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SHARP Lp BOUNDS FOR THE HELICAL MAXIMAL FUNCTION

DAVID BELTRAN, SHAOMING GUO, JONATHAN HICKMAN, AND ANDREAS SEEGER

Abstract. We establish the LppR3q boundedness of the helical maximal function for the sharp
range p ą 3. Our results improve the previous known bounds for p ą 4. The key ingredient is a
new microlocal smoothing estimate for averages along dilates of the helix, which is established via
a square function analysis.

1. Introduction

1.1. Main results. For n ě 2 let γ : I Ñ R
n be a smooth curve, where I Ă R is a compact

interval, and χ P C8pRq be a bump function supported on the interior of I. Given t ą 0, consider
the averaging operator

Atfpxq :“

ˆ

R

fpx´ tγpsqqχpsqds

and define the associated maximal function

Mγfpxq :“ sup
tą0

|Atfpxq|.

We are interested in the Lp mapping properties of Mγ . It is well-known that the range of
exponents p for which Mγ is bounded on Lp depends on the curvature of the underlying curve.
Accordingly, we consider smooth curves γ : I Ñ R

n which are non-degenerate, in the sense that
there is a constant c0 ą 0 such that

|detpγ1psq, ¨ ¨ ¨ , γpnqpsqq| ě c0 for all s P I. (1.1)

A celebrated theorem of Bourgain [7, 6] states that if γ : I Ñ R
2 is a smooth, non-degenerate

plane curve, thenMγ is bounded on LppR2q if and only if p ą 2. Here we establish a 3-dimensional
variant of this result.

Theorem 1.1. If γ : I Ñ R
3 is a smooth, non-degenerate space curve, then Mγ is bounded on

LppR3q if and only if p ą 3.

In the n “ 3 case, the condition (1.1) is equivalent to the non-vanishing of the curvature and
torsion functions. As a concrete example, Theorem 1.1 implies that the helical maximal operator

MHelixfpxq :“ sup
tą0

ˇ̌
ˇ
ˆ 2π

0

fpx1 ´ t cos θ, x2 ´ t sin θ, x3 ´ tθqdθ
ˇ̌
ˇ

is bounded on LppR3q for all p ą 3.

A simple Knapp-type example shows Lp boundedness fails for p ď 3 (see §12). On the other
hand, Pramanik and the fourth author [19] proved that Wolff’s decoupling inequality [24] for the
light cone implies the boundedness of Mγ for a suitable range of p. The optimal range for Wolff’s
inequality was obtained by Bourgain and Demeter [8] and the combination of the results in [19]
and [8] yields the Lp boundedness of Mγ for the partial range 4 ă p ď 8. Thus, Theorem 1.1
closes the gap by establishing boundedness for the remaining exponents 3 ă p ď 4.
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To prove Theorem 1.1, we follow the basic strategy introduced by Mockenhaupt, Sogge and
the fourth author [18] in the context of the classical circular maximal function in the plane. In
particular, in [18] the authors gave an alternative proof of Bourgain’s maximal theorem, deriving
it as a consequence of certain local smoothing estimates for the wave propagator. In the case
of maximal functions associated to space curves, Theorem 1.1 follows from a local smoothing
estimate for a class of Fourier integral operators associated to the averages At. To give a simple
statement of the key underlying inequality, set Aγfpx, tq :“ ρptq ¨Atfpxq for some ρ P C8

c pRq with
supp ρ Ď r1, 2s. Our main theorem then reads as follows.

Theorem 1.2. Suppose γ : I Ñ R
3 is a smooth, non-degenerate space curve and let 3 ď p ď 4

and σ ă σppq where σppq :“ 1
5

`
1 ` 2

p

˘
. Then Aγ maps LppR3q boundedly into LpσpR4q.

Note that σppq ą 1{p for p ą 3. Thus, by a well-known Sobolev embedding argument, The-
orem 1.2 implies Theorem 1.1. For completeness, the details of this implication are presented
in §2.

1.2. Comparison with previous results. It follows from work of Pramanik and the fourth
author [19] (combined with sharp decoupling estimates from [8]) that, for each fixed t, the single
average At maps LppR3q boundedly into LpαpR3q for all 2 ď p ď 8 and α ă αppq, where1

αppq :“

#
1
3

p1
2

` 1
p

q if 2 ď p ď 4
1
p

if p ě 4
.

Theorem 1.2 represents a gain of σppq ´ αppq ´ ε “ 1
15

p1
2

` 1
p
q ´ ε derivatives when integrating

locally in time in the range 3 ď p ď 4. In this sense, Theorem 1.2 is an example of local smoothing
(see, for instance, [21, 18, 13, 2] for a discussion of the classical local smoothing phenomenon for
the wave equation).

Theorem 1.2 complements previous local smoothing estimates from [19], which deal with the
supercritical2 regime p ą 4. In [19, Theorem 1.4] it is shown that Aγ maps LppR3q boundedly into
L
p
δpR4q for all 2 ď p ď 8 and δ ă δppq, where

δppq :“

#
1
3
p1
2

` 1
p
q if 2 ď p ď 6

4
3p

if p ě 6
.

Note that this does not yield any local smoothing estimates in the subcritical regime 2 ď p ď 4,
where αppq and δppq agree. Consequently, the local smoothing estimates in [19] only imply LppR3q-
boundedness of Mγ for the restricted range p ą 4.

It is remarked that the (somewhat loosely) related problem of LppRnq Ñ LppRn`1q bounds
for Aγ (as opposed to Sobolev bounds) was investigated in [15]. This question is significantly
easier than establishing local smoothing estimates and, accordingly, in [15] an almost complete
characterisation of the LppRnq Ñ LqpRn`1q mapping properties is obtained in all dimensions.

1.3. Overview of the argument. For γ : I Ñ R
n a smooth curve let µ denote the pushforward

of the measure χpsqds under γ. Defining the dilates xµt, fy “ xµ, fpt ¨ qy, it follows that the
underlying averaging operators satisfy Atf “ f ˚µt. Thus, in the frequency domain At corresponds
to multiplication against the Fourier transform

pµtpξq “

ˆ

R

e´itxγpsq,ξyχpsqds.

1In [19] the α “ αppq endpoint estimate is also shown to hold for p ą 4.
2Here we are referring to criticality for the single average operator, so that p “ 4 correspond to the critical point

where the behaviour of the αppq exponent changes.
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Since the main estimate in Theorem 1.2 is an Lp-Sobolev bound, we are led to studying the decay
properties of the above oscillatory integral for large ξ.

Suppose γ : I Ñ R
3 satisfies the non-degeneracy hypothesis (1.1). This implies

ř3
j“1 |xγpjqpsq, ξy| Á

|ξ| for all s P I and all ξ P pR3 and, consequently, a simple van der Corput estimate yields

|pµtpξq| Àγ p1 ` t|ξ|q´1{3.

However, this slow decay rate only occurs on a small portion of the frequency domain, correspond-

ing to a (neighbourhood of a) codimension 1 cone Γ Ď pR3 generated by the binormal vector e3psq
to the curve γ. In light of this, it is natural to dyadically decompose the frequency domain into
conic regions according to the distance to Γ.

The pieces of the decomposition which are supported far away from Γ satisfy improved decay
estimates. In one extreme case, the non-degeneracy condition improves to

ř2
j“1 |xγpjqpsq, ξy| Á |ξ|

and the van der Corput estimate therefore becomes

|pµtpξq| Àγ p1 ` t|ξ|q´1{2.

In this situation, the operator behaves in many ways like the circular average in the plane, and can
be estimated using a lifted version of the argument developed to study the 2 dimensional problem
in [18] and [24]. In particular, to prove the desired local smoothing estimate in this extreme case,
we observe that the Fourier transform of Aγ in all 4 variables px, tq is essentially supported in a

neighbourhood of a codimension 1 cone rΓ1 Ď pR4. This surface is analogous to the light cone in pR3

which is central to the analysis of local smoothing for the circular averages in [18, 24] and, more
recently, [13]. Following an argument of Wolff [24], the operator is further decomposed according

to plate regions on rΓ1 using a decoupling estimate. The individual pieces of this decomposition
are then finally amenable to direct estimation.

The method described in the previous paragraph only directly applies very far from the binormal
cone (and therefore far from the most singular parts of the operator). However, by using decoupling
inequalities and rescaling, it can also be used to study pieces of the decomposition which lie closer
to Γ. The key observation is that the pieces of the decomposition which lie close to Γ can be
decoupled into smaller pieces which, when rescaled, resemble the part of the decomposition far
from Γ. This, roughly speaking, is the approach used in [19] to obtain Theorem 1.1 in the restricted
range 4 ă p ď 8.

In order to prove the full range of Lp-boundedness of Theorem 1.1 a more direct method is
required to analyse the pieces of the decomposition which lie close to the binormal cone. For
this part of the operator, the microlocal geometry no longer resembles that of the 2-dimensional
problem and, consequently, the decoupling and rescaling argument used in [19] is inefficient.

Close to the binormal cone, we observe that the Fourier transform of Aγ in all 4 variables px, tq

is essentially supported in a neighbourhood of a codimension 2 cone rΓ2 Ď pR4. This cone is a

lower-dimensional submanifold of the cone rΓ1 we encountered earlier. Similarly to the previous

case, the operator is further decomposed according to plate regions, now along rΓ2. However, in
order to efficiently carry out this decomposition, here we use a square function rather than a
decoupling inequality, in the spirit of [18]. The required square function estimate is deduced using
a 4-linear restriction estimate from [3]. After applying the square function, a series of weighted L2

inequalities can be brought to bear on the problem to obtain, together with various corresponding
Nikodym-type maximal bounds, a favourable estimate for this part of the operator. This final step
of the argument is itself somewhat involved and a discussion of the details is beyond the scope of
this introduction.

The above discussion focuses on two extreme cases of the problem:
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i) Far from the binormal cone Γ, where Aγ is px, tq-Fourier localised to a codimension 1 cone rΓ1.

ii) Close to the binormal cone Γ, where Aγ is px, tq-Fourier localised to a codimension 2 cone rΓ2.

For pieces of the decomposition which lie in the intermediate range, both cones rΓ1 and rΓ2

play a rôle in the analysis. This complicates matters somewhat, since it is necessary to carry out
frequency decompositions simultaneously with respect to both geometries.

Outline of the paper. This paper is structured as follows:

‚ In §2 we show how Theorem 1.2 implies Theorem 1.1.
‚ In §3 we reduce Theorem 1.2 to its version for band-limited functions, which is Theorem 3.1.
‚ In §4 we introduce a class of model curves.
‚ In §5 we state 3 key auxiliary results that feature in the proof of Theorem 3.1: a reverse
square function estimate in R

3`1, a forward square function estimate in R
3 and a Nikodym

maximal operator bound.
‚ In §§6–8 we present the proof of Theorem 3.1.
‚ In §9 we present the proof of the reverse square function estimate in R

3`1 (Theorem 5.3).
‚ In §10 we present the proof of the forward square function estimate in R

3 (Proposition 5.4).
‚ In §11 we present the proof of the Nikodym maximal operator bound (Proposition 5.5).
‚ In §12 we show the condition p ą 3 is necessary for the boundedness of the global maximal
function.

‚ Appendix A contains an abstract broad/narrow decomposition lemma which features in
the proof of Theorem 5.3.

‚ There are two further appendices which deal with various auxiliary results and technical
lemmas used in the main argument.

Notational conventions. Given a (possibly empty) list of objects L, for real numbers Ap, Bp ě 0
depending on some Lebesgue exponent p or dimension parameter n the notation Ap ÀL Bp,
Ap “ OLpBpq or Bp ÁL Ap signifies that Ap ď CBp for some constant C “ CL,p,n ě 0 depending
on the objects in the list, p and n. In addition, Ap „L Bp is used to signify that both Ap ÀL Bp
and Ap ÁL Bp hold. Given a, b P R we write a^ b :“ minta, bu and a_ b :“ maxta, bu. The length
of a multiindex α P N

n
0 is given by |α| “

řn
i“1 αi.

Acknowledgements. The authors thank the American Institute of Mathematics for funding
their collaboration through the SQuaRE program, also supported in part by the National Science
Foundation. D.B. was partially supported by NSF grant DMS-1954479. S.G. was partially sup-
ported by NSF grant DMS-1800274. A.S. was partially supported by NSF grant DMS-1764295
and by a Simons fellowship. This material is partly based upon work supported by the National
Science Foundation under Grant No. DMS-1440140 while the authors were in residence at the
Mathematical Sciences Research Institute in Berkeley, California, during the Spring 2017 semester.
D.B. and J.H. would also like to thank the LMS for funding a research visit through the LMS
‘Research in Pairs’ Scheme 4 grant (Grant Ref 41802).

2. Local smoothing vs maximal bounds

For the readers’ convenience, here we state and prove a general result relating local smoothing
estimates for the operator Aγfpx, tq :“ ρptqAtfpxq to Lp estimates for the corresponding maximal
function Mγ .

Proposition 2.1. Let γ : I Ñ R
n be a smooth curve and suppose Aγ maps LppRnq boundedly into

L
p
σpRn`1q for some 2 ď p ă 8 and σ ą 1{p. Then Mγ is bounded on LppRnq.
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Observe that the exponent σppq :“ 1
5
p1 ` 2

p
q satisfies σppq ą 1{p for all p ą 3. Consequently,

Theorem 1.2 combines with Proposition 2.1 to yield Theorem 1.1 in the restricted range 3 ă p ď 4.
The remaining estimates follow from interpolation with the trivial L8 bound.

Before presenting the proof we introduce a system of Littlewood–Paley functions which will
feature throughout the article. Fix η P C8

c pRq non-negative and such that

ηprq “ 1 if r P r´1, 1s and supp η Ď r´2, 2s (2.1)

and define βk, β̃k P C8
c pRq by

βkprq :“ ηp2´krq ´ ηp2´k`1rq and β̃kprq :“ ηp2´k´1rq ´ ηp2´k`2rq (2.2)

for each k P Z. By a slight abuse of notation we also let η, βk, β̃k P C8
c ppRnq denote the radial

functions obtained by evaluating the corresponding univariate functions at |ξ|. Finally, if k “ 0,

then we drop the superscript and simply write β :“ β0 and β̃ :“ β̃0. Note that the βk form a

partition of unity of pRn subordinated to a family of dyadic annuli, and they satisfy the reproducing
formula βk “ β̃k ¨ βk.

Proof of Proposition 2.1. Decompose the t parameter into dyadic intervals

Mγfpxq “ sup
ℓPZ

sup
1ďtď2

|A2ℓtfpxq|.

Performing a Littlewood–Paley decomposition on each of the averaging operators,

Mγfpxq ď
8ÿ

k“1

´ÿ

ℓPZ

sup
1ďtď2

|A2ℓtβk´ℓpDqfpxq|p
¯1{p

` CMHLfpxq

where MHL is the Hardy–Littlewood maximal function. Indeed, it is not difficult to verify that
the pointwise estimate

sup
ℓPZ

sup
1ďtď2

|A2ℓtη´ℓpDqfpxq| ď CMHLfpxq;

for 1 ď t ď 2 the function A2ℓtη´ℓpDqfpxq roughly corresponds to an average of f over a ball
of radius 2ℓ centred at x. Thus, by the Hardy–Littlewood maximal theorem and the triangle
inequality it suffices to show that

8ÿ

k“1

´ÿ

ℓPZ

›› sup
1ďtď2

|A2ℓtβk´ℓpDqf |
››p
LppRnq

¯1{p
Àγ,p }f}LppRnq. (2.3)

By a simple scaling argument, one obtains the operator norm identity

} sup
1ďtď2

|A2ℓtβk´ℓpDq|}LppRnqÑLppRnq “ } sup
1ďtď2

|AtβkpDq|}LppRnqÑLppRnq.

Combining this with the hypothesised local smoothing estimate, it follows that
´ ˆ 2

1

}A2ℓtβk´ℓpDqf}p
LppRnq

dt
¯1{p

Àγ,p,σ 2´σk}β̃k´ℓpDqf}LppRnq, (2.4)

´ˆ 2

1

}
B

Bt
A2ℓtβk´ℓpDqf}p

LppRnq
dt
¯1{p

Àγ,p,σ 2´σk`k}β̃k´ℓpDqf}LppRnq. (2.5)

The second estimate follows by noting that the Fourier multiplier associated to BtA2ℓtβk´ℓpDq is
essentially the same as the multiplier associated to A2ℓtβk´ℓpDq but with an extra |ξ| factor. We

therefore pick up an additional 2k owing to the estimate }|D|β̃kpDqf}LppRnq À 2k}β̃kpDqf}LppRnq.
Combining (2.4) and (2.5) with the elementary Sobolev embedding

sup
1ďtď2

|F ptq|p ď

ˆ 2

1

|F psq|p ds` p
´ˆ 2

1

|F 1psq|p ds
¯1{p´ˆ 2

1

|F psq|p ds
¯1{p1

,
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it follows that

} sup
1ďtď2

|A2ℓtβk´ℓpDqf |}LppRnq Àγ,p,σ 2´kpσ´1{pq}β̃k´ℓpDqf}LppRnq. (2.6)

Taking the ℓp-norm of both sides of (2.6), we may sum the resulting expression in ℓ using the
elementary inequality

´ÿ

ℓPZ

}β̃ℓpDqf}p
LppRnq

¯1{p
À }f}LppRnq,

valid for p ě 2. On the other hand, under the crucial hypothesis σ ą 1{p, we have a geometric
decay which allows us to sum in k. Thus, we deduce the desired estimate (2.3). �

3. Reduction to band-limited estimates

We now turn to the proof of Theorem 1.2, which occupies almost the entirety of the article.
Since we are interested in LppR3q Ñ L

p
σpR3`1q estimates for σ belonging to an open range, the

problem is immediately reduced to studying LppR3q Ñ LppR3`1q bounds for band-limited pieces
of the operator. In order to describe this reduction in more detail, it is useful to set up some
notational conventions.

Given m P L8ppRn ˆ Rq, for each t P R let mpD; tq denote the associated multiplier operator

mpD; tqfpxq :“
1

p2πqn

ˆ

pRn

eixx,ξympξ; tq pfpξqdξ,

defined initially for functions f belonging to a suitable a priori class. With this notation, the
averaging operator At is given by At “ pµtpDq where µt is the measure introduced in §1.3.

The multipliers of interest are of the following form. Let γ : I Ñ R
n be a smooth curve and

fix χ, ρ P C8
c pRq supported in the interior of I and r1{2, 4s, respectively. Given a symbol a P

C8ppRnzt0u ˆ R ˆ Rq, define

mraspξ; tq :“

ˆ

R

e´itxγpsq,ξyapξ; t; sqχpsqρptqds. (3.1)

Taking a in this definition to be identically 1, we recover the (t-localised) multiplier ρptqpµtpξq. In
general, we perform surgery on pµt by choosing a so that mras is localised to a particular region of
the frequency space.

For a P C8ppRnzt0u ˆ R ˆ Rq as above, we form a dyadic decomposition by writing

a “
8ÿ

k“0

ak where akpξ; t; sq :“

"
apξ; t; sqβkpξq for k ě 1
apξ; t; sq ηpξq for k “ 0

. (3.2)

Here η and βk are the functions introduced in (2.1) and (2.2).

With the above definitions, our main result is as follows.

Theorem 3.1. Let γ : I Ñ R
3 be a smooth curve and suppose a P C8ppR3zt0u ˆ R ˆ Rq satisfies

the symbol condition

|Bαξ BitB
j
sapξ; t; sq| Àα,i,j |ξ|´|α| for all α P N

3
0 and i, j P N0

and that
3ÿ

j“1

|xγpjqpsq, ξy| Á |ξ| for all pξ; sq P suppξ aˆ I. (3.3)
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Let 3 ď p ď 4, ε ą 0 and k ě 1. If ak is defined as in (3.2), then
´ ˆ 2

1

}mrakspD; tqf}p
LppR3q

dt
¯1{p

Àε,p 2
´ k

5
p1` 2

p
q`kε}f}LppR3q.

For n “ 3, the condition (3.3) is equivalent to the non-degeneracy hypothesis (1.1). Thus, The-
orem 3.1 immediately implies Theorem 1.2 via the Littlewood–Paley characterisation of Sobolev
spaces.

Under a stronger hypothesis on the phase function, a stronger local smoothing estimate holds,
by a combination of the work of Pramanik and the fourth author [19] with the full decoupling
theorem for the light cone by Bourgain and Demeter [8]. 3

Theorem 3.2 (cf. Theorem 4.1 in [19]). Let γ : I Ñ R
3 be a smooth curve and suppose that

a P C8ppR3zt0u ˆ R ˆ Rq satisfies the symbol conditions

|Bαξ BitB
j
sapξ; t; sq| Àα,i,j |ξ|´|α| for all α P N

3
0 and i, j P N0

and that
|xγ1psq, ξy| ` |xγ2psq, ξy| Á |ξ| for all pξ; sq P suppξ a ˆ I. (3.4)

Let 2 ď p ď 6, ε ą 0 and k ě 1. If ak is defined as in (3.2), then
´ˆ 2

1

}mrakspD; tqf}p
LppR3q

dt
¯1{p

Àε,p 2
´ k

2
p 1
2

` 1
p

q`kε}f}LppR3q.

Owing to the strengthened hypothesis (3.4), Theorem 3.2 alone is insufficient for our purposes.
Indeed, Theorem 3.2 only effectively deals with parts of the multiplier which are supported away
from the main singularity. However, we still make use of Theorem 3.2 in the proof of Theorem 3.1
to analyse the multiplier in this less singular region, in which it is effective.

4. Symmetries and model curves

A prototypical example of a smooth curve satisfying the non-degeneracy condition (1.1) is the
moment curve γ˝ : R Ñ Rn, given by

γ˝psq :“
´
s,
s2

2
, . . . ,

sn

n!

¯
.

Indeed, in this case the determinant appearing in (1.1) is everywhere equal to 1. Moreover, at
small scales, any non-degenerate curve can be thought of as a perturbation of an affine image of
γ˝. To see why this is so, fix a non-degenerate curve γ : I Ñ R

n and σ P I, λ ą 0 such that
rσ ´ λ, σ ` λs Ď I. Denote by rγsσ the nˆ n matrix

rγsσ :“
“
γp1qpσq ¨ ¨ ¨ γpnqpσq

‰
,

where the vectors γpjqpσq are understood to be column vectors. Note that this is precisely the
matrix appearing in the definition of the non-degeneracy condition (1.1) and is therefore invertible
by our hypothesis. It is also convenient to let rγsσ,λ denote the nˆ n matrix

rγsσ,λ :“ rγsσ ¨Dλ, (4.1)

where Dλ :“ diagpλ, . . . , λnq, the diagonal matrix with eigenvalues λ, λ2, . . . , λn. Consider the
portion of the curve γ lying over the subinterval rσ ´ λ, σ ` λs. This is parametrised by the map
s ÞÑ γpσ`λsq for s P r´1, 1s. The degree n Taylor polynomial of s ÞÑ γpσ`λsq around σ is given
by

s ÞÑ γpσq ` rγsσ,λ ¨ γ˝psq, (4.2)

3The estimates in [19] are stated for p ą 6. The version of the result presented here for 2 ď p ď 8 follows via
interpolation with trivial L2-estimates.
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which is indeed an affine image of γ˝. Furthermore, by Taylor’s theorem, the original curve γ
agrees with the polynomial curve (4.2) to high order at σ.

Inverting the affine transformation x ÞÑ γpσq ` rγsσ,λ ¨ x from (4.2), we can map the portion of
γ over rσ ´ λ, σ ` λs to a small perturbation of the moment curve.

Definition 4.1. Let γ P Cn`1pI;Rnq be a non-degenerate curve and σ P I, λ ą 0 be such that
rσ ´ λ, σ ` λs Ď I. The pσ, λq-rescaling of γ is the curve γσ,λ P Cn`1pr´1, 1s;Rnq given by

γσ,λpsq :“ rγs´1
σ,λ

`
γpσ ` λsq ´ γpσq

˘
.

It follows from the preceding discussion that

γσ,λpsq “ γ˝psq ` rγs´1
σ,λEγ,σ,λpsq

where Eγ,σ,λ is the remainder term for the Taylor expansion (4.2). In particular, if γ satisfies the
non-degeneracy condition (1.1) with constant c0, then

}γσ,λ ´ γ˝}Cn`1pr´1,1s;Rnq À c´1
0 λ }γ}nCn`1pIq.

Thus, if λ ą 0 is chosen to be small enough, then the rescaled curve γσ,λ is a minor perturbation
of the moment curve. In particular, given any 0 ă δ ă 1, we can choose λ so as to ensure that
γσ,λ belongs to the following class of model curves.

Definition 4.2. Given n ě 2 and 0 ă δ ă 1, let Gnpδq denote the class of all smooth curves
γ : r´1, 1s Ñ R

n that satisfy the following conditions:

i) γp0q “ 0 and γpjqp0q “ ~ej for 1 ď j ď n;
ii) }γ ´ γ˝}Cn`1pr´1,1sq ď δ.

Here ~ej denotes the jth standard Euclidean basis vector and

}γ}Cn`1pIq :“ max
1ďjďn`1

sup
sPI

|γpjqpsq| for all γ P Cn`1pI;Rnq.

Given any γ P Gnpδq, condition ii) and the multilinearity of the determinant ensures that
detrγss “ detrγ˝ss `Opδq “ 1 `Opδq. Thus, there exists a dimensional constant cn ą 0 such that
if 0 ă δ ă cn, then any curve γ P Gnpδq is non-degenerate and, moreover, satisfies detrγss ě 1{2.
Henceforth, it is always assumed that any such parameter δ ą 0 satisfies this condition, which we
express succinctly as 0 ă δ ! 1.

5. Key analytic ingredients in the proof

There are three key ingredients in the proof of Theorem 3.1: a square function on R
4, a square

function on R
3 and a Nikodym-type maximal operator mapping functions in R

4 to functions in
R
3. These operators are formulated in terms of the geometry of the underlying curve γ : I Ñ R

3

and, in particular, are defined with respect to the Frenet frame on γ.4 In this section each of
the three key operators is introduced and the relevant norm bounds for these objects are stated
in Theorem 5.3, Proposition 5.4 and Proposition 5.5 below. In §§7-8, a careful decomposition of
the multiplier mraks is carried out which facilitates application of these results in the proof of
Theorem 3.1. We return to proofs of Theorem 5.3, Proposition 5.4 and Proposition 5.5 in §9, §10
and §11, respectively.

4More precisely, the square function on R
4 is defined with respect to Frenet frame associated to a lift of γ to R

4.
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5.1. Frenet geometry. It is convenient to recall some elementary concepts from differential
geometry which feature in our proof. Given a smooth non-denegenate curve γ : I Ñ R

n, the
Frenet frame is the orthonormal basis resulting from applying the Gram–Schmidt process to the
vectors

tγ1psq, . . . , γpnqpsqu,

which are linearly independent in view of the condition (1.1). Defining the functions5

κ̃jpsq :“ xe1
jpsq, ej`1psqy for j “ 1, . . . , n´ 1,

one has the classical Frenet formulæ

e1
1psq “ κ̃1psqe2psq,

e1
ipsq “ ´κ̃i´1psqei´1psq ` κ̃ipsqei`1psq, i “ 2, . . . , n´ 1,

e1
npsq “ ´κ̃n´1psqen´1psq.

Repeated application of these formulæ shows that

e
pkq
i psq K ejpsq whenever 0 ď k ă |i´ j|.

Consequently, by Taylor’s theorem

|xeips1q, ejps2qy| Àγ |s1 ´ s2||i´j| for 1 ď i, j ď n and s1, s2 P I.

Furthermore, one may deduce from the definition of tejpsqunj“1 that

|xγpiqps1q, ejps2qy| Àγ |s1 ´ s2|pj´iq_0 for 1 ď i, j ď n and s1, s2 P I. (5.1)

In this paper, much of the microlocal geometry of the averaging operators At is expressed in
terms of the Frenet frame. We further introduce the following definitions.

Definition 5.1. Given 1 ď d ď n´ 1 and 0 ă r ď 1, for each s P I let πd´1ps; rq denote the set

of all ξ P pRn satisfying the following conditions:

|xejpsq, ξy| ď rd`1´j for 1 ď j ď d, (5.2a)

1{2 ď |xed`1psq, ξy| ď 2 (5.2b)

|xejpsq, ξy| ď 1 for d` 2 ď j ď n. (5.2c)

Such sets πd´1ps; rq are referred to as pd ´ 1, rq-Frenet boxes.

The relevance of the d´ 1 index is that the πd´1ps; rq correspond to plate regions defined with
respect to a codimension d ´ 1 cone. For n “ 4 and d ´ 1 “ 2, this geometric observation is
discussed in detail in §9.1.

Definition 5.2. A collection Pd´1prq of pd´1, rq-Frenet boxes is a Frenet box decomposition along
γ if it consists of precisely the pd´ 1, rq-Frenet boxes πd´1ps; rq for s varying over an r-separated
subset of I.

5Note that the κ̃j depend on the choice of parametrisation and only agree with the (geometric) curvature functions

κjpsq :“
xe1

jpsq, ej`1psqy

|γ1psq|

if γ is unit speed parametrised. Here we do not assume unit speed parametrisation.



10 D. BELTRAN, S. GUO, J. HICKMAN, AND A. SEEGER

5.2. Reverse square function estimates in R
3`1. The most important ingredient in the proof

of Theorem 3.1 is the following square function bound.

Theorem 5.3. Let 0 ă r ă 1 and P2prq be a p2, rq-Frenet box decomposition along a non-
degenerate γ : I Ñ R

4. For all ε ą 0 the inequality
›››

ÿ

πPP2prq

fπ

›››
L4pR4q

Àγ,ε r
´ε
›››
` ÿ

πPP2prq

|fπ|2
¯1{2››

L4pR4q

holds for any tuple of functions pfπqπPP2prq satisfying supp pfπ Ď π.

This bound pertains to curves in R
4 rather than R

3 and therefore does not directly apply to the
curve γ : I Ñ R

3 featured in the definition of our original helical maximal operator. Rather, in
§8.3 we apply Theorem 5.3 to a certain lift of the original curve γ into the spatio-temporal domain
R
3`1. This is somewhat analogous to the situation in [18] where a square function estimate in

R
2`1 is used to study the circular maximal function in R

2.

Theorem 5.3 is related to the Lee–Vargas [16] estimate for the Mockenhaupt square function in
R
3. In particular, the Mockenhaupt square function corresponds to studying functions frequency

localised with repect to a p1, rq-Frenet box decomposition in R3. Moreover, the strategy used to
prove Theorem 9.3 mirrors that of [16]. We first obtain a 4-linear variant of Theorem 5.3 via the
multilinear Fourier restriction estimates of Bennett–Bez–Flock–Lee [3]. The linear result is then
deduced from the 4-linear inequality using a variant of the Bourgain–Guth method [9]. The details
of the argument are provided in §9.

5.3. Forward square function estimates in R
3. We also make use of a (forward) L2-weighted

square function estimate in R
3. Here the square function estimate is defined in relation to a

p0, rq-Frenet decomposition. In contrast with Theorem 5.3, we work with an operator-theoretic
formulation involving certain projection operators.

As before, let η P C8
c pRq be non-negative and such that ηprq “ 1 if r P r´1, 1s and supp η Ď

r´2, 2s and define β̃ :“ ηp2´1 ¨ q ´ ηp4 ¨ q. Give an p0, rq-Frenet box π “ π0,γps; rq let

χπpξq :“ η
`
r´1 xe1psq, ξy

˘
β̃
`
xe2psq, ξy

˘
η
`
xe3psq, ξy

˘
(5.3)

so that χπpξq “ 1 if ξ P π0,γps; rq and χπ vanishes outside some fixed dilate of this set.

Proposition 5.4. Let 0 ă r ă 1 and P0prq be a p0, rq-Frenet box decomposition for a non-
degenerate γ : I Ñ R

3. For all ε ą 0 the inequality
ˆ

R3

ÿ

πPP0prq

|χπpDqfpxq|2wpxqdx Àε r
´ε

ˆ

R3

|fpxq|2 rN pεq
γ,r wpxqdx

holds for any non-negative w P L1
locpR

3q, where rN pεq
γ,r is a maximal operator satisfying

} rN pεq
γ,r }L2pR3qÑL2pR3q Àε,ε˝ r

´ε˝ for all ε˝ ą 0. (5.4)

The above proposition is related to a L2-weighted version of the classical sectorial square function
of Córdoba [11], due to Carbery and the fourth author [10, Proposition 4.6]. The proof is presented
in § 10 below.

The definition of rN pεq
γ,r is rather complicated, involving a repeated composition of Nikodym-type

maximal operators at different scales. For this reason, we do not provide an explicit description
of the operator here. Further details of the definition and basic properties of this operator are
provided in § 10.
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5.4. A singular Nikodym-type maximal function. The bounds on the spatio-temporal fre-
quency localised pieces of our operator mraspD; ¨q are reduced to bounding a Nikodym maximal
function mapping functions in R

4 to functions in R
3. Given r P p0, 1q3 and s P r´1, 1s, consider

the plates

Trpsq :“
 

py, tq P R
3 ˆ r1, 2s :

ˇ̌
xy ´ tγpsq, ejpsqy

ˇ̌
ď rj for j “ 1, 2, 3

(
Ă R

4.

Using these sets, we define associated averaging and maximal operators

A sing
r

gpx; sq :“

 

Trpsq
gpx ´ y, tqdydt and N sing

r
gpxq :“ sup

´1ďsď1
|A sing

r
gpx; sq|.

Note that N sing
r takes as its input some g P L1

locpR
4q and outputs a measurable function on R

3. In
particular, there is a discrepancy between the number of input and the number of output variables
of the operator.

Proposition 5.5. If r P p0, 1q3 satisfies r3 ď r2 ď r1 ď r
1{2
2 and r2 ď r

1{2
1 r

1{2
3 , then

}N sing
r

g}L2pR3q À | log r3|3}g}L2pR4q.

This result can be thought of as a higher dimensional analogue of a Nikodym maximal estimate
from [18], which is used to study the circular maximal function in the plane. Note that the
parameter triple r “ pr, r, rq for some 0 ă r ă 1 satisfies the hypothesis of Proposition 5.5,
corresponding to the case of tubes former around the rays t ÞÑ tγpsq. More relevant to our study,
however, is the highly anisotropic situation where r “ pr, r2, r3q; note that this case is also covered
by the proposition. It is remarked that the situation here is somewhat different to that appearing
in Proposition 5.4 (which will be defined in §10), owing to the aforementioned disparity between
the number of input and output variables. The proof of Proposition 5.5, which is based on an
oscillatory integral argument, is presented in §11 below.

6. Proof of Theorem 3.1: the slow decay cone

Throughout the remainder of the paper, we work with some fixed 0 ă δ0 ! 1, chosen to satisfy
the forthcoming requirements of the proofs. For the sake of concreteness, the choice of δ0 :“ 10´10

is more than enough for our purposes. It suffices to prove Theorem 3.1 in the special case where
γ P G3pδ0q and suppχ Ď I0 :“ r´δ0, δ0s. Indeed, using the observations of §4, we may decompose
and rescale the operator mrakspD; ¨ q to reduce to this situation.

Suppose γ P G3pδ0q and a P C8ppR3zt0u ˆRˆ Rq satisfies the hypotheses Theorem 3.1. In view
of Theorem 3.2, we may further assume that

#
|xγp3qpsq, ξy| ě 9

10
|ξ|

|xγpjqpsq, ξy| ď 8δ0|ξ| for j “ 1, 2
for all pξ; t; sq P supp a. (6.1)

We note two further consequences of this technical reduction:

‚ Since γ P G3pδ0q, we have γpjqp0q “ ~ej for 1 ď j ď 3 and so (6.1) immediately implies that

|ξ3| ě 9
10

|ξ| and |ξj| ď 8δ0|ξ| for j “ 1, 2, for all ξ P suppξ a.

‚ Since γ P G3pδ0q, we have }γp4q}8 ď δ0. Thus, provided δ0 is sufficiently small,

|xγp3qpsq, ξy| ě 1
2

|ξ| for all pξ; sq P suppξ a ˆ r´1, 1s. (6.2)

Observe that this inequality holds on the large interval r´1, 1s, rather than just I0.



12 D. BELTRAN, S. GUO, J. HICKMAN, AND A. SEEGER

Henceforth, we also assume that ξ3 ą 0 for all ξ P suppξ a. In particular,

xγp3qpsq, ξy ą 0 for all pξ; sq P suppξ aˆ r´1, 1s (6.3)

and thus, for each ξ P suppξ a, the function s ÞÑ xγ1psq, ξy is strictly convex on r´1, 1s. The
analysis for the portion of the symbol supported on the set tξ3 ă 0u follows by symmetry.

The first step is to isolate regions of the frequency space where the multiplier mras decays
relatively slowly. Owing to stationary phase considerations, this corresponds to a region around
the conic variety

Γ :“ tξ P suppξ a : xγpjqpsq, ξy “ 0, 1 ď j ď 2, for some s P I0u.

To analyse this cone, we begin with the following observation.

Lemma 6.1. If ξ P suppξ a, then the equation xγ2psq, ξy “ 0 has a unique solution in s P r´1, 1s,
which corresponds to the unique global minimum of the function s ÞÑ xγ1psq, ξy. Furthermore, the
solution has absolute value Opδ0q.

Proof. Given ξ P suppξ a, let

φ : r´1, 1s Ñ R, φ : s ÞÑ xγ1psq, ξy. (6.4)

By (6.3), φ2psq ą 0 for all s P r´1, 1s and the equation φ1psq “ xγp2qpsq, ξy “ 0 has at most one
solution on that interval.

On the other hand, by the mean value theorem,

φ1psq “ xγp2qpsq, ξy “ ξ2 ` ωpξ; sq s,

where ω satisfies |ωpξ; sq| ě 1
2
|ξ| ą 0. As |ξ2| ď 8δ0|ξ|, it follows that |ωpξ; sq||s| ą |ξ2| if |s| ą 16δ0,

and so the equation xγp2qpsq, ξy “ 0 has a unique solution in the interval r´16δ0, 16δ0s. Moreover, it
immediately follows from (6.3) that this solution is the unique global minimum of φ on r´1, 1s. �

Using Lemma 6.1, we construct a smooth mapping θ2 : suppξ a Ñ r´1, 1s such that

xγ2 ˝ θ2pξq, ξy “ 0 for all ξ P suppξ a.

It is easy to see that θ2 is homogeneous of degree 0. This function can be used to construct a
natural Whitney decomposition with respect to the cone Γ defined above. In particular, let

upξq :“ xγ1 ˝ θ2pξq, ξy for all ξ P suppξ a. (6.5)

This quantity plays a central rôle in our analysis. If upξq “ 0, then ξ P Γ and so, roughly speaking,
upξq measures the distance of ξ from Γ.

Lemma 6.2. Let ξ P suppξ a and consider the equation

xγ1psq, ξy “ 0. (6.6)

i) If upξq ą 0, then the equation (6.6) has no solution on r´1, 1s.
ii) If upξq “ 0, then the equation (6.6) has only the solution s “ θ2pξq on r´1, 1s.
iii) If upξq ă 0, then the equation (6.6) has precisely two solutions on r´1, 1s. Both solutions have

absolute value Opδ
1{2
0 q.

Proof. Given ξ P suppξ a, define φ as in (6.4).

i) In this case, Lemma 6.1 implies that

φpsq “ xγ1psq, ξy ě upξq ą 0 for all s P r´1, 1s,

and so (6.6) has no solutions.
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ii) This case also follows immediately from Lemma 6.1, since s “ θ2pξq is the only global minimum
for φ on r´1, 1s.

iii) Recall, by (6.3), the function φ is strictly convex on r´1, 1s, and therefore φpsq “ 0 has at
most two solutions on that interval.

On the other hand, by (the proof of) Lemma 6.1 we know that |θ2pξq| ď 16δ0. Moreover, the
mean value theorem implies

|upξq| ď |ξ1| ` sup
|s|ď16δ0

|γp2qpsq||ξ||θ2pξq| ď 8
´
1 ` 2 sup

|s|ď16δ0

|γp2qpsq|
¯
δ0|ξ| ď 40δ0|ξ|, (6.7)

since γ P G3pδ0q. By Taylor expansion of φ around θ2pξq, one obtains

φpsq “ upξq ` ωpξ; sq ps ´ θ2pξqq2, (6.8)

where ω arises from the remainder term and satisfies ωpξ; sq ě 1
4

|ξ|. Combining (6.7) and (6.8), it

follows that if |s´ θ2pξq| ě 20δ
1{2
0 , then φpsq ą 0. Recall that φ ˝ θ2pξq “ upξq ă 0. Consequently,

the equation φpsq “ 0 has exactly two solutions on the interval

r´16δ0, 16δ0s ` r´20δ
1{2
0 , 20δ

1{2
0 s Ď r´36δ

1{2
0 , 36δ

1{2
0 s,

as required. �

Using Lemma 6.2, we construct a (unique) pair of smooth mappings

θ˘
1 : tξ P suppξ a : upξq ă 0u Ñ r´1, 1s

with θ´
1 pξq ď θ`

1 pξq which satisfies

xγ1 ˝ θ˘
1 pξq, ξy “ 0 for all ξ P suppξ a with upξq ă 0.

Define the functions

v˘pξq :“ xγ2 ˝ θ˘
1 pξq, ξy for all ξ P suppa with upξq ă 0.

Lemma 6.3. Let ξ P supp a with upξq ă 0. Then the following hold:
ˇ̌
v˘

`
ξ

|ξ|

˘ˇ̌
„ |θ˘

1 pξq ´ θ2pξq| „ |θ`
1 pξq ´ θ´

1 pξq| „
ˇ̌
u
`
ξ

|ξ|

˘ˇ̌1{2
.

Proof. By Taylor expansion around θ2pξq, we obtain

v˘pξq “ ω˘
1 pξq pθ˘

1 pξq ´ θ2pξqq,

0 “ xγ1 ˝ θ˘
1 pξq, ξy “ upξq ` ω2pξq pθ˘

1 pξq ´ θ2pξqq2

where |ω˘
1 pξq| „ |ω2pξq| „ |ξ| by (6.2). Similarly, Taylor expansion around θ˘

1 pξq yields

0 “ xγ1 ˝ θ`
1 pξq, ξy “ v´pξq pθ`

1 pξq ´ θ´
1 pξqq ` ω3pξq pθ`

1 pξq ´ θ´
1 pξqq2

where again the remainder satisfies |ω3pξq| „ |ξ|. As θ`
1 pξq ‰ θ´

1 pξq, we can combine the identities
above to obtain the desired bounds. �

7. Proof of Theorem 3.1: Local smoothing relative to Γ

For k ě 1, consider the frequency localised symbols ak :“ a βk, as introduced in §3. We
decompose each ak with respect to the size of |upξq|. In particular, write6

ak “

tk{3uÿ

ℓ“0

ak,ℓ where ak,ℓpξ; t; sq :“

#
akpξ; t; sqβ

`
2´k`2ℓupξq

˘
if 0 ď ℓ ă tk{3u

akpξ; t; sq η
`
2´k`2tk{3uupξq

˘
if ℓ “ tk{3u

.

(7.1)

6Here β function should be defined slightly differently compared with (2.2) and, in particular, here βprq :“
ηp2´2rq ´ ηprq. Such minor changes are ignored in the notation.
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Here tk{3u denotes the greatest integer less than or equal to k{3.

To prove Theorem 3.1, we establish local smoothing estimates for each of the operatorsmrak,ℓspD; ¨ q.
The main result is as follows.

Proposition 7.1. Let 0 ď ℓ ď tk{3u. For all 2 ď p ď 4 and ε ą 0,

}mrak,ℓspD; ¨ qf}LppR3`1q Àε 2
´k{p´ℓp1´3{pq2εk}f}LppR3q.

Proposition 7.1 provides an effective bound in the large ℓ regime (in particular, for tk{5u ď
ℓ ď tk{3u). This corresponds to those pieces of the multiplier which are supported close to the
binormal cone Γ, and therefore lie in a neighbourhood of the most significant singularity.

In addition to Proposition 7.1, we also use results from [19] to deal with the less singular pieces
of the multiplier.

Proposition 7.2 ([19]). Let 0 ď ℓ ď tk{3u. For all 2 ď p ď 6 and ε ą 0,

}mrak,ℓspD; ¨ qf}LppR3`1q Àε 2
´ k´ℓ

2
p 1
2

` 1
p

q`εk}f}LppR3q.

This proposition follows from Theorem 3.2 via the sharp Wolff inequality for the light cone [8]
and a rescaling argument (c.f. §1.3). The details of the proof can be found in [19, §5].

Proof of Theorem 3.1, assuming Proposition 7.1. Applying the decomposition (7.1) and the tri-
angle inequality,

}mrakspD; ¨ qf}LppR3`1q ď

tk{5uÿ

ℓ“0

}mrak,ℓspD; ¨ qf}LppR3`1q `

tk{3uÿ

ℓ“tk{5u`1

}mrak,ℓspD; ¨ qf}LppR3`1q.

For 2 ď p ď 4 we may bound the terms of the first sum using Proposition 7.2 and the terms of the
second using Proposition 7.1. If, in addition, we assume p ě 3, then the geometric series resulting
from the constants can be evaluated to give the desired bound. �

8. Proof of Theorem 3.1: the main argument

By the observations of the previous section, the problem is reduced to establishing Proposi-
tion 7.1. In this section we provide the details of the proof, following the scheme sketched in §1.3.

8.1. Localisation along the curve. We begin by further decomposing the symbols with respect
to the distance of the s-variable to the roots θ˘

1 and θ2pξq. Here it is convenient to introduce a
‘fine tuning’ constant ρ ą 0. This is a small (but absolute) constant which plays a minor technical
rôle in the forthcoming arguments: taking ρ :“ 10´6 more than suffices for our purposes.

Recall from Lemma 6.2 that the two distinct roots θ˘
1 pξq only occur when upξq ă 0. In view of

this, let βą0, βă0 P C8
c pRq be the unique functions with suppβą0 Ă p0,8q and suppβă0 Ă p´8, 0q

such that β “ βą0 ` βă0. This induces a corresponding decomposition ak,ℓ “ aą0
k,ℓ ` aă0

k,ℓ for

0 ď ℓ ă tk{3u, where upξq is positive (respectively, negative) on the support of aą0
k,ℓ (respectively,

aă0
k,ℓ). Given ε ą 0, define

a
pεq,˘
k,ℓ pξ; t; sq :“ aă0

k,ℓpξ; t; sq η
`
ρ´12pk´ℓq{22´kε|s´ θ˘

1 pξq|
˘

if 0 ď ℓ ă tk{3u ε

and

a
pεq
k,ℓpξ; t; sq :“

$
&
%

ÿ

˘

a
pεq,˘
k,ℓ pξ; t; sq if 0 ď ℓ ă tk{3u ε

ak,ℓpξ; t; sq η
`
ρ2ℓp1´εq|s´ θ2pξq|

˘
if tk{3u ε ď ℓ ď tk{3u

, (8.1)

where tk{3u ε :“ t
`
1´ε
3

˘
¨ ku is a number we think of as being slightly smaller than tk{3u. Note that

min
˘

|s´ θ˘
1 pξq| À ρ2´pk´ℓq{2`kε for all pξ; t; sq P supp a

pεq
k,ℓ if 0 ď ℓ ă tk{3uε.
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Remark. The symbols a
pεq,`
k,ℓ and a

pεq,´
k,ℓ have disjoint supports if 0 ď ℓ ă tk{3uε. Indeed, the

decomposition ensures that |upξq| „ 2k´2ℓ for all ξ P suppξ a
pεq
k,ℓ and so Lemma 6.3 implies

|θ´
1 pξq ´ θ`

1 pξq| Á 2´ℓ Á 2´pk´ℓq{22kε.

Here we use the hypothesis ℓ ă tk{3u ε. Provided ρ is chosen to be sufficiently small, the above

separation condition ensures that the disjointness of the supports of a
pεq,`
k,ℓ and a

pεq,´
k,ℓ . Consequently,

min
˘

|s´ θ˘
1 pξq| Á 2´pk´ℓq{2`kε for all pξ; t; sq P supp paă0

k,ℓ ´ a
pεq
k,ℓq

if 0 ď ℓ ă tk{3uε.

The main contribution to mrak,ℓs comes from the symbols a
pεq
k,ℓ.

Lemma 8.1. Let 2 ď p ă 8 and ε ą 0. For all 0 ď ℓ ď tk{3u

}mrak,ℓ ´ a
pεq
k,ℓspD; ¨ qf}LppR3`1q ÀN,ε,p 2

´kN}f}LppR3q for all N P N.

Proof. It is clear that the multipliers satisfy a trivial L8-estimate with operator norm Op2Ckq for
some absolute constant C ě 1. Thus, by interpolation, it suffices to prove the rapid decay estimate
for p “ 2 only. This amounts to showing that, under the hypotheses of the lemma,

}mrak,ℓ ´ a
pεq
k,ℓsp ¨ ; tq}

L8ppR3q
ÀN,ε 2

´kN for all N P N (8.2)

uniformly in 1{2 ď t ď 4.

Case: tk{3u ε ď ℓ ď tk{3u. Here the localisation of the ak,ℓ and a
pεq
k,ℓ symbols ensures that

|upξq| À 2k´2ℓ and |s´ θ2pξq| Á ρ´12´ℓp1´εq for all pξ; t; sq P supp pak,ℓ ´ a
pεq
k,ℓq, (8.3)

where u is the function introduced in (6.5).

Fix ξ P suppξ pak,ℓ ´ a
pεq
k,ℓq and consider the oscillatory integral mrak,ℓ ´ a

pεq
k,ℓspξ; tq, which has

phase s ÞÑ t xγpsq, ξy. Taylor expansion around θ2pξq yields

xγ1psq, ξy “ upξq ` ω1pξ; sq ps ´ θ2pξqq2 (8.4)

xγ2psq, ξy “ ω2pξ; sq ps ´ θ2pξqq (8.5)

where ωi arise from the remainder terms and satisfy |ωipξ; sq| „ 2k. Provided ρ is sufficiently
small, (8.3) implies that the ω1pξ; sq ps ´ θ2pξqq2 term dominates the right-hand side of (8.4) and
therefore

|xγ1psq, ξy| Á 2k|s´ θ2pξq|2 for all pξ; t; sq P supp pak,ℓ ´ a
pεq
k,ℓq. (8.6)

Furthermore, (8.5), (8.6) and the localisation (8.3) immediately imply

|xγ2psq, ξy| À 2´k`3ℓp1´εq|xγ1psq, ξy|2,

|xγpjqpsq, ξy| À 2k Àj 2
´pk´3ℓp1´εqqpj´1q|xγ1psq, ξy|j for all j ě 3

and all pξ; t; sq P supp pak,ℓ ´ a
pεq
k,ℓq, where in the last inequality we have used |s´ θ2pξq|j´3 À 1 for

all j ě 3.
On the other hand, by the definition of the symbols, (8.6) and the localisation in (8.3),

|BNs pak,ℓ ´ a
pεq
k,ℓqpξ; sq| ÀN 2ℓp1´εqN À 2´pk´3ℓqN´3εℓN |xγ1psq, ξy|N for all N P N

and all pξ; t; sq P supp pak,ℓ ´ a
pεq
k,ℓq. Thus, by repeated integration-by-parts (via Lemma D.1, with

r “ 2k´3ℓ`3εℓ ě 1 for 0 ď ℓ ď k{3), one concludes that

|mrak,ℓ ´ a
pεq
k,ℓspξ; tq| ÀN 2´pk´3ℓqN´3εℓN for all N P N
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uniformly in 1{2 ď t ď 4. Since tk{3u ε ď ℓ ď tk{3u ď k{3, the desired bound follows.

Case: 0 ď ℓ ă tk{3u ε. If upξq ą 0, then (6.3) and (8.4) imply

|xγ1psq, ξy| Á |upξq| ` 2k|s´ θ2pξq|2 for all pξ; sq P supp aą0
k,ℓ.

Furthermore, the localisation of the symbol aą0
k,ℓ guarantees that upξq „ 2k´ℓ for all ξ P suppaą0

k,ℓ.
It is then a straightforward exercise to adapt the argument used in the previous case to show
}mraą0

k,ℓsp ¨ ; tq}8 ÀN,ε 2
´kN , splitting the analysis into the cases |s´ θ2pξq| ě 2´ℓ and |s´ θ2pξq| ď

2´ℓ. Here we use the fact that 2´pk´3ℓq ď 2´εk.
Thus, the problem is reduced to proving

}mraă0
k,ℓ ´ a

pεq
k,ℓsp ¨ ; tq}

L8ppR3q
ÀN,ε 2

´kN .

Here the localisation of the aă0
k,ℓ and a

pεq
k,ℓ symbols ensures that

|upξq| „ 2k´2ℓ and min
˘

|s´ θ˘
1 pξq| Á 2´pk´ℓq{2`kε for all pξ; t; sq P supp paă0

k,ℓ ´ a
pεq
k,ℓq, (8.7)

where u is the function introduced in (6.5).

Fix ξ P suppξ paă0
k,ℓ ´ a

pεq
k,ℓq and consider the oscillatory integral mraă0

k,ℓ ´ a
pεq
k,ℓspξ; tq, which has

phase s ÞÑ t xγpsq, ξy. If we define

φ : r´1, 1s Ñ R, φ : s ÞÑ xγ1psq, ξy,

then, by (6.3), this function is strictly convex. Thus, given t P r´1, 1s, the auxiliary function

qt : r´1, 1s Ñ R, qt : s ÞÑ
φpsq ´ φptq

s´ t
for s ‰ t and qt : t ÞÑ φ1ptq

is increasing. Setting t :“ θ´
1 pξq and noting that φ ˝ θ´

1 pξq “ 0, it follows that

φpsq

s´ θ´
1 pξq

ď
φ ˝ θ2pξq

θ2pξq ´ θ´
1 pξq

“
upξq

θ2pξq ´ θ´
1 pξq

ă 0 for all ´ 1 ď s ď θ2pξq,

where we have used the fact that upξq ă 0 on the support of aă0
k,ℓ. If s P rθ2pξq, 1s, then we can

carry out the same argument with respect to t “ θ`
1 pξq to obtain a similar inequality. From this,

we deduce the bound

|xγ1psq, ξy| ě min
˘

|upξq||s ´ θ˘
1 pξq|

|θ2pξq ´ θ˘
1 pξq|

for all ´ 1 ď s ď 1. (8.8)

Recall from (8.7) that |upξq| „ 2k´2ℓ and therefore |θ2pξq ´ θ˘
1 pξq| „ 2´ℓ by Lemma 6.3. Substi-

tuting these bounds and the second bound in (8.7) into (8.8), we conclude that

|xγ1psq, ξy| Á 2k´ℓmin
˘

|s´ θ˘
1 pξq| Á 2pk´ℓq{2`εk for all pξ; t; sq P supp paă0

k,ℓ ´ a
pεq
k,ℓq. (8.9)

Furthermore, by the mean value theorem,

|xγ2psq, ξy| À max
˘

|v˘pξq| ` 2kmin
˘

|s´ θ˘
1 pξq| À 2k´ℓ ` 2ℓ|xγ1psq, ξy| À 2´kε|xγ1psq, ξy|2,

where we have used (8.9), the condition |v˘pξq| „ 2k´ℓ for ξ P suppaă0
k,ℓ from Lemma 6.3 and

0 ď ℓ ď k{3 in the last inequality. For higher order derivatives,

|xγpjqpsq, ξy| Àj 2
k Àj 2

´pj´1qkε|xγ1psq, ξy|j for all j ě 3

and all pξ; t; sq P supp paă0
k,ℓ ´ a

pεq
k,ℓq. On the other hand, by the definition of the symbols and (8.9)

we have

|BNs pak,ℓ ´ a
pεq
k,ℓqpξ; sq| ÀN 2Npk´ℓq{22´Nkε À 2´2Nkε|xγ1psq, ξy|N for all N P N
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and all pξ; t; sq P supp paă0
k,ℓ ´ a

pεq
k,ℓq. Thus, by repeated integration-by-parts (via Lemma D.1, with

r :“ 2kε{2 ě 1), one obtains the desired bound (8.2). �

8.2. Fourier localisation. We perform a radial decomposition of the symbols a
pεq
k,ℓ with respect to

the homogeneous functions θ2 and θ˘
1 . Fix ζ P C8pRq with supp ζ Ď r´1, 1s such that

ř
lPZ ζp ¨ ´

lq ” 1. For k P N and 0 ď ℓ ă tk{3uε, write

a
pεq
k,ℓ “

ÿ

˘

ÿ

νPZ

a
ν,pεq,˘
k,ℓ

where

a
ν,pεq,˘
k,ℓ pξ; t; sq :“ a

pεq,˘
k,ℓ pξ; t; sq ζ

`
ρ´1p2pk´ℓq{2θ˘

1 pξq ´ νq
˘

if 0 ď ℓ ă tk{3uε.

Each of the two terms in
ř

˘ can be treated analogously. In order to simplify the notation, we

drop the symbol ˘ from a
ν,pεq
k,ℓ and θ˘

1 and adopt the convention

a
pεq
k,ℓ “

ÿ

νPZ

a
ν,pεq
k,ℓ . (8.10)

The key properties of this decomposition are that

|s´ θ1pξq| À ρ2´pk´ℓq{2`kε and |θ1pξq ´ sν | À ρ2´pk´ℓq{2 for all pξ; t; sq P supp a
ν,pεq
k,ℓ , (8.11)

where sν :“ 2´pk´ℓq{2ν and θ1 P tθ`
1 pξq, θ´

1 pξqu. The decomposition (8.10) is also extended to the
range tk{3uε ď ℓ ď tk{3u, with

a
ν,pεq
k,ℓ pξ; t; sq :“ a

pεq
k,ℓpξ; t; sq ζp2ℓθ2pξq ´ νq if tk{3u ε ď ℓ ď tk{3u. (8.12)

In the case 0 ď ℓ ă tk{3u ε we also consider symbols formed by grouping the a
ν,pεq
k,ℓ into pieces

at the larger scale 2´ℓ. Given 0 ď ℓ ă tk{3u ε we write Z “
Ť
µPZ Nℓpµq, where the sets Nℓpµq are

disjoint and satisfy

Nℓpµq Ď tν P Z : |ν ´ 2pk´3ℓq{2µ| ď 2pk´3ℓq{2u.

For each µ P Z, we then define

a
˚,µ,pεq
k,ℓ :“

ÿ

νPNℓpµq

a
ν,pεq
k,ℓ

and note that |θ˘
1 pξq ´ sµ| À 2´ℓ on suppξ a

˚,µ,pεq
k,ℓ , where sµ :“ 2´ℓµ. Of course, by the definition

of the sets Nℓpµq,

a
pεq
k,ℓ “

ÿ

µPZ

a
˚,µ,pεq
k,ℓ “

ÿ

µPZ

ÿ

νPNℓpµq

a
ν,pεq
k,ℓ .

It is notationally convenient to trivially extend these definitions by setting Nℓpµq :“ tµu for

tk{3u ε ď ℓ ď tk{3u and, in this case, defining a
˚,µ,pεq
k,ℓ :“ a

µ,pεq
k,ℓ accordingly.

Given 0 ă r ď 1 and s P I, recall the definition of the p1, rq-Frenet boxes π1ps; rq introduced in
Definition 5.1:

π1ps; rq :“
 
ξ P pR3 : |xejpsq, ξy| À r3´j for j “ 1, 2, |xe3psq, ξy| „ 1

(
.

It is also convenient to consider 2-parameter variants of the p0, rq-Frenet boxes. Given 0 ă r1, r2
and s P I, define the set

π0ps; r1, r2q :“
 
ξ P pR3 : |xe1psq, ξy| À r1, |xe2psq, ξy| „ 1, |xe3psq, ξy| À r2

(
.

The geometric significance of these sets is made apparent in §8.6 (and, in particular, Lemma 8.9)
below.
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The multipliers a
˚,µ,pεq
k,ℓ and a

ν,pεq
k,ℓ satisfy the following support properties.

Lemma 8.2. For all 0 ď ℓ ď tk{3u, ε ą 0 and µ, ν P Z,

a) If ν P Nℓpµq, then suppξ a
ν,pεq
k,ℓ Ď 2k ¨ π1psµ; 2

´ℓq, where sµ :“ 2´ℓµ;

b) If ℓ ă tk{3u ε, then suppξ a
ν,pεq
k,ℓ Ď 2k´ℓ ¨ π0psν ; 2

´pk´ℓq{2, 2ℓq, where sν :“ 2´pk´ℓq{2ν.

As an immediate consequence of part a), we see that suppξ a
˚,µ,pεq
k,ℓ Ď 2k ¨ π1psµ; 2

´ℓq.

Proof of Lemma 8.2. a) For ξ P suppξ a
ν,pεq
k,ℓ observe that the localisation in (7.1) implies

|xγpiq ˝ θ2pξq, ξy| À 2k´p3´iqℓ for i “ 1, 2, |xγp3q ˝ θ2pξq, ξy| „ 2k.

If 0 ď ℓ ă tk{3u ε, then |sν ´ θ1pξq| À 2´pk´ℓq{2 and so

|sµ ´ θ2pξq| ď |sµ ´ sν | ` |sν ´ θ1pξq| ` |θ1pξq ´ θ2pξq| À 2´pk´ℓq{2 ` 2´ℓ À 2´ℓ

by Lemma 6.3. Note that the inequality |sµ ´ θ2pξq| À 2´ℓ also extends to the case tk{3u ε ď ℓ ď
tk{3u in view of the definition of the symbol from (8.12). Taylor expansion around θ2pξq therefore
yields

|xγpiqpsµq, ξy| À 2k´p3´iqℓ for i “ 1, 2, |xγp3qpsµq, ξy| „ 2k.

Since the Frenet vectors eipsµq are obtained from the γpiqpsµq via the Gram–Schmidt process,

the matrix corresponding to change of basis from
`
eipsµq

˘3
i“1

to
`
γpiqpsµq

˘3
i“1

is lower triangu-
lar. Furthermore, the initial localisation implies that this matrix is an Opδ0q perturbation of the
identity. Consequently,

|xeipsµq, ξy| À 2k´p3´iqℓ for 1 ď i ď 3.

Provided the parameter δ0 ą 0 is sufficiently small, the argument can easily be adapted to prove
the remaining lower bound |xe3psµq, ξy| Á 1.

b) Let 0 ď ℓ ă tk{3u ε. For ξ P suppξ a
ν,pεq
k,ℓ observe that the localisation in (7.1) and Lemma 6.3

imply

|xγ1 ˝ θ1pξq, ξy| “ 0, |xγ2 ˝ θ1pξq, ξy| „ 2k´ℓ, |xγp3q ˝ θ1pξq, ξy| „ 2k.

It then follows from Taylor expansion around θ1pξq that

|xγ1psνq, ξy| À 2pk´ℓq{2, |xγ2psνq, ξy| „ 2k´ℓ and |xγp3qpsνq, ξy| „ 2k,

provided ρ is chosen sufficiently small. The γpjqpsνq in the above estimates can then be replaced
with the Frenet vectors ejpsνq by a similar argument to that used in part a). �

8.3. Spatio-temporal Fourier localisation. The symbols are further localised with respect to
the Fourier transform of the t-variable. In particular, let

qpξq :“ xγ ˝ θ2pξq, ξy and χ
pεq
k,ℓpξ, τq :“ η

`
2´pk´3ℓq´4εkpτ ` qpξqq

˘

and define the multiplier m
ν,pεq
k,ℓ by

Ft
“
m
ν,pεq
k,ℓ pξ; ¨ q

‰
pτq :“ χ

pεq
k,ℓpξ, τqFt

“
mra

ν,pεq
k,ℓ spξ; ¨ q

‰
pτq.

Here Ft denotes the Fourier transform acting in the t variable. Definem
˚,µ,pεq
k,ℓ andm

pεq
k,ℓ accordingly

by setting

m
˚,µ,pεq
k,ℓ :“

ÿ

νPNℓpµq

m
ν,pεq
k,ℓ and m

pεq
k,ℓ :“

ÿ

µPZ

m
˚,µ,pεq
k,ℓ .

The main contribution to mra
ν,pεq
k,ℓ s comes from the multipliers m

ν,pεq
k,ℓ .
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Lemma 8.3. Let 1 ď p ď 8 and ε ą 0. For all 0 ď ℓ ď tk{3u,
››`mra

ν,pεq
k,ℓ s ´m

ν,pεq
k,ℓ

˘
pD; ¨ qf

››
LppR3`1q

ÀN,ε 2
´kN}f}LppR3q for all N P N.

Proof. It suffices to show that

|Bαξ
`
mra

ν,pεq
k,ℓ s´m

ν,pεq
k,ℓ

˘
pξ; tq| ÀN,ε 2

´kN p1`|t|q´10 for α P N
3
0, |α| ď 10, and N P N. (8.13)

Indeed, if (8.13) holds, then Fourier inversion and repeated integration-by-parts imply

|
`
mra

ν,pεq
k,ℓ s ´m

ν,pεq
k,ℓ

˘
pD; tqfpxq| ÀN,ε 2

´kN p1 ` |t|q´10p1 ` | ¨ |q´10 ˚ fpxq.

Taking the LppR3`1q-norm of both sides of this inequality immediately yields the desired result.
By the Fourier inversion formula

`
mra

ν,pεq
k,ℓ s ´m

ν,pεq
k,ℓ

˘
pξ; tq “

1

2π

ˆ

R

eitτ
`
1 ´ χ

pεq
k,ℓpξ, τq

˘
Ft
“
mra

ν,pεq
k,ℓ spξ; ¨ q

‰
pτqdτ.

Let Ξ “ pξ, τq P pR3`1 denote the spatio-temporal frequency variables. Clearly, there exists a

constant C ě 1 such that |BαΞ χ
pεq
k,ℓpΞq| À 2Ck for all α P N

4
0 with |α| ď 20. Furthermore, if

pξ, τq P supp BαΞ
`
1 ´ χ

pεq
k,ℓ

˘
, then |τ ` qpξq| Á 2´k`3ℓ`4εk. Thus, by integration-by-parts in the

τ -variable, to prove (8.13) it suffices to show

|BαΞ F
“
mra

ν,pεq
k,ℓ spξ; ¨ q

‰
pτq| ÀN,ε 2

Ck
`
1 ` 2´k`3ℓ`3εk|τ ` qpξq|

˘´N
, α P N

4
0, |α| ď 20, N P N,

(8.14)
for some choice of absolute constant C ě 1 (not necessarily the same as above).

By the Leibniz rule,

BαΞ Ft
“
mra

ν,pεq
k,ℓ spξ; ¨ q

‰
pτq “

ˆ

R

e´irpτ`qpξqqmrb
ν,pεq,α
k,ℓ spξ; rqdr (8.15)

where b
ν,pεq,α
k,ℓ pξ; r; sq :“ eirqpξqa

ν,pεq,α
k,ℓ pξ; r; sq for some symbol a

ν,pεq,α
k,ℓ satisfying

ˇ̌
Bjr a

ν,pεq,α
k,ℓ pξ; r; sq

ˇ̌
Àj 2

Ck for all j P N0, α P N
4
0, |α| ď 20, |r| À 1 (8.16)

and with suppa
ν,pεq,α
k,ℓ Ď suppa

ν,pεq
k,ℓ . Note, in particular, that

mrb
ν,pεq,α
k,ℓ spξ; rq “

ˆ

R

e´irxγpsq´γ ˝ θ2pξq,ξya
ν,pεq,α
k,ℓ pξ; r; sqρprqχpsqds. (8.17)

By Taylor expansion around θ2pξq, the phase in (8.17) can be written as

xγpsq ´ γ ˝ θ2pξq, ξy “ upξq ps ´ θ2pξqq ` ωpξ; sq ps ´ θ2pξqq3 (8.18)

where ω arises from the remainder term and satisfies |ωpξ; sq| „ 2k. Recall,

|upξq| À 2k´2ℓ and |s´ θ2pξq| À 2´ℓ`εk for all pξ; r; sq P suppa
ν,pεq
k,ℓ , (8.19)

which follows from the definition of a
ν,pεq
k,ℓ . Here, in the case 0 ď ℓ ă tk{3uε, we use Lemma 6.3 to

deduce that
|s ´ θ2pξq| ď |s´ θ1pξq| ` |θ1pξq ´ θ2pξq| À 2´ℓ.

Combining the expansion (8.18) and the localisation (8.19) yields

|xγpsq ´ γ ˝ θ2pξq, ξy| À 2k´3ℓ`3εk for all pξ; r; sq P supp a
ν,pεq
k,ℓ . (8.20)

By (8.20), (8.16) and integration by parts in (8.15), one obtains

|BαΞ Ft
“
mra

ν,pεq
k,ℓ spξ; ¨ q

‰
pτq| ÀM 2Ck|τ ` qpξq|´M2pk´3ℓ`3εkqM for all M P N

and all α P N
4
0, |α| ď 20. This implies (8.14) and concludes the proof. �
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To understand the support properties of the multipliers m
˚,µ,pεq
k,ℓ , we introduce the primitive

curve

γ̄ : I Ñ R
4, γ̄ : s ÞÑ

„´ s
0
γ

s


.

Here
´ s

0
γ denotes the vector in R

3 with ith component
´ s

0
γi for 1 ď i ď 3. Note that γ̄ is a non-

degenerate curve in R
4 and, in particular, |detpγ̄p1q ¨ ¨ ¨ γ̄p4qq| “ |detpγp1q ¨ ¨ ¨ γp3qq|. Let pējpsqq4j“1

denote the Frenet frame associated to γ̄ and consider the p2, rq-Frenet boxes for γ̄

π2,γ̄ps; rq :“
 
Ξ “ pξ, τq P pR3 ˆ pR : |xējpsq,Ξy| À r4´j for 1 ď j ď 3, |xē4psq,Ξy| „ 1

(
,

as introduced in Definition 5.1.

Lemma 8.4. For all r4εks ď ℓ ď tk{3u and µ P Z,

suppFt
“
m

˚,µ,pεq
k,ℓ

‰
Ď 2k ¨ π2,γ̄psµ; 2

4εk2´ℓq,

where sµ :“ 2´ℓµ and Ft denotes the Fourier transform in the t-variable.

Proof. If Ξ “ pξ, τq P suppFt
“
m

˚,µ,pεq
k,ℓ

‰
, then ξ P suppξ a

˚,µ,pεq
k,ℓ and |qpξq ` τ | À 24εk2k´3ℓ. The

former condition implies |upξq| À 2k´2ℓ and |s ´ θ2pξq| À 2´ℓ`εk (see (8.19)) and so, by Taylor
expansion around θ2pξq,

|xγpsµq, ξy ` τ | À |qpξq ` τ | ` |upξq||s ´ θ2pξq| ` 2k|s´ θ2pξq|3 À 24εk2k´3ℓ. (8.21)

Define the lifted curve and frame

γÒ : I Ñ R
4, γÒ : s ÞÑ

„
γpsq
1


and ej,Ò : I Ñ S3, ej,Ò : s ÞÑ

„
ejpsq
0


for 1 ď j ď 3,

respectively. This definition is motivated by our related work on Lp Sobolev estimates for the
moment curve in four dimensions [1]. Note that γ̄ is a primitive for γÒ in the sense that γ̄1 “ γÒ.
By the definition of the Frenet frame, it follows that

ējpsq P xγÒpsq, γ1
Òpsq, . . . , γ

pj´1q
Ò psqy and γ

piq
Ò psq P xe1,Òpsq, . . . , ei,Òpsqy

for 1 ď i ă j ď 4. Thus, one readily deduces that

|xējpsq,Ξy| À |xγÒpsq,Ξy| `
j´1ÿ

i“1

|xeipsq, ξy| for Ξ “ pξ, τq P pR3`1 and 1 ď j ď 4.

If Ξ “ pξ, τq P suppFt
“
m

˚,µ,pεq
k,ℓ

‰
, then it follows from (8.21) that

|xγÒpsµq,Ξy| “ |xγpsµq, ξy ` τ | À 24εk2k´3ℓ.

On the other hand, since ξ P suppξ a
˚,µ,pεq
k,ℓ , Lemma 8.2 yields

|xeipsµq, ξy| À 2k´p3´iqℓ for i “ 1, 2, |xe3psµq, ξy| „ 2k.

Combining these observations, |xējpsq,Ξy| À 24εk2k´p4´jqℓ for 1 ď j ď 3 and therefore it suffices

to prove |xē4psµq,Ξy| „ 2k. Since our hypothesis ℓ ě r4εks implies that 24εk2k´p3´iqℓ ď 2k for
0 ď i ď 2, the above argument directly yields the upper bound. On the other hand, since γ P G3pδ0q

and we are localised to |sµ| À δ0, the change of basis mapping pējpsµqq4j“1 to pγ
pj´1q
Ò psµqq4j“1 is an

Opδ0q perturbation of the identity. In view of this, the above argument can also be adapted to
give the required lower bound. �
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8.4. Reverse square function estimates in R
3`1. In view of the Fourier localisation described

in the previous subsection, Theorem 5.3 implies the following square function estimate.

Proposition 8.5. Let k P N, 0 ď ℓ ď tk{3u. For all 2 ď p ď 4 and ε ą 0, one has

}mra
pεq
k,ℓspD; ¨ qf}LppR3`1q Àε,N 2pk´3ℓq{42Opεkq

›››
` ÿ

νPZ

|mra
ν,pεq
k,ℓ spD; ¨ qf |2

˘1{2
›››
LppR3`1q

`2´kN}f}LppR3q.

Proof. First suppose r4εks ď ℓ so that Lemma 8.4 applies. Thus,

m
pεq
k,ℓpD; ¨ qf “

ÿ

µPZ

m
˚,µ,pεq
k,ℓ pD; ¨ qf

where each m
˚,µ,pεq
k,ℓ pD; ¨ qf has spatio-temporal Fourier support in 2k ¨π2,γ̄psµ; 2

4εk2´ℓq. The family

of sets π2,γ̄psµ; 2
4εk2´ℓq for |µ| ď 2ℓ may be partitioned into Op24εkq subfamilies, each forming a

p2, 24εk2´ℓq-Frenet box decomposition for the non-degenerate curve γ̄ in R
4. Consequently, by

Theorem 5.3 and pigeonholing,

}m
pεq
k,ℓpD; ¨ qf}LppR4q Àε 2

Opεkq
›››
` ÿ

µPZ

|m
˚,µ,pεq
k,ℓ pD; ¨ qf |2

˘1{2
›››
LppR4q

.

By a pointwise application of the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality, using the fact that #Nℓpµq À
2pk´3ℓq{2 for all µ P Z, we conclude that

}m
pεq
k,ℓpD; ¨ qf}LppR3`1q Àε 2

pk´3ℓq{42Opεkq
›››
` ÿ

νPZ

|m
ν,pεq
k,ℓ pD; ¨ qf |2

˘1{2
›››
LppR3`1q

. (8.22)

The desired estimate, involving the mra
ν,pεq
k,ℓ s multipliers rather than the m

ν,pεq
k,ℓ , now follows by

combining (8.22) and Lemma 8.3.
On the other hand, if 0 ď ℓ ď r4εks, then the result follows directly from the Cauchy–Schwarz

inequality. �

Remark. The above square function estimate is not very effective away from the binormal cone
(ℓ “ 0 or small values of ℓ), as in that case it essentially amounts to a trivial application of the
Cauchy–Schwarz inequality. However, as noted in §7, Proposition 7.1 is only used close to the
binormal cone (ℓ “ tk{3u or large values of ℓ), for which Proposition 8.5 is most effective. The
small values of ℓ in proving Theorem 3.1 are handled via Proposition 7.2.

For p “ 2 a stronger square function estimate is available simply due to Plancherel’s theorem.
In particular, this avoids the loss induced by the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality in the proof above.

Lemma 8.6. Let k P N, 0 ď ℓ ď tk{3u. For all ε ą 0,

}mra
pεq
k,ℓspD; ¨ qf}L2pR3`1q Àε

›››
` ÿ

νPZ

|mra
ν,pεq
k,ℓ spD; ¨ qf |2

˘1{2
›››
L2pR3`1q

.

Proof. This is simply a consequence of Plancherel’s theorem and the fact that the symbols a
ν,pεq
k,ℓ

are supported on the essentially disjoint sets 2k´ℓ ¨ π0psν ; 2
´pk´ℓq{2, 2ℓq by Lemma 8.2. �

8.5. Kernel estimates. Given a symbol a P C8ppRnzt0u ˆ R ˆ Rq, define the associated convo-
lution kernel

Kraspx, tq :“
1

p2πqn

ˆ

pRn

eixx,ξymraspξ; tqdξ.

Each of the localised symbols a
ν,pεq
k,ℓ satisfies the following kernel estimate, which yields a gain

due to the localisation of the symbols in the s-variable introduced in (8.1).
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Lemma 8.7. For k P N and 0 ď ℓ ď tk{3u,

|Kra
ν,pεq
k,ℓ spx, tq| À 2´pk´ℓq{22Opεkq ψ Tk,ℓpsνqpx, tq ρptq

where

ψ Tk,ℓpsνqpx, tq :“ 2p5k´3ℓq{2

ˆ
1 `

3ÿ

j“1

2jpk´ℓq{2^k|xx´ tγpsνq, ejpsνqy|

˙´100

.

Proof. Let ∇vj
denote the directional derivative with respect to the ξ variable in the direction of

the vector vj :“ ejpsνq, so that

´ 1

ixx´ tγpsνq, ejpsνqy
∇vj

´ 1
¯
eixx´tγpsν q,ξy “ 0.

Thus, by repeated integration-by-parts, it follows that

|Kra
ν,pεq
k,ℓ spx, tq| ď |xx´ tγpsνq, ejpsνqy|´N

ˆ

pR3

ˇ̌
∇N

vj

“
eitxγpsν q,ξymra

ν,pεq
k,ℓ spξ; tq

‰ˇ̌
dξ

À 2p5k´3ℓq{22Opεkq|xx´ tγpsνq, ejpsνqy|´N sup
ξPpR3

ˇ̌
∇N

vj

“
eitxγpsν q,ξymra

ν,pεq
k,ℓ spξ; tq

‰ˇ̌
;

here the second inequality follows from the ξ-support properties of the symbols a
ν,pεq
k,ℓ from Lemma 8.2

b) if 0 ď ℓ ă tk{3u ε (in which case there is no 2Opεkq loss) or Lemma 8.2 a) if tk{3u ε ď ℓ ď tk{3u.
Observe that

eitxγpsν q,ξymra
ν,pεq
k,ℓ spξ; tq “

ˆ

R

e´itxγpsq´γpsν q,ξya
ν,pεq
k,ℓ pξ; sqχpsqρptqds.

Passing the differential operator ∇vj
into the s-integral, we therefore have

ˇ̌
∇N

vj

“
eitxγpsν q,ξymra

ν,pεq
k,ℓ spξ; tq

‰ˇ̌
À 2´pk´ℓq{22Opεkq sup

sPR

ˇ̌
∇N

vj

“
e´itxγpsq´γpsν q,ξya

ν,pεq
k,ℓ pξ; t; sq

‰ˇ̌
ρptq.

(8.23)

Here we have used the s-support properties of a
ν,pεq
k,ℓ ; in particular, the definition (8.1).

Consider the oscillatory factor e´itxγpsq´γpsν q,ξy on the right-hand side of (8.23). The ξ derivatives

of this function can be controlled on suppa
ν,pεq
k,ℓ by noting that

|xγpsq ´ γpsνq,vjy| ď

ˆ s

sν

|xγ1pσq,vjy|dσ À |s´ sν |j À 2´jpk´ℓq{22Opεkq for 1 ď j ď 3,

where we have used (5.1) and triangle inequality and (8.11) in the last inequality. Thus, by the
Leibniz rule, the problem is reduced to showing

|∇N
vj
a
ν,pεq
k,ℓ pξ; t; sq| ÀN 2´pjpk´ℓq{2^kqN2εℓN for all 1 ď j ď 3 and all N P N. (8.24)

For all N P N, we claim the following:

‚ For ξ P suppξ a
ν,pεq
k,ℓ with 0 ď ℓ ď tk{3u,

2ℓ|∇N
vj
θ2pξq|, 2´k`2ℓ|∇N

vj
upξq| ÀN 2´pjpk´ℓq{2^kqN2εℓN ; (8.25)

‚ For ξ P suppξ a
ν,pεq
k,ℓ with 0 ď ℓ ă tk{3u ε,

2pk´ℓq{2|∇N
vj
θ1pξq| ÀN 2´pjpk´ℓq{2^kqN . (8.26)
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Assuming that this is so, the derivative bounds (8.24) follow directly from the chain and Leibniz
rule, applying (8.25) and (8.26).

The claimed bound (8.25) follows from repeated application of the chain rule, provided

|xγp3q ˝ θ2pξq, ξy| Á 2k, (8.27a)

|xγpKq ˝ θ2pξq, ξy| ÀK 2k`ℓpK´3q, (8.27b)

|xγpKq ˝ θ2pξq,vjy| ÀK 2´pjpk´ℓq{2^kq`k`ℓpK´3q2εℓ (8.27c)

hold for all K ě 2 and all ξ P suppξ a
ν,pεq
k,ℓ . In particular, assuming (8.27a), (8.27b) and (8.27c),

the bounds in (8.25) are then a consequence of Lemma C.1 in the appendix: (8.25) corresponds
to (C.13) and (C.15) whilst the hypotheses in the above display correspond to (C.16) and (C.17)
(see Example C.2). Here the parameters featured in the appendix are chosen as follows:

g h A B M1 M2 e

γ2 γ1 2k´ℓ 2k´2ℓ 2´pjpk´ℓq{2^kq2εℓ 2ℓ vj

The conditions (8.27a), (8.27b) and (8.27c) are direct consequences of the support properties of

the a
ν,pεq
k,ℓ . Indeed, (8.27a) and the K ě 3 case of (8.27b) are trivial consequences of the localisation

of the symbol ak. The remainingK “ 2 case of (8.27b) follows immediately since xγ2˝θ2pξq, ξy “ 0.
Finally, the right-hand side of (8.27c) is always greater than 1 unless j “ 3 and K “ 2, and so we
can immediately reduce to this case. If 0 ď ℓ ă tk{3uε, then (5.1) together with Lemma 6.3 and
the θ1 localisation in (8.11) implies

|xγp2q ˝ θ2pξq,v3y| À |θ2pξq ´ sν | ď |θ2pξq ´ θ1pξq| ` |θ1pξq ´ sν| À 2´ℓ.

On the other hand, if tk{3uε ď ℓ ď tk{3u, then, by a similar argument, |xγp2q ˝θ2pξq,v3y| À 2´ℓp1´εq.
This concludes the proof of (8.27c).

Similarly, the claimed bound (8.26) follows from repeated application of the chain rule, provided

|xγp2q ˝ θ1pξq, ξy| Á 2k´ℓ, (8.28a)

|xγpKq ˝ θ1pξq, ξy| ÀK 2Kpk´ℓq{2, (8.28b)

|xγpKq ˝ θ1pξq,vjy| ÀK 2´pjpk´ℓq{2^kq`Kpk´ℓq{2 (8.28c)

hold for all K ě 2 and all ξ P suppa
ν,pεq
k,ℓ when 0 ď ℓ ă tk{3u ε. This again follows by Lemma C.1

in the appendix. Here the parameters are chosen as follows:

g A M1 M2 e

γ1 2pk´ℓq{2 2´pjpk´ℓq{2^kq 2pk´ℓq{2 vj

The conditions (8.28a), (8.28b) and (8.28c) are direct consequences of the support properties of

the a
ν,pεq
k,ℓ for 0 ď ℓ ă tk{3u ε. Indeed, (8.28a) and the K “ 2 case of (8.28b) is just a restatement

of the condition |v˘pξq| „ 2k´ℓ, which holds due to Lemma 6.3. The K ě 3 case of (8.28b) follows
immediately from the localisation of the symbols ak. Finally, the right-hand side of (8.28c) is
always greater than 1 unless j “ 3 and K “ 2, and so we can immediately reduce to this case.
However, (5.1) together with the θ1 localisation in (8.11) implies

|xγp2q ˝ θ1pξq,v3y| À |θ1pξq ´ sν | À 2´pk´ℓq{22εk À 2´ℓ,

which concludes the proof of (8.28c). �
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8.6. Localising the input function. At this juncture it is useful to note some further geometric

properties of the support of the multipliers mra
ν,pεq
k,ℓ s featured in the decomposition.

Recall from Lemma 8.2 a) that

suppξ a
ν,pεq
k,ℓ Ď 2k ¨ π1psµ; 2

´ℓq for all ν P Nℓpµq, (8.29)

where sµ :“ 2´ℓµ. The right-hand set is contained in a certain sector in the frequency space. In
particular, given 0 ď ℓ ď tk{3u and m P Z define

∆k,ℓpmq :“
 
ξ P pR3 : |ξ2 ´ ξ32

´ℓm| ď C2´ℓξ3 and C´12k ď ξ3 ď C2k
(
, (8.30)

where C ě 1 is an absolute constant, chosen sufficiently large so as to satisfy the requirements of
the forthcoming argument.

Lemma 8.8. If µ, ν P Z satisfy ν P Nℓpµq, then there exists some mpµq P Z such that

2k ¨ π1psµ; 2
´ℓq Ď ∆k,ℓ

`
mpµq

˘
. (8.31)

Furthermore, for each fixed k and ℓ, given m P Z there are only Op1q values of µ P Z such that
m “ mpµq.

Proof. Define G : I0 Ñ R
3 by Gpsq :“ e33psq´1e3psq. As a consequence of the Frenet equations,

the vectors G1psq, G2psq span R
2 ˆ t0u. Given ξ P pR3, it follows that there exist η1, η2 P R such

that

ξ ´ ξ3Gpsq “
2ÿ

j“1

2´ℓjηjG
pjqpsq. (8.32)

Taking the inner product of both sides of this identity with respect to the ejpsq for j “ 1, 2 and
applying the Frenet equations

„
xξ, e1psqy
xξ, e2psqy


“

„
0 xGp2qpsq, e1psqy

xGp1qpsq, e2psqy xGp2qpsq, e2psqy

„
2´ℓη1
2´2ℓη2


(8.33)

where the anti-diagonal entries of the right-hand 2 ˆ 2 matrix have size „ 1.7

Let ξ P 2k ¨ π1ps; 2´ℓq so that |xξ, e1psµqy| À 2k´2ℓ and |xξ, e2psµqy| À 2k´ℓ. Combining these
bounds with (8.32) and (8.33), it follows that

|ξ2 ´ ξ3G2psµq| ď |ξ ´ ξ3Gpsµq| À 2k´ℓ „ 2´ℓξ3.

If we take mpµq to be the integer which minimises |2´ℓm ´ G2psµq|, then we obtain (8.31). On
the other hand, the Frenet equations ensure that G2psq “ e33psq´1e32psq satisfies |G1

2psq| „ 1 for
all s P I0. Consequently, the assignment µ ÞÑ mpµq is Op1q-to-1, as claimed. �

For each µ P Z define the smooth cutoff function

χ
˚,µ
k,ℓ pξq :“ η

`
C´1|2ℓξ2{ξ3 ´mpµq|

˘ `
ηpC´12´kξ3q ´ ηp2C2kξ3q

˘
.

If ξ P suppξ a
ν,pεq
k,ℓ for ν P Npµq, then (8.29) and Lemma 8.8 imply χ˚,µ

k,ℓ pξq “ 1. Thus, if we define

the corresponding frequency projection

f
˚,µ
k,ℓ :“ χ

˚,µ
k,ℓ pDqf,

it follows that
mra

ν,pεq
k,ℓ spD; ¨ qf “ mra

ν,pεq
k,ℓ spD; ¨ qf˚,µ

k,ℓ for all ν P Nℓpµq.

Recall from Lemma 8.2 b) that we also have

suppξ a
ν,pεq
k,ℓ Ď 2k´ℓ ¨ π0psν ; 2

´pk´ℓq{2, 2ℓq, where sν :“ 2´pk´ℓq{2ν. (8.34)

7A similar computation is carried out in more detail in §9.1.
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Fix some 0 ď ℓ ď tk{3u and µ P Z with sµ :“ 2´ℓµ P r´1, 1s. To simplify notation, let σ :“ sµ,

λ :“ 2´ℓ and let rγ :“ γσ,λ denote the rescaled curve, as defined in Definition 4.1, so that

rγpsq :“
`
rγsσ,λ

˘´1`
γpσ ` λsq ´ γpσq

˘
. (8.35)

Let pẽjq
4
j“1 denote the Frenet frame defined with respect to rγ. Given 0 ă r ď 1 and s P I0, recall

the definition of the p0, rq-Frenet boxes (with respect to pẽjq
3
j“1) introduced in Definition 5.1:

π0,rγps; rq :“
 
ξ P pR3 : |xẽ1psq, ξy| À r, |xẽ2psq, ξy| „ 1, |xẽ3psq, ξy| À 1

(
.

Note that all these definitions depend of the choice of µ and ℓ, but we suppress this dependence
in the notation.

Lemma 8.9. With the above setup, and ν P Npµq,

rγsJ
σ,λ ¨ 2k´ℓ ¨ π0,γpsν ; 2

´pk´ℓq{2, 2ℓq Ď 2k´3ℓ ¨ π0,rγps̃ν ; 2
´pk´3ℓq{2q,

where s̃ν :“ 2ℓpsν ´ sµq for sν :“ 2´pk´ℓq{2ν.

Proof. Let ξ P 2k´ℓ ¨ π0,γpsν ; 2
´pk´ℓq{2, 2ℓq so that

|xe1psνq, ξy| À 2pk´ℓq{2 , |xe2psνq, ξy| „ 2k´ℓ, |xe4psνq, ξy| „ 2k.

Since the matrix corresponding to the change of basis from
`
ejpsνq

˘3
j“1

to
`
γpjqpsνq

˘3
j“1

is lower

triangular and an Opδ0q perturbation of the identity, provided δ0 is sufficiently small,

|xγp1qpsνq, ξy| À 2pk´ℓq{2, |xγp2qpsνq, ξy| „ 2k´ℓ, |xγp3qpsνq, ξy| „ 2k.

Now define ξ̃ :“
`
rγsσ,λ

˘J
¨ ξ. Since λ :“ 2´ℓ, it follows from the definition of rγ from (8.35) that

xrγpjqps̃νq, ξ̃ y “ 2´jℓxγpjqpsνq, ξy for j ě 1.

Combining the above observations,

|xrγp1qps̃νq, ξ̃ y| À 2pk´3ℓq{2, |xrγp2qps̃νq, ξ̃ y| „ 2k´3ℓ, |xrγp3qps̃νq, ξ̃ y| „ 2k´3ℓ.

Provided δ0 is sufficiently small, the desired result now follows since the matrix corresponding

to the change of basis from
`
ẽips̃νq

˘3
i“1

to
`
rγpiqps̃νq

˘3
i“1

is also lower triangular and an Opδ0q
perturbation of the identity. �

For ν P Nℓpµq define the smooth cutoff

χνk,ℓpξq :“ χπ̃
`
C´12´pk´3ℓqrγsJ

σ,λ ¨ ξ
˘

(8.36)

where χπ̃ is as defined in (5.3) for π̃ :“ π0,rγps̃ν ; 2
´pk´3ℓq{2q as above. If ξ P suppξ a

ν,pεq
k,ℓ , then (8.34)

and Lemma 8.9 imply χνk,ℓpξq “ 1. Thus if we define the corresponding frequency projection

f νk,ℓ :“ χνk,ℓpDqf˚,µ
k,ℓ ,

it follows that

mra
ν,pεq
k,ℓ spD; ¨ qf “ mra

ν,pεq
k,ℓ spD; ¨ qf˚,µ

k,ℓ “ mra
ν,pεq
k,ℓ spD; ¨ qf νk,ℓ for all ν P Nℓpµq.
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8.7. L2-weighted bounds in R
3`1. We apply a standard duality argument to analyse the square

function appearing in Proposition 8.5. In particular, we use L2-weighted approach and the key
ingredient is the Nikodym-type maximal inequality from §5.4.

By duality, there exists a non-negative g P L2pR3`1q with }g}L2pR3`1q “ 1 such that
›››
` ÿ

νPZ

|mra
ν,pεq
k,ℓ spD; ¨ qf |2

˘1{2
›››
2

L4pR3`1q
“

ÿ

νPZ

ˆ

R3`1

|mra
ν,pεq
k,ℓ spD; tqfpxq|2gpx; tqdxdt.

By the observations of the previous subsection,

mra
ν,pεq
k,ℓ spD; tqf “ mra

ν,pεq
k,ℓ spD; tqf νk,ℓ.

Let ψ Tk,ℓpsνq be the weight introduced in Lemma 8.7. Since the ψ Tk,ℓpsνqp ¨ ; tq are L1-normalised
uniformly in t, it follows from Lemma 8.7 and the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality that

|mra
ν,pεq
k,ℓ spD; tqfpxq|2 À 2´pk´ℓq2Opεkqψ Tk,ℓpsνqp ¨ ; tq ˚ |f νk,ℓ|

2pxq ρptq. (8.37)

Define the Nikodym-type maximal operator

rN sing
k,ℓ gpxq :“ max

νPZ : |sν |ďδ0

ˆ

R4

|gpx ´ y, tq|ψ Tk,ℓpsνqpy, tq ρptqdydt.

By (8.37) and Fubini’s theorem, it follows that
ÿ

νPZ

ˆ

R3`1

|mra
ν,pεq
k,ℓ spD; tqfpxq|2gpx; tqdxdt À 2´pk´ℓq2Opεkq

ˆ

R3

ÿ

νPZ

|f νk,ℓpxq|2 rN sing
k,ℓ gpxqdx.

Note that rN sing
k,ℓ is essentially a smooth version of the maximal operator N sing

r from §5.4 with

parameters r1 :“ 2´pk´ℓq{2, r2 :“ 2´pk´ℓq and r3 :“ 2´k. By the restriction 0 ď ℓ ď tk{3u, it
follows that this choice of r satisfies the hypotheses

r3 ď r2 ď r1 ď r
1{2
2 and r2 ď r

1{2
1 r

1{2
3

from the statement of Proposition 5.5. Thus, by pointwise dominating ψ Tk,ℓpsνq by a weighted
series of indicator functions and applying Proposition 5.5, one readily deduces the norm bound

›› rN sing
k,ℓ

››
L2pR3`1qÑL2pR3q

Àε 2
εk.

By combining the above observations with an application of the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality,›››
` ÿ

νPZ

|mra
ν,pεq
k,ℓ spD; ¨ qf |2

˘1{2
›››
L4pR3`1q

À 2´pk´ℓq{2`Opεkq
››` ÿ

νPZ

|f νk,ℓ|
2
˘1{2››

L4pR3q
. (8.38)

It remains to bound the right-hand square function, which involves only functions of 3 variables.

8.8. L2-weighted bounds in R
3. A similar L2-weighted approach is now applied one dimension

lower to estimate the square function appearing in the right-hand side of (8.38).

Proposition 8.10. Let k P N, 0 ď ℓ ď tk{3u and ε ą 0. Then
››` ÿ

νPZ

|f νk,ℓ|
2
˘1{2››

L4pR3q
Àε 2

Opεkq}f}L4pR3q. (8.39)

Proof. By duality, there exists a non-negative w P L2pR3q with }w}L2pR3q “ 1 such that

››` ÿ

νPZ

|f νk,ℓ|
2
˘1{2››2

L4pR3q
“

ÿ

µPZ

ˆ

R3

ÿ

νPNℓpµq

|f νk,ℓpxq|2wpxqdx. (8.40)

Recall that the f νk,ℓ are defined by

f νk,ℓ :“ χνk,ℓpDqf˚,µ
k,ℓ for ν P Nℓpµq
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where the smooth cutoff function χνk,ℓ is as defined in (8.36). Fix µ and, as in §8.6, let σ :“ sµ

and λ :“ 2´ℓ. Define f̃ νk,ℓ :“ f νk,ℓ ˝ rγsσ,λ, f̃
˚,µ
k,ℓ :“ f

˚,µ
k,ℓ ˝ rγsσ,λ and w̃ :“ w ˝ rγsσ,λ so, by a change

of variables,
ˆ

R3

ÿ

νPNℓpµq

|f νk,ℓpxq|2 wpxqdx “ |detrγsσ,λ|

ˆ

R3

ÿ

νPNℓpµq

|f̃ νk,ℓpxq|2 w̃pxqdx. (8.41)

By the definition of χνk,ℓ and Lemma 8.9, each of the f̃ νk,ℓ is Fourier supported in a 2k´3ℓ dilate of

a p0, 2´pk´3ℓq{2q-Frenet box. In view of this, we may apply Proposition 5.4 to deduce that
ˆ

R3

ÿ

νPNℓpµq

|f νk,ℓpxq|2 wpxqdx Àε 2
εk|detrγsσ,λ|

ˆ

R3

|f̃ ˚, µ
k,ℓ pxq|2 rN µ,pεq

k,ℓ w̃pxqdx (8.42)

where the operator rN µ,pεq
k,ℓ is defined by

rN µ,pεq
k,ℓ :“ Dil2k´3ℓ ˝ rN pεq

rγ,r̃ ˝ Dil2´pk´3ℓq

for r̃ :“ 2´pk´3ℓq{2 and Dilρ : L
2pR3q Ñ L2pR3q the dilation operator Dilρ f :“ fpρ ¨ q for ρ ą 0.

Here rN pεq
rγ,r̃ is the maximal operator featured in the statement of Proposition 5.4 (the precise

definition is given in §10). Note that rN µ,pεq
k,ℓ depends on the choice of µ. By reversing the change

of variables in (8.41), we can show the following.

Claim. There exists a maximal function N
pεq
k,ℓ , independent of µ, such that

`
rγsσ,λ

˘´1
˝ rN µ,pεq

k,ℓ ˝ rγsσ,λ ¨ wpxq Àγ N
pεq
k,ℓ wpxq for all x P R

3,

where rγsσ,λ ¨ f :“ f ˝ rγsσ,λ, and

}N
pεq
k,ℓ }L2pR3qÑL2pR3q Àε 2

εk. (8.43)

The proof of the above claim requires additional information on the form of the maximal op-
erators arising from Proposition 5.4. Since the definitions involved are somewhat unwieldy, the
details are postponed until §10.5.

Assuming the claim, changing variables in (8.42) yields
ˆ

R3

ÿ

νPNℓpµq

|f νk,ℓpxq|2 wpxqdx À 2εk
ˆ

R3

|f˚, µ
k,ℓ pxq|2 N

pεq
k,ℓ wpxqdx.

Recalling (8.40), one can sum the above inequality in µ P Z, and use (8.43) and the Cauchy–
Schwarz inequality to obtain

››` ÿ

νPZ

|f νk,ℓ|
2
˘1{2››2

L4pR3q
Àε 2

2εk
››` ÿ

µPZ

|f˚,µ
k,ℓ |2

˘1{2››2
L4pR3q

. (8.44)

Recall that each f˚,µ
k,ℓ corresponds to a (smooth) frequency projection of f onto the set ∆ℓpmpµqq,

as defined in (8.30). Furthermore, by Lemma 8.8 the assignment m ÞÑ mpµq is Op1q-to-1. Thus,
the right-hand square function in (8.44) falls under the scope of the classical sectorial square
function of Córdoba [11]. In particular, by [11, Theorem 1] (see also [10]) and a Fubini argument,
we have ››` ÿ

µPZ

|f˚,µ
k,ℓ |2

˘1{2››2
L4pR3q

Àε 2
Opεkq}f}L4pR3q. (8.45)

The inequalities (8.44) and (8.45) imply the desired estimate (8.39). �
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8.9. Putting everything together. We combine our observations to establish favourable L4

and L2 estimates for the localised multipliers mrak,ℓs.

L4 estimates. By Lemma 8.1,

}mrak,ℓspD; ¨ qf}L4pR3`1q Àε,N }mra
pεq
k,ℓspD; ¨ qf}L4pR3`1q ` 2´kN}f}L4pR3q.

Decompose each mra
pεq
k,ℓs as a sum of multipliers mra

ν,pεq
k,ℓ s as defined in §8.2. By Proposition 8.5,

it follows that

}mrak,ℓspD; ¨ qf}L4pR3`1q Àε,N 2pk´3ℓq{42Opεkq
›››
` ÿ

νPZ

|mra
ν,pεq
k,ℓ spD; ¨ qf |2

˘1{2
›››
L4pR3`1q

`2´kN }f}L4pR3q.

Thus, (8.38) and (8.39) combine with the previous display to yield the L4 estimate

}mrak,ℓspD; ¨ qf}L4pR3`1q Àε 2
pk´3ℓq{42´pk´ℓq{22Opεkq}f}L4pR3q.

Since ε ą 0 may be chosen arbitrarily, this corresponds to the p “ 4 case of Proposition 7.1.

L2 estimates. Arguing as in the proof of the L4 estimate, but now using Lemma 8.6 rather than
Proposition 8.5, it follows that

}mrak,ℓspD; ¨ qf}L2pR3`1q Àε,N

›››
` ÿ

νPZ

|mra
ν,pεq
k,ℓ spD; ¨ qf |2

˘1{2
›››
L2pR3`1q

` 2´kN}f}L2pR3q.

Recall from (8.37) that

|mra
ν,pεq
k,ℓ spD; tqfpxq|2 À 2´pk´ℓq{22Opεkqψ Tk,ℓpsνqp ¨ ; tq ˚ |f νk,ℓ|

2.

Thus, by Young’s convolution inequality and the fact that the ψ Tk,ℓpsνqp ¨ ; tq are L1-normalised,

}mrak,ℓspD; ¨ qf}L2pR3`1q Àε,N 2´pk´ℓq{22Opεkq
››` ÿ

νPZ

|f νk,ℓ|
2
˘1{2››

L2pR3q
` 2´kN}f}L2pR3q.

Finally, as the f νk,ℓ have essentially disjoint Fourier support, by Plancherel’s theorem,

}mrak,ℓspD; ¨ qf}L2pR3`1q Àε 2
´pk´ℓq{22Opεkq}f}L2pR3q.

Since ε ą 0 may be chosen arbitrarily, this corresponds to the p “ 2 case of Proposition 7.1.

Interpolating the above estimates, given 2 ď p ď 4 and ε ą 0, it follows that

}mrak,ℓspD; ¨ qf}LppR3`1q Àε,N 2´pk´ℓq{22pk´3ℓqp1{2´1{pq2εk}f}LppR3q,

which is precisely the desired inequality from Proposition 7.1.

9. Proof of the reverse square function inequality in R
3`1

9.1. Geometric observations. The first step is to relate the Frenet boxes π2,γps; rq to a codi-

mension 2 cone rΓ2 in the pξ, τq-space.

The underlying cone. Let γ P G4pδ0q for 0 ă δ0 ! 1 and ej : r´1, 1s Ñ S3 for 1 ď j ď 4 be
the associated Frenet frame. Without loss of generality, in proving Theorem 5.3 we may always
localise so that we only consider the portion of the curve lying over the interval I0 “ r´δ0, δ0s. In
this case

ejpsq “ ~ej `Opδ0q for 1 ď j ď 4 (9.1)

where, as usual, the ~ej denote the standard basis vectors.

We consider the conic surface rΓ2 ‘generated’ over the curve s ÞÑ e4psq. This is similar to the
analysis of [19], where a cone in R

3 generated by the binormal e3 features prominently in the
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arguments. Define G : I0 Ñ R
4 by Gpsq :“ e44psq´1e4psq for all s P I0 (note that e44psq is bounded

away from 0 by (9.1)), so that G is of the form

Gpsq “

„
gpsq
1


for gpsq :“

´e41psq

e44psq
,
e42psq

e44psq
,
e43psq

e44psq

¯J
.

For U :“ r1{4, 4s ˆ I0, the 2-dimensional cone rΓ2 is parametrised by the function

rΓ2 : U Ñ R
4, pρ, sq ÞÑ ρGpsq.

Non-degeneracy conditions. We claim that the curve g : I0 Ñ R
3 is non-degenerate. To see this,

first note that

Gpiqpsq P xe4psq, e
p1q
4 psq, . . . , e

piq
4 psqy

where the right-hand expression denotes the linear span of the vectors e4psq, e
p1q
4 psq, . . . , e

piq
4 psq.

Thus, one concludes from the Frenet formulæ that

Gpiqpsq P xe4´ipsq, . . . , e4psqy for 0 ď i ď 3. (9.2)

On the other hand, the Frenet formulæ together with the Leibniz rule show that

xGpiqpsq, e4´ipsqy “ p´1qi
´ 3ź

ℓ“4´i

κ̃ℓpsq
¯
e44psq´1

and, consequently,

|xGpiqpsq, e4´ipsqy| „ 1 for all 1 ď i ď 3. (9.3)

Thus, combining (9.2) and (9.3), it follows that the vectors Gpiqpsq, 1 ď i ď 3, are linearly
independent. From this, we immediately conclude that

|detrgss| Á 1

for all s P I0, which is the claimed non-degeneracy condition.

Frenet boxes revisited. By the preceding observations, the vectors Gpiqpsq for 1 ď i ď 3 form a

basis of R3 ˆ t0u. Fixing ξ P pR3 and r ą 0, one may write

ξ ´ ξ4Gpsq “
3ÿ

i“1

riηiG
piqpsq (9.4)

for some vector of coefficients pη1, η2, η3q P R
3. The powers of r appearing in the above expression

play a normalising rôle below. For each 1 ď k ď 3 form the inner product of both sides of the
above identity with the Frenet vector ekpsq. Combining the resulting expressions with the linear
independence relations inherent in (9.2), the coefficients ηk can be related to the numbers xξ, ekpsqy
via a lower anti-triangular transformation, viz.

»
–

xξ, e1psqy
xξ, e2psqy
xξ, e3psqy

fi
fl “

»
—–

0 0 xG
p3q
a psq, e1psqy

0 xG
p2q
a psq, e2psqy xG

p3q
a psq, e2psqy

xG
p1q
a psq, e3psqy xG

p2q
a psq, e3psqy xG

p3q
a psq, e3psqy

fi
ffifl

»
–
rη1
r2η2
r3η3

fi
fl . (9.5)

Recall that

π2,γ̄ps; rq :“
 
ξ P pR4 : |xejpsq, ξy| À r4´j for 1 ď j ď 3, |xe4psq, ξy| „ 1

(
.

Thus, if ξ P π2,γps; rq, then it follows from combining the above definition and (9.3) with (9.5)
that |ηi| Àγ 1 for 1 ď i ď 3. Similarly, the localisation (9.1) implies that

π2,γps; rq Ď R :“ r´2, 2s3 ˆ r1{4, 4s.
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The identity (9.4) can be succinctly expressed using matrices. In particular, for s P I0 and
r ą 0, define the 4 ˆ 4 matrix

rgsC,s,r :“

ˆ
rgss,r gpsq
0 1

˙
. (9.6)

Here the block rgss,r is the 3 ˆ 3 matrix as defined in (4.1). With this notation, the identity (9.4)
may be written as

ξ “ rgsC,s,r ¨ η where η “ pη1, η2, η3, ξ4q.

Moreover, if ξ P π2,γps; rq, then the preceding observations show that η in the above equation may
be taken to lie in a bounded region and so

π2,γps; rq Ď rgsC,s,Cr
`
r´2, 2s4

˘
X R, (9.7)

where C ě 1 is a suitably large dimensional constant.

9.2. A square function estimate for cones generated by non-degenerate curves. Here
the geometric setup described in §9.1 is abstracted.

Definition 9.1. For g : r´1, 1s Ñ R
3 a smooth curve, let Γg denote the codimension 2 cone in R

4

parametrised by

pρ, sq ÞÑ ρ

ˆ
gpsq
1

˙
for pρ, sq P U :“ r1{4, 4s ˆ r´1, 1s.

In this case, Γg is referred to as the cone generated by g.

In view of (9.7), one wishes to establish a reverse square function estimate with respect to the
r-plates

θps; rq :“ rgsC,s,r
`
r´2, 2s4

˘
X R.

In some cases it will be useful to highlight the choice of function g by writing θpg; s; rq for θps; rq.
Note that each of these plates lies in a neighbourhood of the cone Γg. We think of the union of all
plates θps; rq as s varies over the domain r´1, 1s as forming an anisotropic neighbourhood of Γg.

Definition 9.2. A collection Θprq of r-plates is a plate family for Γg if it consists of θpg; s; rq for
s varying over an r-separated subset of r´1, 1s.

In view of the preceding observations, Theorem 5.3 is a consequence of the following result.

Theorem 9.3. Suppose g : r´1, 1s Ñ R
3 is a smooth, non-degenerate curve and Θprq is an r-plate

family for Γg for some dyadic 0 ă r ď 1. For all ε ą 0 the inequality
›››

ÿ

θPΘprq

fθ

›››
L4pR4q

Àε r
´ε
›››
` ÿ

θPΘprq

|fθ|
2
˘1{2

›››
L4pR4q

holds whenever pfθqθPΘprq is a sequence of functions satisfying supp pfθ Ď θ for all θ P Θprq.

9.3. Multilinear estimates. The proof of Theorem 9.3 follows an argument of Lee–Vargas [16]
which relies on first establishing a multilinear variant of the desired square function inequality.

Let I denote the collection of all dyadic subintervals of r´1, 1s and for any dyadic number
0 ă r ď 1 let Iprq denote the subset of I consisting of all intervals of length r. Given any pair of
dyadic scales 0 ă λ1 ď λ2 ď 1 and J P Ipλ2q, let IpJ ; λ1q denote the collection of all I P Ipλ1q
which satisfy I Ď J .

Fix 0 ă r ď 1 and for each 0 ď λ ď 1 decompose Θprq as a disjoint union of subsets ΘpI; rq for
I P Ipλq such that:

i) If θps; rq P ΘpI; rq, then s P I;
ii) If r ď λ1 ď λ2 and J P Ipλ2q, then ΘpJ ; rq “

Ť
IPIpJ ;λ1q ΘpI; rq.
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Thus, if for all r ď λ ď 1 we define

fI :“
ÿ

θPΘpI; rq

fθ for all I P Ipλq, (9.8)

then for all r ď λ1 ď λ2 it follows that

fJ “
ÿ

IPIpJ ; λ1q

fI for all J P Ipλ2q.

For each dyadic number 0 ă λ ď 1 let I4seppλq denote the collection of 4-tuples of intervals
~I “ pI1, . . . , I4q P Ipλq4 which satisfy the separation condition

distpI1, . . . , I4q :“ min
1ďℓ1ăℓ2ď4

distpIℓ1 , Iℓ2q ě λ.

Proposition 9.4. Let 0 ă r ď λ ă 1 be dyadic. If pI1, . . . , I4q P I4seppλq and ε ą 0, then

›››
4ź

ℓ“1

|
ÿ

θPΘpIℓ;rq

fθ|
1{4

›››
L4pR4q

Àε Mpλqr´ε
4ź

ℓ“1

›››
` ÿ

θPΘpIℓ;rq

|fθ|
2
˘1{2

›››
1{4

L4pR4q

holds whenever pfθqθPΘprq is a sequence of functions satisfying supp pfθ Ď θ for all θ P Θprq, where
supλPrλ0,1s Mpλq ă 8 for all λ0 ą 0.

Using a standard argument, Proposition 9.4 will follow from a 4-linear Fourier restriction es-
timate. To state the latter inequality, given an interval J Ď r´1, 1s let ΓJ denote the image of
Γg : pρ, sq ÞÑ ρ pgpsq, 1qJ restricted to the set UJ :“ r1{4, 4s ˆ J and, for r ą 0, let NrΓJ denote
the r-neighbourhood of ΓJ .

Proposition 9.5. If pI1, . . . , I4q P I4seppλq , then for all 0 ă r ď λ and all ε ą 0 the inequality

››
4ź

ℓ“1

|Fℓ|
1{4

››
L4pR4q

Àε Mpλqr1´ε
4ź

ℓ“1

}Fℓ}
1{4
L2pR4q

holds for all Fℓ P L2pR4q with supp pFℓ Ď NrΓIℓ for 1 ď ℓ ď 4.

Given an interval J Ă r´1, 1s, define the extension operator

EJfpxq :“

ˆ

UJ

eixΓpuq,xyfpuqdu for all f P L1pUJq,

where UJ :“ r1{4, 4s ˆ J as above. By standard uncertainty principle techniques and Plancherel’s
theorem (see, for instance, [5] or [23, Appendix]), Proposition 9.5 is a consequence of the following
multilinear extension estimate.

Proposition 9.6. If pI1, . . . , I4q P I4seppλq, then for all R ě 1 and all ε ą 0 the inequality

››
4ź

ℓ“1

|EIℓfℓ|
1{4

››
L4pBRq

Àε MpλqRε
4ź

ℓ“1

}fℓ}
1{4
L2pUIℓ

q

holds for all fℓ P L2pUq for 1 ď ℓ ď 4, where BR denotes a ball of radius R.

We refer to the above references for the argument use to pass from Proposition 9.6 to Proposi-
tion 9.5 and turn to the proof of the extension estimate.
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Proof of Proposition 9.6. This inequality is a special case (via a compactness argument) of the
recent generalisation of the Bennett–Carbery–Tao restriction theorem [5] due to Bennett–Bez–

Flock–Lee [3, Theorem 1.3]; an improved version with Rε replaced by plogRqOpdq has also been
obtained by Zhang [25, (1.8)], although the Rε loss suffices for our purposes. In order to see
this, we must verify a certain linear-algebraic condition on the tangent planes to Γ. The setup is
recalled presently.

Fix uℓ “ pρℓ, sℓq P UIℓ for 1 ď ℓ ď 4. We construct a Brascamp–Lieb datum pL,pq by taking

L :“ pπ1, . . . , π4q and p :“ pp1, . . . , p4q :“ p1{2, . . . , 1{2q

where each πℓ : R
4 Ñ Vℓ is the orthogonal projection map from R

4 to the 2-dimensional tangent
space Vℓ to Γ at Γpuℓq. With this definition, the problem is to show that BLpL,pq ă 8, where
the Brascamp–Lieb constant BLpL,pq is as defined in, for instance, [3]. By the characterisation
of finiteness of the Brascamp–Lieb constant from [4] and our choice of datum, it suffices to verify
the following two conditions:

i)
4ÿ

ℓ“1

pdim Imπℓq pℓ “ 4.

ii) dimV ď
1

2

4ÿ

ℓ“1

dim
`
πℓV

˘
holds for all linear subspaces V Ď R

4.

The scaling condition i) is immediate from the choice of datum and it remains to prove the
dimension condition ii).

Clearly one may replace πℓ with the linear map associated to the 2ˆ4 Jacobian matrix dΓ|pρℓ,sℓq.
By subtracting the first column from the third column and applying the fundamental theorem of
calculus,

det

„
gpsℓ1q g1psℓ1q gpsℓ2q g1psℓ2q

1 0 1 0


“ ´

ˆ sℓ2

sℓ1

det
“
g1psℓ1q g1psq g1psℓ2q

‰
ds.

Furthermore, by repeated application of column reduction and the fundamental theorem of calcu-
lus, it follows from the non-degeneracy hypothesis and the initial localisation that

ˇ̌
det

“
g1psℓ1q g1psq g1psℓ2q

‰ ˇ̌
Á |sℓ2 ´ sℓ1||s ´ sℓ1||sℓ2 ´ s|;

see, for instance, [12, Proposition 4.1]. Consequently, the determinant has constant sign and
ˇ̌
det

“
dΓ|pρℓ1 ,sℓ1q dΓ|pρℓ2 ,sℓ2q

‰ ˇ̌
Á |ρℓ1 ||ρℓ2 ||sℓ2 ´ sℓ1|4 Á λ4, (9.9)

where the final bound is due to the separation between the Iℓ. Note that (9.9) is equivalent to the
geometric condition that Vℓ1 ` Vℓ2 “ R

4 and therefore

V K
ℓ1

X V K
ℓ2

“
`
Vℓ1 ` Vℓ2

˘K
“ t0u. (9.10)

With this observation, it is now a simple matter to verify the dimension condition ii) above.

‚ If dimV “ 4 or dimV “ 0, then ii) is trivial.
‚ If dimV “ 1, then it suffices to show that dimπℓV “ 1 for at least two values of ℓ. Suppose
dimπℓ1V “ dimπℓ2V “ 0 for some 1 ď ℓ1 ă ℓ2 ď 4, so that

V Ď kerπℓ1 X kerπℓ2 “ V K
ℓ1

X V K
ℓ2
.

However, in this case it follows from (9.10) that V “ t0u, which contradicts our dimension
hypothesis. Thus, dimπℓV “ 0 for at most a single value of ℓ, which more than suffices
for our purpose.
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‚ If dimV “ 2, then we may assume that dimπℓ0V “ 0 for some 1 ď ℓ0 ď 4, since otherwise
ii) is immediate. By dimensional considerations, it follows that V “ V K

ℓ0
. Now let 1 ď ℓ ď 4

with ℓ ‰ ℓ0. By (9.10), it follows that V X V K
ℓ “ t0u. Thus, by the rank-nullity theorem

applied to the mapping πℓ|V : V Ñ Vℓ, we deduce that dimπℓV “ 2. Since this is true for
three distinct values of ℓ, property ii) holds.

‚ If dimV “ 3, then it is clear that dimπℓV ě 1 for all 1 ď ℓ ď 4. Suppose there exist
1 ď ℓ1 ă ℓ2 ď 4 such that dimpπℓ1V q “ dimpπℓ2V q “ 1. In this case, by the rank-nullity
theorem applied to πℓi |V : V Ñ Vℓi and dimensional considerations,

V K
ℓ1

` V K
ℓ2

“ ker πℓ1 ` kerπℓ2 Ď V.

However, in this case it follows from (9.10) that V “ R
4, which contradicts our dimension

hypothesis. Thus, dimπℓV “ 1 for at most a single value of ℓ, and for the remaining values
of ℓ the dimension is at least 2. This again more than suffices for our purpose.

This establishes the finiteness of the Brascamp–Lieb constant and concludes the proof. �

Having established the multilinear restriction estimate, it is a simple matter to deduce the
desired multilinear square function bound.

Proof of Proposition 9.4. Let B be a ball of radius r´1 in R
4 with centre x0. Fix η P SpR4q with

supp pη Ă Bp0, 1q and |ηpxq| Á 1 on Bp0, 1q and define ηBpxq :“ η
`
rpx ´ x0q

˘
. By the rapid decay

of η, it suffices to show that

›››
4ź

ℓ“1

|
ÿ

θPΘpIℓ;rq

fθ|
1{4

›››
L4pBq

Àε r
´ε

4ź

ℓ“1

›››
` ÿ

θPΘpIℓ;rq

|fθ|
2
˘1{2

|ηB |2
›››
1{4

L4pR4q
.

Indeed, once established, this inequality can be summed over a collection of finitely-overlapping
balls B which cover R4 to obtained the desired global estimate.

For 1 ď ℓ ď 4 define
Fℓ :“

ÿ

θPΘpIℓ;rq

fθ ηB

so that each Fℓ is Fourier supported in an Oprq-neighbourhood of ΓIℓ . Applying Proposition 9.5
to these functions, it follows that

›››
4ź

ℓ“1

|
ÿ

θPΘpIℓ;rq

fθ|
1{4

›››
L4pBq

À
›››

4ź

ℓ“1

|Fℓ|
1{4

›››
L4pR4q

Àε Mpλqr1´ε
4ź

j“1

›››
ÿ

θPΘpIℓ;rq

fθ ηB

›››
1{4

L2pR4q
.

Note that the functions fθ ηB appearing in the right-hand sum have essentially disjoint Fourier
support. Consequently, by Plancherel’s theorem and Hölder’s inequality,

›››
ÿ

θPΘpIℓ;rq

fθ ηB

›››
1{4

L2pR4q
À
›››
` ÿ

θPΘpIℓ;rq

|fθ|
2
˘1{2

|ηB |
›››
L2pR4q

À r´1
›››
` ÿ

θPΘpIℓ;rq

|fθ|
2
˘1{2

|ηB |2
›››
L4pR4q

.

Combining the previous two displays completes the proof. �

9.4. Rescaling. By combining Proposition 9.6 with an affine rescaling argument, one may deduce
a useful refined version of the multilinear inequality. This improves the dependence on separation
parameter λ under an additional localisation hypothesis on the intervals J1, . . . , J4.

Given dyadic scales 0 ă λ1 ď λ2 ď 1 and J P Ipλ2q, let I4seppJ ; λ1q denote the collection of all

4-tuples of intervals ~I “ pI1, . . . , I4q P I4seppλ1q such that Iℓ Ď J for all 1 ď ℓ ď 4.
With this definition, the refined version of Proposition 9.4 reads as follows.
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Corollary 9.7. Fix dyadic scales 0 ă r ď λ1 ď λ2 ď 1. If J P Ipλ2q, pI1, . . . , I4q P I4seppJ ; λ1q
and ε ą 0, then

›››
4ź

ℓ“1

|
ÿ

θPΘpIℓ;rq

fθ|
1{4

›››
L4pR4q

Àε Mpλ1{λ2qr´ε
4ź

j“1

›››
` ÿ

θPΘpIℓ;rq

|fθ|
2
˘1{2

›››
1{4

L4pR4q

holds whenever pfθqθPΘprq is a sequence of functions satisfying supp pfθ Ď θ for all θ P Θprq.

Proof. The result is a consequence of Proposition 9.4 and a rescaling argument. Let J “ rσ ´
λ2, σ ` λ2s Ď r´1, 1s and recall the definition of the rescaled curve

gσ,λ2ps̃q :“
`
rgsσ,λ2

˘´1
pgpσ ` λ2s̃q ´ gpσqq.

Differentiating this expression, it follows that g
pjq
σ,λ2

ps̃q “ λ
j
2

`
rgsσ,λ2

˘´1
gpjqpσ ` λ2s̃q for j ě 1 and

so

rgσ,λ2 ss̃,r̃ “
`
rgsσ,λ2

˘´1
˝ rgss,r where s “ σ ` λ2s̃ and r “ λ2r̃.

From this and the definition (9.6), it is not difficult to deduce that

rgσ,λ2 sC,s̃,r̃ “
`
rgsC,σ,λ2

˘´1
˝ rgsC,s,r.

Suppose θ P ΘpJ ; rq and supp pFθ Ď θ. If θ “ θps, rq, then

supp pFθ ˝ rgsC,σ,λ2 Ď θ̃ps̃, r̃q

where θ̃ps̃, r̃q is the r̃-plate centred at s̃ defined with respect to g̃ :“ gσ,λ2 . Finally, note that the

above rescaling maps the intervals pI1, . . . , I4q P I4seppJ ;λ1q to intervals pĨ1, . . . Ĩ4q P I4seppλ1{λ2q.
�

9.5. Broad/narrow analysis. Here arguments from [14] are adapted to pass from the multi-
linear estimates of Proposition 9.4 (or, more precisely, Corollary 9.7) to the linear estimates in
Theorem 9.3.

The key ingredient is the following decomposition lemma, which follows by iteratively applying
the decomposition scheme discussed in [14].

Lemma 9.8. Let ε ą 0 and r ą 0. There exist dyadic numbers Cε ě 1, rn and rb satisfying

r ă rn Àε,1 r, r ă rb ď 1 (9.11)

such that

›› ÿ

θPΘprq

fθ
››
L4pR4q

Àε r
´ε
´ ÿ

IPIprnq

}fI}
4
L4pR4q

¯1{4
` r´ε

´ ÿ

JPIpCεrbq
~IPI4seppJ ; rbq

››
4ź

ℓ“1

|fIℓ |
1{4

››4
L4pR4q

¯1{4
(9.12)

holds whenever pfθqθPΘprq is a sequence of functions satisfying supp pfθ Ď θ for all θ P Θprq.

We provide a proof of (an abstract version of) the above lemma in Appendix A (more precisely,
Lemma 9.8 follows from applying Lemma A.2 to the decomposition f :“

ř
θPΘprq fθ for a fixed

dyadic scale 0 ă r ď 1 and ε ą 0).
We are now in position to prove the desired reverse square function estimate.

Proof of Theorem 9.3. Fix 0 ă r ď 1 a choice of dyadic scale and ε ą 0, and apply Lemma 9.8.
The analysis splits into two cases depending on which of the right-hand terms in (9.12) dominates.
We refer to the first term as the narrow term and to the second term as the broad term.
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The narrow case. Suppose the narrow term dominates the right-hand side of (9.12) in the sense
that ›› ÿ

θPΘprq

fθ
››
L4pR4q

Àε r
´ε
´ ÿ

IPIprnq

›› ÿ

θPΘpI; rq

fθ
››4
L4pR4q

¯1{4
.

This case is dealt with using a trivial argument. If I P Iprnq, then
ˇ̌ ÿ

θPΘpI; rq

fθ
ˇ̌

Àε

` ÿ

θPΘpI; rq

|fθ|
2
˘1{2

(9.13)

by Cauchy–Schwarz, since the condition rn „ r from (9.11) implies that there are only Oεp1q
intervals belonging to IpI; rq. Thus,

›› ÿ

θPΘprq

fθ
››
L4pR4q

Àε r
´ε
›››
` ÿ

IPIprnq

ÿ

θPΘpI; rq

|fθ|
2
˘1{2

›››
L4pR4q

“ r´ε
›››
` ÿ

θPΘprq

|fθ|
2
˘1{2

›››
L4pR4q

,

where the first step follows from (9.13) and the embedding ℓ2 ãÑ ℓ4 and the last step from the
definition of Iprnq and ΘpI; rq.

The broad case. Suppose the broad term dominates the right-hand side of (9.12) in the sense that

›› ÿ

θPΘprq

fθ
››
L4pR4q

Àε r
´ε
´ ÿ

JPIpCεrbq
~IPI4seppJ ; rbq

››
4ź

ℓ“1

ˇ̌ ÿ

θPΘpIℓ;rq

fθ
ˇ̌1{4››4

L4pR4q

¯1{4
.

This case is treated using the rescaled multilinear inequality from Corollary 9.7. Since #I4pJ ; rbq Àε

1 for each J P IpCεrbq, by Hölder’s inequality

›› ÿ

θPΘprq

fθ
››
L4pR4q

Àε r
´ε
´ ÿ

JPIpCεrbq

´ ÿ

~IPI4seppJ ; rbq

›››
4ź

ℓ“1

ˇ̌ ÿ

θPΘpIℓ;rq

fθ
ˇ̌1{4

›››
16

L4pR4q

¯1{4¯1{4
.

Applying Corollary 9.7 with λ1 :“ rb and λ2 :“ Cεrb, one deduces that

›› ÿ

θPΘprq

fθ
››
L4pR4q

Àε r
´ε
´ ÿ

JPIpCεrbq

´ ÿ

~IPI4seppJ ; rbq

4ź

ℓ“1

›››
` ÿ

θPΘpIℓ; rq

|fθ|
2
˘1{2

›››
4

L4pR4q

¯1{4¯1{4
.

Relaxing the inner range of summation to all ~I P IpJ ; rbq4 (that is, dropping the separation
condition),

›› ÿ

θPΘprq

fθ
››
L4pR4q

Àε r
´ε
´ ÿ

IPIprbq

›››
` ÿ

θPΘpI; rq

|fθ|
2
˘1{2

›››
4

L4pR4q

¯1{4
.

Arguing as in the last steps of the narrow case, using the embedding ℓ2 ãÑ ℓ4, now concludes the
argument. �

10. Proof of the forward square function inequality in R
3

In this section we establish the L2 weighted forward square function estimate from Proposi-
tion 5.4. Before we commence, it is useful to recall the basic setup. Let γ P G3pδ0q for 0 ă δ0 ! 1
and ej : r´1, 1s Ñ S3 for 1 ď j ď 3 be the associated Frenet frame. Recall that this satisfies

ejpsq “ ~ej `Opδ0q for 1 ď j ď 3 and s P I0 “ r´δ0, δ0s, (10.1)

where the ~ej denote the standard basis vectors. For 0 ă r ď 1, recall that a p0, rq-Frenet box is a
set of the form

π0,γps; rq :“
 
ξ P pR3 : |xe1psq, ξy| ď r, 1{2 ď |xe2psq, ξy| ď 1, |xe3psq, ξy| ď 1

(
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for some s P r´1, 1s. Proposition 5.4 concerns smooth frequency projections χπpDq where χπ is a
bump function adapted to a p0, rq-Frenet box π.

10.1. Geometric observations. We begin by reparametrising the sets π0,γps; rq using an argu-
ment similar to that of §9.1. Define the functions gj : I0 Ñ R

3 by gjpsq :“ ´e1jpsq e11psq´1 for
j “ 2, 3 (note that e1,1psq is bounded away from 0 by (10.1)) so that

xe1psq, ξy “ e11psq
`
ξ1 ´ ξ2g2psq ´ ξ3g3psq

˘
. (10.2)

Thus, we have the containment property

π0,γps; rq Ď θps; Crq (10.3)

where θps; rq is the region

θps; rq :“
!
ξ P pR3 :

ˇ̌
ξ1 ´

3ÿ

j“2

ξjgjpsq
ˇ̌

ă r and 1{4 ď |ξ2| ď 4, |ξ3| ď 4
)
.

We refer to the sets θps; rq as ‘plates’.

It is useful to note that the curves gj : I0 Ñ R
3 satisfy a certain regularity condition. In partic-

ular, for each a “ pa2, a3q P R
2 define the function gapsq :“ a2g2psq ` a3g3psq. By differentiating

(10.2) with respect to s and evaluating the result at ξ “ p0, a2, a3q, provided the parameter δ0 ą 0
featured in (10.1) is chosen sufficiently small, it follows that

|g1
a
psq| „ 1 for all a P r1{4, 4s ˆ r´1, 1s. (10.4)

Indeed, this is a simple consequence of the Frenet equations.

We also observe a dual version of the containment condition (10.3). In particular, if we define
the dual Frenet box and dual plate

π˚
0,γps; rq :“

 
x P R

3 : |xe1psq, xy| ď r´1 and |xejpsq, xy| ď 1 for j “ 2, 3
(
,

θ˚ps; rq :“
 
x P R

3 : |x1| ď r´1 and |xj ` gjpsqx1| ď 4 for j “ 2, 3
(
,

then it follows that π˚
0,γps; rq Ď θ˚ps;C´1rq. To this, we first observe the identity

„
xx, e2psqy
xx, e3psqy


“

„
e22psq e23psq
e32psq e33psq

 „
x2 ` g2psqx1
x3 ` g3psqx1


, (10.5)

which follows from the orthogonality between the Frenet vectors
`
ejpsq

˘3
j“1

. Since the right-hand

2 ˆ 2 matrix is a small perturbation of the identity, the claimed containment property follows.

10.2. The iteration scheme. Our proof of Proposition 5.4 uses an iteration argument. This is
based on the approach of Carbery and the fourth author in [10, Proposition 4.6], where a related
inequality for the Córdoba sectorial square function was obtained. Driving the iteration scheme is
an elementary pointwise square function bound due to Rubio de Francia [20]. Here it is convenient
to state a slight generalisation of this result.

Lemma 10.1. Let ψ P S ppRnq, A P GLpR, nq and G : Zm Ñ R
n. For all N P N the pointwise

inequality

ÿ

νPZm

ˇ̌
ψ
`
AD ´Gpνq

˘
fpxq

ˇ̌2
Àψ,N sup

ν2PZm

ÿ

ν1PZm

e´|Gpν1q´Gpν2q|{2

ˆ

Rn

|fpx´AJyq|2p1 ` |y|q´N dy

holds for all f P S pRnq.
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Proof. The case where G : Zn Ñ Z
n is the identity map is proven in [20]. The argument can be

generalised to prove the above lemma, by replacing an application of Plancherel’s theorem with a
T ˚T argument involving the Schur test. For convenience, the details of the argument are presented
in Appendix B. �

To describe the iteration step, we first define smooth cutoff functions adapted to the plates θ
defined above. As usual, let η P C8

c pRq satisfy ηpuq “ 1 for |u| ď 1{2 and supp η Ď r´1, 1s and
define the multipliers

mν
r pξq :“ η

´
r´1

`
ξ1 ´

3ÿ

j“2

ξjgjpsνq
˘¯

for ν P Z and sν :“ rν. (10.6)

Let bpξq “ β̃p4´1ξ2q ηp4´1ξ3q where here β̃ is as defined in (5.3) so that pmν
r ¨bqpξq “ 1 if ξ P θpsν; rq.

For the iteration scheme, we in fact work with truncated versions of the plates. Given K ě 1,
´1 ď s ď 1, 0 ă r ď 1 and a “ pa2, a3q P R

2, consider the truncated plate

θa,Kps; rq :“
!
ξ P pR3 :

ˇ̌
ξ1 ´

3ÿ

j“2

ξjgjpsq
ˇ̌

ď r and |ξj ´ aj| ď K´1 for j “ 2, 3
)
.

Correspondingly, we let ζ P C8
c pRq satisfy supp ζ Ď r´1, 1s and

ř
kPZ ζp ¨ ´ kq ” 1 and decompose

b “
ÿ

aPK´1Z2

ba where bapξq :“
3ź

j“2

ζpKpξj ´ ajq
˘
bpξq. (10.7)

For r :“ pr1, r2, r3q P p0, 1s3 and s P r´1, 1s let Te,rpsq denote the parallelepiped consisting of all

vectors x P R
3 satisfying |xx, ejpsqy| ď r´1

j for 1 ď j ď 3. These sets should be thought of a scaled

versions of the dual Frenet box π˚
0,γps; rq introduced in §10.1. Consider the weighted averaging

and Nikodym-type maximal operators associated to these sets, given by

rAe,rgpx; sq :“

ˆ

R3

gpx ´ yqψTe,rpsqpyqdy and rNe,rgpxq :“ sup
sPr´1,1s

| rAe,rgpx; sq| (10.8)

where

ψTe,rpsqpxq :“
` 3ź

j“1

rj
˘ `

1 `
3ÿ

j“1

rj|xejpsq, yy|
˘´300

. (10.9)

Here the subscript e refers to the Frenet frame e :“ pe1, e2, e3q.
With the above definitions, the key iteration step is as follows.

Proposition 10.2. Let 0 ă r ă 1, K ě 1, r̃ “ Kr, r :“ pr,K´1,K´1q and a “ pa2, a3q P
r1{4, 4s ˆ r´1, 1s. With the above definitions,

ˆ

R3

ÿ

νPZ

ˇ̌
pmν

r ¨ baqpDqfpxq
ˇ̌2
wpxqdx À

ˆ

R3

ÿ

ν̃PZ

ˇ̌
pmν̃

r̃ ¨ baqpDqfpxq
ˇ̌2 rNe,r ˝ rNe,rwpxqdx

for any non-negative w P L1
locpR

3q.

Proof. The proof is based on the following simple geometric observation, which motivates the use
of the truncation. If |s ´ s̃| ď Kr, then the plates θa,Kps; rq, θa,Kps̃; rq are essentially parallel
translates of one another. More precisely, if ξ P θa,Kps; rq, then

ˇ̌
ˇξ1 ´

3ÿ

j“2

aj
`
gjpsq ´ gjps̃q

˘
´

3ÿ

j“2

ξjgjps̃q
ˇ̌
ˇ ď

ˇ̌
ˇξ1 ´

3ÿ

j“2

ξjgjpsq
ˇ̌
ˇ `

3ÿ

j“2

|aj ´ ξj ||gjpsq ´ gjps̃q| Àg r
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and, consequently, there exists some constant Cg such that

θa,Kps; rq ´
3ÿ

j“2

aj
`
gjpsq ´ gjps̃q

˘
~e1 Ď θa,K

`
s̃; Cgr

˘
. (10.10)

In light of this observation, define the multipliers

m
ν̃,ν
r̃,r pξq :“

η
´

p2Cgrq´1
´
ξ1 ´

ř3
j“2 aj

`
gjpsνq ´ gjps̃ν̃q

˘
´
ř3
j“2 ξjgjps̃ν̃q

¯¯
b̃apξq

ř1
i“´1m

ν̃`i
r̃ pξq

(10.11)

for ν̃, ν P Z and s̃ν̃ :“ r̃ν̃, sν :“ rν and r̃ “ Kr, where b̃apξq :“
ś3
j“2 ηpKpξj ´ ajqq so that

ba “ b̃a ¨ ba. Thus, in view of (10.10), we have

mν
r ¨ ba “ m

ν̃,ν
r̃,r ¨mν

r ¨ ba

1ÿ

i“´1

mν̃`i
r̃ pξq whenever |sν ´ s̃ν̃ | ď Kr “: r̃. (10.12)

Furthermore, since for fixed ν̃ the multipliers mν̃,ν
r̃,r correspond to essentially parallel frequency

regions for |sν ´ s̃ν̃| ď 5r̃, Lemma 10.1 implies they satisfy a weighted L2 inequality. Indeed, recall
from (10.4) that the functions gapsq :“ a2g2psq ` a3g3psq satisfy the uniform regularity condition
|g1

a
psq| „ 1; recall that a “ pa2, a3q P r1{4, 4s ˆ r´1, 1s. From this we deduce that

sup
ν2PZ

ÿ

ν1PZ

e´r´1|gaprν1q´gapr̃ν2q|{2 À 1,

where the above inequality holds with a constant uniform in both r and a. Thus, recalling the

definition of the multipliers mν̃,ν
r̃,r from (10.11), Lemma 10.1 implies that for fixed ν̃ P Z,

ˆ

R3

ÿ

νPZ
|sν´s̃ν̃ |ď5r̃

|mν̃,ν
r̃,r pDqfpxq|2wpxqdx À

ˆ

R3

|fpxq|2 rNe,rwpxqdx; (10.13)

indeed the inequality holds with rNe,rwpxq replaced by the single average rAe,rwpx; s̃ν̃q, but there

is no loss in taking supremum over s P r´1, 1s in view of other appearances of rNe,r (see (10.14)
below). From (10.12) we get

ÿ

νPZ

ˇ̌
pmν

r ¨ baqpDqfpxq
ˇ̌2

À
ÿ

ν̃,νPZ
|sν´s̃ν̃ |ď5r̃

ˇ̌
pmν

r ¨ b̃aqpDq ˝ mν̃,ν
r̃,r pDq ˝ pmν̃

r̃ ¨ baqpDqfpxq
ˇ̌2
.

By the Schwartz decay property of qη, the convolution kernel associated to the multiplier operator
pmν

r ¨ b̃aqpDq satisfies

|pmν
r ¨ b̃aqqpxq| ÀN rK´2

`
1 ` r|x1| `K´1

3ÿ

j“2

|xj ` x1gjpsq|
˘´100

À ψTe,rpsqpxq

where the function ψTe,rpsqpxq is the L1-normalised smooth cutoff defined in (10.9). To justify the

second inequality in the above display we use (10.5), which allows us to deduce that
ř3
j“2 |xj `

x1gjpsq| Á
ř3
j“2 |xejpsq, xy|. Combining the preceding observations with a simple Cauchy–Schwarz

and Fubini argument,
ˆ

R3

ÿ

νPZ

ˇ̌
pmν

r ¨ baqpDqfpxq
ˇ̌2
wpxqdx À

ÿ

ν̃PZ

ˆ

R3

ÿ

νPZ
|sν´s̃ν̃ |ď5r̃

ˇ̌
m
ν̃,ν
r̃,r pDq ˝ pmν̃

r̃ ¨ baqpDqfpxq
ˇ̌2 rNe,rwpxqdx.

(10.14)
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On the other hand, (10.13) implies
ˆ

R3

ÿ

νPZ
|sν´s̃ν̃ |ď5r̃

ˇ̌
m
ν̃,ν
r̃,r pDq˝pmν̃

r̃ ¨baqpDqfpxq
ˇ̌2 rNe,rwpxqdx À

ˆ

R3

ˇ̌
pmν̃

r̃ ¨baqpDqfpxq
ˇ̌2 rNe,r˝ rNe,rwpxqdx.

The two previous displays combine to give the desired estimate. �

10.3. Proof of the L2-weighted estimate. Lemma 10.2 is now repeatedly applied to prove
Proposition 5.4.

Proof of Proposition 5.4. First observe that by the definition of π in (5.3), the containment prop-
erty (10.3) and the definition of mν

r in (10.6), for each π P P0prq there is an associated ν P Z such
that mν

r pξq “ 1 for ξ P suppχπ. Thus, a simple Cauchy–Schwarz and Fubini argument yields
ˆ

R3

ÿ

πPP0prq

|χπpDqfpxq|2wpxqdx À

ˆ

R3

ÿ

νPZ

|pmν
r ¨ bqpDqfpxq|2 rNe,r˚wpxqdx,

where r˚ :“ pr, 1, 1q. Take K :“ r´ε{8 and decompose b “
ř

aPK´1Z2 ba as in (10.7). By a
pigeonholing, it follows that there exists a choice of a P r1{4, 4s ˆ r´1, 1s satisfying

ˆ

R3

ÿ

πPP0prq

|χπpDqfpxq|2wpxqdx À r´ε{2

ˆ

R3

ÿ

νPZ

|pmν
r ¨ baqpDqfpxq|2 rNe,r˚wpxqdx.

Define the sequence

rM :“ prM ,K
´1,K´1q where rM :“ KMr for M ě 0

and recursively define a sequence of maximal operators by

rN 0
e,r :“

rNe,r0 ˝ rNe,r0 ˝ rNe,r˚ and rNM
e,r :“

rNe,rM ˝ rNe,rM ˝ rNM´1
e,r for M ě 1.

We now repeatedly apply Proposition 10.2 to deduce that
ˆ

R3

ÿ

νPZ

|pmν
r ¨baqpDqfpxq|2 rNe,r˚wpxqdx ď CM

ˆ

R3

ÿ

νPZ

|pmν
rM

¨baqpDqfpxq|2 rNM´1
e,r wpxqdx, (10.15)

provided rM ď 1. In particular, if M :“ t8{εu ´ 1, then rε{8 ď rM ď 1 and, consequently, there

are only Opr´ε{8q values of ν which contribute to the right-hand sum in (10.15). Thus, one readily
deduces that

ˆ

R3

ÿ

νPZ

|pmν
rM

¨ baqpDqfpxq|2 rNM´1
e,r wpxqdx À r´ε{8

ˆ

R3

|fpxq|2 rN pεq
γ,r wpxqdx

where rN pεq
γ,r :“ rNe,rM ˝ rNM´1

e,r . Combining the preceding observations concludes the proof of the

L2 weighted inequality, with the above choice of maximal operator.

It remains to show that the iterated maximal operator rN pεq
γ,r satisfies the L2 bound from (5.4).

However, this is an immediate consequence of Proposition 10.3 of the following subsection. �

10.4. Boundedness of the maximal functions. From the proof of Proposition 5.4, we see that

the maximal function rN pεq
γ,r is obtained by repeatedly composing operators of the form rNe,r, as

defined in (10.8), where:

‚ The family of curves e corresponds to the Frenet frame pe1, e2, e3q associated to γ;
‚ The scales r “ pr1, r2, r3q depend on r and ε and vary over the different factors of the
composition. Each featured tuple r “ pr1, r2, r3q satisfies

eccprq ď r´1

where the eccentricity eccprq is the ratio of maxj rj and minj rj .



40 D. BELTRAN, S. GUO, J. HICKMAN, AND A. SEEGER

In particular, to prove the L2 bound (5.4) it suffices to show that, for all ε˝ ą 0,

} rNe,r}L2pR3qÑL2pR3q Àε˝ eccprqε˝ . (10.16)

To prove (10.16), we will in fact work with a more general setup, replacing e with a general
family of smooth curves in R

n satisfying a non-degeneracy hypothesis. Let e :“ pe1, . . . , enq where
ej : r´1, 1s Ñ Sn´1 is a smooth curve in the unit sphere in R

n for 1 ď j ď n. Suppose these curves
satisfy

ˇ̌ nľ

j“1

ejpsq
ˇ̌

Á 1 for all s P r´1, 1s.

Note that the ej notation was previously reserved for the Frenet frame. In applications, we always
take the ej to be the Frenet vectors, and therefore there should be no conflict in the above choice
of notation.

Given a tuple r :“ pr1, . . . , rnq P p0,8qn and s P r´1, 1s define the parallelepiped

Te,rpsq :“
!
x P R

n : x “
nÿ

j“1

λjejpsq where λj P r´r´1
j , r´1

j s for 1 ď j ď n
)
.

Associated to these sets are the averaging operators and the maximal operator

Ae,rfpx; sq :“

 

Te,rpsq
fpx´ yqdy and Ne,rfpxq :“ sup

sPr´1,1s
|Ae,rfpx; sq| (10.17)

defined for f P L1
locpR

nq. The Ne,r satisfy favourable L2 estimates.

Proposition 10.3. With the above definitions, for all ε ą 0 we have the norm bound

}Ne,rf}L2pRnqÑL2pRnq Àe,ε eccprqε,

where the eccentricity eccprq ě 1 is defined to be the ratio of maxj rj and minj rj .

This proposition is based on a classical maximal bound due to Córdoba [11]. The details of the
proof are provided below.

We generalise the weighted operators introduced in (10.8) by setting

rAe,rfpx; sq :“

ˆ

Rn

fpx´ yqψTe,rpsqpyqdy and rNe,rfpxq :“ sup
sPr´1,1s

| rAe,rfpx; sq| (10.18)

where ψTe,rpsq is a smooth weight function adapted to the parallelepiped Te,rpsq, given by

ψTe,rpsqpyq :“
` nź

j“1

rj
˘ `

1 `
nÿ

j“1

rj|pEpsq´1yqj |
˘´100n

(10.19)

where Epsq denotes the n ˆ n matrix whose jth column is ejpsq for 1 ď j ď n. If pejpsqqnj“1

forms an orthonormal frame, then pEpsq´1yqj “ pEpsqJyqj “ xejpsq, yy and so (10.19) generalises
the definition (10.9). Note that the operators in (10.18) correspond to weighted version of the
averaging operator and Nikodym maximal function in (10.17). Moreover, by dominating ψTe,rpsq

by a weighted sum of characteristic functions, it is clear that Proposition 10.3 implies analogous

L2 bounds for the rNe,r operators.

In view of the preceding discussion, the estimate (5.4) for the maximal function rN pεq
γ,r appearing

in Proposition 5.4 follows as a consequence of Proposition 10.3.
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Proof of Proposition 10.3. Write R :“ eccprq and let ε ą 0 be given. We begin with some basic
reductions. By pigeonholing, it suffices to show

}Ne,r}L2pRnqÑL2pRnq Àε R
ε{2

where now the maximal operator Ne,r is redefined so that the supremum is taken over some

subinterval Iε Ď r´1, 1s of length R´ε{2 rather than the whole of r´1, 1s. Furthermore, if |s1´s2| ď
R´1, then Te,rps1q and Te,rps2q define essentially the same parallelepiped, and therefore we may
further restrict the supremum to some dyadic R´1-net Sε in Iε.

Let a P r´1, 1s denote the centre of the interval Iε and N :“ r1{εs. For 1 ď j ď n let pj denote
the degree N ´ 1 Taylor polynomial of ej centred at a and define p :“ pp1, . . . , pnq. By Taylor’s
theorem,

|pjpsq ´ ejpsq| Àγ R
´Nε ď R´1 for all s P Iε

and therefore there exists a constant C ě 1, independent of r, such that

Tp,C´1rpsq Ď Te,rpsq Ď Tp,Crpsq for all s P Iε.

In light of this observation, henceforth we may assume without loss of generality that the ej are
all polynomial mappings. Under this hypothesis, the ej no longer map into the sphere; however,
we may assume that over the domain Iε they map into, say, a 1{10-neighbourhood of Sn´1.

Since the operators are all positive, it suffices to show

} sup
sPSε

|Ae,rfp ¨ ; sq|}L2pRnq Àε R
ε}f}L2pRnq

for all f P L2pRnq continuous and non-negative. Fixing such an f , define the averages

Aω,rfpxq :“

ˆ

R

fpx´ tωqχrptqdt for ω P R
n with

ˇ̌
|ω| ´ 1

ˇ̌
ă 1{10 and r ą 0,

where χrptq :“ r´1χ1pr´1tq for some χ1 P C8
c pRq non-negative which satisfies χ1psq “ 1 for |s| ď 1.

Thus, by the Fubini–Tonelli theorem,

Ae,rfpx; sq À Aenpsq,rn ˝ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˝ Ae1psq,r1fpxq. (10.20)

Writing Aej
fpx; sq :“ Aejpsq,1fpxq, we may combine (10.20) with a simple scaling argument the

reduce to problem to showing

} sup
sPSε

|Aej
fp ¨ ; sq|}L2pRnq À plogRq }f}L2pRnq for 1 ď j ď n. (10.21)

The previous display is essentially a consequence of a maximal estimate proved in [11, p.223].
There similar maximal operators are considered for smooth curves γ : r´1, 1s Ñ Sn´1 under the
key hypothesis that γ cross any affine hyperplane a bounded number of times. Since we are
considering polynomial curves ej, the fundamental theorem of algebra ensures either:

a) The curve ej crosses any affine hyperplane a bounded number of times, where the bound
depends on the degrees of the component polynomials, or

b) There exists an affine hyperplane which contains the image of ej.

In the former case, we may deduce (10.21) directly through appeal to the result from [11, p.223].8

In the latter case, we may apply the maximal bound from [11] over a lower dimensional affine
subspace and combine this with a Fubini argument to again deduce the desired result. �

8It is remarked that the argument in [11] carries through for a curve which maps into a 1{10-neighbourhood of
the sphere (rather than the sphere itself), provided the curve satisfies the finite crossing property.



42 D. BELTRAN, S. GUO, J. HICKMAN, AND A. SEEGER

10.5. Scaling properties. We conclude this section with a discussion of the scaling properties

of the maximal function rN pεq
γ,r and, in particular, fill in the gap in proof of Proposition 8.10 by

proving the Claim therein.

We begin by introducing a general setup for rescaling the operators rNe,r when defined with
respect to a Frenet frame; as in the previous subsection, here we work in general dimensions. Fix
γ : r´1, 1s Ñ R

n a non-degenerate curve with γ P Gpδq and σ P r´1, 1s, 0 ă λ ă 1 be such that
rσ ´ λ, σ ` λs Ď r´1, 1s. Consider the rescaled curve

γσ,λps̃q :“
`
rγsσ,λ

˘´1`
γpσ ` λs̃q ´ γpσq

˘

as defined in Definition 4.1. Let e “ pe1, . . . , enq denote the Frenet frame defined with respect to
γ and ẽ “ pẽ1, . . . , ẽnq denote the Frenet frame defined with respect to rγ :“ γσ,λ. We suppose
r “ pr1, . . . , rnq P p0, 1sn satisfies

ri ď λri`1 for 1 ď i ď n´ 1 (10.22)

and define r̃ :“ Dλ ¨ r where Dλ :“ diagpλ, . . . , λnq is as in (4.1).

Lemma 10.4. If f P L1
locpR

nq is non-negative, then, with the above definitions,

`
rγsσ,λ

˘´1
˝ rNẽ,r̃ ˝ rγsσ,λ ¨ fpxq Àγ

rNe,rfpxq for all x P R
n. (10.23)

Here we think of a matrixM P GLpR, nq as acting on L2pRnq byM ¨f :“ f˝M for all f P L2pRnq.

Thus, the left-hand side corresponds to the operator rNẽ,r̃ conjugated by the invertible operator
rγsσ,λ : L

2pRnq Ñ L2pRnq.

Before presenting the proof of Lemma 10.4, we use the result to verify the rescaling step in the
proof of Proposition 8.10. In view of the discussion in §10.3 and by a simple rescaling argument,
we know that the maximal function9

rN µ,pεq
k,ℓ :“ Dil2k´3ℓ ˝ rN pεq

rγ,r̃ ˝ Dil2´pk´3ℓq

corresponds to a repeated composition of operators of the form rNẽ,r̃ where the r̃ “ pr̃1, r̃2, r̃3q
satisfy

r̃1 ď r̃2 ď r̃3 and eccpr̃q À 2pk´3ℓq{2.

Consequently, by Lemma 10.4, the conjugate

`
rγsσ,λ

˘´1
˝ rN µ,pεq

k,ℓ ˝ rγsσ,λ

is dominated by a maximal function rN pεq
k,ℓ given by a repeated composition of operators of the form

rNe,r where each r “ pr1, r2, r3q satisfies

r1 ď λr2 ď λ2r3 and eccprq À 2pk`ℓq{2.

Furthermore, there are only Oεp1q factors in this composition. The just given definition for rN pεq
k,ℓ is

independent of µ and, by Proposition 10.3, for all ε˝ ą 0 the operator rN pεq
k,ℓ is bounded on L2pR3q

with operator norm Oεp2
εkq. Thus, we have verified all the outstanding claims in the proof of

Proposition 8.10.

9Recall, in the setup in Proposition 8.10 we have rγ :“ γσ,λ, where σ :“ 2´ℓµ and λ :“ 2´ℓ, and r̃ :“ 2´pk´3ℓq{2.
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Proof of Lemma 10.4. Consider the conjugated operator on the left-hand side of (10.23). By
applying a change of variables to the integral defining the underlying averages, the problem is
quickly reduced to the pointwise estimate

|detrγsσ,λ|´1 ¨ ψT
ẽ,r̃ps̃q ˝

`
rγsσ,λ

˘´1
pyq À ψTe,rpsqpyq

for the weight functions as defined in (10.19), where s “ σ ` λs̃. Suppose y P R
n satisfies

R ď
nÿ

j“1

rj |xejpsq, yy| ď 2R

for some R ě 1. From the definition of the weight function from (10.19), and the orthonormality
of the Frenet frame, the problem is further reduced to showing

nÿ

j“1

r̃j|xẽjps̃q, ỹy| Á R where ỹ :“
`
rγsσ,λ

˘´1
pyq. (10.24)

Let α “
`
rγss,λ

˘´1
pyq so that, by the definition of the matrix rγss,λ, we have

y “
nÿ

j“1

λjαjγ
pjqpsq.

Taking the inner product of both sides of this identity with respect to the vectors ejpsq, it follows
that the vectors

`
xejpsq, yy

˘n
j“1

and
`
λjαj

˘n
j“1

are related by an upper-triangular matrix transfor-

mation, which is also an Opδq perturbation of the identity. For this observation, we use the fact

that xe1psq, . . . , ejpsqy “ xγp1qpsq, . . . , γpjqpsqy for 1 ď j ď n, owing to the definition of the Frenet
frame.

In view of the hypothesis (10.22) which, in particular, implies ri ď ri`1 for 1 ď i ď n ´ 1, the
above observation yields that

rjλ
j |αj | À R for 1 ď j ď n. (10.25)

Furthermore, by pigeonholing, there exists some 1 ď J ď n such that

rJ |xeJpsq, yy| ě R{n and rj|xejpsq, yy| ă R{n for J ` 1 ď j ď n.

Thus, by the same argument used to show (10.25), provided δ is chosen sufficiently small,

rJλ
J |αJ | „ R. (10.26)

Since rγpjqps̃q “ λj
`
rγsσ,λ

˘´1
γpjqpsq for j ě 1, it follows that rrγss̃ “

`
rγsσ,λ

˘´1
˝ rγss,λ and,

consequently,

ỹ “
`
rγsσ,λ

˘´1
pyq “

`
rγsσ,λ

˘´1
˝ rγsλ,spαq “ rrγss̃pαq.

Thus, we have α “
`
rrγss̃

˘´1
pỹq and, arguing as before, this implies the vectors

`
xẽjps̃q, ỹy

˘n
j“1

and

α are also related by an upper-triangle matrix transformation, which is again an Opδq perturbation
of the identity. From this observation, provided δ is chosen sufficiently small, we see that

r̃J |xẽJps̃q, ỹy| Á rJλ
J |αJ | ´ δ

nÿ

j“J`1

`
rJλ

J´jr´1
j

˘
rjλ

j|αj | Á R,

where the final inequality uses the hypothesis (10.22) together with (10.25) and (10.26). This
implies the desired bound (10.24).

�
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11. Proof of the R
3`1 Ñ R

3 Nikodym maximal estimate

In this section we establish Proposition 5.5. We begin by recalling the basic setup. Let
γ : r´1, 1s Ñ R

3 be a smooth, non-degenerate curve with Frenet frame pejq
3
j“1. Given r P p0, 1q3

and s P r´1, 1s, consider the plates

Trpsq :“
 

py, tq P R
3 ˆ r1, 2s :

ˇ̌
xy ´ tγpsq, ejpsqy

ˇ̌
ď rj for j “ 1, 2, 3

(

and the associated averaging and maximal operators

Asing
r

gpx; sq :“

 

Trpsq
gpx ´ y, tqdydt and N sing

r
gpxq :“ sup

´1ďsď1
|Asing

r
gpx; sq|.

We assume the exponents satisfy the conditions

r3 ď r2 ď r1 ď r
1{2
2 and r2 ď r

1{2
1 r

1{2
3

and the goal is to establish the L2 bound

}N sing
r

g}L2pR3q À | log r3|3}g}L2pR4q. (11.1)

To prove this norm inequality we will rely on the Fourier transform and reduce the problem to
certain oscillatory integral estimates. The argument is a (significant) elaboration of that used to
establish a lower dimensional variant of (11.1) in [18]. We shall make heavy use of the frequency
decomposition used to analyse the helical averaging operator in §8.

Proof of Proposition 5.5. The argument is somewhat involved and is therefore broken into steps.

Initial reductions. Let 0 ă δ0 ! 1 be a small parameter, as introduced at the beginning of §6.
By familiar localisation and rescaling arguments, we may assume γ satisfies γp ¨ q ´ γp0q P G3pδ0q.

Further, we may replace Asing
r gpx; sq with the localised version Asing

r gpx; sqχpsq, where χ P C8
c pRq

is supported in I0 :“ r´δ0, δ0s. Note that this model situation is already enough for our application
in §8.7.

Fourier representation. The first step is to derive an alternative representation of the averages

A
sing
r g in terms of an oscillatory integral operator. Given a P C8

c ppR3 ˆ R ˆ Rq, define

Arasgpx; sq :“
1

p2πq3

ˆ 2

1

ˆ

R3

ˆ

pR3

eixx´y´tγpsq,ξyapξ; s; tqdξ gpy, tqdy dt

“
1

p2πq3

ˆ

pR3

eixx,ξy

ˆ 2

1

e´itxγpsq,ξyapξ; s; tqg̃pξ, tqdt dξ,

where g̃ denotes the Fourier transform of g with respect to the y-variable only. The associated
maximal operator is then defined by

N rasgpxq :“ sup
´1ďsď1

|Arasgpx; sq|.

Without loss of generality, to prove Proposition 5.5 it suffices to consider the estimate for g

Schwartz and taking values in r0,8q. Fix ψ P C8
c ppRq with suppψ Ď r´1, 1s such that qψ takes

values in the positive real line and qψpyq Á 1 for |y| ď 1. Define

arpξ; sq :“
3ź

j“1

ψ
`
rjxξ, ejpsqy

˘
χpsq

so that, by integral formula for the inverse Fourier transform and a change of variable,

1

|Trpsq|
1Trpsqpy, tqχpsq À

3ź

j“1

r´1
j

qψ
`
r´1
j xy ´ tγpsq, ejpsqy

˘
χpsq “

1

p2πq3

ˆ

R̂3

eixy´tγpsq,ξyarpξ; s; tqdξ.
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Thus, the pointwise inequality

|Asing
r

gpx; sq| À |Ararsgpx; sq|

holds and therefore it suffices to bound the operator N rars.

Sobolev embedding Given a P C8
c ppR3 ˆ R ˆ Rq, by elementary Sobolev embedding,

}N rasg}2L2pR3q ď }Arasg}2L2pR3`1q ` 2
ź

ιPt0,1u

}BιsArasg}L2pR3`1q; (11.2)

indeed, this bound is a simple and standard consequence of the fundamental theorem of calculus
and the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality (see for instance [22, Chapter XI, §3.2]). Observe that BsAras
is an operator of the same form as Aras and, in particular,

BsAras “ Ardsas where dsapξ; s; tq :“ ´itxγ1psq, ξy apξ; s; tq ` Bsapξ; s; tq. (11.3)

These observations reduce the problem to proving estimates of the form

}Ardιs asg}L2pR3`1qÑL2pR3`1q ď Bpι´1{2q for ι P t0, 1u (11.4)

for suitable symbols a and constants B ě 1. In particular, it suffices to decompose the original
symbol ar into Op| log r3|3q many pieces and show that (11.4) holds for some choice of B ě 1 on
each piece.

Reduction to oscillatory integral estimates. Continuting to work with a general a P C8
c ppR3ˆRˆRq,

it follows from Plancherel’s theorem in the x-variable and the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality that

}Arasg}2L2pR3`1q ď

ˆ

pR3

ˆ

R

|Tξrasg̃pξ; ¨ qptqg̃pξ; tq|dt dξ

ď

ˆ

pR3

}Tξrasg̃pξ; ¨ q}L2pRq}g̃pξ; ¨ q}L2pRq dξ (11.5)

where, for each ξ P pR3, the operator Tξras acts on univariate functions by integrating (in the
t1-variable) against the kernel

Kraspt, t1; ξq :“

ˆ

R

eipt´t
1qxγpsq,ξyapξ; s; tqaps, t1; ξq1r1,2s2pt, t1qds. (11.6)

It suffices to show that

}Tξrd
ι
sasg̃pξ; ¨q}L2pRq ď B2ι´1}g̃pξ; ¨q}L2pRq for ι P t0, 1u (11.7)

holds uniformly in ξ P pR3. Indeed, in this case the norm bound (11.4) would follow via (11.5) and
a further application of Plancherel’s theorem in the ξ-variable. By the Schur test, the inequality
(11.7) is reduced to verifying the oscillatory integral estimates

sup
t1Pr1,2s

ˆ 2

1

|Krdιsaspt, t1; ξq|dt, sup
tPr1,2s

ˆ 2

1

|Krdιsaspt, t1; ξq|dt1 ď B2ι´1, ι P t0, 1u (11.8)

hold uniformly over all ξ P R̂
3.

Initial decomposition. In order to obtain favourable estimates, it is necessary to first decompose
the original symbol ar into a number of localised pieces. This decomposition is similar to that
used in §8 and is described in detail presently. Later in the proof, the kernel estimates (11.8)
are verified for each piece of the decomposition and the resulting norm bounds are combined to
estimate the entire operator.
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Define δ1 :“ δ30 , δ2 :“ δ0 and δ3 :“ 9{10 and for 1 ď J ď 3 let ΩJ denote the set of ξ P R̂
3

satisfying

inf
sPI0

|xγpJqpsq, ξy| ě δJ |ξ|,

inf
sPI0

|xγpjqpsq, ξy| ď δj |ξ| for 1 ď j ď J ´ 1.

Provided δ0 ą 0 is chosen sufficiently small, the condition γp ¨ q ´ γp0q P G3pδ0q ensures that these

sets partition R̂
3. By pigeonholing,10 it suffices to work with the symbols aJ

r
pξ; sq :“ arpξ; sq1ΩJ

pξq
for 1 ď J ď 3.

Decompose the symbol into dyadic frequency bands by writing

ar “
8ÿ

k“0

ar,k where ar,kpξ; sq :“

"
aJ
r

pξ; sq ¨ βkpξq for k ě 1
aJ
r

pξ; sq ¨ ηpξq for k “ 0
.

Here, for notational convenience, we suppress the choice of J in the notation. Since r3 ď r1, r2,
only the first Op| log r3|q terms of the above sum are non-zero, so it suffices to show

}N rar,ks}L2pR4qÑL2pR3q À k2 for all k P N0. (11.9)

In particular, note that 2k À r´1
3 .

J “ 1 case. Suppose suppξ ar,k Ď Ω1. Here a simple integration-by-parts argument yields

sup
t1Pr1,2s

ˆ 2

1

|Krdιsar,kspt, t1; ξq|dt, sup
tPr1,2s

ˆ 2

1

|Krdιsar,kspt, t1; ξq|dt1 À 2kp2ι´1q for ι P t0, 1u.

In view of our earlier observations, the bound (11.9) therefore holds in this case with a uniform
bound in k.

J “ 2 case. Suppose suppξ ar,k Ď Ω2. If ξ P Ω2, then the equation xγ1psq, ξy “ 0 has a unique

solution in 5
4

¨ I0 which we denote by θpξq. Indeed, this follows from a simple calculus exercise,
similar to the proof of Lemma 6.1.

Further decomposition Here the symbol ar,k is further decomposed by writing

ar,k “

tk{2uÿ

ℓ“0

ar,k,ℓ where ar,k,ℓpξ; sq :“

#
ar,kpξ; sqβ

`
2ℓ|s´ θpξq|

˘
if 0 ď ℓ ă tk{2u

ar,kpξ; sqη
`
2tk{2u|s´ θpξq|

˘
if ℓ “ tk{2u

.

Since |xγ2psq, ξy| „ 2k for all pξ; sq P supp ar,k,ℓ, one has the relation 2k ď r´1
2 .

Kernel estimates. The kernels are analysed using stationary phase techniques.

Lemma 11.1. If k P N, 0 ď ℓ ď tk{2u and ι P t0, 1u, then

sup
t1Pr1,2s

ˆ 2

1

|Krdιsar,k,ℓspt, t
1; ξq|dt, sup

tPr1,2s

ˆ 2

1

|Krdιsar,k,ℓspt, t
1; ξq|dt1 À 2pk´ℓqp2ι´1q. (11.10)

Proof. If ℓ “ tk{2u, then the localisation of the symbol ensures that |s ´ θpξq| À 2´ℓ for all
pξ; sq P supp ar,k,ℓ. The bound for ι “ 0 then follows immediately from the size of the s-support
of ar,k,ℓ. For ι “ 1, note that by the mean value theorem, we may write

xγ1psq, ξy “ ωpξ; sq ps´ θpξqq (11.11)

where |ωpξ; sq| „ 2k on suppak,ℓ. Consequently,

|xγ1psq, ξy| À 2k{2 for all pξ; sq P supp ar,k,ℓ. (11.12)

10As we are interested in L2 estimates here, we are free to decompose the symbol using the rough partition of
unity 1 ” 1Ω1

` 1Ω2
` 1Ω3

.
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Furthermore, by the definition of ar and of the Frenet frame tejprqu3j“1, the relation r3 ď r2 ď

r1 À r
1{2
2 ď 2´k{2 implies

|Bsar,k,ℓpξ; sq| À 2k{2. (11.13)

In view of the definition of ds in (11.3), the bounds (11.12) and (11.13) immediately imply that

|dsar,k,ℓpξ; sq| À 2k{2 and the bound for ι “ 1 now follows immediately from the size of the
s-support of ar,k,ℓ and the definition of K in (11.6).

If 0 ď ℓ ă tk{2u, then the localisation of the symbols ensures that

|s´ θpξq| „ 2´ℓ for all pξ; sq P suppar,k,ℓ. (11.14)

Consequently, by directly applying (11.14) in (11.11), we have the bounds

|xγ1psq, ξy| „ 2k´ℓ, |xγpNqpsq, ξy| À 2k for N ě 2, pξ; sq P suppar,k,ℓ. (11.15)

Moreover, by the definition of ar, the first relation above immediately implies 2k´ℓ ď r´1
1 ; recall

that r2, r3 ď 2´k. Thus, by the definition of the Frenet frame tejpsqu3j“1, the symbol satisfies

|BNs ar,k,ℓpξ; sq| À 2ℓN “ 2´pk´2ℓqN2pk´ℓqN for all N P N0. (11.16)

Thus, we may bound the kernel via repeated integration-by-parts. In particular, applying Lemma D.1
with φpsq :“ pt´ t1qxγpsq, ξy and R :“ 2k´2ℓ|t´ t1|, we deduce that

|Krdιsar,k,ℓspξ; t, t
1q| ÀN 22pk´ℓqι2´ℓ

`
1 ` 2k´2ℓ|t ´ t1|

˘´N
, for ι P t0, 1u.

The additional 22pk´ℓq factor arises in the bound for the derived operator owing to the formula
(11.3) for the corresponding symbol (and in particular, due to the first bound in (11.15), the
bounds in (11.16) and the relation 0 ď ℓ ă tk{2u) and the form of the kernel as described in
(11.6). Integrating both sides of the above display in either t or t1, the desired estimate (11.10)
follows. �

Putting everything together. In view of the kernel estimates from Lemma 11.1 and the discussion
at the beginning of the proof, it follows that

}Ardιsar,k,ℓsg}L2pR4qÑL2pR3`1q À 2pk´ℓqpι´1{2q for all 0 ď ℓ ď tk{2u and ι P t0, 1u.

Combining these bounds with (11.2), it follows that

}N rar,k,ℓsg}L2pR4qÑL2pR3q À 1 for all 0 ď ℓ ď tk{2u

The frequency localised maximal bound (11.9) immediately follows (with linear dependence on k)
from the triangle inequality.

J “ 3 case. Suppose suppξ ar,k Ď Ω3. As in Lemma 6.1, if ξ P Ω3, then the equation xγ2psq, ξy “ 0
has a unique solution in r´1, 1s, which we denote by θ2pξq. As in Lemma 6.2, if upξq ă 0, where

upξq :“ xγ1 ˝ θ2pξq, ξy,

then the equation xγ1psq, ξy “ 0 has a precisely two solutions in r´1, 1s, which we denote by θ˘
1 pξq.

We will further assume without loss of generality that xγp3qpsq, ξy ą 0 for all ξ P suppξ ar,k.

Further decomposition Here the symbol ar,k is decomposed in a manner similar (but not quite
identical) to that used in §8. First perform a dyadic decomposition of upξq by writing

ar,k “

tk{3uÿ

ℓ“0

ar,k,ℓ `

tk{3u´1ÿ

ℓ“0

a`
r,k,ℓ

where

ar,k,ℓpξ; sq :“

#
ar,kpξ; sqβ´

`
2´k`2ℓupξq

˘
if 0 ď ℓ ă tk{3u

ar,kpξ; sqη
`
2´k`2tk{3uupξq

˘
if ℓ “ tk{3u
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and the a`
r,k,ℓ are defined similarly but with β` in place of β´. Here β “ β´ ` β` is the decom-

position of the bump function described in §8.1. The symbols a`
r,k,ℓ are relatively easy to analyse,

and are dealt with using an argument similar to that of the J “ 2 case. Henceforth, we focus
exclusively on the ar,k,ℓ.

We further decompose each ar,k,ℓ with respect to the distance of the s-variable to the root θ2pξq.
Once again it is convenient to introduce a fine tuning constant ρ ą 0. Similar to (8.1), define

ar,k,ℓ,0pξ; sq :“ ar,k,ℓpξ; sqη
`
ρ2ℓ|s´ θ2pξq|

˘
for 0 ď ℓ ď tk{3u. (11.17)

Note, in contrast with (8.1), we have not decomposed with respect to |s ´ θ˘
1 pξq| for ℓ ă tk{3u.

Such a decomposition does appear later: here it is necessary to localise simultaneously with respect
to both roots θ2pξq and θ˘

1 pξq. Also in contrast with the analysis of §8, here it is not possible to
reduce the problem to studying the s-localised pieces in (11.17). Consequently, we also consider
the s-localisation of the symbol to the remaining dyadic shells, viz.

ar,k,ℓ,mpξ; sq :“ ar,k,ℓpξqβ
`
ρ2ℓ´m|s´ θ2pξq|

˘
for 0 ď ℓ ď tk{3u.

The most difficult terms to estimate correspond to 0 ď ℓ ă tk{3u and m “ 0. These symbols
require a further decomposition. In particular, for 0 ď ℓ ă tk{3u let

br,k,ℓ,mpξ; sq :“

$
’’’&
’’’%

ar,k,ℓ,0pξ; sqη
`
ρ´12pk´ℓq{2 min

˘
|s ´ θ˘

1 pξq|
˘

if m “ 0

ar,k,ℓ,0pξ; sqβ
`
ρ´12pk´ℓq{2´mmin

˘
|s´ θ˘

1 pξq|
˘

if 1 ď m ă tk´3ℓ
2

u

ar,k,ℓ,0pξ; sq
`
1 ´ η

`
ρ´12pk´ℓq{2´mmin

˘
|s´ θ˘

1 pξq|
˘˘

if m “ tk´3ℓ
2

u

.

Observe that Lemma 6.3 already implies that |s´ θ˘
1 pξq| À ρ´12´ℓ for pξ; sq P supp ar,k,ℓ,0. Thus,

ρ2´ℓ À |s´ θ˘
1 pξq| À ρ´12´ℓ for pξ; sq P supp br,k,ℓ,m for m “ tk´3ℓ

2
u.

Combining the above definitions and observations, the symbol may be written as

ar,k “

tk{3uÿ

ℓ“0

ℓÿ

m“0

ar,k,ℓ,m “
ÿ

pℓ,mqPΛapkq

ar,k,ℓ,m `
ÿ

pℓ,mqPΛbpkq

br,k,ℓ,m

where

Λapkq :“
 

pℓ,mq P N
2
0 : 0 ď ℓ ď tk

3
u and 1 ď m ď ℓ

(
Y
 `

tk
3

u, 0
˘(
,

Λbpkq :“
 

pℓ,mq P N
2
0 : 0 ď ℓ ă tk

3
u and 0 ď m ď tk´3ℓ

2
u
(
.

Note that the range of m in the definition of Λapkq is restricted since ar,k,ℓ,m is identically zero
whenever m ą ℓ.

Kernel estimates. The kernels are analysed using stationary phase techniques.

Lemma 11.2. Let k P N and ι P t0, 1u.

a) If pℓ,mq P Λapkq, then

sup
t1Pr1,2s

ˆ 2

1

|Krdιsar,k,ℓ,mspt, t1; ξq|dt, sup
tPr1,2s

ˆ 2

1

|Krdιsar,k,ℓ,mspt, t1; ξq|dt1 À 2pk´2ℓ`2mqp2ι´1q.

(11.18)
b) If pℓ,mq P Λbpkq, then

sup
t1Pr1,2s

ˆ 2

1

|Krdιsbr,k,ℓ,mspt, t1; ξq|dt, sup
tPr1,2s

ˆ 2

1

|Krdιsbr,k,ℓ,mspt, t1; ξq|dt1 À 2ppk´ℓq{2`mqp2ι´1q.

(11.19)
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Proof. The argument is similar to that used to prove Lemma 8.1.

a) Let pℓ,mq P Λapkq. If pℓ,mq “ ptk{3u, 0q, then the localisation of the ar,k,ℓ,m symbols ensures
that

|upξq| À 2k{3 and |s´ θ2pξq| À ρ´12´k{3 for all pξ; sq P supp ar,k,ℓ,m. (11.20)

The bound (11.18) for ι “ 0 follows immediately from the size of the s-support of ar,k,ℓ,m. For
ι “ 1, apply the familiar Taylor expansion to write

xγ1psq, ξy “ upξq ` ω1pξ; sq ps ´ θ2pξqq2,

xγ2psq, ξy “ ω2pξ; sq ps ´ θ2pξqq
(11.21)

where |ωjpξ; sq| „ 2k on supp ar,k,ℓ,m for j “ 1, 2. Consequently, by directly applying (11.20), we
have the upper bounds

|xγ1psq, ξy| À ρ´22k{3, |xγ2psq, ξy| À ρ´122k{3, for all pξ; sq P supp ar,k,ℓ,m. (11.22)

Note that the relations r2 ď r1 ď r
1{2
2 and r3 ď r2 ď r

1{2
1 r

1{2
3 imply, in particular, r1 ď r

1{3
3 À 2´k{3

and r2 ď r
2{3
3 À 2´2k{3. It then follows from the definitions of ar and of the Frenet frame tejprqu3j“1

that

|Bsar,k,ℓ,mpξ; sq| À 2k{3. (11.23)

In view of the definition of ds in (11.3), the first bound in (11.22) and (11.23) immediately imply
that |dsar,k,ℓ,mpξ; sq| À 2k{3, and the bound for ι “ 1 now follows immediately from the size of the
s-support of ar,k,ℓ,m and the definition of K in (11.7).

Now suppose 0 ď ℓ ď tk{3u and 1 ď m ď ℓ. Then the localisation of the ar,k,ℓ,m symbols ensures
that

|upξq| À 2k´2ℓ and |s´ θ2pξq| „ ρ´12´ℓ`m for all pξ; sq P supp ar,k,ℓ,m. (11.24)

Provided ρ is chosen sufficiently small, by directly applying (11.24) in (11.21), we have the bounds

|xγ1psq, ξy| „ ρ´22k´2ℓ`2m, |xγ2psq, ξy| „ ρ´12k´ℓ`m, |xγpNqpsq, ξy| ÀN 2k for N ě 3.
(11.25)

By the definition of ar, the first and second bounds above immediately imply 2k´2ℓ`2m ď r´1
1 and

2k´ℓ`m ď r´1
2 , whilst 2k ď r´1

3 . Thus, by the definition of the Frenet frame tejpsqu3j“1 and the

bounds (11.25), the symbol satisfies

|BNs ar,k,ℓ,mpξ; sq| À 2pℓ´mqN “ 2´pk´3ℓ`3mqN2pk´2ℓ`2mqN for all N P N0. (11.26)

Thus, we may bound the kernel via repeated integration-by-parts. In particular, applying Lemma D.1
with φpsq :“ pt´ t1qxγpsq, ξy and R :“ 2k´3ℓ`3m|t ´ t1|, we deduce that

|Krdιsar,k,ℓ,mspξ; t, t1q| ÀN 22pk´2ℓ`2mqι2´ℓ`m
`
1 ` 2k´3ℓ`3m|t ´ t1|

˘´N
.

The additional 22pk´2ℓ`2mqι arises in the bound for the derived operator ds owing to the formula
(11.3) for the corresponding symbol (and in particular, due to the bounds in (11.25) and in (11.26)
and the relation 0 ď ℓ´m ď ℓ ď tk{3u) and the form of the kernel K as described in (11.6). Finally,
by integrating both sides of the above display in either t or t1, the desired estimate (11.18) follows.

b) Let pℓ,mq P Λbpkq. If m “ 0, then the localisation of the br,k,ℓ,m symbols ensures that

|upξq| „ 2k´2ℓ and min
˘

|s´ θ˘
1 pξq| À ρ2´pk´ℓq{2 for all pξ; sq P supp br,k,ℓ,m. (11.27)
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The bound (11.19) for ι “ 0 follows immediately from the size of the s-support of br,k,ℓ,m. For
ι “ 1, apply the familiar Taylor expansion to write

xγ1psq, ξy “ v˘pξq ps ´ θ˘
1 pξqq ` ω˘

1 pξ; sq ps´ θ˘
1 pξqq2,

xγ2psq, ξy “ v˘pξq ` ω˘
2 pξ; sq ps ´ θ˘

1 pξqq
(11.28)

where |ω˘
j pξ; sq| „ 2k on supp br,k,ℓ,m for j “ 1, 2. Consequently, in view of Lemma 6.3 and

(11.27), and provided ρ ą 0 is chosen sufficiently small, we have the bounds,

|xγ1psq, ξy| À ρ2pk´ℓq{2, |xγ2psq, ξy| „ 2k´ℓ for all pξ; sq P supp br,k,ℓ,m, (11.29)

using the relation 0 ď ℓ ď tk{3u.

By the definition of ar, the second bound above implies r2 À 2´pk´ℓq and therefore r1 ď r
1{2
2 À

2´pk´ℓq{2, whilst r3 À 2´k. Thus, by the definition of the Frenet frame tejpsqu3j“1 and the bounds

(11.29), the symbol satisfies

|Bsbr,k,ℓ,mpξ; sq| ÀN 2pk´ℓq{2, (11.30)

using the relation 0 ď ℓ ă tk{3u. In view of the definition of ds in (11.3), the first bound in (11.29)
and (11.30) immediately implies that |dsbr,k,ℓ,mpξ; sq| À 2pk´ℓq{2, and the bound for ι “ 1 now
follows immediately from the size of the s-support of br,k,ℓ,m and the definition of K in (11.6).

Now suppose 0 ă m ă tk´3ℓ
2

u. Then the localisation of the br,k,ℓ,m symbols ensures that

|upξq| „ 2k´2ℓ and min
˘

|s´ θ˘
1 pξq| „ ρ2´pk´ℓq{2`m for all pξ; sq P supp br,k,ℓ,m. (11.31)

Using the convexity argument from the proof of Lemma 8.1, we may bound

|xγ1psq, ξy| ě min
˘

|upξq||s ´ θ˘
1 pξq|

|θ2pξq ´ θ˘
1 pξq|

for all pξ; sq P supp br,k,ℓ,m. (11.32)

Consequently, using Lemma 6.3 and (11.31) in (11.28) and (11.32), and provided ρ ą 0 is chosen
sufficiently small,

|xγ1psq, ξy| „ ρ2pk´ℓq{2`m, |xγ2psq, ξy| „ 2k´ℓ and |xγpNqpsq, ξy| ÀN 2k for all N ě 3.
(11.33)

For the upper bound in the first derivative in the above display, we use the restriction m ď tk´3ℓ
2

u.

It is for this reason that we simultaneously localise with respect to both θ2pξq and θ˘
1 pξq. In

particular,

|xγpNqpsq, ξy| À 2k „ 2k´ppk´ℓq{2`mqN |xγ1psq, ξy|N À 2´2mpN´1q|xγ1psq, ξy|N for all N ě 3,

where in the last inequality one uses the restriction m ď tk´3ℓ
2

u and the fact N ě 3.

By the definition of ar, the first and second bounds in (11.33) imply r1 ď 2´pk´ℓq{2´m and

r2 ď 2´pk´ℓq, whilst r3 ď 2´k. Thus, by the definition of the Frenet frame tejpsqu3j“1 and the

bounds (11.33), the symbol satisfies

|BNs br,k,ℓ,mpξ; sq| À 2ppk´ℓq{2´mqN “ 2´2mN2ppk´ℓq{2`mqN for all N P N0, (11.34)

using the restriction m ď tk´3ℓ
2

u. Thus, we may bound the kernel via repeated integration-by-

parts. In particular, applying Lemma D.1 with φpsq :“ pt ´ t1qxγpsq, ξy and R :“ 22m|t ´ t1|, we
deduce that

|Krdιsbr,k,ℓ,mspξ; t, t1q| ÀN 2pk´ℓ`2mqι2´pk´ℓq{2`m
`
1 ` 22m|t´ t1|

˘´N
.

The additional 2pk´ℓ`2mqι arises in the bound for the derived operator ds owing to the formula
(11.3) for the corresponding symbol (and in particular, due to the bounds in (11.33) and in (11.34))
and the form of the kernel K as described in (11.6). Finally, by integrating both sides of the above
display in either t or t1, the desired estimate (11.18) follows.
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Finally, consider the case m “ tk´3ℓ
2

u. Then the localisation of the br,k,ℓ,m symbols ensures that

|upξq| „ρ 2
k´2ℓ and min

˘
|s´ θ˘

1 pξq| „ρ 2
´ℓ for all pξ; sq P supp br,k,ℓ,m. (11.35)

Using Lemma 6.3 and (11.35) in (11.28) and (11.32), we have the bounds

|xγ1psq, ξy| „ 2k´2ℓ, |xγ2psq, ξy| À 2k´ℓ, and |xγpNqpsq, ξy| ÀN 2k for all N ě 3.

By the definition of ar, the first bound above implies r1 Àρ 2´pk´2ℓq and, as r3 À 2´k, one has

r2 ď r
1{2
1 r

1{2
3 Àρ 2k´ℓ. Thus, by the definition of the Frenet frame tejpsqu3j“1 and the bounds

(11.33), the symbol satisfies

|BNs br,k,ℓ,mpξ; sq| À 2ℓN “ 2´pk´3ℓqN2pk´2ℓqN for all N P N0.

Thus, we may bound the kernel via repeated integration-by-parts. In particular, applying Lemma D.1
with φpsq :“ pt´ t1qxγpsq, ξy and R :“ 2k´3ℓ|t´ t1|, we deduce that

|Krdιsbr,k,ℓ,mspξ; t, t1q| ÀN 22pk´2ℓqι2´ℓ
`
1 ` 2k´3ℓ|t´ t1|

˘´N
.

The additional 22pk´2ℓqι arises in the bound for the derived operator ds owing to the formula (11.3)
for the corresponding symbol (and in particular, due to the bounds in (11.33) and in (11.34) and
the restriction ℓ ď tk{3u) and the form of the kernel K as described in (11.6). Finally, by integrating
both sides of the above display in either t or t1, the desired estimate (11.18) follows �

Putting everything together. In view of the kernel estimates from Lemma 11.2 and the discussion
at the beginning of the proof, it follows that

}Ardιsar,k,ℓ,msg}L2pR4qÑL2pR3`1q À 2pk´2ℓ`2mqpι´1{2q for all pℓ,mq P Λapkq,

}Ardιsbr,k,ℓ,msg}L2pR4qÑL2pR3`1q À 2ppk´ℓq{2`mqpι´1{2q for all pℓ,mq P Λbpkq,

for ι P t0, 1u. Combining these bounds with (11.2), it follows that

}N rar,k,ℓ,msg}L2pR4qÑL2pR3q À 1 for all pℓ,mq P Λapkq,

}N rbr,k,ℓ,msg}L2pR4qÑL2pR3q À 1 for all pℓ,mq P Λbpkq.

Since the cardinalities of Λapkq and Λbpkq are Opk2q, the frequency localised maximal bound (11.9)
immediately follows from the triangle inequality. Summing over k then concludes the proof of the
proposition. �

12. Necessary conditions

In this final section we show the condition p ą 3 in Theorem 1.1 is necessary. Moreover, we
prove the following result, which is valid in arbitrary dimensions n ě 2.

Proposition 12.1. If n ě 2 and γ : I Ñ R
n is a smooth non-degenerate curve, then

}Mγ}LppRnqÑLppRnq “ 8 for 1 ď p ď n.

Proof. By localisation of the operator and applying the rescaling from §4, it suffices to consider
the case where

γp ¨ q ´ γp0q P Gnpδ0q and xγp0q, ~eny ‰ 0

for δ0 :“ 10´n, say. By reparametrising the curve, we may also assume that the first component
of γ : r´1, 1s Ñ R

n is of the form γ1psq “ s` a1 for some a1 P R.
By a simple projection argument, it suffices to study the boundedness of a maximal operator

defined over the Euclidean plane. In particular, fix a “ pa1, a2q P R
2 with a2 ‰ 0 and a smooth

function h : r´1, 1s Ñ R satisfying

hpjqp0q “ 0 for 0 ď j ď n´ 1 and hpnqp0q ‰ 0. (12.1)
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Define the maximal operator

Mhfpxq “ sup
tą0

ˇ̌
ˇ
ˆ

R

f
`
x1 ´ tps` a1q, x2 ´ tphpsq ` a2q

˘
χpsqds

ˇ̌
ˇ

where χ P C8
c pRq is non-negative, satisfies χpsq “ 1 for |s| ď 1{2 and has support contained in

the interior of r´1, 1s. To prove the proposition, it suffices to show

}Mh}LppR2qÑLppR2q “ 8 for 1 ď p ď n. (12.2)

Furthermore, since the maximal operator is trivially bounded on L8 it suffices to consider the
case p “ n only.

By Taylor expansion and (12.1), we have

|hpsq| ď Dh ¨ |s|n for |s| ď 1 where Dh :“
1

n!
sup
|s|ď1

|hpnqpsq|.

For 0 ă r ă 1 let fr :“ 1Kprq denote the indicator function of the set

Kprq :“
 
y “ py1, y2q P R

2 : |y1 ´ a1| ď r and |y2 ´ a2| ď Dh ¨ rn
(

and observe that

}fr}LnpR2q „h r
pn`1q{n. (12.3)

Now let δn ď λ ď 1 be a dyadic number and suppose x P Eλprq where

Eλprq :“
!
x “ px1, x2q P R

2 :
ˇ̌
ˇx1 ´

a1

a2
x2

ˇ̌
ˇ ď

r

2
and λ ď

x2

a2
´ 1 ă 2λ

)
.

If we define tx :“ a´1
2 x2 ´ 1 P rλ, 2λs, then for any s P R satisfying |s| ď 1

2
¨ λpn´1q{nr we have

|x1 ´ txpt´1
x s` a1q ´ a1| ď

ˇ̌
ˇx1 ´

a1

a2
x2

ˇ̌
ˇ ` |s| ď r,

|x2 ´ txphpt´1
x sq ` a2q ´ a2| “ |tx||hpt´1

x sq| ď Dh ¨ λ´pn´1q|s|n ď Dh ¨ rn.

From these observations, we conclude that

if x P Eλprq and |s| ď
1

2
λpn´1q{nr, then

`
x1 ´ txpt´1

x s` a1q, x2 ´ txphpt´1
x sq ` a2q

˘
P Kprq.

Performing a change of variable in the underlying averaging operator, we deduce that

Mhfrpxq Á λ´1{nr for all x P Eλprq,

where here we pick up an extra factor of λ´1 owing to the Jacobian. Consequently,

}Mhfr}LnpR2q Á
´ ÿ

λ : dyadic
rnďλď1

λ´1rn|Eλprq|
¯1{n

„a | log r|1{nrpn`1q{n. (12.4)

Comparing (12.3) and (12.4), we see that the ratio of }Mhfr}LnpR2q and }fr}LnpR2q is unbounded
in r and therefore (12.2) holds for p “ n, as desired. �

Appendix A. An abstract broad/narrow decomposition

Here we provide an abstract version of the broad/narrow decomposition in Lemma 9.8. For the
sake of self-containedness of this appendix, we recall some of the definitions introduced in §9.3.

Let I denote the collection of all dyadic subintervals of r´1, 1s and for any dyadic number
0 ă r ď 1 let Iprq denote the subset of I consisting of all intervals of length r. Let Iěr denote
the union of the Ipλq over all dyadic λ satisfying r ď λ ď 1. Given any pair of dyadic scales
0 ă λ1 ď λ2 ď 1 and J P Ipλ2q, let IpJ ; λ1q denote the collection of all I P Ipλ1q which satisfy
I Ď J .
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For d P N and each dyadic number 0 ă λ ď 1 let Idseppλq denote the collection of d-tuples of

intervals ~I “ pI1, . . . , Idq P Ipλqd which satisfy the separation condition

distpI1, . . . , Idq :“ min
1ďℓ1ăℓ2ďd

distpIℓ1 , Iℓ2q ě λ.

Given dyadic scales 0 ă λ1 ď λ2 ď 1 and J P Ipλ2q, let IdseppJ ; λ1q denote the collection of all

d-tuples of intervals ~I “ pI1, . . . , Idq P Idseppλ1q which satisfy Iℓ Ď J for all 1 ď ℓ ď d.
The dyadic decomposition from (9.8) is one instance of an ‘abstract’ notion of dyadic decom-

position, introduced in the following definition.

Definition A.1. Let pX,µq be a measure space and F : X Ñ C a measurable function and 0 ă r ď
1. A sequence pFIqIPIěr

of measurable functions FI : X Ñ C is said to be a dyadic decomposition
of F up to scale r if it satisfies

Fr0,1s “ F and FJ “
ÿ

IPIpJ ;λ1q

FI for all J P Ipλ2q

whenever 0 ă r ď λ1 ď λ2 ď 1 are dyadic. Here the identities are understood to hold µ almost
everywhere.

The broad/narrow decomposition result from which Lemma 9.8 follows is the following.

Lemma A.2. Let pX,µq be a measure space, k P N with k ě 2 and ε ą 0. For all r ą 0 there
exist dyadic numbers rn and rb satisfying

r ă rn Àε,k r, r ă rb ď 1 (A.1)

such that the following holds. If F P LppXq for some 1 ď p ă 8 and pFIqIPI is a dyadic
decomposition of F up to scale r, then

}F }LppXq Àε,k r
´ε
´ ÿ

IPIprnq

}FI}p
LppXq

¯1{p
` r´ε

´ ÿ

JPIpCrbq
~IPIkseppJ ; rbq

››
kź

j“1

|FIj |1{k
››p
LppXq

¯1{p
, (A.2)

where C “ Cε,k ě 1 is a dyadic number depending only on ε and k.

The intervals I P Iprnq are referred to as narrow intervals whilst the k-tuples of intervals
~I P IkseppI; rbq are referred to as broad interval tuples.

The key ingredient in the proof of Lemma A.2 is a 1-parameter variant of the Bourgain–Guth
decomposition from [9] due to Ham–Lee [14].

Lemma A.3 (Ham–Lee [14]). Let 1 ď p ă 8 and k P N with k ě 2. Suppose 0 ă ℓ1, . . . , ℓk´1 ď 1
are dyadic numbers such that

1 “: ℓ0 ě ℓ1 ě ¨ ¨ ¨ ě ℓk´1 ą 0.

If pX,µq is a measure space and pFIqIPI is a dyadic decomposition of F P LppXq, then for any
ℓ ą 0,

´ ÿ

JPIpℓq

}FJ }p
LppXq

¯1{p
ď 4

k´1ÿ

i“1

ℓ
´2pi´1q
i´1

´ ÿ

IPIpℓiℓq

}FI}p
LppXq

¯1{p

` ℓ
´2pk´1q
k´1

´ ÿ

JPIpℓq
~IPIkseppJ ;ℓk´1ℓq

››
kź

j“1

|FIj |1{k
››p
LppXq

¯1{p
.
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Rather than working in the relatively abstract setting of dyadic decompositions of measurable
functions, Ham–Lee [14, Lemma 2.8] apply the decomposition only in the concrete setting of
Fourier extension operators associated to space curves. However, the proof is elementary, relying
little on the exact form of the extension operator, and can easily be adapted to yield Lemma A.3.
For completeness, the details are presented at the end of the section.

Lemma A.2 is deduced by applying Lemma A.3 iteratively, for appropriately chosen dyadic
scales ℓ1, . . . , ℓk´1.

Proof of Lemma A.2. Fix ε ą 0 and k P N with N ě 2. Define the dyadic scales 1 ě ℓ1 ě ¨ ¨ ¨ ě
ℓk´1 ą 0 recursively so as to satisfy

log
`
4 _ pk ´ 1q

˘

log ℓ´1
1

ď
ε

6
,

log ℓ
´2pj´1q
j´1

log ℓ´1
j

ď
ε

6
for 2 ď j ď k ´ 1.

Now fix r ą 0, F P LppXq and pFIqIPI a dyadic decomposition of F . If r Áε,k 1, then the desired
result immediately follows from the triangle inequality and so r may be assumed to be smaller
than some small constant cε,k, depending only on ε and k and chosen for the purposes of the
forthcoming argument; in particular we can assume ℓk´1 ą r.

LetW denote the set of all finite words formed from the alphabet t1, . . . , k´1u. Given any w P W
and 1 ď j ď k´1 write rwsj for the number of occurrences of j in w and |w| :“ rws1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` rwsk´1

for the length of the word.

Let ℓw :“
śk´1
j“1 ℓ

rwsj
j for any w P W and define

Aprq :“
 
α P W : r ă ℓα ď r{ℓk´1

(
, Bprq :“ tβ P W : ℓβ ą r{ℓk´1u.

Finally, for each N P N0 define

AďN prq :“
 
α P Aprq : |α| ď N

(
, BďN prq :“ tβ P Bprq : |β| ď Nu,

AN prq :“ tα P Aprq : |α| “ Nu, BN prq :“ tβ P Bprq : |β| “ Nu.

An iterative application of Lemma A.3 yields the following key claim.

Claim. For all N P N0,

}F }LppXq ď
ÿ

αPAďN prqYBN prq

Mα
ε,k

´ ÿ

IPIpℓαq

}FI}p
LppXq

¯1{p
(A.3)

` ℓ
´2pk´1q
k´1

ÿ

βPBďN´1prq

M
β
ε,k

´ ÿ

JPIpℓβq
~IPIkseppJ ;ℓk´1ℓ

βq

››
kź

j“1

|FIj |1{k
››p
LppXq

¯1{p
.

where Mα
ε,k :“ 4|α|

śk´1
j“1 ℓ

´2pj´1qrαsj
j´1 .

Proof (of Claim). The proof is by induction on N . The case N “ 0 is vacuous and thus one may
assume, by way of induction hypothesis, that (A.3) holds for some N ě 0. It remains to establish
the inductive step.

Consider the terms on the right-hand side of (A.3) of the form

´ ÿ

IPIpℓβq

}FI}p
LppXq

¯1{p
for β P BN prq.
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Applying Lemma A.3 to each of these terms,

}F }LppXq ď
ÿ

αPAďN prq

Mα
ε,k

´ ÿ

IPIpℓαq

}FI}p
LppXq

¯1{p

`
ÿ

βPBN prq

M
β
ε,k4

k´1ÿ

i“1

ℓ
´2pi´1q
i´1

´ ÿ

IPIpℓiℓβq

}FI}p
LppXq

¯1{p

` ℓ
´2pk´1q
k´1

ÿ

βPBďN prq

M
β
ε,k

´ ÿ

JPIpℓβq
~IPIkseppJ ;ℓk´1ℓ

βq

››
kź

j“1

|FIj |1{k
››p
LppXq

¯1{p
.

From the definitions,

AďN`1prq Y BN`1prq “ AďN prq Y AN`1prq Y BN`1prq,

where the union is disjoint. Furthermore, the set AN`1prq YBN`1prq precisely corresponds to the
set of words obtained by adding a single letter to one of the words in BN prq. Combining these
observations, the induction readily closes. �

Using the claim, the proof of Lemma A.2 quickly follows from the choice of scales ℓj. Indeed,
first observe that for N :“ maxαPAprq |α| it follows that BN prq “ H and thus

AďNprq Y BN prq “ Aprq and BďN´1prq “ Bprq.

Note that each w P Aprq Y Bprq satisfies pℓwq´1 ă r´1 and therefore

|w| log ℓ´1
1 ď

k´1ÿ

j“1

rwsj log ℓ
´1
j ď log r´1. (A.4)

By the choice of ℓ1, it follows that

4|w| ď 4log r
´1{ log ℓ´1

1 “ r´ log 4{ log ℓ´1
1 ď r´ε{6, (A.5)

whilst, similarly,

#Aprq Y Bprq ď #tw P W : |w| ď log r´1{ log ℓ´1
1 u ď r´ logpk´1q{ log ℓ´1

1 ď r´ε{6.

On the other hand, as a further consequence of (A.4) and the choice of scales ℓj, if w P AprqYBprq,
then

log
k´1ź

j“1

ℓ
´2pj´1qrwsj
j´1 “

k´1ÿ

j“1

rwsj log ℓ
´1
j

log ℓ
´2pj´1q
j´1

log ℓ´1
j

ď log r´ε{6. (A.6)

The estimates (A.5) and (A.6) imply that

Mα
ε,k “ 4|α|

k´1ź

j“1

ℓ
´2pj´1qrwsj
j´1 ď r´ε{3,

where Mα
ε,k are the constants appearing in the above claim. Combining these observations with

(A.3) for the choice of N as above,

}F }LppXq ď r´ε{3
ÿ

αPAprq

´ ÿ

IPIpℓαq

}FI}p
LppXq

¯1{p

` r´ε{3ℓ
´2pk´1q
k´1

ÿ

βPBprq

´ ÿ

JPIpℓβq
~IPIkseppJ ;ℓk´1ℓ

βq

››
kź

j“1

|FIj |1{k
››p
LppXq

¯1{p
.
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Finally, since ℓ´1
k´1 Àε,k 1 and #Aprq,#Bprq,ď r´ε{6, by pigeonholing there exists some αn P Aprq

and βb P Bprq such that, if rn :“ ℓαn and rb :“ ℓk´1ℓ
βb and Cε,k :“ ℓ´1

k´1, then the desired
inequality (A.2) holds. It is easy to see that these parameters also satisfy (A.1) directly from and
the relevant definitions. �

To close this section, the proof of Lemma A.3 is presented, following the argument in [14].

Proof of Lemma A.3. For notational convenience, given m P N and J P Ipℓq define

πmJ pF qpxq :“ max
~Ik´1PImseppJ ;ℓk´1ℓq

mź

j“1

|F
Im´1
j

pxq|1{m.

When m “ 1 this reduces to πmJ pF qpxq “ |FJ pxq|. The main step in the proof of Lemma A.3 is
the following pointwise estimate.

Claim. For all m P N and J P Ipℓq, the pointwise estimate

πmJ pF qpxq ď 4 max
ImPIpJ ;ℓmℓq

|FImpxq| ` ℓ´2
m πm`1

J pF qpxq

holds for µ-almost all x P X.

Proof. Fix x P X and ~Im´1 “ pIm´1
1 , . . . , Im´1

m q P Impℓm´1ℓq with Im´1
j Ă J for 1 ď j ď m. For

each j there exists an interval Im,˚j P Ipℓmℓq satisfying

I
m,˚
j Ă Im´1

j and |FIm,˚
j

pxq| “ max
Imj PIpIm´1

j
;ℓmℓq

|FImj pxq|.

There are two cases to consider:

Narrow case: Either one of the following two conditions hold:

i) For all 1 ď j ď m, if Imj P Ipℓmℓq satisfies Imj Ă Im´1
j and distpImj , I

m,˚
j q ě ℓmℓ, then

|FImj pxq| ď
´ ℓm

ℓm´1

¯
|FIm,˚

j
pxq|.

ii) The selected interval Im,˚j P Ipℓmℓq above satisfies

min
1ďjďm

|FIm,˚
j

pxq| ď
´ ℓm

ℓm´1

¯m
max

1ďjďm
|FIm,˚

j
pxq|.

Broad case: The conditions of the narrow case fail.

The narrow case. If condition i) of the narrow case holds, then

|F
Im´1
j

pxq| ď 3|FIm,˚
j

pxq| `
ÿ

Imj PIpℓmℓq, Imj ĂIm´1
j

distpImj ,I
m,˚
j qěℓmℓ

|FImj pxq| ď 4|FIm,˚
j

pxq|,

since there are at most ℓm´1{ℓm intervals Imj P Ipℓmℓq contained in Im´1
j . Thus, in this case,

mź

j“1

|FIm´1
j

pxq|1{m ď 4 max
ImPIpJ ;ℓmℓq

|FImpxq|. (A.7)

Now suppose that condition ii) of the narrow case holds. Thus,
mź

j“1

|FIm´1
j

pxq|1{m ď
´ℓm´1

ℓm

¯ mź

j“1

|FIm,˚
j

pxq|1{m ď max
1ďjďm

|FIm,˚
j

pxq|
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where the first inequality follows since there are at most ℓm´1{ℓm intervals Imj P Ipℓmℓq contained

in Im´1
j . Once again, (A.7) holds (in fact, it holds with a constant 1 rather 4). Hence, a favourable

estimate holds in the narrow case.

The broad case. Suppose the broad case holds. By definition, condition i) from the narrow fails.
Consequently, there exists some 1 ď j0 ď m and an interval Im,˚˚

j0
P Ipℓmℓq satisfying

I
m,˚˚
j0

Ď Im´1
j0

, distpIm,˚˚
j , I

m,˚
j q ě ℓmℓ and |FIm,˚

j0

pxq| ď
´ℓm´1

ℓm

¯
|FIm,˚˚

j0

pxq|.

On the other hand, condition ii) from the narrow case also fails and, consequently,

max
1ďjďm

|FIm,˚
j

pxq| ď
´ℓm´1

ℓm

¯m
|FIm,˚

j0

pxq| ď
´ℓm´1

ℓm

¯m`1

|FIm,˚˚
j0

pxq|.

Thus, for each 1 ď j ď m, it follows that

|FIm,˚
j

pxq|1{m ď
´ℓm´1

ℓm

¯1{m
|FIm,˚

j
pxq|1{pm`1q|FIm,˚˚

j0

pxq|1{mpm`1q.

Finally, taking the product of the above estimate over all j, one deduces that
mź

j“1

|FIm´1
j

pxq|1{m ď
´ℓm´1

ℓm

¯ mź

j“1

|FIm,˚
j

pxq|1{m

ď
´ℓm´1

ℓm

¯2´ mź

j“1

|FIm,˚
j

pxq|1{pm`1q
¯

|FIm,˚˚
j0

pxq|1{pm`1q

ď ℓ´2
m πm`1

J pF qpxq,

where in the last inequality we use the separation condition. Hence, in the broad case a favourable
estimate also holds. �

By repeated application of the claim and the relation ℓ1 ě ¨ ¨ ¨ ě ℓk´1,

|FJ pxq| ď 4
k´1ÿ

m“1

ℓ
´2pm´1q
m´1 max

ImPIpJ ;ℓmℓq
|FImpxq| ` ℓ

´2pk´1q
k´1 πkJpF qpxq

for µ-almost every x P X. Bounding all the maxima in the above display by the corresponding ℓp

expressions and integrating over x P X, one deduces that

}FJ}LppXq ď 4
k´1ÿ

m“1

ℓ
´2pm´1q
m´1

´ ÿ

ImPIpJ ;ℓmℓq

}FIm}p
LppXq

¯1{p

` ℓ
´2pk´1q
k´1

´ ÿ

~IPIkseppJ ;ℓk´1ℓq

››
kź

j“1

|FIj |1{k
››p
LppXq

¯1{p

Finally, taking a ℓp sum over J of both sides of the above inequality and applying the triangle
inequality concludes the proof. �

Appendix B. A pointwise square function inequality

Here we provide the simple proof of Lemma 10.1, which is a slight extension of an argument
due to Rubio de Francia [20]. Given G : Zm Ñ R

n define

~G~ :“ sup
ν2PZm

ÿ

ν1PZm

e´|Gpν1q´Gpν2q|{2.
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By rescaling and a simple limiting argument, Lemma 10.1 is a consequence of the following point-
wise bound.

Lemma B.1. Let ψ P S ppRnq and G : Zm Ñ R
n. For all M , N P N the pointwise inequality

ÿ

νPZmXr´M,Msm

ˇ̌
ψ
`
D ´Gpνq

˘
fpxq

ˇ̌2
Àψ,N ~G~

ˆ

Rn

|fpx´ yq|2p1 ` |y|q´N dy

holds for all f P S pRnq, with an implied constant independent of M .

Proof. Let a “ paνqνPZm be a sequence supported in Z
mXr´M,M sm satisfying }a}ℓ2 “ 1. Consider

the function ÿ

νPZm

aνψ
`
D ´Gpνq

˘
fpxq “ K ˚ fpxq

where the kernel K is given by

Kpxq :“
1

p2πqn

ˆ

pRn

eixx,ξy
ÿ

νPZm

aνψ
`
ξ ´Gpνq

˘
dξ “

” ÿ

νPZm

aνe
ixx,Gpνqy

ı
qψpxq.

By duality, it suffices to show

|K ˚ fpxq|2 ď ~G~

ˆ

Rn

|fpx´ yq|2p1 ` |y|q´N dy.

Applying the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality,

|K ˚ fpxq|2 ď

ˆ

Rn

ˇ̌
ˇ
ÿ

νPZm

aνe
ixy,Gpνqy

ˇ̌
ˇ
2

| qψpyq|dy

ˆ

Rn

|fpx´ yq|2| qψpyq|dy

and so, in view of the rapid decay of qψ, the problem is further reduced to showing
ˆ

Rn

ˇ̌
ˇ
ÿ

νPZm

aνe
ixy,Gpνqy

ˇ̌
ˇ
2

| qψpyq|dy À ~G~.

Since ψ P S ppRnq we have | qψpyq| À φpyq where φpzq :“ p1 ` z2q´n´1. Consider φpzq for

| Im pzq| ď 1{2 and observe that, by contour integration, |pφpξq| À e´|ξ|{2 for ξ P pRn. Hence
ˆ

Rn

ˇ̌
ˇ
ÿ

νPZm

aνe
ixy,Gpνqy

ˇ̌
ˇ
2

| qψpyq|dy À
ÿ

ν1,ν2PZm

aν1aν2
pφ
`
Gpν1q ´Gpν2q

˘

Àψ

ÿ

ν1,ν2PZm

|aν1||aν2 |e´|Gpν1q´Gpν2q|{2.

The right-hand side of the above inequality is then bounded by ~G~ via the Cauchy–Schwarz
inequality and the Schur test, as }a}ℓ2 “ 1. �

Appendix C. Derivative bounds for implicitly defined functions

Let Ω, I Ď R be open intervals and G : Ω ˆ I Ñ C a C8 mapping. Suppose ByGpx, yq is
non-vanishing on Ω ˆ I and y : Ω Ñ I is a C8 mapping such that

Gpx, ypxqq “ 0 for all x P Ω.

Lemma C.1. Let G : Ω ˆ I Ñ C and y : Ω Ñ I be as above and suppose A,M1, M2 ą 0 are
constants such that# ˇ̌

pByGqpx, ypxqq
ˇ̌

ě AM2,ˇ̌
pBα1
x Bα2

y Gqpx, ypxqq
ˇ̌

Àα AMα1

1 Mα2

2 for all α P N
2
0zt0u.

(C.1)
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Then the function y satisfies

|ypjqpxq| Àj M
j
1M

´1
2 for all j P N. (C.2)

Consequently, for all C8 functions H : Ω ˆ I Ñ C for which there exists some constant B ą 0
such that

|pBα1
x Bα2

y Hqpx, ypxqq| ÀN BMα1

1 Mα2

2 for all α P N
2
0zt0u, (C.3)

one has ˇ̌
ˇ d

N

dxN
Hpx, ypxqq

ˇ̌
ˇ ÀN BMN

1 for all N P N. (C.4)

Before giving the proof of Lemma C.1, we make some preliminary observations. A simple
induction argument shows that there exists a sequence of coefficients pCα,dq

dPNj
0
, depending only

on j and α, such that for all C8 functions H : Ω ˆ I Ñ C the identity

dj

dxj
Hpx, ypxqq “

ÿ

αPN2
0zt0u

α1,α2ďj

pBα1
x Bα2

y Hqpx, ypxqq
ÿ

d1`¨¨¨`jdj“j´α1

d1`¨¨¨`dj“α2

Cα,d

jź

i“1

ypiqpxqdi (C.5)

holds. The precise values of the Cα,d are given by the multivariate Faà di Bruno formula: see
[17, Theorem 4.2]. Similarly, for 1 ď k ď |α| there exists a sequence of coefficients pCk,eqePEpα,kq,
depending only on α, such that

Bα1
x Bα2

y

“
pByGqpx, yq´1

‰
“

|α|ÿ

k“1

pByGqpx, yq´k´1
ÿ

ePEpα,kq

Ck,e
ź

βĺα

pBβ1x Bβ2`1
y Gqpx, yqeβ (C.6)

where

Epα, kq :“
!
e “ peβqβĺα : eβ P N0 for all β ĺ α and

ÿ

βĺα

βℓ ¨ eβ “ αℓ for ℓ “ 1, 2,
ÿ

βĺα

eβ “ k
)

and the notation β ĺ α refers to those β P N
2
0zt0u which satisfy βℓ ď αℓ for ℓ “ 1, 2. Once again,

the precise values of the Ck,e are given by the multivariate Faà di Bruno formula.
Both identities (C.5) and (C.6) play a rôle in the proof of Lemma C.1.

Proof. By scaling, it suffices to show the case A “ 1. The proof of (C.2) proceeds by (strong)
induction on j. By implicit differentiation,

y1pxq “ Qpx, ypxqq where Qpx, yq :“ ´pBxGqpx, yq ¨ pByGqpx, yq´1 for px, yq P Ω ˆ I. (C.7)

Thus, the j “ 1 case is an immediate consequence of this identity together with the hypothesised
bounds (C.1). Now let j ě 1 and suppose |ypiqpxq| Ài M

i
1M

´1
2 holds for all 1 ď i ď j.

To bound the higher order derivative ypj`1q we make use of the differential identity (C.5), taking
H :“ Q. In particular, (C.5) together with (C.7) directly imply that

ypj`1qpxq “
ÿ

αPN2
0zt0u

α1,α2ďj

pBα1
x Bα2

y Qqpx, ypxqq
ÿ

d1`¨¨¨`jdj“j´α1

d1`¨¨¨`dj“α2

Cα,d

jź

i“1

ypiqpxqdi . (C.8)

The bound (C.2) is now reduced to showing

|pBα1
x Bα2

y Qqpx, ypxqq| Àα M1M
´1
2 Mα1

1 Mα2

2 . (C.9)

Indeed, once (C.9) is established, one may use this inequality to bound the derivatives of Q

appearing on the right-hand side of (C.8) and the induction hypothesis to bound the ypiqpxq
terms. Consequently, one deduces that

|ypj`1qpxq| Àj M
j`1
1 M´1

2 .
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This closes the induction and completes the proof of (C.2).
Turning to the proof of (C.9), note that (C.6) and the hypothesised bounds (C.1) imply

ˇ̌
Bα1
x Bα2

y

“
pByGqpx, yq´1

‰
|y“ypxq

ˇ̌
Àα M

´1
2 Mα1

1 Mα2

2 for all α P N
2
0zt0u. (C.10)

On the other hand, (C.1) immediately implies that
ˇ̌
Bα1
x Bα2

y pBxGqpx, yq|y“ypxq

ˇ̌
Àα M1M

α1

1 Mα2

2 for all α P N
2
0zt0u. (C.11)

Combining (C.10) and (C.11) with the Leibniz rule one obtains (C.9).
The bound (C.4) is a simple consequence of (C.2) and (C.3) via the formula (C.5). �

Lemma C.1 immediately implies the following multivariate extension. Let Ω Ď R
n be an open

set, I Ď R an open interval and G : Ωˆ I Ñ C a C8 mapping, for some N P N. Suppose ByGpx, yq
is non-vanishing on Ω ˆ I and y : Ω Ñ I is a C8 mapping such that

Gpx, ypxqq “ 0 for all x P Ω.

For e P Sn´1 let ∇e denote the directional derivative operator with respect to x in the direction
of e. Suppose A, M1, M2 ą 0 are constants such that

# ˇ̌
pByGqpx, ypxqq

ˇ̌
ě AM2,ˇ̌

p∇α1
e

Bα2
y Gqpx, ypxqq

ˇ̌
ÀN AMα1

1 Mα2

2

for all α P N
2
0zt0u and all x P Ω. (C.12)

Then the function y satisfies

|∇N
e
ypxq| ÀN MN

1 M
´1
2 for all x P Ω and all N P N0. (C.13)

Similarly, (C.4) has a multivariate extension. In particular, suppose, in addition to the above,
that H : Ω ˆ I Ñ C a C8 mapping and B ą 0 is a constant such that

ˇ̌
p∇α1

e
Bα2
y Hqpx, ypxqq

ˇ̌
ÀN BMα1

1 Mα2

2 for all α P N
2
0zt0u. (C.14)

Then it follows from (C.4) that
ˇ̌
∇N

e
Hpx, ypxqq

ˇ̌
ÀN BMN

1 for all x P Ω and all N P N. (C.15)

For the purposes of this paper, we are interested in the special case where G, H : Rn ˆ I Ñ R

are both linear in the x variable. Thus, G and H are of the form

Gpx, yq “ xgpyq,xy, Hpx, yq “ xhpyq,xy,

for some C8 functions g, h : I Ñ R
n. Furthermore, the conditions in (C.12) can be written as

$
’&
’%

|xg1 ˝ ypxq,xy| ě AM2,

|xgpNq ˝ ypxq,xy| ÀN AMN
2

|xgpNq ˝ ypxq, ey| ÀN AM1M
N
2

for all N P N and all x P Ω (C.16)

and the condition in (C.14) can be written as
#

|xhpNq ˝ ypxq,xy| ÀN BMN
2

|xhpNq ˝ ypxq, ey| ÀN BM1M
N
2

for all N P N and all x P Ω. (C.17)

Example C.2 (Application to Lemma 8.7). Let γ P G3pδ0q, and θ2 : pR3zt0u Ñ I0 satisfying

xγ2 ˝ θ2pξq, ξy “ 0.
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We apply the previous result with g “ γ2 and h “ γ1. If B ď A the conditions (C.16) and (C.17)
read succinctly as$

’&
’%

|xγp3q ˝ θ2pξq, ξy| ě AM2,

|xγp1`Nq ˝ θ2pξq, ξy| ÀN BMN
2

|xγp1`Nq ˝ θ2pξq, ey| ÀN BM1M
N
2

for all N P N and all ξ P Ω Ă R̂
3zt0u,

which imply
|∇N

e
θ2pξq| ÀN MN

1 M
´1
2 and |∇N

e
xγ1 ˝ θ2pξq, ξy| ÀN BMN

1 .

for all N P N and all ξ P Ω Ă R̂
3zt0u.

The application with respect to θ˘
1 : pR3zt0u Ñ I0 satisfying

xγ1 ˝ θ˘
1 pξq, ξy “ 0

is similar, with g “ γ1 (we do not require to take an auxiliary h in this case).

Appendix D. Integration-by-parts

For a P C8
c pRq supported in an interval I Ă R and φ P C8pIq, define the oscillatory integral

Irφ, as :“

ˆ

R

eiφpsqapsqds.

The following lemma is a standard application of integration-by-parts.

Lemma D.1 (Non-stationary phase). Let R ě 1 and φ, a be as above. Suppose that for each
j P N0 there exist constants Cj ě 1 such that the following conditions hold on the support of a:

i) |φ1psq| ą 0,
ii) |φpjqpsq| ď CjR

´pj´1q|φ1psq|j for all j ě 2,

iii) |apjqpsq| ď CjR
´j|φ1psq|j for all j ě 0.

Then for all N P N0 there exists some constant CpNq such that

|Irφ, as| ď CpNq ¨ |supp a| ¨ R´N .

Moreover, CpNq depends on C1, . . . , CN but is otherwise independent of φ and a and, in particular,
does not depend on r.

Proof. Taking D :“ φ1psq´1Bs, repeated integration-by-parts implies that

Irφ, as “ p´iq´N

ˆ

R

eiφpsqpD˚qNapsqds

where D˚ is the ‘adjoint’ differential operator D˚ : a ÞÑ ´Bs
“
pφ1q´1 ¨a

‰
. Thus, the proof boils down

to establishing a pointwise estimate

|pD˚qNapsq| ď CpNq ¨R´N

under the hypotheses of the lemma.
It is in fact convenient to prove a more general inequality

|BjspD˚qNapsq| ď Cpj,Nq ¨R´N´j ¨ |φ1psq|j , for all j,N P N0, (D.1)

where the Cpj,Nq again only the constants Ck for 1 ď k ď N`j. The inequality (D.1) is amenable
to induction on the parameter N . Indeed, if N “ 0, then (D.1) reduces to hypothesis iii), which
establishes the base case.

Assume the inequality (D.1) holds for some N ě 0 and all j. By the Leibniz rule,

BjspD˚qN`1apsq “
j`1ÿ

i“0

ˆ
j ` 1

i

˙“
Bispφ

1q´1
‰
psq ¨

“
Bj`1´ipD˚qNa

‰
psq. (D.2)
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Using the induction hypothesis, one may immediately bound
ˇ̌“

Bj`1´ipD˚qNa
‰
psq

ˇ̌
ď Cpj ` 1 ´ i,Nq ¨ R´N´1´j`i ¨ |φ1psq|j`1´i. (D.3)

On the other hand, an induction argument shows that there exists a polynomial ℘ P RrX0, . . . ,Xis,
with coefficients depending only on i, with the following properties:

a) ℘ is a linear combination of monomials Xα0

0 ¨ ¨ ¨Xαi

i for multi-indices pα0, . . . , αiq satisfying

0 ¨ α0 ` 1 ¨ α1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` i ¨ αi “ α0 ` α1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` αi “ i.

b) The identity

“
BKs pφ1q´1

‰
psq “

℘
`
φ1psq, . . . , φpi`1qpsq

˘

φ1psqi`1
holds for all s P I.

If pα0, . . . , αiq is a monomial satisfying a), then hypothesis ii) of the lemma implies that

iź

k“0

|φpk`1qpsq|αk À R´i ¨ |φ1psq|2i,

where the implied constant is here allowed to depend on the Ck for 1 ď k ď i ` 1. Consequently,
from the formula in b) above one deduces that

|
“
Bispφ

1q´1
‰
psq| À R´i ¨ |φ1psq|i´1. (D.4)

Substituting the bounds (D.3) and (D.4) into (D.2), the induction now closes provided Cpj,Nq is
appropriately defined. �
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