)).

When P(£) has degree greater than two, then the associated kernel
may also have some decay at infinity and one can obtain different LP(RY)
— LI(RY) estimates. A concrete example is given by the multiplier
exp(it8m3¢£3) associated with the Airy equation dyu = —92, u.

For this kind of estimates and for mixed norm estimates in the (t,z)
variables see for example [10] and [5] and references therein.

Our next result deals with the wave equation in R x RY

0
@u(t,x) = ;:1 am%u(t,:v),
u(0,z) = ¢(z),
0
£ru0,2) = v (2)

2
} dz
is constant and equal to E(0)=||¢[|2, + ||[V¢[|2.. W. Littman [8] has shown

that there is no analogue of energy conservation if the L?(RY) norm is
replaced with the LP(RY) norm when N > 1 and p # 2.
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If ¢ and v are suitably smooth, the Fourier transform in the x variable
of the solution of the wave equation is given by

(t, ) = G(€) cos(2mt[¢]) + @(g)%7

and since
0 sin(27t[¢])
ot 2m|¢]

any kind of conservation implies the boundedness of the multiplier operator

Wo(€) = cos(2mtl€]) b (€).

Of course in dimension one this operator is a sum of translations, hence
it is trivially bounded on every translation invariant Banach function space.
When the dimension of the space is greater than one it is possible to prove
an analogue of Theorem 2, that is, the only rearrangement invariant Banach
function space on which this operator is bounded is the space L?(RY). In-
deed, it is possible to prove a much stronger result. Contrary to the case
of the operators considered in Theorem 2, for the wave operator one cannot
have nontrivial “off diagonal” estimates from one rearrangement invariant
Banach function space X (RY) into a different space Y (R).

= cos(27t[¢]),

THEOREM 3. Let X (RY) and Y (RY) be rearrangement invariant Banach
function spaces over RNV, N > 2. and let W be the operator defined on test
functions on RN wia the Fourier transform by

Wo(€) = cos(2mt[€]) b (€).

If for a fived time t this operator is bounded from X(RY) into Y (RY),
IWolly < c|éllx, then the space X (RY) is contained in L*(RN) and Y (RY)
contains L*(RY), that is, we have the continuous imbeddings X (R™N)
C L3(RY) C Y(RY). In particular, L*(RYN) is the only rearrangement
invariant Banach function space on which the wave operator W is bounded.

The above theorem implies that the multipliers exp(2wit|¢|) are
bounded from X(R¥Y) into Y(RY) if and only if X(RY) C L?RY) C
Y (RY). The same holds for multipliers of the form exp(it9(¢)), with 1 real,
smooth and with an asymptotic expansion 9(§) = a|é| + 8+ ~|¢]71 + ... as
|€] — oo. In fact one can prove that exp(ita|€|)=x(t&) exp(it¥(§)), where x
is the Fourier transform of a finite Borel measure. These considerations can
be applied for example to the multipliers exp(dity/A? + 472|£|?) associated
with the Klein-Gordon equation 02u = (A, — A?)u.

The above theorem does not extend to function spaces which are not
rearrangement invariant. For example, since waves propagate with finite
speed and the operator W is bounded on L2(RY), it follows that W is also
bounded on the amalgam of L?(Q) with some solid sequence space on Z" .



REARRANGEMENT INVARIANT SPACES 277

The fact that Theorem 3 does not hold in dimension one and does not
extend to spaces which are not rearrangement invariant suggests that per-
haps one may obtain some positive results for the wave equation with radial
boundary data. Indeed, we have the following.

THEOREM 4. Let X(R3) be a rearrangement invariant Banach func-
tion space which is contained in LY ., (R3). Then the wave operator W
is bounded from the subspace of radial functions in X (R3) + L*(R3) into
X(R3) + L%(R3).

In particular, it follows from the above result that W is bounded from
the radial functions in L?(R3) + LP(R3), 2 < p < oo, into L?(R3) + LP(R3).
The above theorem holds true in any dimension, but the easy 3-dimensional
proof gets more complicated.

We conclude by mentioning that D. Miiller and A. Seeger have recently
proved in [9] that for radial solutions of the wave equation with 2u(0,z) =0
one has the mixed norm estimate

1 +7T 1/p 1/p
— lu(t, x)|P dx dt} <c |u(0, )P dx ,
(w11 (§ o)

where 2 < p < 2N /(N — 1) and the constant c is independent of 7.

We point out that in dimension N = 3 this result is a simple consequence
of the representation formula for radial solutions of the wave equation which
is used in the proof of Theorem 4. Moreover, at the critical index p = 3 one
can prove a weak type result.

1. Rearrangement invariant Banach function spaces. Let (M, X, (1)
be a measure space. A function norm is a map that associates with every
measurable function in (X, X, u) a nonnegative number with the following
properties:

1) Aol = [A[-[1oll, [0+l < Mol + 141l
2) |l¢ll =0 < ¢(z) = 0 p-almost everywhere,

)
3) lloll = 1ol
4) 0 < ¢(z) < ¢(x) p-almost everywhere = ||| < 4],
)
)
7)

5) 0 < ¢n(x) / ¢(x) p-almost everywhere = ||o, || /|||l
6) u(E) < oo =[xl < oo,

p(E) <00 =\ 1o(z)du(z) < c(E)||¢] < occ.

The collection of all measurable functions with finite norm is a complete
normed space and it is called a Banach function space.
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The associated space X* of a Banach function space X is the Banach
function space defined by the function norm

[l = sup { § 1o @)l dut) : o]x <1}
M
The distribution function and the nonincreasing rearrangement of a mea-
surable function are defined for every ¢t > 0 by

w(p,t) = p{z € M : |p(z)| > t},
¢*(t) = inf{s > 0: p(p,s) < t}.

A Banach function space X is rearrangement invariant if functions with
the same nonincreasing rearrangement have the same norm: if ¢* = ¢* then
16l x = [1¥llx-

It turns out that if a Banach function space X is rearrangement invariant,
then also the associate space X* is rearrangement invariant. If a rearrange-
ment invariant Banach function space is contained in another, X C Y, then
the inclusion is continuous, ||¢||y < ¢||¢||x-

Since in a rearrangement invariant Banach function space the norm de-
pends only on the nonincreasing rearrangement, it makes sense to speak
of the “same” space over different measure spaces. In the sequel we shall
write X (RY) for a rearrangement invariant Banach function spaces over RV
equipped with the Lebesgue measure, and we shall use the same letter X
to denote two spaces X (RY) and X (RP) over different measure spaces but
with the same image under the nonincreasing rearrangement mapping.

As a general reference on function spaces see the books [2] and [7].

The operators considered in this paper are defined, via the Fourier trans-
form, by

To(§) = m(§)e(8)-
When such an operator is bounded from X (R¥) into Y (RY) we call the
function m (&) a multiplier from X (RY) into Y (RY).
In the sequel we shall need the following elementary properties of multi-
pliers.

LEMMA 5. Let m(§) and n(&) be multipliers on a rearrangement invariant
Banach function space X (RY), let o be a vector in RN and let o be an N x N
real matriz with determinant £1. Then m(§), m({o+ ), m(§) exp(2mia-§),
and m(&)n(€), are again multipliers on X (RY).

Proof. The proof for the spaces LP(RY) is well known, and the proof
for rearrangement invariant Banach function spaces is the same. See [4]. m

LEMMA 6. Let &€ = (¢,n), with ¢ € RP and n € RN=P and let (¢) =
m(¢) n(n) be a nonzero multiplier of X (RY). Then m(¢) and n(n) are mul-
tipliers of X (RP) and X (RN~P) respectively.
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Proof. Again the proof for the spaces LP(RY) is well known. Let
M and N be the operators associated with the multipliers m(¢) and n(n).
There exists a test function v(z) in the Schwartz space S(RY~P) such that

{z e RN"P ¢ |Ny(z)| > 1} > 1,
and it is immediate to verify that if ¢(y) is in X(RP”) then the product
o(y)(z) is in X(RY), and
[{y € RY : [Mo(y)| > t}] < [{(y,2) €RY : [Mo(y)Nyp(2)| > t}].
The lemma follows from this inequality for distribution functions. m

2. Fourier transform

Proof of Theorem 1(i). If the Fourier transform is bounded from
a rearrangement invariant Banach function space X (RY) into L'(Q), where
Q is the cube {z € R : —1/2 < x; < 1/2}, then one has the vector-valued

extension
S ro) g =S e) I,

See Theorem 1.f.14 in [7].

Assume that X (RY) is not contained in L' + L%(RY). Since functions
in a rearrangement invariant Banach function space are locally integrable,
there must exist functions which are in X N L (RY) but not in L?(RY).
Hence there exists a sequence {a;};ezv with 37, /v |oj|? = o0 , and with

> jezy QjXj+Q in X(RY). Then
1/2
H{ > \Oéij+Q\2} HX = H > anj+QHX < oo,
jewnN jewnN
but Fxt+o(§) = exp(—2mij - §)Fxq(§), so that for almost every &,

{3 1Fad@F) = { 3 1o} 1Fxa(©)] = .

JEZN JEZN

Proof of Theorem 1(ii). It is possible to give a direct proof of this
part of the theorem, but we have been suggested a shorter approach which
is based on part (i) of the theorem.

If the Fourier transform is bounded on the rearrangement invariant Ba-
nach function space X (R”) then, by (i), X (R") is contained in L'+ L?(RY)
and the image via the Fourier transform of X(R”) is contained in L? +
L (RY). Since FF¢(x) = ¢(—x), it also follows that X (RY) is contained
in L2 + L (RN).

By splitting a function into ¢x|4/>1} + @X{|g|<1} one easily checks that

(L' + L*(RY)) N (L? + L®(RY)) = L*(RY)
and therefore X (RY) C L2(RY).
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Since {pn Fo(z)ip(x)dr = (pn ¢(x)Fe(x)dr, the boundedness of the
Fourier transform on X (R”) implies the boundedness also on the associated
space X*(RY), and so X*(RY) C L%(RY). This yields X (RY) = L2(RY).
Moreover, one can show, directly or by general properties of inclusions be-
tween rearrangement invariant Banach function spaces, that the norm of
X (RY) is equivalent to the norm of L2(RY). m

3. Evolution equations. To prove Theorem 2, first we shall show
that if P(§) is a real polynomial in N variables of degree strictly greater
than one and if exp(itP(¢)) is a multiplier on X (RY), then the multiplier
exp(—4nZit|¢|?) associated with the Schrédinger equation in R x R is a
multiplier on X (R). Then we shall show that the Schrodinger multiplier is
bounded only on L?(RY).

LEMMA 7. If P(§), ¢ € RN, is a real polynomial in N variables of de-
gree strictly greater than one, and if for some t the multiplier exp(itP(§))
is bounded on X (RY), then for some t the multiplier exp(—4m2it|¢|?) is
bounded on X (R).

Proof. Observe that if exp(itP(&1,...,&y)) is a multiplier on X (RY)
then, by Lemma 5, the product

exp(itP(&1,...,& +1,...,&n))exp(itP(&r, ..., &G, .- €N))
=exp(it(P(&1, .., &+ 1, 6n) — P(&1y &y EN)))

is again a multiplier on X (R¥). This “differentiation” procedure decreases
the degree of the polynomial involved in the multiplier, and iterating one
can reduce the polynomial to a nonzero quadratic form plus a linear term.
Again, by Lemma 5, we can discard the linear term, which corresponds to a
translation, and with a rotation we can diagonalize the quadratic form. We
thus deduce that

N
exp(it(a1&5 + ... + anéx)) = H exp(itagpy)
k=1
is a multiplier on X (RY). Finally, by Lemma 6, we conclude that exp(ita,&7)
is a multiplier on X (R). m
LEMMA 8. Let the operator S be defined by
56(€) = exp(—4n®it|é*)o ().

Then the only rearrangement invariant Banach function space X (R™) on
which this operator is bounded is the space L?(RY).
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Proof. Since the kernel associated with the multiplier exp(—4m?it|£]?)
is the gaussian (4mit)~N/2 exp(i|z|?/(4t)), we have

S(x) = (dity /2 | exp (M)m) dy

2 it
= (4mit) "N/ exp (Z‘ZtP)
J— y . ) 2
x | exp (%) [@M%)M@] dy
RN

— (dmit) 2 exp <%>]—"[exp <%>¢(y)} (ﬁ)

Hence the boundedness of the Schrodinger operator S on a rearrange-
ment invariant Banach function space is equivalent to the boundedness of
the Fourier transform F, and the lemma follows from Theorem 1. m

4. The wave equation. In the sequel we shall consider the wave
operator at time ¢ = 1, that is,

Wo(€) = cos(2m€])d(€)-

To prove Theorem 3 we test this operator on characteristic functions,
and for this we appeal to the intuitive understanding of waves. The idea
is that a circular wave gets higher when it moves towards the center, while
it gets smaller moving away. The technical details are particularly simple
for waves in three dimensions, as the following lemma shows. We point out
that in order to prove the theorem we do not strictly need this lemma, but
the analogous lemma in two dimensions. However, since the proof in three
dimensions is much more transparent we report this case as well.

LEMMA 9. Consider the wave equation in R x R3. If € is suitably small
and 0 < § < e < 26, then

(1) Wxgs<|a|<e}(x) > €/4 in the annulus {145 < |z| <1+ ¢},
(i) Wxf146<|z|<14e}(x) > 1/(2¢) in the annulus {§ < |z| < €}.

Proof. The radial part of the Laplace operator A in R? is the differential
operator
0? 20
a2 o
Therefore the radial solutions of the wave equation (9%/0t*)u(t,z) =
Au(t, ) also satisfy the one-dimensional wave equation (9% /0t?)[ru(t,r)]
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(0% /0r?)[ru(t,r)]. The solution of the Cauchy problem

o2 3
@uta: Z_:
u(0,z) = ¢(x),
0

—u(0,2) = (),

with radial initial data ¢(z) = @(|z|) and ¥ (x) = ¥(|z|), ¢ and ¥ even
functions on R, is thus given by the d’Alembert formula

t+ |x|)D(t+ |z|) — (t — |z|)P(t — |x 1|x‘+t

Using this formula we obtain

[~ 1
2|z|

Wx{s<|z|<e} (@) =

for every point in the annulus {140 < |z| < 14¢} and (i) follows. Similarly

1+ |z
Wx{1+5<|z|<14e}(T) = 3l

in the annulus {0 < |z| < €} and also (ii) follows. m

LEMMA 10. Consider the wave equation in RxR?. There exists a positive
constant ¢ such that if € is suitably small and 0 < § < & < 24, then

(1) Wxgs<|z|<e}(®) > ¢/ in the annulus {1 +6 < |z| < 14 €},
(i) Wxf14o<|z|<14e} () > ¢/\/€ in the annulus {0 < |z| < €}.

Proof. One has the following integral representation for the solution of
the wave equation in R x R?:

. ot ¢(x+ty)d t 1/1(x+ty)d
e L v L Ve

Observe that

2 242 | 2 2
; st +r°—¢
(X] X{|z|<e} (7 + tse?) df = 2 Arcos (T)

Hence if t = 1, |z = r, and 1+ < r < 1 + ¢, after some painful
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computations one obtains

WX {s<le|<e} (®) = WX{|z|<e} ()

—2 i Arcos L%;:;EQ) sds
r—e 1—s?
! s(r? —s? —£?)
2 ds.
" ,,L VI +e)? —s?[s? — (r —e)?][1 — &7

The contribution of the first integral is much smaller than /. Now

observe that if ¢ is suitably small then 72 —s2 —¢? ~ e and (r+¢)? —s? ~ ¢,

so that the second integral is of the order of

: ds
ds = .
\/gr§€ \/[S - (7" - 6)][1 - 8] \/g

This proves (i). The proof of (ii) is similar.

Since

n <(1—|—5)2—r2—82t2>

i0
=2A
(S) X{\z\>1+5}(r + tse') df rcos 5t

ift=1, || =r, and § < r < e, we have

Wxt14s<iz|<1+e} (Z) = WX{|z|> 146} (T)

L Arcos ((LEr?=st
=2 S QT; sds
14+6—r m
+2 § s[(140)2 + 52 — 2] "
i VITFTFOZ =2 — (L + 0 — Pl =7

The first integral is bounded independently of ¢ and the second integral
is of the order of 1/ /c. m

LEMMA 11. Consider the wave equation in R x RN . Let o and 3 be posi-
tive numbers. Then there exists a set A of measure o such that Wx a(x) > 3
for all x in a set of measure greater than caB 2.

Proof. The case N = 2 follows from the previous lemma. Consider first
B small. Let {z;}7"; be a sequence of points of R? such that |z; —z;| > 4,
and let A = U?;l{é <l|r—=z] <e}, with 0 <6 < e <26 < 1. Then by the
previous lemma Wy () > ¢y/g in the set Uj {1 +0 < [z — 2;] < 1+ ¢}
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Since

‘ U{(5 <l|z—zj| < 5}‘ = mn(e? — 6%) ~ me(e — 6),
j=1

( Ut +6 <z -z < 1+e}\ = mr[(1+¢)2 — (1+6)%] ~m(e - 6),

j=1
we choose € = 32 /c? and § and m such that me(e — ) = a.

Consider now the case 3 large. Let A = ;{1 +6 < [z — ;] < 1+¢},
with 0 < § < e <25 <1 and |z; — ;| > 6. Then by the previous lemma
Wxa(z) > ¢/y/e in the set U;Ll{é < |z —z;| < e}. Now we choose
e =c?/3? and 6 and m such that m(e — J) = a.

The case N > 2 follows from the case N = 2 via the method of descent.

Let W3 be the 2-dimensional wave operator and Wy be the N-dimen-
sional one. Let A C R? be such that Wax 4(z1,22) > (3 in a set B C R?,
and let

A={(z1,29,...,2x5) €RY : (21,20) € A, =2 < rj <2 3<j<N}
Since waves propagate with finite speed it is easy to see that
Wyxa(zi,z2,...,2n) = Wax z(21,22) > 8
for every (x1,x2,...,2N) in the set
B={(z1,29,...,25) €ERN : (z;,m3) €A, -1 <x; <1,3<j< N} m

LEMMA 12. There exist three positive constants cy,cs,c3 such that if
Sor_1 BexB, is a simple function with {By} pairwise disjoint, then there
erists a set A with

er S BRI < 1Al < e S 1B2IBy]
k=1 k=1
and for nonincreasing rearrangements we have
n
[ Bixm.] () < es[Wxal ).
k=1

Proof. Since waves propagate with finite speed, one easily verifies that
it is enough to consider simple functions of the form Sxp. The proof then
follows from Lemma 11. m

LEMMA 13. Let X(RY) and Y (RY) be rearrangement invariant Banach
function spaces. If the operator W is bounded from X (RYN) into Y (RY),
then Y (RYN) contains L?(RMN).

Proof. Let 7, Bkxs, be a simple function with {By} pairwise dis-
joint and normalized by Y _;_, |8x|?|Bx| = 1. Then by Lemma 12 there exists
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a set A with |A|~ 1 and with nonincreasing rearrangement [>_,_, Bex5,]* ()
< c[Wxal*(t). Hence

n n
|3 Bexs |, < ciWxally < elxallx < e < d| > Bixa,
k=1 k=1

Since the inequality || Y ;_; Bexslly < el Dor—i Bexs, |2 holds for
every simple function in L?(R”") with norm equal to 1, it also holds for

every simple function and every limit of simple functions. Hence we have
the imbedding L?(RY) C Y (RY). m

Proof of Theorem 3. If the wave operator W is bounded from
X(RY) into Y/(RY) then by Lemma 13, L?(R") is contained in Y (RY).

Since {p,ny Wo(2)Y(z)dx = \zn ¢(x)Wip(x)dz, the boundedness of W
from X (RY) into Y (RY) implies the boundedness of W from the associated
space Y*(RY) into X*(RY). As before we see that L?(RY) is contained
in X*(RY), and by duality we can conclude that X (R") is contained in
L?(RN). m

Proof of Theorem 4. We have seen in the proof of Lemma 9 that
the three-dimensional wave operator at time ¢ = 1 on radial functions ¢(x) =
&(|z|) is given by

Wo(z) =

L2

(L + |2z)@(1 + |a]) — (1 — =)D — |z])
2|

Let X (R3) be a rearrangement invariant Banach function space which is
contained in L% _(R?). We have to prove that the operator W is bounded
from the subspace of radial functions in X (R?)+L?(R3) into X (R3)+L?(R?),
and since W is already bounded on L?(R3), it is enough to show that W is
bounded from X (R3) into X (R3) + L?(R3).

Let B be the ball {z € R? : |z| < 3} and decompose the operator W
into Wo = Wixpe| + Wixrs_pd|.

The support of W [xp¢)] is contained in the ball {x € R3 : |z| < 4}, and

IWixsdlllz: < lIxadllr: < cl@ll-

The support of W [xgs_p¢] is contained in {z € R3 : |z| > 2} and it is
easy to check that this operator is bounded from X (R?) into X (R3). Indeed,
if |z| > 2,

(Wixes—po)(z)| < [@(1 + [z])| + [@(1 — [z])],
and
{lz| > 2, [@(1 £ |z])] > t}] < c[|@(|x])] > t}].
Let us say a few words about the proof of Theorem 4 when N # 3.

The Fourier transform of a radial function can be expressed in terms of
the Hankel or Fourier—Bessel transform. Using the asymptotic expansion of
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Bessel functions it can be shown that the solutions of the wave equation in
R with radial boundary data are given for |z| > t by

(lz] + )N =20 (|| + 1) + (Jz| — )NV —V/2P(|2| — 1)
2|x|(N—1)/2

u(t,z) =

+ negligible error.

Using this estimate, the proof of the theorem when N # 3 follows as in

the case N = 3.
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