
BOUNDEDNESS OF FOURIER INTEGRAL OPERATORS WITH
COMPLEX PHASES ON FOURIER LEBESGUE SPACES
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Abstract. In this paper, we develop boundedness estimates for Fourier in-
tegral operators on Fourier Lebesgue spaces when the associated canonical
relation is parametrised by a complex phase function. Our result constitutes
the complex analogue of those obtained for real canonical relations by Rodino,
Nicola, and Cordero. We prove that, under the spatial factorization condi-
tion of rank κ, the corresponding Fourier integral operator is bounded on the
Fourier Lebesgue space FLp, provided that the order m of the operator sat-

isfies that m ≤ −κ
∣∣∣ 1p − 1
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∣∣∣ , 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞. This condition on the order m is sharp.
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1. Introduction

Fourier integral operators with complex-valued phase functions arise, for in-
stance, in the analysis of the wave equation for Hörmander sub-Laplacians on
Heisenberg-type and Métivier groups, as was recently and remarkably observed
by Martini and Müller [11], in settings where the classical theory of Fourier inte-
gral operators with real-valued phase functions is inoperable, in particular, when
one is interested in obtaining sharp boundedness results. Nevertheless, the cal-
culus of Fourier integral operators was introduced in the 1970s by Melin and
Sjöstrand [12] motivated by the problem of constructing parametrices for opera-
tors of principal type with non-real principal symbols.
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erick Opoku has been supported by Kwame Nkrumah University of Science and Technology,
(KNUST) of Ghana.

1

ar
X

iv
:2

51
2.

24
85

4v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

A
P]

  3
1 

D
ec

 2
02

5

https://arxiv.org/abs/2512.24854v1


2 D. CARDONA, W.O. DENTEH, AND F. OPOKU

The aim of this paper is to establish boundedness properties for Fourier integral
operators on Fourier Lebesgue spaces associated with complex canonical relations.
Our analysis builds on fundamental progress in the subject, particularly in set-
tings where the canonical relation is parametrised by a complex phase function.
The methods and techniques developed here combine ideas from Ruzhansky [18],
Laptev, Safarov, and Vassiliev [10], Rodino, Nicola, and Cordero [2], Nicola [9],
as well as the work of the first author with Ruzhansky [1].

Fourier integral operators with real-valued phase functions, and associated with
real canonical relations, were introduced by Hörmander [6] and Duistermaat and
Hörmander [3]. The time-dependent boundedness properties of these operators
are well understood in view of the celebrated results of Seeger, Sogge, and Stein
[16] for Lp spaces, and by the weak (1,1) boundedness theorem due to Tao [21]. On
the other hand, by taking averages in time, Sogge [17] conjectured local smoothing
estimates for the wave equation, and consequently for Fourier integral operators.
A complete solution to this conjecture in dimension d = 2 was established by
Guth, Wang, and Zhang [5].

On the other hand, motivated by the problem of constructing parametrices
or fundamental solutions for operators of principal type with non-real principal
symbols, Melin and Sjöstrand [12] investigated Fourier integral operators associ-
ated with complex-valued phase functions. The Lp-regularity properties of these
operators were further studied by Ruzhansky [18], who showed that the results
of Seeger, Sogge, and Stein [16] can be extended to this setting. Moreover, in a
series of papers, Ruzhansky investigated whether the factorization condition is
necessary to obtain boundedness of these operators; see [18] and the references
therein.

The regularity properties of Fourier integral operators change significantly
when one considers operators associated with degenerate or complex phase func-
tions. This was observed by Rodino, Nicola, and Cordero [2], and for phases with
a specific order of degeneracy by Nicola [9]. In the results of Cordero, Rodino,
and Nicola, the operators are associated with real canonical relations. To pro-
vide a more complete picture, these results motivate the study of Fourier integral
operators whose canonical relation is a complex Lagrangian manifold. In some
sense, the use of complex phases provides a more natural approach to Fourier
integral operators. Indeed, the complex phase approach allows one to avoid the
geometric obstructions present in the global theory with real phase functions,
and notably, every Fourier integral operator with a real phase can be globally
parametrised by a single complex phase; see Laptev, Safarov, and Vassiliev [10]
for this construction.

In order to present our main result we introduce the required notation in Sec-
tion 2. In particular, the class of Fourier integral operators of order m ∈ R, on Rd

is denoted by Im(Rd,Rd; C), and the Fourier Lebesgue spaces by FLp. Here, C is a
complex-canonical relation locally parametrised by a complex-valued phase func-
tion Φ(x, η) which we assume to satisfy the spatial smooth factorization condition
(SSFC) in Definition 2.1. This assumption is inspired by, and closely follows, the
spatial smooth factorization condition introduced by Nicola [9] in the setting of
Fourier integral operators of real-valued phases. It is the spatial counterpart of
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the one introduced by Ruzhansky in [18] and by Seeger, Sogge and Stein [16].
The following is our main result, inspired by the case Im(Φ) ≡ 0 that have been
proved by Nicola [9].

Theorem 1.1. Let T ∈ Im(Rd,Rd; C) be a Fourier integral operator associated to
a complex canonical relation C (locally) parametrised by a complex phase function
Φ. Let us assume that there exists a real parameter τ ∈ R, and an integer 0 ≤
κ ≤ d, such that the non-degenerate real-valued phase function

Φτ (x, η) := ReΦ(x, η) + τ ImΦ(x, η),

satisfies the spatial factorization condition (SSFC) of rank κ in Definition 2.1.
Then for every 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, the operator T : FLp(Rd) −→ FLp(Rd) extends to a
bounded operator, that is,

∃C > 0, ∀f ∈ FLp, ∥Tf∥FLp ≲ ∥f∥FLp ,

provided that m ≤ −κ
∣∣∣1p − 1

2

∣∣∣ . This condition on the order m is sharp.

Next, we briefly discuss our main theorem.

Remark 1.2. The main difficulty in proving Theorem 1.1 arises from the fact that,
after conjugating the operator T with the Fourier transform, it can be realised as
an operator with phase

Φτ (η, y) = ReΦ(η, y) + τ ImΦ(η, y),

and symbol στ (η, y) = σ(η, y)e−2π(1+iτ) ImΦ(η,y) ∈ Sm
1/2,1/2(Rd

η × Rd
y). The main

point is that the symbol στ ∈ Sm
1/2,1/2 now exhibits a more oscillatory behaviour,

since it belongs to a Hörmander class of type (1
2
, 1
2
), rather than to the Kohn–

Nirenberg class Sm
1,0 according to the analysis in [9]. Even in the case of pseudo-

differential operators, the behavior is markedly different. While pseudo-differential
operators with Kohn–Nirenberg symbols fall within the Calderón–Zygmund the-
ory, dealing with Hörmander classes requires the use of Littlewood–Paley theory;
see Fefferman [4].

In the setting of real-valued phase functions, as in [9], one must employ a first
decomposition of the symbol into Littlewood–Paley components and, in addition,
a second angular decomposition, which is typical in the analysis introduced by
Seeger, Sogge, and Stein [16]. Our main contribution is to show that, even in
the presence of the oscillatory symbol στ ∈ Sm

1/2,1/2, the estimates arising from
the second decomposition yield sufficiently accurate kernel bounds to ensure the
boundedness of the operator.

Remark 1.3. The sharpness of the order condition above as been discussed when
Im(Φ) ≡ 0 in Nicola [9, Page 209], see also Rodino, Nicola, and Cordero [2].
Our proof of Theorem 1.1 will combine the approach and methods in Nicola [9]
adapted to the setting of complex phases as developed by Ruzhansky [18, Page
47].

Remark 1.4. As it was observed by Nicola [9], the spatial factorization condition
(SSFC) of rank κ in Definition 2.1 implies that the Hessian d2xΦτ (x, η) has rank
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at most κ. In particular, this condition is automatically satisfied when κ = d, or
whenever the Hessian d2xΦτ (x, η) has constant rank κ. This includes, as a limiting
case, phases that are linear in the spatial variable x, corresponding to κ = 0 and
then to the case of pseudo-differential operators.

Remark 1.5. Observe, for instance, that in the case κ = d, the order condition

m ≤ −d
∣∣∣∣1p − 1

2

∣∣∣∣ ,
for boundedness on Fourier Lebesgue spaces differs dramatically from the order
condition

m ≤ −(d− 1)

∣∣∣∣1p − 1

2

∣∣∣∣ ,
established by Seeger, Sogge, and Stein [16] for the boundedness of Fourier inte-
gral operators with real-valued phase functions on Lp-spaces. In particular, the
endpoint boundedness results at p = 1,∞ generally fail.

Nevertheless, Ruzhansky [18] showed that the Seeger–Sogge–Stein order can
also be preserved for Fourier integral operators with complex-valued phase func-
tions.

Remark 1.6. Our estimates assume the symbol to be compactly supported in the
spatial variable and it would be interesting to investigate under wich conditions on
the size of the phase our boundedness result remains global. We refer the reader
for this topic to the references due to Staubach, Rodŕıguez Lopez, Israelsson and
Mattsson [7, 8, 14,15], see also Ruzhansky and Sugimoto [19,20].

This paper is organised as follows. In Section 2 we collect the basic definitions,
notation, and results on pseudodifferential and Fourier integral operators. The
presentation is designed to provide a self-contained and systematic framework for
the analysis carried out in the subsequent sections, with particular emphasis on
symbol classes, phase functions, canonical relations, and mapping properties of
Fourier integral operators on Fourier–Lebesgue spaces. In Section 3 we present the
derivation of kernel estimates, endpoint boundedness results, and interpolation
arguments for the proof of Theorem 1.1.

2. Preliminaries

For non–negative quantities A and B, the notation A ≲ B means that there
exists a constant C > 0, independent of the relevant parameters, such that A ≤
CB. We write A ≍ B if both A ≲ B and B ≲ A hold and we denote by N0 a fixed
positive integer, independent of the dyadic indices. Now, for R > 0, x0 ∈ Rd, we
denote by BR(x0) the open ball in Rd with centre x0 and radius R. We also set

∇1 := (∂η1 , ∂η2 , . . . , ∂ηd),

to denote the gradient operator with respect to the frequency variable η of the
phase space variable (x, η). For an open set U ⊂ Rd, we denote by C∞(U) the
space of smooth functions on U and by C∞

c (U) the subspace of compactly sup-
ported functions. Their duals are denoted respectively by D′(U) and E ′(U). The
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Schwartz space on Rd is denoted by S(Rd) and its dual by S ′(Rd). The Fourier
transform of f ∈ S(Rd) is defined by

f̂(η) =

∫
Rd

e−2πix·ηf(x) dx,

and extended to S ′(Rd) by duality. For 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, and s ∈ R, the Fourier–
Lebesgue space FLp

s(Rd) consists of all tempered distributions f ∈ S ′(Rd) such
that

∥f∥FLp
s
= ∥⟨η⟩sf̂(η)∥Lp(Rd) <∞, ⟨η⟩ = (1 + |η|2)1/2,

with the usual modification if p = ∞. The operator ⟨D⟩s defines an isomorphism
from FLp

s onto FLp. Consequently, boundedness results on FLp
s can be reduced

to boundedness on FLp after a change of order of the symbol. Let X ⊂ Rd be
open and m ∈ R. For 0 ≤ ρ, δ ≤ 1, the symbol class Sm

ρ,δ(X ×Rd) is the space of

all functions a ∈ C∞(X × Rd) such that, for every compact set K ⊂ X and for
all multi–indices α, β, there exists a constant Cα,β,K satisfying

|∂αx∂βη a(x, η)| ≤ Cα,β,K ⟨η⟩m−ρ|β|+δ|α|, (x, η) ∈ K × Rd.

Of particular importance in this work are the classes Sm
1,0 and Sm

1/2,1/2, which
naturally arise in the study of Fourier integral operators and their dyadic decom-
positions. Indeed, given a symbol a ∈ Sm

ρ,δ, the corresponding pseudodifferential
operator is defined by

a(x,D)f(x) =

∫
Rd

e2πix·ηa(x, η)f̂(η) dη.

A pseudodifferential operator is called regularizing if its symbol belongs to the
Schwartz space S(R2d). Such operators map S ′(Rd) continuously into S(Rd) and
have smooth integral kernels.

Let X,Y ⊂ Rd be open subsets. A real-valued function Φ ∈ C∞(X × Y ×Rd \
{0}) is called a phase function if it is positively homogeneous of degree one in η
and satisfies

∇(x,y,η)Φ(x, y, η) ̸= 0 for all (x, y, η).

The associated canonical relation C ⊂ T ∗X × T ∗Y is defined by

C = {(x,∇xΦ(x, y, η), y,−∇yΦ(x, y, η)) : ∇ηΦ(x, y, η) = 0}.

As we will observe later, the rank properties of the mixed Hessian ∂x∂ηΦ play a
central role in the mapping properties of the associated Fourier integral operator.
On the other hand, in order to introduce Fourier integral operators with complex
phases, we require Φ to be a phase function of positive type; this means that:

• ImΦ(x, y, η) ≥ 0,
• Φ(x, y, η) has no critical points on its domain: ∂θΦ(x, y, η) ̸= 0.
• Φ(x, y, η) is homogeneous of degree one in η i.e, ∀λ > 0,Φ(x, y, λη) =
λΦ(x, y, η).

• {∂ηΦ(x, y, η) = 0} is smooth. This means that if ∂ηΦ(x, y, η) = 0, then
the vectors d ∂Φ

∂ηj
are linearly independent over C.
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Let σ := σ(x, η) ∈ Sm
ρ,δ be a symbol compactly supported in the x variable and

let Φ to be a phase function of positive type. The Fourier integral operator T
associated with Φ and σ is defined by

Tf(x) =

∫
Rd

∫
Rd

e2πiΦ(x,y,η)σ(x, η)f(y) dη dy. (2.1)

Under standard non–degeneracy assumptions on Φ, the operator T defines a
regular operator mapping C∞

c (Y ) into D′(X) and extends by density to various
function spaces. The class of Fourier integral operators with symbols in the class
σ ∈ Sm

ρ,1−ρ, 1/2 ≤ ρ ≤ 1, is invariantly defined under changes of coordinates and
denoted by Imρ,1−ρ(X, Y ; C), indicating that their wave-front sets are contained in
the canonical relation C, locally parametrised by the phase function Φ. When
ρ = 1, we write Im(X, Y ; C) := Im1,0(X, Y ; C).

In view of the Hörmander phase-function theorem [6] in the setting of complex-
valued phase functions [12], microlocally, each Fourier integral operator (2.1) can
be re-written as

Tf(x) =

∫
Rd

e2πiΦ(x,η) σ(x, η) f̂(η) dη =

∫
Rd

∫
Rd

e2πiΦ(x,η)−2πiy·η σ(x, η)f(y)dy dη.

So, from now we will assume that each operator in the class Imρ,1−ρ(X, Y ; C),
1/2 ≤ ρ ≤ 1, has microlocally this form.

In order to obtain sharp Fourier–Lebesgue boundedness results for Fourier in-
tegral operators with complex phase, we shall impose a structural assumption
on the spatial dependence of the phase function. This assumption is inspired
by, and closely follows, the spatial smooth factorization condition introduced by
Nicola [9] in the setting of Fourier integral operators of real-valued phases. Let us
consider Φ(x, η) = ReΦ(x, η) + i ImΦ(x, η) to be a complex-valued phase func-
tion of positive type. For a fixed real parameter τ ∈ R, we associate to Φ the
real-valued phase

Φτ (x, η) := ReΦ(x, η) + τ ImΦ(x, η).

The set Λτ ⊂ Rd × (Rd \ {0}) denotes the open domain on which Φτ is smooth.
Typically, we will assume that Λτ is the support of the symbol of the corre-
sponding Fourier integral operator. For (x, η) ∈ Λτ , we write ∇xΦτ (x, η) for the
gradient of Φτ with respect to the spatial variable x, and

d2xΦτ (x, η) :=
(
∂xj

∂xk
Φτ (x, η)

)
1≤j,k≤d

for the corresponding spatial Hessian matrix.

Definition 2.1 (Spatial smooth factorization condition (SSFC)). We assume
that there exists an integer 0 ≤ κ ≤ d such that, for some τ ∈ R, and for every
(x0, η0) ∈ Λτ with η0 ∈ Sd−1, there exists an open neighbourhood Ω of x0 and an
open neighbourhood Γ′ ⊂ Sd−1 of η0, with Ω × Γ′ ⊂ Λτ , satisfying the following
properties.

• (SSFC) For every η ∈ Γ′ there exists a smooth fibration of Ω, depending
smoothly on η, whose fibres are affine subspaces of codimension κ, such
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that
∇xΦτ (·, η) is constant along each fibre.

• In addition, we also assume that Φτ holds the non-degeneracy condition,

det ∂y∂η(ReΦ(y, η) + τ ImΦ(y, η)) ̸= 0.

To simplify the terminology, if a phase function Φ can be associated with a phase
function Φτ that satisfies both properties in Definition 2.1 for some τ ∈ R, we
say that Φ satisfies the smooth spatial factorization condition of rank κ.

Remark 2.2. As in the case of real-valued phase functions, this condition implies
that the Hessian d2xΦτ (x, η) has rank at most κ. In particular, the condition
is automatically satisfied when κ = d, or whenever the Hessian d2xΦτ (x, η) has
constant rank κ. This includes, as a limiting case, phases that are linear in the
spatial variable x, corresponding to κ = 0.

Remark 2.3. Observe that in Definition 2.1, if Φτ holds the non-degeneracy condi-
tion for some τ ∈ R, since γ 7→ det ∂y∂η(ReΦ(y, η)+γ ImΦ(y, η)), is a polynomial
function, Φτ holds the non-degeneracy condition for almost all τ ∈ C.

Under this assumption, the geometry of the canonical relation associated with
Φτ exhibits a partial flatness in the spatial variables, quantified by the integer κ.
As shown by Nicola [9] in the real-phase setting, this geometric feature governs
the precise loss of derivatives in Fourier–Lebesgue spaces. In particular, it leads
to the sharp threshold

m ≤ −κ
∣∣∣12 − 1

p

∣∣∣,
which will reappear in the complex-phase estimates proved below.

Throughout the paper we use standard dyadic partitions of unity in the fre-
quency variable. Let {ψj}j≥0 be a smooth partition of unity such that suppψj ⊂
{η : 2j−1 ≤ |η| ≤ 2j+1} for j ≥ 1, and suppψ0 ⊂ {|η| ≤ 2}. This decomposition
allows us to localize Fourier integral operators at frequency scale |η| ∼ 2j and
to exploit both symbol estimates and angular decompositions adapted to the ge-
ometry of the canonical relation. This decomposition will be repeatedly used in
the proof of boundedness results on Fourier–Lebesgue spaces, especially in the
treatment of endpoint cases and interpolation arguments.

3. FIOs & affine fibrations

The aim of this section is to prove Theorem 1.1. The Fourier integral operator
(FIO) T to be considered is defined as

Tf(x) =

∫
Rd

e2πiΦ(x,η) σ(x, η) f̂(η) dη, (3.1)

where T : S(Rd) → C∞
0 (Rd), since the symbol σ := σ(x, η) ∈ Sm

1,0(Rd × Rd) has
compact support in x. Conjugating the operator T with the Fourier transform
we have that,

T̃ f(x) =

∫∫
e2πi(Φ(η,y)−xη)σ(η, y)f(y) dydη, (3.2)
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where T̃ = F ◦T ◦F−1. The symbol σ(η, y) is no longer supported with respect to
y and the phase Φ(η, y)−xη is a real-valued function which is no longer positively
homogeneous of order 1 with respect to η.

Let us assume that there exists a real parameter τ ∈ R, and an integer 0 ≤
κ ≤ d, such that the real-valued phase

Φτ (x, η) := ReΦ(x, η) + τ ImΦ(x, η)

satisfies the spatial factorization condition (SSFC) of rank κ in Definition 2.1.
With this choice of τ , we rewrite (3.2) as follows:

T̃ f(x) =

∫∫
e2πi(Φ(η,y)−xη)σ(η, y)f(y) dydη.

=

∫∫
e2πi(ReΦ(η,y)+i ImΦ(η,y))σ(η, y)e−2πixηf(y) dydη.

=

∫∫
e2πi(ReΦ(η,y)−τ ImΦ(η,y)+τ ImΦ(η,y)+i ImΦ(η,y))σ(η, y)e−2πixηf(y) dydη.

=

∫∫
e2πi(ReΦ(η,y)+τ ImΦ(η,y))σ(η, y)e−2π(1+iτ) ImΦ(η,y)e−2πixηf(y) dydη.

=

∫∫
e2πi(ReΦ(η,y)+τ ImΦ(η,y)−xη)σ(η, y)e−2π(1+iτ) ImΦ(η,y)f(y) dydη.

=

∫∫
e2πi(Φτ (η,y)−xη)στ (η, y)f(y) dydη, (3.3)

where Φτ (η, y) = ReΦ(η, y) + τ ImΦ(η, y). Note that

στ (η, y) = σ(η, y)e−2π(1+iτ) ImΦ(η,y) ∈ Sm
1/2,1/2(Rd

η × Rd
y),

since e−2π(1+iτ) ImΦ̃(η,y) ∈ S0
1/2,1/2, see [18, Page 28]. Then it satisfies the following

estimates;∣∣∂αy ∂βη e−2π(1+iτ) ImΦ(η,y)
∣∣ ≲ ⟨y⟩

|β| − |α|
2 , and

∣∣∂αy ∂βη στ (η, y)∣∣ ≲ ⟨y⟩m− 1
2
|α|+ 1

2
|β|.

The operator in (3.3) has integral kernel

K(x, y) =

∫
e2πi(Φτ (η,y)−xη)στ (η, y)dη. (3.4)

Now, we consider the Littlewood-Paley decomposition in y. We choose a smooth
function ψ0(y) such that ψ0(y) = 1 for |y| ≤ 1 with ψ0(y) = 0 for |y| ≥ 2. Set
ψ(y) = ψ0(y)− ψ(2y), ψj(y) = ψ(2−jy), j ≥ 1. Then,

∞∑
j=0

ψj(y) = 1, ∀y ∈ Rd \ (0).

Notice that if j ≥ 1, then ψj is supported where 2j−1 ≤ |y| ≤ 2j+1. We can now
write the kernel above as,

K(x, y) =
∑
j≥1

Kj(x, y),
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where,

Kj(x, y) =

∫
e2πi(Φτ (y,η)−xη)στj(η, y)dη, (3.5)

with στj(y, η) = στ (y, η)ψj(y).
In what follows we will use the argument of Nicola [9] adapted to complex

phases as in Ruzhansky [18, Page 47]. Observe that η lies in the open neigh-
bourhood Ω′ ⋐ Ω. After shrinking Ω′ and the parameter set Γ′ if necessary, the
spatial smooth factorization condition (SSFC) (see Definition 2.1) implies that
there exists an integer κ with 0 ≤ κ ≤ d, an open neighbourhood U ×V of (0, 0)
in Rκ×Rd−κ, and a smooth change of variables U×V ∋ (u, v) 7−→ ηy(u, v) ∈ Ωy,
smoothly depending on the parameter y ∈ Γ′ and homogeneous of degree 0 with
respect to y, with Ω′ ⊂ Ωy ⊂ Ω, such that the function η 7→ ∇ηΦτ (η, y) is
constant along each (d− κ)–dimensional affine plane given by u = const.

Equivalently, in these adapted coordinates the gradient ∇ηΦτ (ηy(u, v), y) de-
pends only on the transversal variable u and is independent of the fibre variable
v, so that ∇ηΦτ (ηy(u, v), y) = ∇ηΦτ (ηy(u, 0), y), (u, v) ∈ U × V . We emphasize
that, due to the previous conjugation of the Fourier integral operator, we are us-
ing Definition 2.1 with the variables (x, η) replaced by (η, y), so that no additional
assumptions are introduced and the factorization structure is preserved.

For every j ≥ 1 we chose uvj , v = 1, · · · , Nκ(j), such that |uvj−uv
′

j | ≥ C02
−j/2 for

v ̸= v′ and such that U is covered by balls with centre uvj and radius C12
−j/2. It

is easy to see that Nκ(j) = O(2jκ/2). Let then ηvj = ηy(u
v
j , 0). Consider a smooth

partition of unity to cover U , given by smooth functions χv
j (u), v = 1, · · · , Nκ(j),

supported in the above balls and satisfying the estimate (see [9]),

|∂αuχv
j (u)| ≲ 2j|α|/2.

Note that the support of χj(u) is contained on U. So, in the support of χj, we

have that |u| ≲ 1. We further decompose the kernel Kj(x, y) as
∑Nκ(j)

v=1 Kv
j (x, y)

with

Kv
j (x, y) =

∫
e2πi(Φτ (y,η)−xη)χv

j (u(y, η))σ
v
τ (η, y)ψj(y) dη, (3.6)

where, σv
τ (y, η)ψj(y) is the symbol restricted to a small cap v and localized to the

dyadic band j in y. Consider now the first order Taylor expansion of Φτ (·, y) at
ηvj :

Φτ (η, y) = Φτ (η
v
j , y) + ⟨∇1Φτ (η

v
j , y), η − ηvj ⟩+Rv

j (η, y),

where,

∇1 := (∂η1 , ∂η2 , . . . , ∂ηd),

and

Rv
j (η, y) =

1

2

1∫
0

(1− t)(d21Φτ )(η
v
j + t(η − ηvj ), y)[η − ηvj , η − ηvj ] dt.
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The phase function can be expressed as

Φτ (η, y)− ⟨x, η⟩ = ⟨∇1Φτ (η
v
j , y)− x, η⟩+ r(η),

where,

r(η) = Φτ (η
v
j , y)− ⟨∇1Φτ (η

v
j , y), η

v
j ⟩+Rv

j (η, y).

Fix y ∈ Rd, and let us consider the first-order Taylor expansion of Φτ (·, y) at a
point ηvj :

Φτ (η, y) = Φτ (η
v
j , y) + ⟨∇1Φτ (η

v
j , y), η − ηvj ⟩+Rv

j (η, y),

where ∇1Φτ (η
v
j , y) = ∂ηΦτ (η

v
j , y), and the remainder Rv

j (η, y) is given by the
integral form of the second-order Taylor remainder:

Rv
j (η, y) =

1

2

∫ 1

0

(1− t) d21Φτ (η
v
j + t(η − ηvj ), y)[η − ηvj , η − ηvj ] dt.

Here, d21Φτ denotes the Hessian matrix of second derivatives with respect to the
first argument of η. Thus,

d21Φτ (η, y) =

(
∂2Φτ

∂ηi ∂ηj
(η, y)

)
1≤i,j≤d

.

The kernel of the Fourier integral operator involves the phase Φτ (η, y) − x · η.
Substituting the Taylor expansion:

Φτ (η, y)− x · η = Φτ (η
v
j , y) + ⟨∇1Φτ (η

v
j , y), η − ηvj ⟩+Rv

j (η, y)− x · η
= ⟨∇1Φτ (η

v
j , y)− x, η⟩+ Φτ (η

v
j , y)− ⟨∇1Φτ (η

v
j , y), η

v
j ⟩+Rv

j (η, y).

We denote

r(η) := Φτ (η
v
j , y)− ⟨∇1Φτ (η

v
j , y), η

v
j ⟩+Rv

j (η, y),

so that the phase Φτ (η, y) can be written as

Φτ (η, y)− x · η = ⟨∇1Φτ (η
v
j , y)− x, η⟩+ r(η).

This decomposition allows us to apply repeated integration by parts with respect
to η, using operators adapted to the decomposition into η′, η′′ coordinates, in
order to control the kernel of the Fourier integral operator. The linear term
provides decay, while the remainder r(η) is uniformly bounded and does not
affect the estimates.

After linearizing the phase function, we can now rewrite (3.6) as,

Kv
j (x, y) =

∫
suppη(σ(η,y))

e2πi⟨∇1Φτ (ηvj ,y)−x,η⟩σv
τ (η, y)ψj(y) dη, (3.7)

where,

σv
τj(η, y) = e2πir(η)χv

j (u(y, η))στj(η, y).

Note that in the support of χv
j (u(y, η)), we have that

|η| ≲ |(y, η)| ≍ |u(y, η)| ≲ 2−
j
2 .

The following lemma will be used later in our argument of integration by parts.
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Lemma 3.1. Let Φτ (η, y) be a smooth phase function and, for fixed j and v,
consider the splitting η = (η′, η′′), where η′′ are tangent to a small cap v. Define
the operator

Lv
j = (1− ⟨2−j/2∇η′ , 2

−j/2∇η′⟩)(1− ⟨∇η′′ ,∇η′′⟩).
Then Lv

j satisfies the identity

(1 + 4π22−j|(∇1Φτ (η
v
j , y)− x)′|2)(1 + 4π2|(∇1Φτ (η

v
j , y)− x)′′|2)e2πi⟨∇1Φτ (ηvj ,y)−x,η⟩

= Lv
je

2πi⟨∇1Φτ (ηvj ,y)−x,η⟩.

Proof. Let

A := ∇1Φτ (η
v
j , y)− x and e(η) := e2πi⟨A,η⟩ = e2πi⟨A

′,η′⟩ e2πi⟨A
′′,η′′⟩,

where A = (A′, A′′) corresponds to the splitting of η. We compute the action of
each factor in Lv

j on the exponential.

(i) Action on the η′–factor. For any coordinate k in the η′ variables,

∂η′ke(η) = 2πiA′
k e(η),

hence

∂2η′ke(η) = (2πiA′
k)

2e(η) = −4π2(A′
k)

2e(η).

Therefore (using linearity and summing over k),

⟨∇η′ ,∇η′⟩e(η) =
∑
k

∂2η′ke(η) = −4π2|A′|2e(η).

Multiplying by the 2−j factor from Lv
j we obtain

⟨2−j/2∇η′ , 2
−j/2∇η′⟩e(η) = 2−j⟨∇η′ ,∇η′⟩e(η) = −4π22−j|A′|2e(η).

Thus (
1− ⟨2−j/2∇η′ , 2

−j/2∇η′⟩
)
e(η) =

(
1 + 4π22−j|A′|2

)
e(η).

(ii) Action on the η′′–factor. Exactly the same computation (without the 2−j

weight) for the η′′–variables gives

⟨∇η′′ ,∇η′′⟩e(η) = −4π2|A′′|2e(η),
and hence (

1− ⟨∇η′′ ,∇η′′⟩
)
e(η) =

(
1 + 4π2|A′′|2

)
e(η).

(iii) Combine the two factors. Since the η′ and η′′ variables are independent
and the two factors in Lv

j commute when acting on a product of functions that
separate in η′ and η′′ (in particular on e(η)), we may apply them successively:

Lv
je(η) =

(
1− ⟨2−j/2∇η′ , 2

−j/2∇η′⟩
)(
1− ⟨∇η′′ ,∇η′′⟩

)
e(η).

By the two identities above we obtain,

Lv
je(η) =

(
1 + 4π22−j|A′|2

)(
1 + 4π2|A′′|2

)
e(η),

which is exactly the claimed identity after recalling the definition of A. □
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Now we apply repeated integration by parts to (3.7) gives us

Kv
j (x, y) = Hv

j (x, y)

∫
(Lv

j )
Nσv

τj(η, y)e
2πi⟨∇1Φτ (ηvj ,y)−x,η⟩ dη, (3.8)

where

Hv
j (x, y) = (1 + 4π22−j|(∇1Φτ (η

v
j , y)− x)′|2)−N(1 + 4π2|(∇1Φτ (η

v
j , y)− x)′′|2)−N .

(3.9)

The following estimate can be verified easily and for completness we present a
proof.

Lemma 3.2 (Equivalence of polynomial decay). Let N ∈ N. There exists a
constant CN > 0 such that for all z ∈ Rd,

(1 + |z|2)−N ≤ CN (1 + |z|)−2N .

Consequently, for any λ > 0,

(1 + λ2|z|2)−N ≤ CN (1 + λ|z|)−2N .

Proof. For every z ∈ Rd we have

1 + |z|2 ≥ 1

2

(
1 + |z|

)2
.

Indeed, expanding the right-hand side gives

1

2
(1 + 2|z|+ |z|2) ≤ 1 + |z|2.

Raising both sides to the power −N yields

(1 + |z|2)−N ≤ 2N(1 + |z|)−2N .

Setting CN = 2N proves the first claim.
The second inequality follows by applying the first with z replaced by λz, which

gives
(1 + λ2|z|2)−N ≤ 2N(1 + λ|z|)−2N .

This completes the proof. □

From Lemma (3.2), we can express Hv
j (x, y) as

Hv
j (x, y) ≲ (1 + 2−j/2|(∇1Φτ (η

v
j , y)− x)′|)−2N(1 + |(∇1Φτ (η

v
j , y)− x)′′|)−2N .

Now, we have that∣∣Kv
j (x, y)

∣∣ = ∣∣Hv
j (x, y)

∫
(Lv

j )
Nσv

τj(η, y)e
2πi⟨∇1Φτ (ηvj ,y)−x,η⟩ dη

∣∣
≲ Hv

j (x, y)

∫
|(Lv

j )
Nσv

τj(η, y)| dη.

We need to find the bound of
|(Lv

j )
Nσv

τj(η, y)| = |(Lv
j )

N
(
e2πiΦτ (ηvj ,y)−⟨∇1Φτ (ηvj ,y),η

v
j ⟩+Rv

j (η,y)χv
j (u(y, η))στj(η, y)

)
|.

So we now investigate the effect of (Lv
j )

N falling on each of the following terms:

• χv
j (u(y, η))

• στj(η, y)



BOUNDEDNESS OF FOURIER INTEGRAL OPERATORS WITH COMPLEX PHASES 13

• e2πiΦτ (ηvj ,y)−⟨∇1Φτ (ηvj ,y),η
v
j ⟩+Rv

j (x,y)

Lemma 3.3. Assume that the damped amplitude στ (η, y) ∈ Sm
1
2
, 1
2

((Rd\{0})×Rd),

that is, for every pair of multiindices α, β there exists Cα,β > 0 such that∣∣∂αy ∂βη στ (η, y)∣∣ ≤ Cα,β ⟨y⟩m− |α|
2
+

|β|
2 , (η, y) ∈ (Rd \ {0})× Rd. (3.10)

Let στj(η, y) denote the localization of στ (η, y) to the j-th dyadic y–shell, so
that on the support of στj(η, y) we have ⟨y⟩ ≈ 2j. Then, for every multiindex β
(and uniformly in y),∣∣∂βη στj(η, y)∣∣ ≤ Cβ ⟨y⟩m+

|β|
2 (by (3.10) with α = 0) (3.11)

≲ Cβ 2
jm 2

j|β|
2 .

In particular, each single η–derivative produces a factor 2j/2 on the j-th shell:

∂ηkστj(η, y) = O
(
2jm2j/2

)
, ⟨y⟩ ≈ 2j.

Lemma 3.4. Let χv
j (u) be a smooth cutoff function supported in the region

|u| ≲ 2−j/2,

and suppose its derivatives satisfy that,

|∂αuχv
j (u)| ≲ 2j|α|/2 for all multi-indices α.

Let u = u(y, η) be a smooth function of (y, η) such that its derivatives in η satisfy
the bounds

|∂βη u(y, η)| ≲ 2−j|β|/2 for all multi-indices β.

Then for every multi-index α we have∣∣∂αη (χv
j (u(y, η))

)∣∣ ≲ 1.

That is, the derivatives of the cutoff χv
j introduce no net growth: the decay factor

2−j/2 arising from derivatives of u exactly compensates the growth 2j|α|/2 coming
from derivatives of χv

j .

Lemma 3.5. Let

Rv
j (η, y) =

1

2

∫ 1

0

(1− t) d2ηΦτ

(
ηvj + t(η − ηvj ), y

) [
η − ηvj , η − ηvj

]
dt

be the remainder term in the first-order Taylor expansion of Φτ (η, y) at ηvj . As-
sume that

η − ηvj = O(2−j/2).

Then, for every multi-index β, ∣∣∂βηRv
j (η, y)

∣∣ ≲ Cβ,

where Cβ is independent of j.
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Remark 3.6. Since Rv
j is quadratic in (η− ηvj ), each derivative reduces the degree

by at most one. Given

η − ηvj = O(2−j/2),

all terms produced by derivatives remain uniformly bounded independently of j.

Lemma 3.7. Let

σv
τj(η, y) = χv

j (u(y, η)) στj(η, y) e
2πir(η),

where

(1) στj(η, y) ∈ Sm
1/2,1/2 and ⟨η⟩ ∼ 2j on its support;

(2) χv
j (u(y, η)) is supported in an angular cap of radius O(2−j/2) and satisfies

|∂αuχv
j | ≲ 2j|α|/2;

(3) the Taylor remainder Rv
j (η, y) satisfies

|∂γηRv
j | ≲

{
2−j/2, |γ| = 1,

1, |γ| ≥ 2,
and Rv

j (η, y) = O(2−j) on the cap.

Define

Lv
j =

(
1− ⟨2−j/2∇η′ , 2

−j/2∇η′⟩
)(

1− ⟨∇η′′ , ∇η′′⟩
)
.

Then for every integer N ≥ 1 there exists a constant CN such that∣∣(Lv
j )

Nσv
τj(η, y)

∣∣ ≤ CN 2jm.

Note that this estimate coincides with (3.7) in Nicola [9].

Proof. Write

Aj := 1− ⟨2−j/2∇η′ , 2
−j/2∇η′⟩, B := 1− ⟨∇η′′ , ∇η′′⟩,

so that Lv
j = AjB. By repeated application of the product rule,

(Lv
j )

N = (AjB)N =
∑
k,ℓ

c
(N)
k,ℓ

(
⟨2−j/2∇η′ , 2

−j/2∇η′⟩
)k(

⟨∇η′′ , ∇η′′⟩
)ℓ
,

with k + ℓ ≤ N . Each term has order 2k derivatives in η′ and 2ℓ derivatives in
η′′, together with a prefactor 2−jk coming from the 2−j in Aj. Hence each term
is of the form

Ck,ℓ 2
−jk ∂αη , |α| = 2(k + ℓ) ≤ 2N.

Applying 2−jk∂αη to the product

σv
τj = χv

j (u(y, η)) στj(η, y) e
2πir(η)

and using the Leibniz rule yields a sum of terms

2−jk ∂α1
η χv

j (u(y, η)) ∂
α2
η στj(η, y) ∂

α3
η e2πir(η), α1 + α2 + α3 = α.

We now estimate each factor.
(i) Symbol term. Since στj ∈ Sm

1/2,1/2 and ⟨η⟩ ∼ 2j,

|∂α2
η στj| ≲ Cα2 2

jm 2−j|α2|/2.
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(ii) Cutoff term. Each derivative in η produces factors 2−j/2 from u and 2j|α|/2

from ∂αuχ
v
j . These cancel, giving

|∂α1
η χv

j (u(y, η))| ≲ Cα1 ,

uniformly in j.

(iii) Exponential term. Repeated differentiation gives

∂α3
η e2πir(η) = e2πir(η) Pα3

(
{∂γη r(η)}|γ|≤|α3|

)
,

where Pα3 is a fixed polynomial. Since r is quadratic and its derivatives satisfy
the bounds listed above,

|∂α3
η e2πir(η)| ≲ Cα3 .

Combining the three bounds we obtain

|2−jk∂αη (σ
v
τj)| ≲ 2−jk Cα1,α3

(
2jm2−j|α2|/2

)
≲ 2jm 2−jk 2−j|α2|/2.

Since |α2| ≤ |α| = 2(k + ℓ) ≤ 2N , the exponents satisfy

2−jk 2−j|α2|/2 ≤ 1.

Thus each term in the expansion of (Lv
j )

N is bounded by

CN 2jm.

There are finitely many terms in the operator expansion, depending only on N .
Summing them yields

|(Lv
j )

Nσv
τj(η, y)| ≤ CN 2jm.

The proof is complete. □

Remark 3.8. Let

Aj := 1− ⟨2−j/2∇η′ , 2
−j/2∇η′⟩, B := 1− ⟨∇η′′ , ∇η′′⟩.

For a test function u = u(η′, η′′) ∈ C∞, we compute

AjBu =
(
1− ⟨2−j/2∇η′ , 2

−j/2∇η′⟩
)(

1− ⟨∇η′′ , ∇η′′⟩
)
u

= u− ⟨∇η′′ , ∇η′′⟩u− ⟨2−j/2∇η′ , 2
−j/2∇η′⟩u

+ ⟨2−j/2∇η′ , 2
−j/2∇η′⟩⟨∇η′′ , ∇η′′⟩u.

Similarly,

BAju =
(
1− ⟨∇η′′ , ∇η′′⟩

)(
1− ⟨2−j/2∇η′ , 2

−j/2∇η′⟩
)
u

= u− ⟨∇η′′ , ∇η′′⟩u− ⟨2−j/2∇η′ , 2
−j/2∇η′⟩u

+ ⟨∇η′′ , ∇η′′⟩⟨2−j/2∇η′ , 2
−j/2∇η′⟩u.

Since derivatives with respect to η′ commute with those with respect to η′′, the
last terms in the above expressions coincide. Hence,

AjBu = BAju for all u ∈ C∞,

and therefore
AjB = BAj.
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This commutation property allows the operators Aj and B to be freely inter-
changed and justifies repeated applications of the Leibniz rule to obtain

(Lv
j )

N = (AjB)N =
∑
k,ℓ

c
(N)
k,ℓ

(
⟨2−j/2∇η′ , 2

−j/2∇η′⟩
)k(

⟨∇η′′ , ∇η′′⟩
)ℓ
,

with k + ℓ ≤ N .

This gives us∣∣Kv
j (x, y)

∣∣ ≲ CN2
jm ×Hv

j (x, y)

∫
|η|≲2−j/2

dη, m = −κ/2.

Therefore, we obtain the estimate∣∣Kv
j (x, y)

∣∣
≲ CN2

jm
(
1 + 2−j/2|(∇1Φτ (η

v
j , y)− x)′|

)−2N(
1 + |(∇1Φτ (η

v
j , y)− x)′′|

)−2N
∫

|η|≲2−j/2

dη.

Now, we are working with polynomial decay in the form given below

Hv
j (x, y) :=

(
1 + 2−j/2|(∇1Φτ (η

v
j , y)− x)′|

)−2N(
1 + |(∇1Φτ (η

v
j , y)− x)′′|

)−2N
,

where the coordinates are split according to the rank κ of the non-degenerate
part of the phase:

• (·)′ ∈ Rκ denote the non-degenerate directions,
• (·)′′ ∈ Rd−κ denote the degenerate directions,
• ηvj is the center of the frequency cone,
• N > d/2 is an integer to ensure convergence of integrals.

Lemma 3.9 (Integral of the kernel). Under the above assumptions, there exists
a constant C > 0, independent of j and y, such that∫

Rd

Hv
j (x, y) dx ≤ C 2jκ/2.

Proof. We aim to compute the integral∫
Rd

Hv
j (x, y) dx

and understand how the dyadic frequency scaling affects its size. we apply change
of variables x 7→ ∇1Φτ (η

v
j , y)−x in both non-degenerate and degenerate directions

and define the scaled variables as;

u′ := 2−j/2(∇1Φτ (η
v
j , y)− x)′ ∈ Rκ, u′′ := (∇1Φτ (η

v
j , y)− x)′′ ∈ Rd−κ.

The Jacobian of this transformation is

dx = dx′ dx′′ = 2jκ/2 du′ du′′.
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Rewrite the integral in terms of u′, u′′, the integral becomes∫
Rd

Hv
j (x, y) dx =

∫
Rκ

∫
Rd−κ

(1 + |u′|)−2N(1 + |u′′|)−2N 2jκ/2 du′ du′′

= 2jκ/2
∫
Rκ
(1 + |u′|)−2N du′

∫
Rd−κ

(1 + |u′′|)−2N du′′.

Since N > d/2, both integrals∫
Rκ
(1 + |u′|)−2N du′,

∫
Rd−κ

(1 + |u′′|)−2N du′′

converge to finite constants Cκ and Cd−κ, independent of j and y.
Thus, we obtain ∫

Rd

Hv
j (x, y) dx ≤ 2jκ/2Cκ Cd−κ =: C 2jκ/2,

where C = Cκ · Cd−κ is independent of j and y.
The factor 2jκ/2 arises from the scaling in the non-degenerate directions, while
the polynomial decay ensures integrability in all directions. This completes the
proof. □

Proof of Theorem 1.1. We now have,∫ ∣∣Kv
j (x, y)

∣∣dx ≲ CN2
jm × 2

jκ
2

∫
η∈Rκ :|η|≲2−j/2

dη, m = −κ/2

≲ CN2
jm × 2

jκ
2 × 2−

jκ
2

≲ CN2
jm.

In view of the analysis above, summing over the v caps gives us the estimate

N(v)∑
v=1

∫ ∣∣Kv
j (x, y)

∣∣ dx ≤ CN2
jm2j

κ
2 ≤ CN .

Summation over the estimates. We now explain how the dyadic estimates ob-
tained above can be summed in order to deduce boundedness of the full operator

T =
∑
j≥1

Tj on FL1(Rd).

Step 1: A summation estimate in FL1. Let χ ∈ C∞
c (Rd) be supported in the

annulus {η ∈ Rd : B−1
0 ≤ |η| ≤ B0} for some B0 > 0. For f ∈ S(Rd), we have

̂χ(2−jD)f(η) = χ(2−jη)f̂(η).

Hence, by definition of the Fourier–Lebesgue norm,∑
j≥1

∥χ(2−jD)f∥FL1 =
∑
j≥1

∫
Rd

|χ(2−jη)| |f̂(η)| dη.
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Since the integrand is nonnegative, Tonelli’s theorem allows us to interchange the
sum and the integral, yielding∑

j≥1

∥χ(2−jD)f∥FL1 =

∫
Rd

∑
j≥1

|χ(2−jη)| |f̂(η)| dη

=

∫
Rd

(∑
j≥1

|χ(2−jη)|

)
|f̂(η)| dη.

By the compact support of χ, for each fixed η ∈ Rd the sum
∑

j≥1 |χ(2−jη)|
contains only finitely many nonzero terms and is uniformly bounded. Therefore,∑

j≥1

|χ(2−jη)| ≤ C, for all η ∈ Rd.

Consequently, ∑
j≥1

∥χ(2−jD)f∥FL1 ≤ C

∫
Rd

|f̂(η)| dη ≲ ∥f∥FL1 .

Step 2: Estimate for a single dyadic operator. Due to the frequency localization
of Tj, there exists χ ∈ C∞

c such that χ(η) = 1 for 1/2 ≤ |η| ≤ 2 and χ(η) = 0 for
|η| ≤ 1/4 and |η| ≥ 4 (so that χψ = ψ). Hence,

Tjf = Tj(χ(2
−jD)f).

Using the L1–boundedness of Tj, we obtain

∥Tjf∥FL1 = ∥Tj(χ(2−jD)f)∥FL1

=

∫
Rd

∣∣∣ ̂Tj(χ(2−jD)f)(ξ)
∣∣∣ dξ

≤ C

∫
Rd

∣∣∣ ̂χ(2−jD)f(ξ)
∣∣∣ dξ

≲ ∥χ(2−jD)f∥FL1 .

Step 3: Summation over j. We now estimate the full operator T =
∑

j≥1 Tj. By

the triangle inequality in FL1, we have

∥Tf∥FL1 =

∥∥∥∥∥∑
j≥1

Tjf

∥∥∥∥∥
FL1

=

∫
Rd

∣∣∣∣∣∑
j≥1

T̂jf(ξ)

∣∣∣∣∣ dξ
≤
∫
Rd

∑
j≥1

∣∣∣T̂jf(ξ)∣∣∣ dξ
=
∑
j≥1

∫
Rd

∣∣∣T̂jf(ξ)∣∣∣ dξ
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=
∑
j≥1

∥Tjf∥FL1 .

Using the estimate obtained in Step 2 and the summation estimate from Step 1,
we conclude that

∥Tf∥FL1 ≤ C
∑
j≥1

∥χ(2−jD)f∥FL1 ≲ ∥f∥FL1 .

Therefore, the operator T extends to a bounded operator on FL1(Rd).

The case p = ∞. We begin with a simple but fundamental observation concerning
frequency localized functions.

Remark 3.10. Let {fk}k≥0 ⊂ S(Rd) be a sequence such that

supp f̂0 ⊂ B2(0), supp f̂k ⊂ {η ∈ Rd : 2k−1 ≤ |η| ≤ 2k+1}, k ≥ 1.

If the sequence {fk} is bounded in FL∞(Rd), then the series
∑∞

k=0 fk converges
in FL∞(Rd) and ∥∥∥ ∞∑

k=0

fk

∥∥∥
FL∞

≲ sup
k≥0

∥fk∥FL∞ .

Indeed, at each frequency η ∈ Rd there are at most two indices k such that

f̂k(η) ̸= 0.

Using a dyadic partition of unity {ψk}k≥0 in the frequency variable, we write

Tf =
∑
k≥0

ψk(D)Tf,

and therefore

∥Tf∥FL∞ ≲ sup
k≥0

∥ψk(D)Tf∥FL∞ = sup
k≥0

∥∥∥∑
j≥1

ψk(D)Tjf
∥∥∥
FL∞

. (3.12)

Next, we analyze the operators ψk(D)Tj. The symbol σj(x, η) of Tj belongs to

a bounded subset of S
−κ/2
1,0 , while ψk(η) belongs to a bounded subset of S0

1,0.
By composition of FIOs with pseudodifferential operators, for each j, k we may
decompose

ψk(D)Tj = Sk,j +Rk,j,

where:

• Sk,j is a Fourier integral operator with the same phase Φ and symbol

σk,j ∈ S
−d/2
1,0 , uniformly bounded with respect to j, k;

• Rk,j is a smoothing operator whose symbol rk,j belongs to a bounded
subset of S(R2d).

The support properties of σk,j follow from the symbolic calculus. If k = 0, then
σk,j is supported where

{(x, η) ∈ Ω′ × Γ : |∇xΦτ (x, η)| ≤ 2, 2j−1 ≤ |η| ≤ 2j+1}
while for k ≥ 1 it is supported where

{(x, η) ∈ Ω′ × Γ : 2k−1 ≤ |∇xΦτ (x, η)| ≤ 2k+1, 2j−1 ≤ |η| ≤ 2j+1}.
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By Euler’s identity and the nondegeneracy condition, we have the equivalence

|∇xΦτ (x, η)| = |∂2x,ηΦτ (x, η) η| ≍ |η|, ∀(x, η) ∈ Ω× Γ.

Consequently, there exists N0 > 0 such that

σk,j ≡ 0 whenever |j − k| > N0.

On the other hand, the smoothing remainders satisfy

rk(x, η) :=
∞∑
j=1

rk,j(x, η) ∈ S(R2d),

with {rk}k≥0 bounded in S. Hence we may write

∞∑
j=1

ψk(D)Tj =
∑

j≥1:|j−k|≤N0

Sk,j + rk(x,D).

Since the number of indices j with |j−k| ≤ N0 is finite and independent of k, the
boundedness Theorem 1.1 for p = ∞, together with the uniform boundedness of
ψk(D), Rk,j, and rk(x,D) on FL∞, yields∥∥∥∑

j≥1

ψk(D)Tjf
∥∥∥
FL∞

≲ ∥f∥FL∞ , uniformly in k.

Inserting this bound into (3.12), we conclude that

∥Tf∥FL∞ ≲ ∥f∥FL∞ ,

which proves the boundedness of T on FL∞(Rd).
We have already proved Theorem 1.1 in the endpoint cases p = 1 and p = ∞

for Fourier integral operators of order m = −κ/2. The boundedness result for
intermediate exponents 1 < p <∞ and operators of order

m = −κ
∣∣∣1
2
− 1

p

∣∣∣,
will then follow by complex interpolation together with the classical L2 theory
of Fourier integral operators. For s ∈ R and 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, we denote by FLp

s the
weighted Fourier–Lebesgue space consisting of all tempered distributions f such
that

∥f∥FLp
s
:= ∥⟨η⟩sf̂(η)∥Lp(Rd) =

(∫
⟨η⟩ps|f̂ |p dη

)1/p

<∞,

with the usual modification when p = ∞. It is well known that the operator ⟨D⟩s
defines an isomorphism

⟨D⟩s : FLp
s −→ FLp.

Consequently, an operator T is bounded

T : FLp
s −→ FLp if and only if T ⟨D⟩−s : FLp −→ FLp is bounded.

Observe that if T is a Fourier integral operator with phase Φ and symbol σ(x, η)
of orderm, then the composition T ⟨D⟩−s is again a Fourier integral operator with
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the same phase Φ and symbol σ(x, η)⟨η⟩−s, which has order m−s. Let 1 < p < 2
and consider a Fourier integral operator T of order

m = −κ
(1
p
− 1

2

)
.

Assume that the boundedness Theorem 1.1 is known for p = 1 and p = 2. As
before, for s ∈ R we denote by FLp

s the weighted Fourier–Lebesgue space with
norm

∥f∥FLp
s
= ∥⟨η⟩sf̂(η)∥Lp .

The operator ⟨D⟩s defines an isomorphism FLp
s → FLp. By the endpoint esti-

mates, the operator T satisfies

T : FL1
m+κ/2 −→ FL1 and T : L2

m −→ L2.

Let θ ∈ (0, 1) be chosen such that

1− θ

1
+
θ

2
=

1

p
.

Solving for θ, we obtain

1− θ

1
+
θ

2
= 1− θ

2
=

1

p
=⇒ θ = 2

(
1− 1

p

)
.

We now compute the interpolated Sobolev index. Interpolating between FL1
m+κ/2

and L2
m yields the exponent (1− θ)(m+κ/2) + θm. Substituting the value of m

and θ, we compute

(1− θ)(m+ κ/2) + θm = m+ (1− θ)
κ
2
= −κ

(1
p
− 1

2

)
+

κ
2

(
1− 2

(
1− 1

p

))
= −κ

p
+

κ
2
+

κ
2

(2
p
− 1
)

= −κ
p
+

κ
2
+

κ
p
− κ

2
= 0.

Therefore, the complex interpolation argument yields

T : FLp −→ FLp,

which proves Theorem 1.1 for all 1 < p < 2. The case 2 < p < ∞ follows by the
same argument, interpolating between p = 2 and p = ∞. Finally, if the order m
satisfies a strict inequality

m ≤ −κ
∣∣∣∣12 − 1

p

∣∣∣∣,
the result follows from the equality case, since any operator of order m′ < m is
also of order m. □
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