arXiv:2310.16247v1 [math.AP] 24 Oct 2023

L^p-L^q ESTIMATES FOR SUBELLIPTIC PSEUDO-DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS ON COMPACT LIE GROUPS

DUVÁN CARDONA, JULIO DELGADO, VISHVESH KUMAR, AND MICHAEL RUZHANSKY

Abstract. We establish the L^p-L^q-boundedness of subelliptic pseudo-differential operators on a compact Lie group G. Effectively, we deal with the L^p-L^q-bounds for operators in the sub-Riemmanian setting because the subelliptic classes are associated to a Hörmander sub-Laplacian. The Riemannian case associated with the Laplacian is also included as a special case. Then, applications to the L^p-L^qboundedness of pseudo-differential operators in the Hörmander classes on G are given in the complete range 0 ≤ δ ≤ ρ ≤ 1, δ < 1. This also gives the L^p-L^qbounds in the Riemannian setting, because the later classes are associated with the Laplacian on G. In both cases, in the Riemannian and the sub-Riemannian settings, necessary and sufficient conditions for the L^p-L^q-boundedness of operators are also anaysed.

Contents

1. Introduction 2 1.1. Main results 3 2. Preliminaries 5 2.1. Symmetric submarkovian semigroups 5 2.2. Pseudo-differential operators via localisations 6 2.3. Positive sub-Laplacians and global pseudo-differential operators 7 2.4. Subelliptic Hörmander classes on compact Lie groups 10 2.5. L^p-L^q-boundedness for Bessel potentials 13 3. L^p-L^q-boundedness of pseudo-differential operators 15 3.1. L^p-L^q-boundedness of pseudo-differential operators I 15 3.2. L^p-L^q-boundedness of pseudo-differential operators II 16 4. L^p-L^q-boundedness of pseudo-differential operators on S^3 and on SU(3) 17 4.1. L^p-L^q-boundedness of pseudo-differential operators on S^3 17 4.2. L^p-L^q-boundedness of pseudo-differential operators on SU(3) 18 Conflict of interests statement. 20 Data Availability Statements. 20

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 22E30; Secondary 58J40. Key words and phrases. Pseudo-differential operator, Graded Lie groups, Mapping properties, Bessel potential, Rockland operators.

The authors are supported by the FWO Odysseus 1 grant G.0H94.18N: Analysis and Partial Differential Equations and by the Methusalem programme of the Ghent University Special Research Fund (BOF) (Grant number 01M01021). Vishvesh Kumar and Michael Ruzhansky are supported by FWO Senior Research Grant G011522N. Duván Cardona has been supported by the FWO Fellowship grant No 1204824N. Michael Ruzhansky is also supported by EPSRC grants EP/R003025/2 and EP/V005529/1. 1

2 D. CARDONA, J. DELGADO, V. KUMAR, AND M. RUZHANSKY

References 20

1. Introduction

This paper is mainly concerned with the L^p-L^q boundedness of pseudo-differential operators associated with the global Hörmander symbol classes on compact Lie groups for the range 1 < p, q < ∞. Our analysis also includes estimates for pseudo-differential operators associated with subelliptic symbol classes.

The relevance of the boundedness of Fourier multipliers and pseudo-differential operators has been highlighted by Stein and Hörmander. These kinds of estimates naturally arise in the study of some evolution equations. For instance, one can see [30, 46]. Till now, there have been extensive activities dealing with the L^p-L^q boundedness for spectral multipliers and Fourier multipliers on compact Lie groups, we cite [3, 4, 7, 8, 13, 33, 34, 40] for a non-exhaustive list of references.

To the best of our knowledge, there has been no activity to pursue the L^p-L^q estimates of non-invariant operators, in particular, pseudo-differential operators on compact Lie groups. In the classical Euclidean setting, Hörmander established the L^p-L^q estimates of pseudo-differential operators associated with the so-called “Hörmander symbol classes” S^m_{ρ,δ}(R^n × R^n ) on R^n with m ∈ R and 0 ≤ δ < ρ ≤ 1. It is wellknown that any L^p-L^q bounded Fourier multiplier is nontrivial only if p ≤ q (see [31]). Therefore, it is natural to assume the condition p ≤ q when dealing with pseudo-differential operators. Later, Álvarez and Hounie [5] extended Hörmander’s result to the range 0 ≤ δ < 1 and 0 < ρ ≤ 1 without the restriction δ < ρ. In a recent work by the first and last two authors [11], we have provided sufficient and necessary conditions for the L^p-L^q boundedness of pseudo-differential operators associated with global Hörmander symbol classes S^m_{ρ,δ}(G × ^G), m ∈ R, 0 ≤ δ ≤ ρ ≤ 1 and δ ≠ 1, on a graded Lie group G, where ^G denotes the unitary dual of G.

In this work, we focus on pseudo-differential operators associated with the global Hörmander symbol classes encoded with the Riemannian and sub-Riemannian structure of compact Lie groups. One of the main differences between the approach developed in [11], based on the analysis of hypoelliptic operators on those groups, is the use of the structure of the dilations of the group, while the approach of this paper will be based on the sub-markovian properties of the semigroup e^{−tL}, t > 0, of a Hörmander sub-Laplacian L = ∑_k j=1 X^2_j , where one exploits the geometric properties induced by the Hörmander system of vector fields {X_j : 1 ≤ j ≤ n} on a compact Lie group G.

On a compact Lie group G, in the monograph [41], Turunen and the last author introduced a global notion of the Hörmander symbol classes on G. According to this terminology, and observing that any continuous linear operator A acting on C^∞(G) has a right convolution kernel R_A = R_A(x, y) ∈ D^′(G × G), namely, a distribution that describes the action of the operator by the group convolution ∗ as follows Af(x) = (f ∗ R_A(x, ·))(x), (1.1)

L^p-L^q ESTIMATES FOR PSEUDO-DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS 3

the global symbol of A, is the matrix-valued function defined on G × ^G, defined via σ_A(x, ξ) = ^R_A(x, ξ), (x, [ξ]) ∈ G × ^G. (1.2) Here, ^· denotes the matrix-valued group Fourier transform on G. By classifying these matrix-valued symbols by the behaviour of their derivatives (and of their differences), the last author and Turunen [41] introduced the symbols classes S^m_{ρ,δ}(G× ^G), allowing the complete range 0 ≤ δ ≤ ρ ≤ 1, and providing a new description of the Hörmander classes S^m_{ρ,δ}(T^∗G) (as defined in [29] with the local notion of the principal symbol, defined on the cotangent-bundle T^∗M of a compact manifold) when additionally, 0 ≤ δ < ρ ≤ 1, and ρ > 1 − δ. On the other hand, it was observed by the first and the last author in [7], that the symbols classes S^m_{ρ,δ}(G × ^G), are associated to the Riemannian structure of the group G, in the sense that the growth of the derivatives of symbols is classified according in terms of the spectrum of the Laplacian L_G = − ∑_n j=1 X^2_j , n = dim(G). Then, in generalising this idea, in [7] the subelliptic Hörmander classes S^{m,L}_{ρ,δ} (G× ^G), were introduced with the derivatives (and differences) of symbols compared with respect to the growth of the eigenvalues of a fixed Hörmander sub-Laplacian L = − ∑_k j=1 X^2_j , where k < n. We observe that the pseudo-differential calculus associated to the “subelliptic” classes S^{m,L}_{ρ,δ} (G × ^G), is more singular than the one associated to the “elliptic” classes S^m_{ρ,δ}(G × ^G). Indeed, singularities of the kernels of the “subelliptic” classes are classified in terms of the Hausdorff dimension Q, associated with the control distance associated with the sub-Laplacian L. In the next subsection we present the L^p − L^q regularity properties of the subelliptic Hörmander classes S^{m,L}_{ρ,δ} (G × ^G).

We finally observe that for the case p = q, namely, the problem regarding the L^pboundedness of pseudo-differential operators, Fefferman in [21] has established a sharp criterion of continuity for the operator in the Hörmander classes S^m_{ρ,δ}(R^n × R^n ) on the Euclidean space. Then Fefferman’s criterion has been extended for several pseudodifferential calculi including the Weyl-Hörmander calculus [15], the Hörmander classes S^m_{ρ,δ}(G × ^G) associated to the Laplacian [16], also extended in the sub-Riemannian setting, namely, for the Hörmander classes S^{m,L}_{ρ,δ} (G × ^G) associated to a Hörmander sub-Laplacian [7], and finally for the Hörmander classes on graded Lie groups in [9]. In order to give a general perspective about this problem, here we are mainly concerned with the case p < q.

Notably, when dealing with the L^p-L^q-boundedness of operators with symbols in the classes S^{m,L}_{ρ,δ} (G× ^G), one has to analyse separately the cases: (i) 1 < p ≤ q ≤ 2, (ii) 1 < p ≤ 2 ≤ q < ∞, and (iii) 2 ≤ p ≤ q < ∞. Here for the case 1 < p ≤ 2 ≤ q < ∞ we provide necessary and sufficient conditions.

1.1. Main results. The following theorem presents the result that establishes a sufficient condition and in some cases also a necessary condition, for the L^p-L^q boundedness of subelliptic pseudo-differential operators on compact Lie groups.

Theorem 1.1. Let 1 < p, q < ∞, and 0 ≤ δ < ρ ≤ 1. Let G be a compact Lie group, and let Q be its Hausdorff dimension with respect to the control distance associated with a Hörmander sub-Laplacian L. Then, the following statements hold.

4 D. CARDONA, J. DELGADO, V. KUMAR, AND M. RUZHANSKY

• Let 1 < p ≤ 2 ≤ q < ∞. Every pseudo-differential operator A ∈ Ψ^{m,L}_{ρ,δ} (G × ^G) admits a bounded extension from L^p(G) into L^q(G), that is ∀f ∈ C^∞(G), ‖Af‖_Lq_{(G)} ≤ C‖f‖_Lp_{(G)} (1.3) holds, if and only if, m ≤ −Q ( 1 p − 1 q ) . (1.4)

• Every pseudo-differential operator A ∈ Ψ^{m,L}_{ρ,δ} (G × ^G) admits a bounded extension from L^p(G) into L^q(G), that is (1.3) holds, in the following cases: (i) if 1 < p ≤ q ≤ 2 and m ≤ −Q ( 1 p − 1 q + (1 − ρ) ( 1 q − 1 2 )) . (1.5)

(ii) if 2 ≤ p ≤ q < ∞ and m ≤ −Q ( 1 p − 1 q + (1 − ρ) ( 1 2 − 1 p )) . (1.6)

Remark 1.2. The order conditions in (1.4), (1.5) and (1.6) can be written in a simplified way for 1 < p, q < ∞ as follows: m ≤ −Q ( 1 p − 1 q + (1 − ρ) max { 1 2 − 1 p , 1 q − 1 2 , 0 }) , (1.7)

where Q is the Hausdorff dimension of G with respect to the control distance associated to the sub-Laplacian L.

Remark 1.3. If G = R^n , although this is not a compact Lie group, the order condition in (1.7) is sharp for Fourier multipliers, see Hörmander [30, Page 163]. Remark 1.4. When a system of vector fields X = {X_j} provides an orthonormal basis of the Lie algebra (endowed, up to a constant factor, with is unique bi-invariant Riemannian metric), the Hörmander condition is trivially satisfied, the sub-Laplacian associated to the system X coincides with the Laplacian and the classes S^{m,L}_{ρ,δ} (G × ^G) agree with the “elliptic classes” S^m_{ρ,δ}(G× ^G) of the last author with Turunen [41]. The following corollary provides the L^p − L^q-regularity properties for the elliptic classes. Corollary 1.5. Let 1 < p, q < ∞, and 0 ≤ δ < ρ ≤ 1. Let G be a compact Lie group of dimension n. Then, the following statements hold.

• Let 1 < p ≤ 2 ≤ q < ∞. Every pseudo-differential operator A ∈ Ψ^m_{ρ,δ}(G × ^G) admits a bounded extension from L^p(G) into L^q(G), that is ∀f ∈ C^∞(G), ‖Af‖_Lq_{(G)} ≤ C‖f‖_Lp_{(G)} (1.8) holds, if and only if, m ≤ −n ( 1 p − 1 q ) . (1.9)

• Every pseudo-differential operator A ∈ Ψ^m_{ρ,δ}(G × ^G) admits a bounded extension from L^p(G) into L^q(G), that is (1.8) holds, in the following cases:

L^p-L^q ESTIMATES FOR PSEUDO-DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS 5

(i) if 1 < p ≤ q ≤ 2 and m ≤ −n ( 1 p − 1 q + (1 − ρ) ( 1 q − 1 2 )) . (1.10)

(ii) if 2 ≤ p ≤ q < ∞ and m ≤ −n ( 1 p − 1 q + (1 − ρ) ( 1 2 − 1 p )) . (1.11)

This paper is organised as follows. In Section 2 we present the preliminaries of this paper related to sub-Markovian semigroups, and the subelliptic pseudo-differential calculus introduced in [7]. Subsequently, the L^p −L^q-boundedness of these subelliptic classes is analysed in Section 3. Then, in Section 4 we provide explicit examples of our criterion about the L^p-L^q-boundedness of pseudo-differential operators in the case of the sphere S^3 ∼= SU(2) and on SU(3).

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Symmetric submarkovian semigroups. We briefly recall some classical facts concerning symmetric submarkovian semigroups on L^2 := L^2(X, μ). Here (X, μ) is a σ-finite measure space. For the definitions and results mentioned in this sub-section we follow [14, Section II.5], [14, Example II.5.1] (see Remark 2.1 below) and [14, Theorem II.3.1, Page 14] (see Theorem 2.2 below).

Let A be an operator with domain Dom(A) ⊂ L^2. We recall that −A is the generator of a symmetric semigroup T_t := e^{−tA} on L^2 such that ‖e^{−tA}‖_L2_{→L}2 ≤ e^{αt} if and only if A is self-adjoint, Dom(A) is a dense subspace of L^2, and (Af, f) ≥ −α‖f‖_L2 . Let Q be a symmetric bilinear form defined on a subspace D ⊂ L^2. One says that Q is positive if Q(f, f) ≥ 0, and closed if for every sequence (f_n)_{n∈N} ⊂ D, such that f_n → f in L^2, and lim n,m→∞ Q(f_n − f_m, f_n − f_m) = 0,

one has that f ∈ D and that Q(f_n − f, f_n − f) → 0. One says that Q is closable if it admits a closed extension.

If A is a symmetric operator with a dense domain Dom(A) ⊂ L^2, then one may associate with it the symmetric bilinear form Q_A(f, g) := Q(Af, g). If in addition Q_A is positive, it is closable and its minimal closure Q_A is associated to a self-adjoint operator A which is an extension of A. More precisely, A is the smallest self-adjoint extension of A, called the Friedrich extension of A. We shall not distinguish between A and A. Recall that a semigroup T_t on L^2 is called submarkovian if f ∈ L^2, 0 ≤ f ≤ 1, implies that 0 ≤ T_tf ≤ 1. Such a semigroup acts on the L^p-spaces and ‖T_t‖_Lp_{→L}p ≤ 1.

Symmetric sub-markovian semi-groups on L^2 may be characterised through properties of the associated symmetric bilinear form. A positive symmetric bilinear form Q defined on D ⊂ L^2, is said to be a Dirichlet form, if for all g ∈ D, and for all

6 D. CARDONA, J. DELGADO, V. KUMAR, AND M. RUZHANSKY f ∈ D, such that |f| ≤ |g|, and |f(x) − f(y)| ≤ |g(x) − g(y)|, one has that f ∈ D, and Q(f, f) ≤ Q(g, g). If T_t = e^{−tA} is a symmetric sub-markovian semigroup on L^2, the associated bilinear form Q(f, g) := (A^{1/2}f, A^{1/2}g), f, g ∈ Dom(A^{1/2}), is a closed Dirichlet form with dense domain in L^2. Conversely, given a closed Dirichlet bilinear form Q, with dense domain D in L^2, there exists a unique symmetric sub-markovian semigroup on L^2, such that T_t = e^{−tA} and Q(f, g) := (A^{1/2}f, A^{1/2}g), f, g ∈ Dom(A^{1/2}). Remark 2.1. We note that sub-markovian semigroups arise naturally in the setting of compact manifolds. Indeed, if M is a compact manifold with a volume form dx, and L^2(M) = L^2(M, dx), consider a family of vector fields X = {X_1, X_2, · · · , X_k}, k ≤ n := dim(M). If every X_j is skew-adjoint on L^2(M), namely, if ∀f, g ∈ C^∞(M), ∫_M X_i(f)gdx = − ∫_M fX_i(g)dx, then we can associate with Δ_X := − ∑_k i=1 X^2_i , its Friedrichs extension, which we still denote by Δ_X . Then, the semigroup T_t := e^{−tΔX} : L^2(M) → L^2(M) is a contraction semigroup. With respect to the symmetric bilinear form Q(f, g) = (Δ_X f, g), f, g ∈ C^∞(M), the semigroup T_t := e^{−tΔX} is a sub-markovian semigroup.

The following theorem will be fundamental for our further analysis. Theorem 2.2. Let T_t = e^{−tA} be a sub-markovian semigroup. Assume that T_t is equicontinuous on L^1(X, μ) and on L^∞(X, μ). Suppose that there exists α > 0 and 1 < p < q ≤ ∞ such that ‖f‖_Lq_{(X,μ)} ≤ C‖A^{α/2}f‖_Lp_{(X,μ)}. (2.1) Then, with Q defined by the identity α = Q(1/p − 1/q), the following semigroup estimate holds ∃C > 0, ∀f ∈ L^1(X, μ), ‖T_tf‖_L∞_{(X,μ)} ≤ Ct^{− Q2} ‖f‖_L∞_{(X,μ)}. (2.2) 2.2. Pseudo-differential operators via localisations. Now we present the preliminaries of the Hörmander theory of pseudo-differential operators on compact manifolds used in this work. The setting of compact Lie groups appears as an essential case of manifolds with symmetries. We refer to Hörmander [29] for details.

Let U be an open subset of R^n . We say that the symbol a ∈ C^∞(T^∗U), T^∗U = U × R^n , belongs to the Hörmander class S^m_{ρ,δ}(T^∗U), 0 ⩽ ρ, δ ⩽ 1, if for every compact subset K ⊂ U the symbol inequalities |∂^β_x ∂^α_ξ a(x, ξ)| ⩽ C_{α,β,K}(1 + |ξ|)^{m−ρ|α|+δ|β|},

L^p-L^q ESTIMATES FOR PSEUDO-DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS 7

hold true uniformly in x ∈ K for all ξ ∈ R^n . A continuous linear operator A : C^∞_0 (U) → C^∞(U) is a pseudo-differential operator of order m and of (ρ, δ)-type, if there exists a symbol a ∈ S^m_{ρ,δ}(T^∗U) such that A is the Kohn-Nirenberg quantisation of the symbol a, namely, if Af(x) = ∫_{Rn} e^{2πix·ξ}a(x, ξ)(F_Rn f)(ξ)dξ, for all f ∈ C^∞_0 (U), where (F_Rn f)(ξ) := ∫_U e^{−i2πx·ξ}f(x)dx is the Euclidean Fourier transform of f at ξ ∈ R^n .

Now, we extend this notion to smooth manifolds as follows. Given a smooth closed manifold M, A : C^∞_0 (M) → C^∞(M) is a pseudo-differential operator of order m and of (ρ, δ)-type, with ρ ⩾ 1 − δ, and 0 ≤ δ < ρ ≤ 1, if for every local coordinate system ω : M_ω ⊂ M → U_ω ⊂ R^n , and for every ϕ, ψ ∈ C^∞_0 (U_ω), the operator T u := ψ(ω^{−1})^∗Aω^∗(ϕu), u ∈ C^∞(U_ω),^1 is a standard pseudo-differential operator with symbol a_T ∈ S^m_{ρ,δ}(T^∗U_ω). In this case we write A ∈ Ψ^m_{ρ,δ}(M, loc).

2.3. Positive sub-Laplacians and global pseudo-differential operators. Let G be a compact Lie group with Lie algebra g ≃ T_eG, where e is the neutral element of G, and let X = {X_1, · · · , X_k} ⊂ g be a system of C^∞-vector fields. For all multi-index, I = (i_1, · · · , i_ω) ∈ {1, 2, · · · , k}^ω of length ω ⩾ 1, we denote by X_I := [X_{i1} , [X_{i2} , · · · [X_{iω−1} , X_{iω} ] · · · ]] a commutator of length ω, where X_I := X_i when ω = 1 and I = (i). The system X satisfies the Hörmander condition of step κ if g = span{X_I : |I| ≤ κ}. Given a system X = {X_1, · · · , X_k} satisfying the Hörmander condition, the operator defined as L ≡ L_X := −(X^2_1 + · · · + X^2_k ), is called the subelliptic Laplacian associated with the system X, or simply the sub- Laplacian associated to X. The subellipticity of L follows from the validity of the estimate, (see Hörmander [28] and Rothschild and Stein [38]) ‖u‖_Hs_{(G)} ⩽ C(‖Lu‖_L2_{(G)} + ‖u‖_L2_{(G)}), (2.3) with s = 2/κ, while the Sobolev space H^s of order s is defined by the norm ‖u‖_Hs_{(G)} := ‖(1 − Δ)^{s2} u‖_L2_{(G)}.

Here, Δ is the negative Laplace-Beltrami operator on G.

1As usually, ω^∗ and (ω^{−1})^∗ are the pullbacks, induced by the maps ω and ω^{−1} respectively.

8 D. CARDONA, J. DELGADO, V. KUMAR, AND M. RUZHANSKY

Let us now introduce the Hausdorff dimension associated with the sub-Laplacian L. For all x ∈ G, let H^ω_x G be the linear subspace of T_xG generated by the X_i’s and by the Lie brackets [X_{j1} , X_{j2} ], [X_{j1} , [X_{j2} , X_{j3} ]], · · · , [X_{j1} , [X_{j2} , [X_{j3} , · · · , X_{jω} ]]], where ω ⩽ κ. Then, Hörmander’s condition says that H^κ_x G = T_xG, x ∈ G, and we have that H^1_xG ⊂ H^2_xG ⊂ H^3_xG ⊂ · · · ⊂ H^{κ−1}_x G ⊂ H^κ_x G = T_xG, x ∈ G. The dimension of every H^ω_x G is constant in x ∈ G, so we set dim H^ωG := dim H^ω_x G, for all x ∈ G. The Hausdorff dimension can be defined as,

Q := dim(H^1G) + κ−1∑ i=1 (i + 1)(dim H^{i+1}G − dim H^iG). (2.4)

Let A be a continuous linear operator from C^∞(G) into D^′(G), and let ^G be the unitary dual of G. There exists a matrix-valued function a : G × ^G → ∪_{ℓ∈N} C^{ℓ×ℓ} , (2.5) that we call the matrix symbol of A, such that a(x, ξ) := a(x, [ξ]) ∈ C^{dξ ×dξ} for every [ξ] ∈ ^G, with ξ : G → Hom(H_ξ), H_ξ ∼= C^{dξ} , and such that Af(x) = ∑ [ξ]∈ ^G d_ξTr[ξ(x)a(x, ξ) ^f(ξ)], ∀f ∈ C^∞(G). (2.6) We have denoted by ^f(ξ) ≡ (F f)(ξ) := ∫ G f(x)ξ(x)^∗dx ∈ C^{dξ ×dξ} , [ξ] ∈ ^G, the group Fourier transform of f at ξ where the matrix representation of ξ is induced by an orthonormal basis of the representation space H_ξ. Correspondingly, one denotes the inverse Fourier transform of g(ξ) ∈ C^{dξ ×dξ} as (F^{−1}g)(x) := ∑ [ξ]∈ ^G d_ξTr(ξ(x)g(ξ)), x ∈ G. Note that the matrix-valued function a in (2.5) satisfying (2.6) is unique, and satisfies the identity a(x, ξ) = ξ(x)^∗(Aξ)(x), Aξ := (Aξ_{ij})^{dξ}_{i,j=1}, [ξ] ∈ ^G. We will use the notation A = Op(a) to indicate that a := σ_A(x, ξ) is the (unique) matrix-valued symbol associated with A.

As defined in [45], a difference operator Q_ξ : D^′( ^G) → D^′( ^G) of order k ∈ N is defined via Q_ξ ^f(ξ) = ^qf(ξ), [ξ] ∈ ^G, (2.7) for some function q ∈ C^∞(G) vanishing of order k at x = e. We denote by diff^k( ^G) the set of the difference operators of order k. The associated difference operator to q is denoted by Δ_q ≡ Q_ξ. A system of difference operators (see [45]) Δ^α_ξ := Δ^{α1}_{q(1)} · · · Δ^{αi}_{q(i)} , α = (α_j)_{1⩽j⩽i}, (2.8)

L^p-L^q ESTIMATES FOR PSEUDO-DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS 9

with i ≥ n, is called an admissible family, if rank{∇q_{(j)}(e) : 1 ⩽ j ⩽ i} = dim(G), and Δ_{q(j)} ∈ diff^1( ^G). (2.9) An admissible family is said to be strongly admissible if, we also have the property i⋂ j=1 {x ∈ G : q_{(j)}(x) = 0} = {e}. (2.10)

Remark 2.3. We observe that matrix components of unitary irreducible representations induce difference operators of arbitrary order. Let us illustrate this fact as follows. If ξ_1, ξ_2, · · · , ξ_k, are fixed irreducible and unitary representations of the group G, which does not necessarily belong to the same equivalence class, then the matrix coefficients ξ_ℓ(g) − I_{dξℓ} = [ξ_ℓ(g)_{ij} − δ_{ij} ]^{dξℓ}_{i,j=1}, g ∈ G, 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ k, (2.11) define the smooth functions q^ℓ_{ij} (g) := ξ_ℓ(g)_{ij} −δ_{ij} , g ∈ G, and then define the difference operators D_{ξℓ ,ij} := F (ξ_ℓ(g)_{ij} − δ_{ij} )F^{−1}. (2.12) Then, by fixing k ≥ dim(G) of these unitary representations with the property that its corresponding family of difference operators is admissible one can define higherorder difference operators of this kind. Indeed, let us fix a unitary representation ξ_ℓ. We omit the index ℓ. Then, for any given multi-index α ∈ N^{d2ξℓ}_0 , with |α| = ∑d_{ξℓ} i,j=1 αij, we write D^α := D^{α11}_{11} · · · D^{αdξℓ dξℓ}_{dξℓ dξℓ} for a difference operator of order |α|.

The difference operators endow the unitary dual ^G with a difference structure. Indeed, the following Leibniz formula holds true (see [43] for details). We refer to Definition 2.5 for the description via the group Fourier transform of the matrix-valued distributions in the class D^′(G × ^G).

Proposition 2.4 (Leibniz rule for difference operators). Let G be a compact Lie group and let D^α , α ∈ N^{dξℓ}_0 , be the family of difference operators defined in (2.12). Then, the following Leibniz rule

D^α (a_1a_2)(x_0, ξ) = ∑ |γ|,|ε|⩽|α|⩽|γ|+|ε| C_{ε,γ}(D^γ a_1)(x_0, ξ)(D^ε a_2)(x_0, ξ), x_0 ∈ G,

holds for all a_1, a_2 ∈ D^′(G × ^G), where the summation is taken over all ε, γ such that |ε|, |δ| ≤ |α| ≤ |γ| + |ε|. Now, we will introduce the Hörmander classes of matrix-symbols defined in [41].

We identify every Y ∈ g with the differential operator ∂_Y : C^∞(G) → D^′(G) defined by ∂_Y f(x) = (Y_xf)(x) = d dt f(x exp(tY ))|_{t=0}.

If {X_1, · · · , X_n} is a basis of the Lie algebra g, we use the standard multi-index notation ∂^α_X = X^α_x = ∂^{α1}_{X1} · · · ∂^{αn}_{Xn} .

10 D. CARDONA, J. DELGADO, V. KUMAR, AND M. RUZHANSKY

By using this property, together with the following notation for the so-called elliptic weight ⟨ξ⟩ := (1 + λ_{[ξ]})^{1/2}, [ξ] ∈ ^G, we can finally give the definition of global symbol classes. Here, λ_{[ξ]}, [ξ] ∈ ^G, denotes the corresponding eigenvalue of the positive Laplacian (in a bijective manner) indexed by an equivalence class [ξ] ∈ ^G.

Definition 2.5. Let 0 ⩽ δ, ρ ⩽ 1. Let σ : G × ^G → ⋃ [ξ]∈ ^G C^{dξ ×dξ} ,

be a matrix-valued function such that for any [ξ] ∈ ^G, σ(·, [ξ]) is smooth, and such that, for any element x ∈ G there is a distribution k_x ∈ D^′(G), of C^∞-class in x, satisfying that σ(x, ξ) = ^k_x(ξ), [ξ] ∈ ^G. The collection of all matrix-valued symbols σ = σ(x, ξ) satisfying these properties will be denoted by D^′(G × ^G).

We say that σ ∈ S^m_{ρ,δ}(G) if, for all β and γ multi-indices and for all (x, [ξ]) ∈ G× ^G, the following inequalities ‖∂^β_X Δ^γ_ξ σ(x, ξ)‖_{op} ⩽ C_{α,β}⟨ξ⟩^{m−ρ|γ|+δ|β|}, (2.13) hold, where ‖ · ‖_{op} denotes the ℓ^2 → ℓ^2 operator norm ‖σ(x, ξ)‖_{op} = sup{‖σ(x, ξ)v‖_ℓ2 : v ∈ C^{dξ} , ‖v‖_ℓ2 = 1}. (2.14) For σ_A ∈ S^m_{ρ,δ}(G) we will write A ∈ Ψ^m_{ρ,δ}(G) ≡ Op(S^m_{ρ,δ}(G)).

The global Hörmander classes on compact Lie groups describe the Hörmander classes defined by local coordinate systems. We present the corresponding statement as follows.

Theorem 2.6 (Equivalence of classes, [41, 43]). Let A : C^∞(G) → D^′(G) be a continuous linear operator and let us consider 0 ≤ δ < ρ ≤ 1, with ρ ≥ 1 − δ. Then, A ∈ Ψ^m_{ρ,δ}(G, loc), if and only if σ_A ∈ S^m_{ρ,δ}(G), consequently

Op(S^m_{ρ,δ}(G)) = Ψ^m_{ρ,δ}(G, loc), 0 ⩽ δ < ρ ⩽ 1, ρ ⩾ 1 − δ. (2.15)

2.4. Subelliptic Hörmander classes on compact Lie groups. In order to define the subelliptic Hörmander classes, we will use a suitable basis of the Lie algebra arising from Taylor expansions. We explain the choice of this basis by means of the following lemma (see [7, Section 3.1]).

Lemma 2.7. Let G be a compact Lie group of dimension n. Let D = {Δ_{q(j)} }_{1⩽j⩽n} be a strongly admissible collection of difference operators (for the definition see (2.9) and (2.10)). Then there exists a basis X_D = {X_{1,D}, · · · , X_{n,D}} of g such that

X_{j,D}q_{(k)}(·^{−1})(e) = δ_{jk}.

Moreover, by using the multi-index notation ∂^{(β)}_X = ∂^{β1}_{X1,D} · · · ∂^{βn}_{Xn,D} ,

L^p-L^q ESTIMATES FOR PSEUDO-DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS 11

for any β ∈ N^n_0 , where ∂_{Xi,D} f(x) = d dt f(x exp(tX_{i,D}))|_{t=0}, f ∈ C^∞(G), and denoting by R^f_{x,N} (y) = f(xy) − ∑ |α|<N q^{α1}_{(1)}(y^{−1}) · · · q^{αn}_{(n)}(y^{−1})∂^{(α)}_X f(x)

the Taylor remainder, we have that |R^f_{x,N} (y)| ⩽ C|y|^N max_{|α|⩽N} ‖∂^{(α)}_X f‖_L∞_{(G)}, where the constant C > 0 is dependent on N, G and D (but not on f ∈ C^∞(G)). In addition we have that ∂^{(β)}_X |_{x1=x}R^f_{x1,N} = R^{∂(β)X f}_{x,N} , and |∂^{(β)}_X |_{y1=y}R^f_{x,N} (y_1)| ⩽ C|y|^{N−|β|} max_{|α|⩽N−|β|} ‖∂^{(α+β)}_X f‖_L∞_{(G)}, provided that |β| ⩽ N.

Denoting by Δ^α_ξ := Δ^{α1}_{q(1)} · · · Δ^{αn}_{q(n)} , we can introduce the subelliptic Hörmander class of symbols of order m ∈ R and of type (ρ, δ). We will use the notation ^M to indicate the matrix symbol of M := (1 + L)^12 . Also, for every [ξ] ∈ ^G and s ∈ R, we define the subellliptic matrix weight, ^M(ξ)^s := diag[(1 + ν_{ii}(ξ)^2)^s2 ]_{1⩽i⩽dξ} , where ^L(ξ) =: diag[ν_{ii}(ξ)^2]_{1⩽i⩽dξ} is the symbol of the sub-Laplacian L at [ξ], as the symbol of the operator M_s := (1 + L)^s2 .

Definition 2.8 (Subelliptic Hörmander classes). Let G be a compact Lie group and let 0 ⩽ δ, ρ ⩽ 1. Let us consider a sub-Laplacian L = −(X^2_1 + · · · + X^2_k ) on G, where the system of vector fields X = {X_i}^k_{i=1} satisfies the Hörmander condition of step κ. We say that σ ∈ S^{m, L}_{ρ,δ} (G × ^G) if for all α, β ∈ N^n_0 p_{α,β,ρ,δ,m,left}(σ)^′ := sup (x,[ξ])∈G× ^G ‖ ^M(ξ)^{(ρ|α|−δ|β|−m)}∂^{(β)}_X Δ^α_ξ σ(x, ξ)‖_{op} < ∞, (2.16)

p_{α,β,ρ,δ,m,right}(σ)^′ := sup (x,[ξ])∈G× ^G ‖(∂^{(β)}_X Δ^α_ξ σ(x, ξ)) ^M(ξ)^{(ρ|α|−δ|β|−m)}‖_{op} < ∞, (2.17) where ‖ · ‖_{op} is as in (2.14).

The previous Definition 2.8 can be simplified in the sense that (2.16) and (2.17) are equivalent conditions. Moreover, The following conditions are equivalent, see Theorem 4.4 of [7].

A. For every α, β ∈ N^n_0 , p_{α,β,ρ,δ,m,left}(a) := sup (x,[ξ])∈G× ^G ‖ ^M(ξ)^{1κ (ρ|α|−δ|β|−m)}∂^{(β)}_X Δ^α_ξ a(x, ξ)‖_{op} < ∞. (2.18)

12 D. CARDONA, J. DELGADO, V. KUMAR, AND M. RUZHANSKY

B. For every α, β ∈ N^n_0 , p_{α,β,ρ,δ,m,right}(a) := sup (x,[ξ])∈G× ^G ‖(∂^{(β)}_X Δ^α_ξ a(x, ξ)) ^M(ξ)^{1κ (ρ|α|−δ|β|−m)}‖_{op} < ∞. (2.19) C. For all r ∈ R, α, β ∈ N^n_0 , p_{α,β,ρ,δ,m,r}(a) := sup (x,[ξ])∈G× ^G ‖ ^M(ξ)^{1κ (ρ|α|−δ|β|−m−r)}∂^{(β)}_X Δ^α_ξ a(x, ξ) ^M(ξ)^{rκ} ‖_{op} < ∞. (2.20) D. There exists r_0 ∈ R, such that for every α, β ∈ N^n_0 , p_{α,β,ρ,δ,m,r0} (a) := sup (x,[ξ])∈G× ^G ‖ ^M(ξ)^{1κ (ρ|α|−δ|β|−m−r0)}∂^{(β)}_X Δ^α_ξ a(x, ξ) ^M(ξ)^{r0κ} ‖_{op} < ∞. (2.21) By following the usual nomenclature, we define: Op(S^{m, L}_{ρ,δ} (G × ^G)) := {A : C^∞(G) → D^′(G) : σ_A ≡ ^A(x, ξ) ∈ S^{m, L}_{ρ,δ} (G × ^G)}, with Af(x) = ∑ [ξ]∈ ^G d_ξTr(ξ(x) ^A(x, ξ) ^f(ξ)), f ∈ C^∞(G), x ∈ G. The decay properties of subelliptic symbols are summarized in the following lemma (see [7, Chapter 4]), where we present a necessary (but not a sufficient) condition in order that the matrix-symbol a := a(x, ξ) belongs to the class S^{m, L}_{ρ,δ} (G × ^G). Lemma 2.9. Let G be a compact Lie group and let 0 ⩽ δ, ρ ⩽ 1. If a ∈ S^{m, L}_{ρ,δ} (G × ^G), then for every α, β ∈ N^n_0 , there exists C_{α,β} > 0 satisfying the estimates ‖∂^{(β)}_X Δ^α_ξ a(x, ξ)‖_{op} ⩽ C_{α,β} sup_{1⩽i⩽dξ} (1 + ν_{ii}(ξ)^2)^{m−ρ|α|+δ|β|2} , uniformly in (x, [ξ]) ∈ G × ^G.

In the next theorem we describe the fundamental properties of the subelliptic calculus [7], like compositions, adjoints, and boundedness properties. Theorem 2.10. Let 0 ⩽ δ < ρ ⩽ 1, and let Ψ^{m, L}_{ρ,δ} := Op(S^{m, L}_{ρ,δ} (G × ^G)), for every m ∈ R. Then, - The mapping A → A^∗ : Ψ^{m, L}_{ρ,δ} → Ψ^{m, L}_{ρ,δ} is a continuous linear mapping between Fréchet spaces and the symbol of A^∗, σ_A∗ (x, ξ) satisfies the asymptotic expansion, ^A∗(x, ξ) ∼ ∞∑ |α|=0 Δ^α_ξ ∂^{(α)}_X ( ^A(x, ξ)^∗).

This means that, for every N ∈ N, and for all ℓ ∈ N,

Δ^{αℓ}_ξ ∂^{(β)}_X ^A∗(x, ξ) − ∑ |α|⩽N Δ^α_ξ ∂^{(α)}_X ( ^A(x, ξ)^∗) ∈ S^{m−(ρ−δ)(N+1)−ρℓ+δ|β|, L} ρ,δ (G × ^G), where |α_ℓ| = ℓ.

L^p-L^q ESTIMATES FOR PSEUDO-DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS 13

- The mapping (A_1, A_2) → A_1 ∘A_2 : Ψ^{m1, L}_{ρ,δ} ×Ψ^{m2, L}_{ρ,δ} → Ψ^{m1+m2, L}_{ρ,δ} is a continuous bilinear mapping between Fréchet spaces, and the symbol of A = A_1 ∘ A_2 is given by the asymptotic formula σ_A(x, ξ) ∼ ∞∑ |α|=0 (Δ^α_ξ ^A_1(x, ξ))(∂^{(α)}_X ^A_2(x, ξ)),

which, in particular, means that, for every N ∈ N, and for all ℓ ∈ N,

Δ^{αℓ}_ξ ∂^{(β)}_X σ_A(x, ξ) − ∑ |α|⩽N (Δ^α_ξ ^A_1(x, ξ))(∂^{(α)}_X ^A_2(x, ξ)) ∈ S^{m1+m2−(ρ−δ)(N+1)−ρℓ+δ|β|, L} ρ,δ (G × ^G), for all α_ℓ ∈ N^n_0 with |α_ℓ| = ℓ.

- For 0 ⩽ δ < ρ ⩽ 1, (or for 0 ≤ δ ≤ ρ ≤ 1, δ < 1/κ) let us consider a continuous linear operator A : C^∞(G) → D^′(G) with symbol σ ∈ S^{0, L}_{ρ,δ} (G× ^G). Then A extends to a bounded operator from L^2(G) to L^2(G).

Finally, we present the following result about the L^p-boundedness of the subelliptic classes for the sub-Laplacian L, see [7, Section 6].

Theorem 2.11. Let G be a compact Lie group and let us denote by Q the Hausdorff dimension of G associated to the control distance associated to the sub-Laplacian L = L_X , where X = {X_1, · · · , X_k} is a system of vector fields satisfying the Hörmander condition of order κ. For 0 ⩽ δ < ρ ⩽ 1, let us consider a continuous linear operator A : C^∞(G) → D^′(G) with symbol σ ∈ S^{−m,L}_{ρ,δ} (G × ^G), m ⩾ 0. Then A extends to a bounded operator on L^p(G) provided that

m ⩾ m_p := Q(1 − ρ) | | | 1 p − 1 2 | | | . 2.5. L^p-L^q-boundedness for Bessel potentials. Here we discuss the sharpness of the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality, in this case, formulated in terms of the L^p-L^q-boundedness of Bessel potentials.

Lemma 2.12. Let 1 < p, q < ∞. Let G be a compact Lie group of the Hausdorff dimension Q associated to the control distance associated to the sub-Laplacian L = − ∑ 1≤i≤k X 2 i . Then, the Bessel operator B_a = (1 + L)^{− a}2 , admits a bounded extension from L^p(G) into L^q(G), that is, the estimate ‖B_af‖_Lq ≤ C‖f‖_Lp (2.22) holds, if and only if, 1 < p < q < ∞ and a ≥ Q ( 1 p − 1 q ) . (2.23)

Proof. The sufficiency of the condition (2.23) on a for the L^p-L^q-boundedness of B_a is exactly the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality, see e.g. [14]. On the other hand, assume that B_a : L^p(G) → L^q(G)

14 D. CARDONA, J. DELGADO, V. KUMAR, AND M. RUZHANSKY

is bounded.

Using the subelliptic functional calculus in [7, Section 8], we have that √ L ∈ Ψ^{1,L}_{1,0} (G× ^G) is a pseudo-differential operator of first order. Since √ L is not invertible, let √ L^{−1} be the inverse of √ L on the orthogonal complement of its kernel, i.e. if P_0 is the L^2-orthogonal projection on Ker( √ L), then √ L^{−1} √ L = √ L √ L^{−1} = I − P_0, ∀f ∈ Ker( √ L), √ L^{−1}f := 0.

This operator agrees with the operator f(L), defined by the spectral calculus where f(t) = t^{−1}, and that √ L^{−1} ∈ Ψ^{−1,L}_{1,0} (G× ^G) is a consequence of the functional calculus in [7, Section 8].

Let us consider the operator L^{− a}2 := ( √ L^{−1}_G )^a ∈ Ψ^{−a,L}_{1,0} (G × ^G) defined by the spectral calculus if a > 0. In the case where a < 0, L^{− a}2 ∈ Ψ^{|a|,L}_{1,0} (G × ^G). In view of the inclusion of the powers L^{−a} to the subelliptic calculus, note that L^{− a2} = L^{− a2} B_{−a}B_a = T B_a, where T = L^{− a2} B_{−a} = L^{− a2} (1 + L)^{a2} ∈ Ψ^0_{1,0}(G × ^G) is a subelliptic pseudo-differential operator of order zero (see [7, Theorem 8.20]). Then T : L^q(G) → L^q(G) is bounded and from the L^p-L^q boundedness of B_a we deduce the L^p-L^q-boundedness of L^{− a}2 = T B_a. Note that we have the validity of the estimate ‖L^{− a2} f‖_Lq ≤ C‖f‖_Lp . (2.24) In other words, we have that the inequality ‖f‖_Lq ≤ C‖L^{a2} f‖_Lp , (2.25) is valid with C > 0, independent of f ∈ L^q(G). Define the semigroup T_t = e^{−tL}, t > 0, and consider the heat kernel h_t defined by T_tf = f ∗ p_t. Note that (see [14, Lemma VIII.2.5, Page 110]) sup_{t>0} ‖h_t‖_L1 ≲ 1.

In consequence we have that

sup_{t>0} ‖T_tf‖_L1_{(G)} = sup_{t>0} ‖f ∗ h_t‖_L1_{(G)} ≤ sup_{t>0} ‖h_t‖_L1_{(G)}‖f‖_L1_{(G)} ≲ ‖f‖_L1_{(G)}. (2.26)

In a similar way

sup_{t>0} ‖T_tf‖_L∞_{(G)} = sup_{t>0} ‖f ∗ h_t‖_L∞_{(G)} ≤ sup_{t>0} ‖h_t‖_L1_{(G)}‖f‖_L∞_{(G)} ≲ ‖f‖_L∞_{(G)}. (2.27)

In view of (2.26) and (2.27) we have that the semigroup T_t is equicontinuous on L^1 and on L^∞. Moreover, in view of Remark 2.1, with X = {X_1, X_2, · · · , X_k}, the semigroup T_t = e^{ΔX} = e^{−tL} is a submarkovian semigroup. Then, in view of (2.25), by applying Theorem 2.2, with Q̃ defined by a = Q̃ ( 1 p − 1 q ) , (2.28)

L^p-L^q ESTIMATES FOR PSEUDO-DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS 15

we have the estimate ‖e^{−tL}‖_L1_{→L}∞ ≤ C~_Qt^{−Q̃/2}. (2.29) Note that if Q^′ := inf{Q̃ : T_t satisfies (2.29) for all t : 0 < t < 1}, then Q^′ ≤ Q̃, ‖e^{−tL}‖_L1_{→L}∞ ≤ C_Q′ t^{−Q′/2} ≤ C~_Qt^{−Q̃/2}, 0 < t < 1. However, by the sharpness of the heat kernel estimates is very well known that the infimum Q^′ agrees with the Hausdorff dimension Q of the group associated to the control distance associated to the sub-Laplacian L (see [14, Chapter VIII]), that is Q^′ = Q. Since Q̃ ≥ Q, in view of (2.28) we have proved that a ≥ Q ( 1 p − 1 q ) , (2.30)

as desired. □

3. L^p-L^q-boundedness of pseudo-differential operators 3.1. L^p-L^q-boundedness of pseudo-differential operators I. The following result presents the necessary and sufficient criteria for a pseudo-differential operator to be bounded from L^p(G) into L^q(G) for the range 1 < p ≤ 2 ≤ q < ∞. Theorem 3.1. Let 1 < p ≤ 2 ≤ q < ∞ and m ∈ R. Let G be a compact Lie group, and let Q be its Hausdorff dimension with respect to the control distance associated to a Hörmander sub-Laplacian L. Let 0 ≤ δ < ρ ≤ 1. Then, every pseudo-differential operator A ∈ Ψ^{m,L}_{ρ,δ} (G × ^G) with 0 ≤ δ < ρ ≤ 1 admits a bounded extension from L^p(G) into L^q(G), that is ∀f ∈ C^∞_0 (G), ‖Af‖_Lq ≤ C‖f‖_Lp (3.1) holds, if and only if, m ≤ −Q ( 1 p − 1 q ) . (3.2)

Proof. Assume that m > −Q

(_1

p −^1_q ) . We are going to show that there exists A ∈ Ψ^{m,L}_{ρ,δ} (G × ^G) which is not bounded from L^p(G) into L^q(G). We consider A = B_{−m} = (1 + L)^{m2} ∈ Ψ^{m,L}_{1,0} (G × ^G) ⊂ Ψ^{m,L}_{ρ,δ} (G × ^G). Since −m < Q ( 1 p − 1 q ) , from Lemma 2.12, we have that A = B_{−m} is not bounded from L^p(G) into L^q(G). So, we have proved the necessity of the order condition (3.2). Now, in order to prove the reverse statement, we consider m satisfying (3.2) and m_1 and m_2 satisfying the conditions m = m_1 + m_2, m_1 ≤ −Q(1/p − 1/2), m_2 ≤ −Q(1/2 − 1/q). (3.3)

16 D. CARDONA, J. DELGADO, V. KUMAR, AND M. RUZHANSKY

If A ∈ Ψ^{m,L}_{ρ,δ} (G × ^G), we factorise A as follows, A = B_{−m2} A_0B_{−m1} , A_0 = B_{m2} AB_{m1} .

Note that A_0 ∈ Ψ^{0,L}_{ρ,δ} (G × ^G). The Calderón-Vaillancourt theorem (Theorem 2.10(iii)) implies that A_0 is bounded from L^2(G) into L^2(G). On the other hand, from Lemma 2.12 we have that B_{m2} : L^2(G) → L^q(G), and B_{m1} : L^p(G) → L^2(G), are bounded operators. In consequence, we have proved that A admits a bounded extension from L^p(G) into L^q(G). The proof is complete. □ 3.2. L^p-L^q-boundedness of pseudo-differential operators II. In this subsection, we consider the L^p − L^q boundedness of pseudo-differential operators on compact Lie groups for a wider range of indices p and q. Our main result of this section is the following theorem.

Theorem 3.2. Let 1 < p ≤ q < ∞, m ∈ R, and let 0 ≤ δ < ρ ≤ 1. Let G be a compact Lie group, and let Q be its Hausdorff dimension with respect to the control distance associated to a Hörmander sub-Laplacian L. Then, every pseudo-differential operator A ∈ Ψ^{m,L}_{ρ,δ} (G × ^G) admits a bounded extension from L^p(G) into L^q(G), that is ∀f ∈ C^∞_0 (G), ‖Af‖_Lq ≤ C‖f‖_Lp (3.4) holds in the following cases:

(i) if 1 < p ≤ q ≤ 2 and m ≤ −Q ( 1 p − 1 q + (1 − ρ) ( 1 q − 1 2 )) . (3.5)

(ii) if 2 ≤ p ≤ q < ∞ and m ≤ −Q ( 1 p − 1 q + (1 − ρ) ( 1 2 − 1 p )) ; (3.6)

Proof. (i) Let us consider p, q and m satisfying the conditions given in (i). Choose m^′ = −Q (_1

p −^1_q ) and this implies that the subelliptic Bessel potential B_{−m}′ is bounded from L^p(G) to L^q(G) as a consequence of Lemma 2.12. For A ∈ Ψ^{m,L}_{ρ,δ} (G × ^G), we decompose it as follows: A = (AB_m′ )B_{−m}′ . Now, we note that operator AB_m′ ∈ Ψ^{m−m′,L}_{ρ,δ} (G × ^G) with m − m^′ satisfying m − m^′ ≤ −Q(1 − ρ) (_1

q −^1_2 ) . Then, Theorem 2.11 shows that AB_m′ is bounded operator from L^q(G) into L^q(G). Therefore, we conclude that the operator A has a bounded extension from L^p(G) into L^q(G).

(ii) To prove this part we follow the same strategy as in Part (i). We factorise the operator A ∈ Ψ^{m,L}_{ρ,δ} (G × ^G) in the following manner: A = B_{−m}′ (B_m′ A), where m^′ = −Q(^1_p −^1_q ). Again, it follows from Lemma 2.12 that the operator B_{−m}′ is a bounded from L^p(G) into L^q(G). On the other hand, the operator

L^p-L^q ESTIMATES FOR PSEUDO-DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS 17 B_m′ A ∈ Ψ^{m−m′,L}_{ρ,δ} (G × ^G) with m − m^′ ≤ −Q(1 − ρ) (_1

2 −^1_p ) , which, as a consequence of Theorem 2.11, yields that the operator B_{−m}′ A is bounded from L^p(G) into L^p(G). Hence, we conclude that the operator A has a bounded extension from L^p(G) into L^q(G).

This completes the proof of this theorem. □

4. L^p-L^q-boundedness of pseudo-differential operators on S^3 and on SU(3) We will present an explicit form of our main Theorem 1.1 on the sphere SU(2) ∼= S^3 and on SU(3). By abuse of notation, we will use the same symbol to denote an element of the Lie algebra and the vector field on the group obtained by left translation. 4.1. L^p-L^q-boundedness of pseudo-differential operators on S^3. Let us consider the left-invariant first-order differential operators ∂_+, ∂_−, ∂_0 : C^∞(SU(2)) → C^∞(SU(2)), called creation, annihilation, and neutral operators respectively, (see Definition 11.5.10 of [41]) and let us define

X_1 = − i 2 (∂_− + ∂_+), X_2 = 1 2 (∂_− − ∂_+), X_3 = −i∂_0,

where X_3 = [X_1, X_2], based on the commutation relations [∂_0, ∂_+] = ∂_+, [∂_−, ∂_0] = ∂_−, and [∂_+, ∂_−] = 2∂_0. The system X = {X_1, X_2} satisfies the Hörmander condition of step κ = 2, and the Hausdorff dimension defined by the control distance associated to the sub-Laplacian L_1 = −X^2_1 − X^2_2 is Q = 4. In a similar way, we can define the sub- Laplacian L_2 = −X^2_2 − X^2_3 associated to the system of vector fields X^′ = {X_2, X_3}, which also satisfies the Hörmander condition of step κ = 2. In the following Corollary we describe the L^p-L^q-boundedness of subelliptic pseudo-differential operators on SU(2) ∼= S^3. In this case we observe that one can identify ^SU(2) ∼=^1_2 N_0 , see [41] for details.

Corollary 4.1. Let 1 < p, q < ∞, and 0 ≤ δ < ρ ≤ 1. Let us consider the Hörmander sub-Laplacian L = −X^2_1 − X^2_2 . Then, the following statements hold.

• Let 1 < p ≤ 2 ≤ q < ∞. Every pseudo-differential operator A ∈ Ψ^{m,L}_{ρ,δ} (SU(2) × 1 2 N_0 )

admits a bounded extension from L^p(SU(2)) into L^q(SU(2)), that is ∀f ∈ C^∞(SU(2)), ‖Af‖_Lq_{(SU(2))} ≤ C‖f‖_Lp_{(SU(2))} (4.1) holds, if and only if, m ≤ −4 ( 1 p − 1 q ) . (4.2)

• Every pseudo-differential operator A ∈ Ψ^{m,L}_{ρ,δ} (SU(2) ×^1_2 N_0 ) admits a bounded extension from L^p(SU(2)) into L^q(SU(2)), that is (4.1) holds, in the following cases:

(i) if 1 < p ≤ q ≤ 2 and m ≤ −4 ( 1 p − 1 q + (1 − ρ) ( 1 q − 1 2 )) . (4.3)

18 D. CARDONA, J. DELGADO, V. KUMAR, AND M. RUZHANSKY

(ii) if 2 ≤ p ≤ q < ∞ and m ≤ −4 ( 1 p − 1 q + (1 − ρ) ( 1 2 − 1 p )) . (4.4)

4.2. L^p-L^q-boundedness of pseudo-differential operators on SU(3). The special unitary group of 3 × 3 complex matrices is defined by

SU(3) = {g ∈ GL(3, C ) : gg^∗ = I_3 ≡ (δ_{ij} )_{1⩽i,j⩽3}, det(g) = 1},

and its Lie algebra is given by

su(3) = {g ∈ GL(3, C ) : g + g^∗ = 0, Tr(g) = 0}.

The inner product is defined by a multiple of the Killing form on su(3) given by B(X, Y ) = −^1_2 Tr[XY ]. The torus

T_{SU(3)} = {diag[e^{iθ1} , e^{iθ2} , e^{iθ3} ] : θ_1 + θ_2 + θ_3 = 0, θ_i ∈ R}

is a maximal torus of SU(3), and its Lie algebra is given by

t_{su(3)} = {diag[iθ_1, iθ_2, iθ_3] : θ_1 + θ_2 + θ_3 = 0, θ_i ∈ R}.

The following vectors

T_1 = diag[−i, i, 0], T_2 = diag[−i/ √ 3, −i/ √ 3, 2i/ √ 3] provide a basis for t_{su(3)}. Completing this basis with the following vectors

X_1 =

0 1 0 −1 0 0 0 0 0

, X_2 =

0 i 0 i 0 0 0 0 0 ,

X_3 =

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 −1 0

, X_4 =

0 0 0 0 0 −i 0 −i 0 ,

X_5 =

0 0 1 0 0 0 −1 0 0

, X_6 =

0 0 i 0 0 0 i 0 0 , we obtain the Gell-Mann system, which forms an orthonormal basis of su(3). The system of vector fields X = {X_1, X_2, X_3, X_4, X_5, X_6} satisfies the Hörmander condition of step κ = 2, (see [7, Section 11]). Indeed, it can be deduced if we write

X_7 = −[X_1, X_2] =

−2i 0 0 0 2i 0 0 0 0 ,

X_8 = −[X_3, X_4] =

0 0 0 0 2i 0 0 0 −2i from TABLE 1. Observe that the Hausdorff dimension associated to the control distance associated to the sub-Laplacian

L = −X^2_1 − X^2_2 − X^2_3 − X^2_4 − X^2_5 − X^2_6 ,

L^p-L^q ESTIMATES FOR PSEUDO-DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS 19

Table 1. Commutators in SU(3)

X_1 X_2 X_3 X_4 X_5 X_6 X_7 X_8 X_1 0 −X_7 X_5 −X_6 −X_3 X_4 4X_2 2X_2 X_2 X_7 0 X_6 X_5 −X_4 −X_3 −4X_1 −2X_1 X_3 −X_5 −X_6 0 −X_8 X_1 X_2 2X_4 4X_4 X_4 X_6 −X_5 X_8 0 X_2 −X_1 −2X_3 −4X_3 X_5 X_3 X_4 −X_1 −X_2 0 X_8 − X_7 2X_6 −2X_6 X_6 −X_4 X_3 −X_2 X_1 X_7 − X_8 0 −2X_5 2X_5 X_7 −4X_2 4X_1 −2X_4 2X_3 −2X_6 2X_5 0 0 X_8 2X_2 2X_1 −4X_4 4X_3 2X_6 −2X_5 0 0

can be computed from (2.4) as follows.

Q : = dim(H^1G) + 2(dim H^2G − dim H^1G) = 6 + 2(8 − 6) = 10. In the following Corollary we describe the L^p-L^q-boundedness of subelliptic pseudodifferential operators on SU(3). In this case we observe that one can identify ^SU(3) ∼= {D(p, q) : p, q ∈ N_0 }, where D(p, q) in physical terms, p is the number of quarks and q is the number of antiquarks. The construction of the unitary representations D(p, q) can be found in [25]. We keep in this case the standard notation ^SU(3) by simplicity.

Corollary 4.2. Let 1 < p, q < ∞, and 0 ≤ δ < ρ ≤ 1. Let us consider the Hörmander sub-Laplacian L = −X^2_1 − X^2_2 − X^2_3 − X^2_4 − X^2_5 − X^2_6 . Then, the following statements hold.

• Let 1 < p ≤ 2 ≤ q < ∞. Every pseudo-differential operator A ∈ Ψ^{m,L}_{ρ,δ} (SU(3) × ^SU(3)) admits a bounded extension from L^p(SU(3)) into L^q(SU(3)), that is ∀f ∈ C^∞(SU(3)), ‖Af‖_Lq_{(SU(3))} ≤ C‖f‖_Lp_{(SU(3))} (4.5) holds, if and only if, m ≤ −10 ( 1 p − 1 q ) . (4.6)

• Every pseudo-differential operator A ∈ Ψ^{m,L}_{ρ,δ} (SU(3)× ^SU(3)) admits a bounded extension from L^p(SU(3)) into L^q(SU(3)), that is (4.5) holds, in the following cases:

(i) if 1 < p ≤ q ≤ 2 and m ≤ −10 ( 1 p − 1 q + (1 − ρ) ( 1 q − 1 2 )) . (4.7)

(ii) if 2 ≤ p ≤ q < ∞ and m ≤ −10 ( 1 p − 1 q + (1 − ρ) ( 1 2 − 1 p )) . (4.8)

20 D. CARDONA, J. DELGADO, V. KUMAR, AND M. RUZHANSKY

Conflict of interests statement. On behalf of all authors, the corresponding author states that there is no conflict of interest.

Data Availability Statements. Data sharing not applicable to this article as no datasets were generated or analysed during the current study.

References

1. R. Akylzhanov, E. Nursultanov and M. Ruzhansky, Hardy-Littlewood-Paley inequalities and Fourier multipliers on SU(2). Studia Math. 234, no. 1, (2016), 1-29.

2. R. Akylzhanov, S. Majid and M. Ruzhansky, Smooth dense subalgebras and Fourier multipliers on compact quantum groups. Comm. Math. Phys. 362(3), (2018), 761–799.

3. R. Akylzhanov, E. Nursultanov and M. Ruzhansky, Hardy-Littlewood, Hausdorff-Young-Paley inequalities, and L^p −L^q Fourier multipliers on compact homogeneous manifolds. J. Math. Anal. Appl. 479, no. 2, (2019), 1519–1548.

4. R. Akylzhanov and M. Ruzhansky, L^p − L^q multipliers on locally compact groups, J. Func.

Anal., 278(3), (2019). DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jfa.2019.108324 5. J. Álvarez and J. Hounie, Estimates for the kernel and continuity properties of pseudo-differential operators. Ark. Mat. 28, no. 1, (1990), 1–22 6. R. Beals, L^p and Hölder estimates for pseudodifferential operators: sufficient conditions. Ann.

Inst. Fourier 29(3), (1979), 239–260.

7. D. Cardona and M. Ruzhansky, Subelliptic pseudo-differential operators and Fourier integral operators on compact Lie groups. to appear in MSJ Memoirs, Mathematical Society of Japan, Tokyo, (2023), 180 Pages. arXiv:2008.09651.

8. D. Cardona and M. Ruzhansky, Littlewood-Paley theorem, Nikolskii inequality, Besov spaces, Fourier and spectral multipliers on graded Lie groups. to appear in Potential Analysis, (2023). arXiv:1610.04701 9. D. Cardona, J. Delgado and M. Ruzhansky, L^p-bounds for pseudo-differential operators on graded Lie groups. J. Geom. Anal. 31, no. 12, (2021), 11603–11647.

10. D. Cardona, J. Delgado and M. Ruzhansky, Analytic functional calculus and Gårding inequality on graded Lie groups with applications to diffusion equations. (2023). arXiv:2111.07469 11. D. Cardona, V. Kumar, M. Ruzhansky, L^p-L^q-Boundedness of pseudo-differential operators on graded Lie groups, arXiv:2307.16094.

12. D. Cardona, V. Kumar, M. Ruzhansky and N. Tokmagambetov, L^p–L^q boundedness of pseudodifferential operators on smooth manifolds and its applications to nonlinear equations. Adv. Oper. Theory, 8(50), (2023).

13. M. Chatzakou and V. Kumar, L^p − L^q boundedness of spectral multipliers of the anharmonic oscillator. C. R. Math. Acad. Sci. Paris 360, (2022), 343-347.

14. T. Coulhon, L. Saloff-Coste, N. Varopoulos, Analysis and Geometry on Groups. Cambridge Tracts in Mathematics, 100. Cambridge University Press, 1993.

15. J. Delgado Estimations Lp pour une classe d’opérateurs pseudo-differentiels dans le cadre du calcul de Weyl-Hörmander. Journal d’Analyse Mathématique. Vol. 100, p. 337-374, 2006.

16. J. Delgado and M. Ruzhansky, L^p-bounds for pseudo-differential operators on compact Lie groups, J. Inst. Math. Jussieu 18(3), (2019), 531–559.

17. S. Federico, D. Rottensteiner and M. Ruzhansky, Weyl calculus on graded groups. (2023). ArXiv:

2306.04275.

18. V. Fischer and M. Ruzhansky, Fourier multipliers on graded Lie groups. Colloq. Math. 165, (2021), 1–30.

19. V. Fischer and M. Ruzhansky, Quantization on nilpotent Lie groups. Progress in Mathematics, Vol. 314, Birkhauser, (2016). xiii+557pp.

20. V. Fischer and M. Ruzhansky, Sobolev spaces on graded Lie groups. Ann. Inst. Fourier (Gronoble) 67(4), (2017), 1671-1723.

21. C. Fefferman, L^p-bounds for pseudo-differential operators. Isr. J. Math. 14, (1973), 413–417.

L^p-L^q ESTIMATES FOR PSEUDO-DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS 21

22. G. B. Folland. Subelliptic estimates and function spaces on nilpotent Lie groups. Arkiv för Matematik 13(1-2), (1975), 161–207.

23. G. B. Folland. On the Rothschild–Stein lifting theorem. Comm. Partial Differential Equations 2(2), (1977), 165–191.

24. G. Folland and E. Stein, Hardy Spaces on Homogeneous Groups. Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ, (1982).

25. B. Hall, Lie Groups, Lie Algebras, and Representations: An Elementary Introduction, Graduate Texts in Mathematics, vol. 222 (2nd ed.), Springer, ISBN 978–3319134666, 2015.

26. B. Helffer and J, Nourrigat, Caracterisation des operateurs hypoelliptiques homogenes invariants a gauche sur un groupe de Lie nilpotent gradue. Comm. Partial Differential Equations 4(8), (1979), 899–958.

27. R. Howe, On the role of the Heisenberg group in harmonic analysis, Bull. Amer. Math. Soc.

3(2), (1980), 821–843.

28. L. Hörmander, Hypoelliptic second order differential equations. Acta Math. 119, (1967), 147– 171.

29. L. Hörmander, The Analysis of the linear partial differential operators. Vol. III. IV, Springer- Verlag, (1985).

30. L. Hörmander, Pseudo-differential operators and hypo-elliptic equations. In: Proceedings Symposium on Singular Integrals, American Mathematical Society, vol. 10, (1967), pp. 138–183.

31. L. Hörmander, Estimates for translation invariant operators in L^p spaces. Acta Math., 104, (1960), 93–140.

32. J. J. Kohn and L. Nirenberg, An algebra of pseudo-differential operators. Commun. Pure Appl.

Math. 18, (1965), 269–305.

33. V. Kumar and M. Ruzhansky, Hardy-Littlewood inequality and L^p–L^q Fourier multipliers on compact hypergroups. J. Lie theory 32(2), (2022), 475-498.

34. V. Kumar and M. Ruzhansky, L^p-L^q boundedness of (k, a)-Fourier multipliers with applications to nonlinear equations. Int. Math. Res. Not. (IMRN), 2, (2023), 1073-1093. DOI 10.1093/imrn/rnab256 35. M. Măntoiu and M. Ruzhansky, Pseudo-differential operators, Wigner transform and Weyl systems on type I locally compact groups. Doc. Math. 22, (2017), 1539–1592.

36. D. Rottensteiner and M. Ruzhansky, Harmonic and anharmonic oscillators on the Heisenberg group. J. Math. Phys. 63(11), Paper No. 111509, (2022), 23 pp.

37. C. Rockland, Hypoellipticity on the Heisenberg group-representation-theoretic criteria. Trans.

Amer. Math. Soc., 240, (1978), 1–52.

38. L. P. Rothschild and E. M. Stein. Hypoelliptic differential operators and nilpotent groups. Acta Math. 137(3-4), (1976) 247–320.

39. L. P. Rothschild. A remark on hypoellipticity of homogeneous invariant differential operators on nilpotent Lie groups. Comm. Partial Differential Equations 8(15), (1983), 1679–1682.

40. D. Rottensteiner and M. Ruzhansky, An update on the L^p-L^q norms of spectral multipliers on unimodular Lie groups. Arch. Math. (Basel) 120, no. 5, (2023), 507–520.

41. M. Ruzhansky and V. Turunen, Pseudo-differential Operators and Symmetries: Background Analysis and Advanced Topics. Birkhäuser-Verlag, Basel, (2010).

42. M. Ruzhansky and V. Turunen, Sharp Gårding inequality on compact Lie groups. J. Funct.

Anal. 260, (2011), 2881–2901.

43. M. Ruzhansky, V. Turunen and J. Wirth, Hörmander class of pseudo-differential operators on compact Lie groups and global hypoellipticity. J. Fourier Anal. Appl. 20, (2014), 476–499.

44. M. Ruzhansky and J. Wirth, Global functional calculus for on compact Lie groups. J. Funct.

Anal. 267, no. 1, (2014), 144–172.

45. M. Ruzhansky and J. Wirth, L^p Fourier multipliers on compact Lie groups. Math. Z. 280, (2015), 621–642.

46. E. M. Stein, Some problems in harmonic analysis suggested by symmetric spaces and semisimple groups. Actes du Congrés International des Mathématiciens (Nice, 1970), Tome 1, pp. 173–189. Gauthier-Villars, Paris, (1971).

22 D. CARDONA, J. DELGADO, V. KUMAR, AND M. RUZHANSKY

47. M. Taylor, Noncommutative microlocal analysis. I. Mem. Amer. Math. Soc., 53(313), (1984), iv+182.

48. M. Taylor, Pseudodifferential Operators. Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ (1981). 49. A. F. M. ter Elst and D. W. Robinson, Spectral estimates for positive Rockland operators.

In: Algebraic Groups and Lie Groups. Australian Mathematical Society Lecture Series, vol. 9, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, (1997), pp. 195–213.

Duván Cardona:

Department of Mathematics: Analysis, Logic and Discrete Mathematics Ghent University, Belgium E-mail address duvan.cardonasanchez@ugent.be

Julio Delgado:

Departmento de Matematicas Universidad del Valle Cali-Colombia E-mail address delgado.julio@correounivalle.edu.co

Vishvesh Kumar:

Department of Mathematics: Analysis, Logic and Discrete Mathematics Ghent University, Belgium E-mail address vishveshmishra@gmail.com, Vishvesh.Kumar@UGent.be

Michael Ruzhansky:

Department of Mathematics: Analysis, Logic and Discrete Mathematics Ghent University, Belgium and School of Mathematical Sciences Queen Mary University of London United Kingdom E-mail address michael.ruzhansky@ugent.be