arXiv:1911.00615v5 [math.CA] 24 Mar 2021

IMPROVED BOUNDS FOR RESTRICTED PROJECTION
FAMILIES VIA WEIGHTED FOURIER RESTRICTION

TERENCE L. J. HARRIS

ABSTRACT. It is shown that if A C R3 is a Borel set of Hausdorff dimen-
sion dimA € (3/2,5/2), then for a.e. § € [0,27) the projection mg(A)
of A onto the 2-dimensional plane orthogonal to %(cos 0,sinf,1) satisfies
dim g (A) > max{4diénA + %, Qdi'%AJrl}, This improves the bounds of

Oberlin-Oberlin [26], and of Orponen-Venieri [28], for dim A € (3/2,5/2).
More generally, a weaker lower bound is given for families of planes in R3

parametrised by curves in S? with nonvanishing geodesic curvature.

1. INTRODUCTION

This article gives improved a.e. lower bounds for Hausdorff dimension under
“restricted” families of orthogonal projections. The behaviour of Hausdorff dimen-
sion under orthogonal projections was first studied in 1954 by Marstrand [21], who
showed that if A is a Borel set in the plane, then for 0 < dim A < 1 the projection of
A onto a.e. line through the origin has dimension equal to dim A, and if dim A > 1
then the projection of A onto a.e. line through the origin has positive length. This
was generalised to projections onto k-planes in R™ by Mattila [22], with respect to
the natural rotation invariant probability measure on the Grassmannian. Somewhat
more recently, questions of this type were studied for lower dimensional submani-
folds of the Grassmannian [I8, [I7] [, 27, (26| 2 [19] 28], in which case the problem
is more difficult. Sets of projections corresponding to planes in lower dimensional
subsets of the Grassmannian are referred to as “restricted projection families”.

The first result given here is for a 1-dimensional family of 2-dimensional planes in
R3. To state it, let my be orthogonal projection onto the orthogonal complement of
%(cos 0,sin6,1) in R?, and denote the Hausdorff dimension of a set A by dim A.
A subset of a complete separable metric space X is called analytic if it is the
continuous image of a Borel subset of Y, for some complete separable metric space
Y (in particular, every Borel subset of X is analytic).

Theorem 1.1. If A C R3 is an analytic set with dim A € (3/2,5/2), then

4dim A +§ 2dim A +1
9 6’ 3 ’

dimmp(A) > max{
for a.e. 6 € ]0,2m).
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This improves the previously known bounds if dim A € (3/2,5/2), and makes
partial progress towards Conjecture 1.6 from [9], for the special curve v(0) =

%(COS 0,sinf,1). This conjecture asserts that dimmy(A4) > min {dim A, 2} for

a.e. 0, where « can be any curve with nonvanishing geodesic curvature in S2, and
g is the projection onto v(f)+. By a rescaling argument (see Lemma A.1 in [28]),

Theorem [L.] continues to hold if the curve %(cos 0,sin6,1) is replaced by any

circle in S2 which is not a great circle.

The best currently known bounds will be summarised here, omitting some which
have since been superseded. The a.e. lower bound dim 7p(A) > min {dim A, 1} was
obtained by Jarvenpédi, Jarvenpéad, Ledrappier, and Leikas [18], and still holds if
the curve is replaced by any other circle in S? (even a great circle). For a great
circle and for dim A < 2 this is the best possible, which can be seen by taking any
set of the given dimension contained in the plane of the great circle.

Oberlin and Oberlin [26] proved

dim g (A) > 3d1;n‘4, dim A € (1,2],
(1.1) dim 7o (A) zdimA—%, dim A € (2,5/2],
H? (m9(A)) > 0, dim A € (5/2,3],

for a.e. 8 € [0,27), which (prior to Theorem [[T]) was the best known a.e. lower
bound for dim A > 9/4, whilst the inequality dim A > 5/2 remains the best known
sufficient condition that ensures H? (mg(A)) > 0 almost everywhere.

Orponen and Venieri [28] proved the sharp a.e. equality dimmp(A) = dim A for
dim A € (1, 3/2], and gave the a.e. lower bound

(1.2) dimmg(A) > 1+ d”;A, dim A € (3/2,3].

Prior to Theorem [[T] the lower bound in (L2) was the record for 3/2 < dim A <
9/4. A comparison between Theorem [[LT] and prior results is shown in Figure [l
The proof of Theorem [T Tluses the decomposition of a fractal measure into “good”
and “bad” parts, and a wave version of the “refined Strichartz inequality”, both
recently used on the planar distance set problem in [IT]. The idea of removing the
“bad” part of a measure also featured earlier in [31, 29]. Here the “bad” part is
bounded using the key lemma from Orponen and Venieri’s proof of (L2)), whereas
the “good” part is bounded using the refined Strichartz inequality, and by aug-
menting the Fourier-analytic approach of Oberlin-Oberlin with an “improvement
due to localisation” technique (which I learnt from [3, Lemma 2.3]; it is used here
in (263)-265) and BI70)—-BI])). Finally, these two bounds are converted to a
projection theorem by adapting Liu’s L2-method from [20]. For more information
about the method, the intuition behind the proof is explained in [I5, pp. 8-13].
The lower bound (I]) of Oberlin and Oberlin holds more generally for planes
parametrised by curves in S? with nonvanishing geodesic curvature. The proof of
the Orponen-Venieri lemma relies crucially on the constant height property of the
curve %(cos 0,sin0, 1), so the “good-bad” decomposition would likely not yield
the same bound for more general curves (although see Problem [[3]). In this more
general setting, the following theorem gives an improvement to the lower bound
(I in the intermediate range; the proof uses the aforementioned “localisation”
technique, without the “good-bad” decomposition (see Subsection[[Ilfor notation).
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FIGURE 1. The conjectured and best known a.e. lower bounds for
dim g (A), with dim A € (1,5/2).

Theorem 1.2. Let v : [a,b] — S% be a C? curve with det (v,7,~") nonvanishing,
and let g = g, be projection onto y(0)*.

Fiz o € (0,3), and let v be a Borel measure on R® with diamsuppr < C. If
a<b5/2and0<t< min{a,max{HTo‘,a — %}}, then

b
(1.3) / I (mgsv) d8 <av.cc ca(v)v (BP) |
and if « > 5/2, then
b
(1.4) / 7oV [17 255 242y 40 S Calv)v (R?) .
Consequently, for any analytic subset A of R3,
dim 7y (A) = dim A, dim A € [0,1],
dimme(A) > TBATL g A e (1,2,
2
(1.5) 1
dimwe(A)zdimA—§, dim A € (2,5/2],
H*(me(A)) > 0, dim A > 5/2,

for a.e. 0 € [a,b].

The second part (LH) of Theorem [T 2limproves the bound of Oberlin-Oberlin (see
(TI)) and also Orponen’s bound from [27, Theorem 1.8] in the range 1 < dim A <
2 (the bound from [27] is qualitative; given as 1 + o(dim A) for an unspecified
positive function o of dim A > 1). The following (open) problem is suggested by
Theorem and the method of proof in Theorem [I.1]
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Problem 1.3. Let v be a smooth curve in S? with nonvanishing geodesic curvature,
and let A C R3 be an analytic set with dim A < 5/2. Does the a.e. inequality

dim 7y (A) > min{dimA,max{dlmA 2 2dimA+ 1}},

2 + 3’7 3
necessarily hold?

A positive answer to Problem[[3]would verify Conjecture 1.6 from [9] for dim A €
(1,4/3]. The decoupling theorem is known to hold for general conical surfaces;
see [0 Exercise 12.5].

Theorem [[.T] will be proved in Section[2l In Section [3 Theorem [[.21and Proposi-
tion [3.4] will both be deduced as consequences of the more general Proposition B.1]
the proof of which occupies most of Section [l

1.1. Notation. Given a set F in Euclidean space, let Ns(F) be the open §-
neighbourhood of E. If E is a box, let CE be the box with the same centre
but with side lengths scaled by C. Let H® be the s-dimensional Hausdorff measure
in Euclidean space. For @ > 0 and a positive Borel measure p supported in the
unit ball of R, define

w(B(z,r
i) = sup HEETD.
zeR4T! r
r>0

By Frostman’s Lemma (see [4} [16], (24]), the Hausdorff dimension dim B of a Borel
(or analytic) set B C R4 is the supremum over all « € [0,d + 1] for which there
exists a nonzero Borel measure p supported on B with finite ¢, (p). Hausdorff
dimension can also be characterised through the energy

)= [ [lo =l dua) dut) = o [ 1610 7 de,

where a € (0,d+ 1); the last integral is called the Fourier energy of p [25, Theorem
3.10]. For s € R, define the homogeneous Sobolev norms by

Il = oy = [ 16 A de,
Rd+1

so that ||p]|? . .1, and I,(u) are equivalent for o € (0,d + 1). A Borel measure
H 2

p with ¢, (1) < oo satisfies Is(p) < oo for any s < «, and if I,(u) < oo then
0 < co (i [a) < oo for some Borel set A C supp u; see e.g. [25, Chapter 2].

Given measurable spaces X, Y, a measure p on X and a measurable function f :
X — Y, the pushforward measure fzxp on Y is defined by (fup)(E) = p (f~1(E)).
The definition is the same if p is a complex measure.

Given d > 2, a set  C R4! and a function G : Q — S, let

(1.6) I'r(G)={pGy) :yeQ, R/2<p<R}, R>0,

and let I'(G) =T'1(G).
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2. PROJECTIONS ONTO THE PLANES (cos,sinf, 1)+

2.1. Setup and preliminaries. Define v : [0,27r) — S% by ~(0) =

%(COS 0,sinf,1), and let mp : R® — ~(0)* be orthogonal projection onto the

2-dimensional plane v()*~ C R3. For each 6, an orthonormal basis for v(6)* is

1
{V2v(0).10) x (vV2r(0) } = {(_sme,coso,()), 5 (= cost, —sing, 1)}.
Let |-| = || mod 2« be the distance on [0, 27) which naturally identifies this interval
with the unit circle:

| — Y| mod 2+ := dist((z — y) mod 27, {0, 27}).

For any parameter K > 1, the truncated cone I'y = I'; () has a finitely overlap-
ping covering by boxes of dimensions K ' x 1 x K~2; these will be referred to as
the “standard” K ~!-boxes or caps. They come from the standard covering of S!
by rectangles of dimensions K ' x K 2.

The notation used for the wave packet decomposition here will be similar to that
from [IT] for ease of comparison. Let € be a very small number, which will be sent
to zero at the end of the proof. Let I'r be the entire light cone with both forward
and backward parts:

I'r ={\v(0):0€[0,2m), A € R}.

Fix a large positive integer J to be chosen later. For each integer j let I'y; = I'y5 (%)
as defined in (L). For each j > J and 0 < k < j, construct a finitely overlapping
cover of

[Naj—x (Fas U =T'5) \ Noj—r—1 (I'r)]

by boxes T = 7;; of dimensions
~ 2175 x 29 x 27k,

For fixed j and k, let Aj ) be the set of boxes 7 = 7; corresponding to j and
k. Each box 7 € Aj is such that 2777 is contained in a standard box 7 at scale
27%/2 for the cone I'; U —T';. When k = j the boxes 7 € A; ; are defined similarly,
except that they cover the set Nj(I'9; U —T'5;). The wave packet decomposition
is set up in this way to apply a change of variables later; the L? integral of the
“good” part of i over the conical ring contained in the union of the boxes 7 € Aj 1,
will have a fixed Jacobian under this change of variables, and after rescaling by
2%=J on the Fourier side this integral will correspond to a more standard L? conical
average of the “good” part of fi, which through duality will be controlled using the
decoupling theorem for the cone. The extra rescaling step causes the wave packet
decomposition used here to be slightly more complicated than in [IT].

This construction can be done in such a way that the boxes 27 are finitely
overlapping as j and k vary, and such that dist(27; 5, Tr) ~ 2/7% for all j # k. Let
{tr}jkren,;, be a smooth partition of unity subordinate to the cover of the set
UjZJ Uogkgj UreAj,k 7 by the sets 1.17, such that each 1, has compact support in
1.17. Then

(2.1) 1zzzj: v m U U~

J>J k=0 T€EA, & > T0<k<jTEA;
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Fix a small § > 0 with § < ¢, to be chosen after €. For each triple (j, k, 7) with
j > J and 7 € Aj, construct a finitely overlapping cover of the ball of radius 2
around the origin in R3, with tubes T of dimensions

27j2k(1/2+5) X 27]’2]6(1/24’5) X (10 . 27(]‘71@)“1’]65),

such that each rescaled set 27~*T is a tube of diameter ~ 2%/2 and length ~ 1,
with direction normal to the cone at the rescaled box 2777 (which has dimensions
~ 27F/2 % 1 x 27%). Each tube is a union of boxes dual to the corresponding
cap 7, which are shorter than 7" in the middle direction. Let T, » be the set of
tubes corresponding to 7 € Aj . Let {nr}rer,, . be a smooth partition of unity
subordinate to this cover of Bs(0,2). For each T' € T, , ,, define My by

—

Mrf =nrr f =nrF = (0 F (),
for Schwartz f. Let

o J
Tiw= |J Tikr, T=J U Tjw

TEA; j=J k=0

Fix a positive smooth function i supported in the unit ball in R3, identified with
the measure pdx. The set of “bad” tubes will be the set of tubes with “large” u
measure, where “large” is defined so that the contribution coming from these “bad”
tubes can be handled by the lemma of Orponen-Venieri (Lemma 2.T]). The contri-
bution from the remaining “good” tubes will be controlled using Fourier analysis,
which is (roughly) where the improvement over the Orponen-Venieri bound comes
from.

More explicitly, given a € (3/2,5/2) (to be fixed later, corresponding to the
“dimension” of y), define

(2.2) oz*—max{%—l—l,oz—%}—e.

Define the set of “bad” tubes corresponding to 7 € A; by

(2.3)  Typrp= {T €T,y pu(107) > 100- 2%“005—“*)2—“@—’“)} ,
and let

(2.4) Tikrg=Tikr\Tjkrb

Let
Tiks = |J Tikrr Tikg= |J Tikre

TEA; & TEA; &

Define the “bad” part of u by summing over the “bad” tubes with k& bounded away
from zero in the following quantitative sense:

00 J
(2.5) =33 > > Mm
j=J k=[je] T€N; k TET 1, 7»

Define the “good” part of u by

ftg = K — b
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Since the caps 7 in (Z.1]) and the caps occurring in (23] do not cover all of R? but
only a region around the light cone, the measure p, is not equal to the sum over
the “good” tubes (in contrast to [11]).

For the specific function p used later, only finitely many values of j in (23] will
be non-negligible, so there will not be any convergence issues in the infinite sum.
The pushforward mgupp of the complex measure p; will be equal to the sum of
o4 Mr over the tubes defining .

To bound the average L' norm of the pushforward of the “bad” part of a measure,
the following lemma from Orponen and Venieri’s work on the same problem will be
used.

Lemma 2.1 (|28, Lemma 2.3] for s < 9/4 and [26] for s > 9/4). Let s € [0,5/2),

and suppose that v is a compactly supported Borel measure on R3 such that

SUD,, cps V(Br(f’r)) < C7 and diam (suppv) < Cq, where C1,Cy are positive con-

>0
2s 1
> 0, mi ——1,= ,
K Inax{ mln{ 3 2}}

stants. Then for any
there exist dg,m > 0, depending only on C1,Cs, s and &, such that

v{ye R3 : #? {6 €[0,27) : mopv (B (mo(y),8)) > 6" "} > 6"} <w (R3) o,
for all 6 € (0,60).

The v (R?’) factor is not given explicitly in [28], but follows from their proof.
This factor is explained in more detail in Appendix [A]l along with a proof that the
case s > 9/4 follows from the main inequality in [26].

Remark 2.2. For ease of reference, the choice and dependence of the parameters
in the proof of Theorem [[.T] below will be summarised here. The parameter € > 0
is given first and may be arbitrarily small (see the paragraph before 271). The
parameters dg,n > 0 are chosen after €, and then § is chosen after n and Jy, so that

0<ignkl, 0<ikK<Kl;

see the paragraph after (2.23]). With these parameters fixed, ¢ > 0 is given (see
the paragraph after (2.8)), and then §; > 0 is chosen after ¢’ such that

0 < 50/4, 6;7 < 6’, 0 < 2_1/(610),

and such that
(2.6)

max {$42*(52m)/(100)7$22*(52nm)/(8c)} < min {6/,50} for all z > |10g2 51| ,

where C' > 0 is an absolute constant (see paragraphs after (Z8]), (2.24) and (Z.90)).
A positive integer jo > |log, 01| is then given (see (ZI2))) and J is defined by

J = [(joe)/(2C)] (see I0)).

The intermediate size parameters are dim A, « = dim A—e (see the paragraph be-
fore (20)), o* = max {1 + /3, — 1/2} — € (see 22))), s = max{4a/9+5/6, (2a+
1)/3} (see 23)), s’ = s — 504/ (see 237)) and k =1 — ¢/(105) (see ([2.34)).
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2.2. Main part of the proof.

Proof of Theorem[I1l Letdim A € (3/2,5/2) and assume without loss of generality
that A is a subset of the unit ball. Let ¢ > 0 be small. By Frostman’s lemma, there
is a compactly supported probability measure v on A with ¢,(v) < oo, where
a=dimA —e>3/2. Let E C [0,27) be a compact set such that

(2.7) dim 7p suppv < s — 200v/e for every 6 € E,
where
da b 2a+1
2.8 - dor 5 20+11
(2.8) s max{ 5 +6, 3 }

Let ¢ > 0 be arbitrary. The proof will be carried out by showing that H*(E) <. ¢,
then letting ¢ — 0, and then letting ¢ — 0. For dp,n > 0 to be specified later
(depending on €), let 6; > 0 be such that 6; < dp/4 and §;] < €’ (the exact choice of

91 will also be made later, but after §y and 7; see the paragraphs after (2:24)) and
Z90)). For each € E, let { B, )~ (2:(0), 51(9))}1 be a cover of 7y supp v by balls
of dyadic radii 6;(f) < d1, such that

(2.9) > a0 V< €

(measurability issues of the function 6 — §;(0) will be ignored, they can be dealt
with similarly to the proof of Lemma 2.1 in [14]). Let

Dy=|J B(u(9).6:9),
61-(0)1:2*3'
and let Dg be the 277 neighbourhood of Dg. Let
(2.10) v =v*d;, ¢;(x)=2%¢(22),

for a smooth positive bump function ¢ equal to 1 on the unit ball, satisfying 0 <
¢ < 1 everywhere and vanishing outside B(0,2). For each § € E,

(2.11) l=v(4) < Z mopv(D}) < Z /~j Topv; dH?;
J>|logs 61 j>|log, 61 Dy

the last inequality follows by expanding out each summand of the right-hand side
and applying Fubini, the assumption that ¢ = 1 on the unit ball, and the 1-Lipschitz
property of the projections 7y (as in [20} p.7], see also (Z92)) for the formula for the
density mgxv; with respect to H?). Integrating [2.I1]) over 6 € E gives

H(E)S Y /7 ouv; M2 d6.
i>llogy 817 F D

Hence there exists a single jo > |log, 01|, which may depend on E and €', such that

HYE) <48 / /N_ Topvj, dH* dO
E JD}°

27
(2.12) <3 [ Wossilssny 0+ [ [ mognl ar as
0 o

where

M= Vg,
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and the J in the “good-bad” decomposition will be chosen later (depending on jo
and ¢; see (2.90))). The proof will proceed by showing each term in 2.12) is <. €/,
from which the theorem will be shown to follow.

Assume the first term in ([212)) dominates. If the angle of a tube T is not roughly
equal to the angle of projection 6, then mpx(Mpru) is negligible (the proof of this
is via nonstationary phase, and will be postponed until Subsection 23). To be
more precise, for each 7 € A let Z7 be the angle corresponding to 7. For the
forward (resp. backward) light cone, this angle can be defined as the value of ¢
such that the line through (cos@,sin ¢, 1) (resp. (cos,sin ¢, —1)) passes through
the barycentre of the unique standard box 7 at scale 27%/2 containing 2~77. Use
the notation (£7)* to denote (7 + £7) mod 27 if 7 lies in the forward light cone,
and (£7)* = Z7 if 7 lies in the backward light cone. For each 6 € [0,27), the first
integrand in (Z12)) satisfies

00 J
H7Te#,UbHL1(R37H2): Z Z Z Z o4 (M)

J=J k=[je] T€A; k TET; k +» L1(R3,H2)

Z Z Z Z ||7T9#(MT/1*)”L1 (R3,H2)

e'| TENj Kk TE€T k70

Z Z HWG#(MT/L)HLI(RB,H?)

TEA; & TET) k,rb
\(2n) o)
<10%2k(—=1/2+8)

Y Y % o (M) | 1 s 3

J=J k=Tje] TEA; K TEeT; kb
[(£7)* 0]
S1032k(=1/2+9)

IN

i blﬂg T
il M“

By Lemma 2.6 the second term is <5 .y 277V, and therefore

(2.13)  lmogrinll L1 (ms 22

o J
66N 27N 4 Z Z Z Z ||770#(MTH)||L1(R3,H2) .

J=J k=[jel TEA; Kk TEeT; kb
[(£7)" 0|
<10320(—1/2+9)

By the formula (Z392) for the pushforward density, the L* norm of the pushforward
satisfies || o fl L1 (gs 32y < | fll1 for any f € L'(R®); this will be applied to f =

Mru. The function 171; decays rapidly outside the box 7' centred at 0 with dual
dimensions to 7, and this box is smaller than 7', so by Fubini the operator My
satisfies | Mzpu||1 Ss.n 1 (2T) + 27*N. Hence

||779#(MTH)||L1(R3,H2) < || Mrplls SeN w(2T) + 27 kN,
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Putting this into ([ZI3) yields

00 J
(2-14) ||7T9#Mb||L1(R3,H2) Sé,e,N 27N 4 Z Z Z Z I (QT).

j=J k=[je] TEA; & TET, k,rb
[(£7)"—0|
<1032F(=1/2+8)

This will be simplified using “essential disjointness” of the inner two sums. Let

Bj1(0) = U U er

TEA & T€T; k,rb
I(£7)" =0
<1032k(=1/2+9)
For each 6, the number of 7’s occurring in the third sum of (ZI4) is < 2%, so (Z.14)
becomes

o J
(215) ||7T9#Mb||L1(]R3,’H2) Sé,e,N 2_JN + Z Z 2k6/1'(Bj k(e))
j=J k=[j¢]

Define
Bjr={(0,2) €[0,21) x R* : x € B; 1(6) } .
Integrating [2.I5]) over [0, 27) gives

2w 00 J 2
/ ||7T0#/Lb||L1(R3,H2) df Sse N 277N 4 E E 2k6/ /L(Bj,k(e)) do
0 . . 0
j=J k=[je€]

(2.16) =27IN 4 i zj: 280 (HY x p) (Byx).

j=J k=[je]

If (6p,xz0) € Bjg, then there is a “bad” tube Ty € T, such that g € 2T,
corresponding to a cap 7y with

(2.17) |(£70)* — 6| < 1032k(=1/2+0)

Since the tube Ty is roughly in the direction of y(6p), the image of Ty under g,
is approximately a disc of the same radius, and the “bad” tube assumption means
the projected measure fails a Frostman condition (to be made precise below). The
Orponen-Venieri lemma (Lemma[ZT]) gives a bound on the measure of those points
which fail Frostman conditions in many directions, so this will now be used to

control (2.16).
By the definition of “bad” tubes in (2.3]), the tube T} satisfies

(uxp,) (10Tp) > 25 (985—a")—ali=k)
for some [ (see Subsection [Z1] for the definition of B;). By (217,
10T} C ! (B (7790 (z0),107 - 27j+k(1/2+25))) 7
and so

(218) (raupix,) (B (monlwo), 107 - 275 HHA2420) ) > iy (10T,)

> 9h(986—a")—a(i=k)
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Let Bj ., be the set of points (6,z) € B;x such that z € 100 - 2* B; and such that
the outer parts of ([2I8]) hold with (6, z¢) replaced by (0, ). More explicitly,

By = {(e,x) € [0,27) x 100 - 2 B, :

(TosxB,) (B (M(I), 107 . 2—j+k(1/2+25))) > 2%(986—0[*)—0((]‘—1@)}'

Using the parameter 7 > 0 (yet to be chosen), let

27
(2.19) Zip1 = {I c RS / XB; .. (0, 1) d0 > (2k(—1/2+25))’7}.
0

Roughly speaking, x € Z; ;. ; means that = has lots of “bad” tubes passing through
it, whose projections are discs failing a Frostman condition. The contribution from
points in Z,; ; will be bounded using the Orponen-Venieri lemma (Lemma 2]),
whilst the contribution from points outside Z; ; will be controlled by the negation
of the inequality in (ZI9). The set Bj is contained in |J, Bjk,; by the reasoning
leading to (2.1I8])), so each summand of (210) satisfies

(H' x ) (Bji) < D (H' x ) (Bjn)
l
=D (H' x 41) (Bjea N (0,27) X Zjr1))

l
(2.20) + ) (1 5 ) (B \ ((0,27) X Zj k1)) -
l

The second sum satisfies

D (1 x ) (Bjga \ (0,27) X Zj110))

1
2
< X5, 1. (0, %) d dp(z)
zl: /100-2kéBl\Zj,k,l /0 o

< 9300°k5 (2k(—1/2+25))’7 ’

by the inequality in ([2.I9) defining Z; 1;. Since § < 1 < 1 (¢ has not been chosen
yet, but it may be chosen after 1), putting the previous bound into (Z20) and then

2I6) results in

2T
(2.21) / Imosbbll 1 s 342y 4O
0

[} J
Soem 27NN N TR ) (B 0 ([0,27) X Zja)).
j=J k=[je] 1



12 T. L. J. HARRIS

It remains to bound the sum on the right-hand side. By the definitions of Z; . ;
and Bj 1.,
(H' % 1) (Bjea 0 ([0,27) X Zj 1))

< (H' < ) ([0,27) x Zj )

~ 1 (Zj k1)

_ ,u{a: €100 258, : H1 {0 € [0,27) : (0,x) € Bj s} > (2k<*1/2+25>)" }

- ,u{a: €100-2" B, : Hl{o e [0,27) :
(Towpxs,) (B (W@(:v), 107 . 2—j+k(1/2+25))) > 2%(985—a*)—a(j—k)}

> (2k(71/2+25))"}
(2.22)
< 2—a<j—’f—’f5>x{x cR3: 7—[1{9 e [0,2n) :

(770#/\) (B (W0($)72k(71/2+25))) > (2k(71/2+25))0¢* } - (2k(71/2+25))77 }7

where _
A= 20U k=ko) [Ag (1x100-2¢5,) ] 5

and A is the linear scaling map = — 10~7-277%=*02 The measure \ is supported in
a ball of diameter < 1, and satisfies ¢4 (A) < 1 by the property cq(p) S 1 of p = vy,
inherited from the assumption ¢, (r) <1 (see (ZI0)). The total mass of A satisfies
A(R3) = 20(G—k—kd) (100 - 2% B;). Applying Lemma 21 to ([Z22) therefore gives

n
(223) (MY x u)(Bjrs 1 (0,27) x Z; 1)) < 1 (100 2% B)) (2’“<—1/2+25>) :

provided §p and n are chosen small enough to ensure that Lemma 211 and The-
orem [2.8 hold. More precisely, Lemma [2.]] is applied with « in place of s and
a—a* = min { 2?0‘ -1, %} + € in place of k, so that the dy and 7 given by the lemma
depend only on € and dim A. Since § <« n < 1, putting [223) into Z2I) and
summing over [ gives

2w
(2.24) / st sy 49 S 2/,
0

The choice of J (made later in [Z90)) is J = (joe)/(2C) for a large absolute
constant C, so by choosing d; small enough (depending on €, n and dy) and using
jo > [logy 61, the quantity j22~(/"/4 will be much smaller than ¢ and &, which
shows that H!(E) <. € if the first integral in (2.12) dominates. The parameter &
is also taken small enough to ensure that the radius occurring in (2:22)) is smaller
than &g, so that the application of Lemma 2.1l is valid.

Now suppose that the second term in (2ZI2)) dominates. Applying Cauchy-
Schwarz to the double integral in [2.12)) gives

— 27
HY(E) < jd gggﬂg (Dé“ M(@L)/O 70129172 s 342 46

27
(2.25) 5]’32”(32100@/0 o b1g 1172 s 142y 06,
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by @9).

For each 6 € [0,27) let Uy : R3 — R3 be the unitary satisfying
Us (V2Y(0)) =1, U (V21(0) X 7(0)) = e, Us(6) = es,

where the e; are the standard basis vectors in R?. This rotates the image of 75 to
R? x {0}. Since H? is a rotation invariant measure on R3,

2
oo (s-2-100V7) / o1 2 302y 46
0

27
_ 2]0(5*2*100\5)/ ||U9#7Te#ﬂg||i2(]R2) df
0

(2.26)

27
_ 2;'0(5727100\&)/ /
B(0,290049) Jo
+ 2;'0(5727100\&) %

2
/11&2\3(0,210(1“)) /0
(2.27)

2
S z/ / 1" =2 0VE 72, (' (0) + 127(0) x 7/ (9))]° df iy
R2 JO

4 2;'0(5727100\&) %

2
/R2\B(o,2jo<1+5>) /0

The bound of [2:26) by [2.27) used

2]‘0(5_2_100\/2) < 2*j062jo(1+5)(5—2—50\/€) < 9—Joe |77|S_2—50\/E, In| < 9jo(1+3)

iy (mV2y (0) + mv23(0) < 7/ (0) | o

g (771 V27 (0) + n2v/27(6) x 7’(6‘)) ‘2 df dn

fig (m V29 (6) + n2vV27(6) x 7’(9)) ’2 de dn.

The second part of ([2.27) will be shown to be negligible. Since p = v * ¢;, and
tg = {4 — Wy, the second integral in (2.27)) satisfies

27
/R2\B(0,2fo<1+5)) /0
27
< /
R2\B(0,2700+5)) Jo

o - 2
+ /Rz\B(o,g:‘MlM))/o <Z ‘MT,U (\/57717/(9) + V2n27v(6) x 7'(0)) ’) de dn,

TeT

o (V37 (0) +mvr(6) x 2/ (@) do

5o (V3 (0) + B (0) x4/ 0)) | dbdn

where

00 J
U U U T

j=J k=[je] TEA; i
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The first integral is <y 2770V since a;, decays rapidly outside B(0,2%). To
bound the second, by summing a geometric series it suffices to prove that

(2.28)

27
/ [ X [ (mv2vie) + mvEie) < @) | dodn
B(0,2R)\B(0,R) Jo

TETy

<y RV,

and

(2.29)

2
o
/ / S [Mrn (mv2y 0) + 1v2v) x 7' ©)| | aodn
B(0,2R)\B(0,R) /0 TET\T},

<y RV,

for each R > 2700149) wwhere T’ consists of those 7' € T’ such that

(2.30) 27(T) N [B(0,2R) \ B(0, R)] # 0.
Since |T| < ROM, to prove (Z28) it suffices to show that
(2.31)

— 2
Mrpu (m V29 (0) + 12v27(0) x 7’(9))‘ dodn <y RV,

2m
/B(O,QR)\B(O,R) ~/0

for each T' € T%. The assumption in 230) implies that 27 C R\ B (0, R/1000),
so by the Schwartz decay of ¢;,,
[Mru(e)| s RN, €eR

This gives (2.31)) and therefore (Z28)). For the remaining bound (229)), any T' € T
satisfies

77 (6 —&)| S dist(§, 7)Y, ¢ er, £¢2r,
and therefore

(2.32)

Mrp(©)| S dist(,m) ™Y, ¢ 2
Applying Minkowski’s inequality and then ([232)) to the left-hand side of (Z20)
gives
, 2
/ / S |5 (m vy 6) + 1v2r(6) x @) || o
B(0,2R)\B(0,R) Jo TETAT,
2
Sv [ D] dist(r(7), B(0,2R) \ B(0, R))™
TET\T),

Summing a geometric series gives (Z29). Putting this all together shows that the
second integral in ([2.27) is <y 277V, Hence
(2.33)

27
2D Sov 2 42700 [l T (01 (0) + e (0) % O) a0
R2 JO
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When a change of variables is used to rewrite (2.33)) in terms of the Fourier energy
of u, the corresponding Jacobian will blow up near the light cone. For this reason,
the integral will be broken into two parts; one can be written in terms of the Fourier
energy of u, the other behaves like the L?-average of [, over the cone (at various
scales). A key tool used in bounding these L? averages will be the cone decoupling
theorem.

Define s by
€
and define s’ by
4 5 2 1
(2.35) s =5 —50y/e = max{ ga o a; }—50\@

where the second equality comes from the definition of s in (Z8]). The other parts
being similar, it will suffice to bound the part of the integral in ([2.33]) over the
positive quadrant, which may be written as

/ / ’ 211y (mA'(0) + n2y(8) x A (8))|* d6 dn
271'
/ ~>o/ 2 fig (m' (0) +mav(0) x 7/ (0))[* db dny

2
/ / | (1 (0) + ny(6) x A (0))]7 d .
0<n1<ns

The cross product y(f) x 7/(#) = +(—cosf, —sinf,1) is in the light cone, whilst
+'(#) is also tangential to the cone at this same point. The domain of the first
integral is therefore away from the cone, whilst the second (more difficult) integral
has domain close to it.

By taking J small in comparison to jo (see (Z.90))), it will suffice to prove the

following two inequalities.

Claim 2.3.
2m
@36) [ 00 +a0) x 2 @) oy 5 277,
m>n5>0J0
Claim 2.4.

27
@30 [ ) +a0) % 2 @) o 5 277,
<m<ng

The quantity C is a large absolute constant, to be determined later (implicitly).
To prove Claim 23] let

(2.38) € = &(n1,m2,0) = my'(0) + 127(6) x 7'(0).

The scalar triple product formula det(a, b, c) = (a x b, c) gives
a ) Y

(230) AELEE) _ o (V' x my mey x ) =

8(7717 72, 9)

/it
(V' < (v x),my" +ney x A7) = (v/2,m" + ey x A7) =m (v/2,7") = —=.
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Hence

(2.40)

0
‘M 7", om0 >0, |l > 1.

(51 ) 525 53)
It will first be shown that if 27 < ||/v/2 < 2/*! for some j > 0, then the
argument of 11, in (2:36) has distance > 21(1=¢/(10°)) from the light cone T'g:

(241)  dist (m~(0) + m2v(0) x 7 (0), Tg) = 29 (1=/(10%))
for 27 < |n|/vV2 <271 m > 5 > 0.

This follows from a calculation using the formula

(2.42) dist ((z,y, 2),I'r) = ‘\/:1:2 Y2 —z

if no < 11/100 then (2242 implies that the left-hand side of (AT is > 27, whilst if
72 > 11/100 then putting the left-hand side of (ZA41]) into ([2:42)) and applying the
inequality
(2.43) Vitz—122, 0<z~1,
followed by the equation k = 1 — ¢/(10%) (from (234)), gives the lower bound in
(2.41). _

If j > J, the function x|¢j~2i (&) (§) is rapidly decaying outside a ~ 2i(1=e).
neighbourhood of T'g (by the condition dist (27 4, ['r) < 2/~* satisfied by the caps
in the sum defining pyp (see (28)). Hence if j > J, 241)) gives

15 (m' (6) +m2v(0) x 7' ()| S 277N, 27 <[n|/V2 <27Fh > 5 >0,

for arbitrarily large IN. By the definition pg = 1 — pp of pg,
(2:44) [Ty (M~ (0) + n2y(6) x ¥ ()| Swv |78 (m'(8) + m2v(0) x 7' (0))] + 2777,
for 27 < [n|/V2 <27t 5 >0, >

z > 0;

For the other values j < J,
(2.45) I2g (M7 (8) +m2y(8) x ' (0))] S 27, |n| <27,

for some large absolute constant C'. This follows for instance by summing the
triangle inequality over the trivial bound

(2.46) | ¥z, £ m(@)m(z(D)),

for each MT\;L with 7; (T satisfying 27 < 27, where m is the Lebesgue measure.
The other terms can be handled by rapid decay.

Using (240), [244), (Z43), and applying the change of variables from (Z38) to
the integral in (Z30]), results in

27
/ N ~>O/ 2|1y (A (0) + m2v(8) x ' (8))]* df dny

S 24 [ e RO de 527,
R

since ' —2 — k < a — 3 by the definition of x (see (234])) and since « > 3/2. This
finishes the proof of Claim 2.3
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To prove Claim [24] consider the change of variables
(2.47) (n1,12) = (r\/l—tz,rt), r>0, 0<t<l.

with Jacobian

oni,m2)|
(2.48) ‘8(7",0 - =
Let
(2.49) Ye(0) = V1 —129'(0) + tv(0) x 7' (6).

Using the change of variables from (238]), and the one from ([247), it will be
shown that the integral in (2Z.37)) satisfies

21
(2.50) / ) / 0l 2 | (my(6) + ny(6) x ' (8))? db dn
n=ng

Li(1—e)]
251) Sl Y
j>(1—k)=1 k=2j(1-k)] -2
1—o—(k+1)

(2.52) /172% /2 /27r \Z/J(S_; |2y (rv:(0))|? d dr dt

27 2]5—1) 9
253) / / / a6 dr dt
(2.53) DN T T -1 1 GO

J=2(1=kK)~
Se 1+
Li(1—e)]

(254) >y e 7 @) de

j>(17li)71 k:\_2j(1—n)J—2 Cz*k(r)\NC*lsz(F]R)

2 (s'=1)

27

(2.55) + E /12 . )/2 ; mmq (2 (0))? 0 dr dt,
>(1-r)~* o B

where C is a 1arge constant to be chosen in a moment. To simplify notation I
is used here to denote the set of points (&, |¢]) in R3 with 1/10 < [¢] < 10, and
T'r is the entire light cone. The purpose of this decomposition is to concentrate
the integral on regions where |¢| and the Jacobian are roughly constant. The first
bound, in (ZZ1), 252) and 253)), is a consequence of the change of variables in
@47 and a dyadic decomposition. To be more precise, the part of the integral
in @50) with || < 207" is absorbed into the <. 1 term in (Z5I) (since &
depends only on €; see (2.34)). This explains the condition j > (1 — x)~! in the
summation in (Z5]]), which arises after changing variables in (Z50), using (2.47),
and dyadically decomposing the values of . Given j, the summation in & comes
from then decomposing the domain of the integral in ¢ according to the dyadic value
of 1—t. The integral over the range 1—27(1=¢) < ¢ < 1 is handled by (Z53)), which
justifies the upper restriction k£ < [j(1 —€)| on the summation in k, in (Z52). It
remains to justify the lower restriction & > |2j(1 — k)] — 2 (in place of the default
restriction k£ > 0). The condition 71 < 75 on the domain in ([Z50) can be written

as
rv1—t2 < pith.
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Applying the trivial bounds t* < 1 and /1 —t < v/1 — t2 to this yields
t>1— 2l

Since r > 27-! for a given fixed j, and t < 1 — 2=+ for a given fixed k, this
implies that

E>20G—1)(1—k)—1>2j(1—k)—2,

which explains the lower bound & > |25(1 — k)| — 2 in the summation over k. This

proves that (2.50) is bounded by ([2.51)), 252) and [2.53).

To prove the second bound it suffices to show that each summand in 252 is
bounded by the corresponding one in (Z54]). This will be done by changing variables
in each summand (using ([239) and ([2.48))), and verifying that the condition

(2.56) V1 —t29/(0) + rty(0) x v'(0) = 27¢,

where

2l <p <ol 27D < <ok

implies that £ € Ngo—k(T') \ Ng-15-+(I'r), provided C is large enough. Division of
(Z58) by 27 gives

E=M7(0) + Ay(0) x ¥/ (0), 272 27F2 <y <2.27M2 0 — <\ <L

N

if k> 1; if k = 0 this still holds but without the lower bound A2 > 1/4. Applying
(Z42) to this gives

2 2
dist (¢, T'g) = % \/(%> + (%) - % ~ AT~ 2R

< A;. This verifies

~

if £ > 1, and if & = 0 this still holds by ([243) since then Ay
that ([252) is bounded by (Z54)).

It remains to bound the sums in (Z54) and ([2355). The terms in (254) will be
bounded first; the terms in (Z.55]) will be similar to those terms in [254) with & close
to j. Fix a pair (j,k) occurring in (2.54]), such that the corresponding j satisfies
j > 2J (the other terms will be bounded trivially). By (2I) and the definition
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tg = pt — tp of fig, the integral in the summand of (Z54) satisfies
(2.57)

N N
/ s (o) a
Negte O\Ng—1,—1 (TR)
1 — 2
= 1 TGRS
NC2j—k(2]F)\chlzjfk(FR)
(2.58)
5 ),
- Mrp(€
2% Neoi—k (27T)\NG—1,j—k (Tr) Zf Z’ TGAZ/,C/ TG;}CIT
23" i 2 ot
J’ ’
Y Y X ] a0
J'=J k' =[j'el T€EN;r o TET 1 14
(2.59)

<o _ X X X Mg

NC2j*k(2JF)\NC*12J‘*k(FR) " k' TGA i’ k! TET i’ k!
27 Nzﬂ 2k’ ~2k

2 TH9

(2.60)

TeT”

2

1/2
— 2
[ [Mru(e)| d§> +0(27),
Negi—k (TN 155k (Tr)

where T” consists of those T in

oo 7
U U U Tk
J'=Jk'=[j'¢€] TGAj/’k/
such that 27(T') does not intersect Nggj—r () \Ng-12j-+ (T ). The notation 27" ~ 27
and 2% ~ 2% means that
i=J=c, k=K<,
for some large constant C’ depending only on C. In (Z358) i was first replaced by

261 Y% en

1’4 TEAj/’k/
27 NQJ ok’ ~2"

which is valid since the 1, ’s form a partition of unity (see (2:1])), and the 1, ’s coming

from those (j', k') not occurring in ([2.61) are vanishing on the domain of integration

in (Z58). It was then used that each 1. i is equal to ) ;o o Mrp+0 (27F).
3 kT

Furthermore, the assumption j > 2J was needed in (Z59) to restrict the sum to
the “good” tubes. By applying (2.32)) and summing a geometric series, the term in

@80) is Sy 27
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For the remaining term in [2.59), let p = 29=* and define Mz, by mu(f) =

Mrp(pg). Define 17,1/, by nr,1/,(x) = nr(z/p), and define o7, by hr,(£) =
Y (p€). Let { By, }m be a finitely overlapping cover of B(0,100p) by unit balls and
let {9 }m be a smooth partition of unity subordinate to this cover. Let ¢ be a
non-negative smooth function supported in Nac (2°T') \ W(2¢)-1(T'r), with ¢ ~ 1 on

Nc(2FT) \ Ng-1(T'r), such that
(2.62) |6@)| Sn 22l ™Y, = e R

Such a function can be constructed by summing over a smooth partition of unity
subordinate to a finitely overlapping cover of N¢(2FT') \ Ng-1(T'r) by unit balls.
This set has volume < 2%% so pairing the triangle inequality with the Schwartz
decay of each function in the partition gives (2Z.62). Define

Hg.j.k,p* = Z Z Z Z M, 1.

k' TEA i k! TGT i k!
2J NQJ 2k’ ~2"

Then by changing variables and using that 2.60) <y 27V,
2
de +27kN

sTHg

(2:63) @I S g5 [ 605 F Gottginsr) €

3e?
260 555 3 [ 6O 1F Gty OF de

(2.65) + 2% >

diSt(vaBn)ZPez
+27FN,
By Plancherel and by (2:62)), the summands in (2.68]) satisfy

[ HOF Oty OF Grtigs O

’ / / ¢(@ = Y)0m(2)0n(y) dpg i 1p (%) dm(y)’
(2.66) <y 200) =N
where the last line used the trivial bound (see (2Z.44])):
1g.5k.0ll 00 < 2000,

By the constraint k < j(1 — €), p is at least as large as 27¢, so by taking N much
larger than €3, the sum over the terms in 2.65) is <. 2719% which will be better
than the bound obtained on the other part and hence absorbed into it. The sum
in (Z64) will be controlled through the following.

Claim 2.5. Fix j, k and m as in (2.64)). Let p =6 and p’ = 3. If j > 2J then for
arbitrarily large N,

k(3-2 2—‘?‘7Q €)—ja _
/ () |F (Oumttg g ) (O dE Sey 2 (mF 5 =5749) =011 49k

/ SEF Dt 1) (EF Dty 0p) (©) de

where i, is the restriction of pup to 20k
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The proof of this claim will use the refined Strichartz inequality for the cone
(Theorem 2.8)), the precise statement and proof of which is postponed until Subsec-
tion 24 Summing the bound in Claim over m, k and j will then give a bound
on [Z354). A very similar strategy will then be used to bound (2E8), which will
conclude the proof of Claim 2.4

For fixed m,

(2.67) / () |F (It g ) (€)1

/Z Y Y FWaMren (@) d&

1’4 TGA/k/TET/k/Tg
27 Ngz b1 ~2k pTNBm#0

The following inequality will be shown to follow from “essential orthogonality” of
wave packets:

ee) @D+ Y Y Y Y [lohew@f

7 k' TEAj/,k/ TeTj/,k/,T,g
» WA
27" 27 27 ~2 pTﬂBm;’é@

The argument for this is similar to the usual derivation of the wave packet decom-
position (see e.g. [10, Section 3]), but will be summarised here for completeness.
By Plancherel the term ¥, in (Z67) can be removed first since it is < 1 every-
where. By the triangle inequality the sums in j’ and then k' can then be moved
outside the integral, since there are < 1 terms in each sum. The sum in 7 can be
expanded out using the inner product on L*(R?); for a given 7 € Aj 1/, there are
< 1sets 77 € Aj g such that 27/ N7 # 0, whilst the contribution of the other
terms is <y 27V by (Z3Z). The AM-GM inequality then allows the sum over 7
to be moved outside the integral. By Plancherel the sum over 7" can then be moved
outside the integral since the sets T are finitely overlapping, so this proves (2.68).

The decay term can be ignored, so it remains to bound the sum in (2.68). The
integral in (Z68) is roughly the L? average of [, over the cone (ignoring rescaling).
The usual method of controlling the L? averages of 1i over surfaces uses duality
and Cauchy-Schwarz to reduce the problem to bounding ||Ef||z2(z), where Ef is
a Fourier extension operator and H is a weight function corresponding to u (as in
e.g. [0]). Since pg is not a positive measure this duality step will be slightly more
involved, but it still works by extracting the measure p out of p4 as follows. By
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Plancherel,

DD VRS DD S L

k' TEA/k/TET/k/Tg
2] NQJ 2k ~2k pTNBy, #0

"Try T

! TGA/k/TET/k/Tg
2 ~2d 2k ~2k pTN By, £0

L Josmpnien () [[5 (r)io] o

(2.69) / Z oYY (M) # Gy dlopn),

1’4 TEA i’ k! TET i’k
29 Nga ok’ ~2’“ pTﬂBm;ﬁ@

where pup is the pushforward of p under y — py. To compress the notation, let
W be the entire set of (inflated) tubes T occurring in (2.69):

W = U U {5=20T:T€Tjprg:pT 0By #0},
j/ 4 TEAj/’k/
2j/N2j 2klf\~421C

and for each such S let
(270) fS = I:(MT,p*/'L)nT,l/p] * ’Q/JT)p.

By Cauchy-Schwarz (with respect to the measure ),

()

where ji,, is the restriction of pyuu to 2'°%9B, . After some minor adjustments
and mollifications, this will be in a form more amenable to the refined Strichartz
inequality; the application of which will be the final major step in the proof. Each
fs is essentially supported in a rescaled tube S of dimensions

1/2

dpim HMMH1/2 +2_kN7

2
Do fs

Sew

(2.71) }/ > fsdpyp

Sew

o 9R(=1/248) o ok(=1/2+48) | 9k
Each fg has Fourier transform ?; supported in a cap of dimensions
~ 2F/2 5 9k % 1,

in a ~ 1 neighbourhood of the cone 2*T". Each rescaled tube S has direction normal
to the corresponding cap 7. Let f = > g fs, so that fis supported in a ball
around the origin of radius C""2* for some sufficiently large constant C”. Let ¢ be
a smooth non-negative even bump function equal to 1 on B(0,C") and supported
in B(0,2C"), and let ¢y (£) = p(£/2%). Then f = For, and so by Cauchy-Schwarz,

2 ~ 2 2 ~
IFI7 = 1F = @ul” S 17+ |2kl -
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Putting this into the integral in (Z71)) gives

/Zfs

Sew

dum—/lfl dumN/IfI * |k | ditm

= [ 14 G 152D S [ 1P diims

23k

where

P,k 3= Pom * Ck, N, G (@) = ———.

" " 1+ 25N gV
It remains to bound f |f |2 dpim, k- By dyadic pigeonholing and the triangle inequal-
ity, there is a subset W' C W such that || fs||2 is constant up to a factor of 2 as S
ranges over W', and

2
b1, + 27N

@1 U dus S r0e () [| Y g

Sew’

Strictly speaking, in order for this pigeonholing argument to work, some trivial
lower and upper bounds are needed on || fs||2 to restrict the range of dyadic values.
By (Z79) below each || fs||2 satisfies

1/2

Ifsllo S (> I Mrpepll3

S=2pTeW
Since the bound on (Z69) to eventually be proved below is (Z8T), by (Z75) the
contribution to (Z69) of the sum over those fs with
1/2

Ifslly < 2719999 1 " [\ Mrppepll3 |
S=2pTeW

will automatically satisfy ([2.81]), so by the triangle inequality it may be assumed
that all every S € W has || fs||, lying in a range of < log (27) dyadic values, so that
the inequality (2772) holds.

Cover the support of f, 1 with 2-k/273 Jattice cubes Q, and partition the cubes
Q according to the dyadic number of tubes S € W’ such that 25 intersects Q. By
pigeonholing again, there is a union Y of 27%/27Z3-]attice cubes Q, contained in a
ball of radius 1, such that each @ intersects the same dyadic number M of tubes
25 with S € W (up to a factor of 2), and such that

oy [ > i

Sew’ Sew’
Recall that p = 6 and p’ = 3, so that % = % + 17. By Holder’s inequality with
respect to Lebesgue measure, the integral in the right-hand side of (Z73) satisfies

(2.74) / Z fS Z fS (/Yufn/,f)wpl.

Sew’ Sew’ Lr(Y)

dﬂm k-

dpim 1 S log (2 /

d,umk <
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Hence it remains to bound each term of the product in [Z74). Recall that each
tube S € W’ is of the form S = 2pT, where T is a tube of dimensions

and g (107) < 2k0G0—a”/2)=ali=k) Ly the definition of good tubes (see (Z3) and
@4)). Since j > 2J, the measure fi,, 1, satisfies

paa5) < [ [ Gota=pdedippn

<N / / G (& — ) du d(ppp)(y) + 27
R3 J4SNB(y,2-+(1-9)

. /55 /Rs G (@ = ) dzd(pyp) (y) + 27
S / d(pyn)(y) +27
58

:/ dp(y) +27*
10T

< 2k(5057a*/2)7o¢(j7k) )

This can be interpreted as saying that “good” tubes for y are automatically “good”
tubes for its mollified and localised version pip, k. Similarly, by the uncertainty
principle, for any € R and r > 0,

(2.75) ok (B(2,7)) < 2ia(jik)7ﬁav ke lloo 23k7jaa

see e.g. [1, Lemma 3.1] for a proof. The second term of the product in (2774)
therefore satisfies

Y Y

(3k—jo)(p' /2-1)
< 2 Jo)(p

ST S s

(276) < 216[3(;0//2—1)+506—a*/2+a]—jap'/2 (M) ]
~ M
This bounds the second term in (2.74).

The first term in [274]) will be bounded using the refined Strichartz inequality;
see Theorem 2.8 for the precise statement and subsequent proof. The inequality
in Theorem 2.8 is for R'/?-cubes in B(0, R) with R > 1, so applying Theorem 2.8
with R = 2% and p = 6 to the rescaled functions gs(z) = fs (27%z) gives

o\ 1/2
k) . v
Seg 27 B2 <W) ( > ||fs||§> :

Sew’

(2.77)

> fs

Sew’

Lr(Y)
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Applying (Z70) and Z77) to (the square root of) each term in (Z74) gives

1/p’
S fo (/ ui/i> i 2

sew  llroeyy

1/2
E3(p'/2—1)—a* /2+a+3/2+€]—ja /2 2
<, 202 /++/+]”||um||“2<2“f5”2> |
Sew’

(2.78)

since 0 < € depends only on €. Applying Plancherel twice to the functions fg (see

210)) yields
(2.79) 1Fslly S I0z,pmpl

Putting this chain of inequalities together will conclude the proof of Claim To
summarise,

/ () |F (g p) (O de

2

< / S F (O M) €)] d (by @TD)
2pTeW
(2.80)
<3 / My pa)]? dz + 27 (by @5))
2pTEW
=/ 7 [(Mrpew)iray,) * rpd(ppp) +27N (by (259))
2pTEW
9 1/2
< / SC | du | ]2 27 (by ETI)
Sew
1/2
3/2 _
< log ()% / Zfs A | N2 27 (by @T3))
Y |sew
/ 2 1/2 kN
<log ()| S gs| (L) bl e oy @TD)
sew ey MY
<o 25[3(p’/2—1)—o¢*/2+o¢+3/2+2€]—jo¢/2><
(2.81)
1/2
[T B VA ey (by @TR)).
2pTeW

In the last line the log (27) factors were absorbed into the 2%¢ term; see (2.6]) and
(290). The sum in the last line is the same as the one in (280), so division gives

2k 1o 1Y o _
Z /|MTp ‘u daj SE,N 27 [3(p'/2—1)—a" /2+a+3/2+5¢€] Ja”ﬂm” +2 kN
20TEW
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Putting this bound into (280) gives

2k '/2—1)—a* « €]l—ja —
/ G(E) |F (Imptg jirpr) ()7 dE Seny 297 BW 2Nzl [2hadt8/2ad =g )y 9=kN

< ok (3-% i—‘?‘f‘;‘)—,JrSe)fja”umH Py

This finishes the proof of Claim
By summing the bound from Claim over m and substituting into (2.64]),
using k& > =I5 — 2 and using (Z60) for the off-diagonal terms (since k < j(1 — ¢),

10°
the choice N > ¢~* works),
(2.82) / [ (29€)|? de 5 2w (20T 107 e
Nog—k (D\Ng—15-1 (T'r)

Putting this into (254 gives
li(1—e)]

> x| IR

52 (1—r) 1 k=(2j(1—r) | —2 Y Nea=r D \Wo-15-k (Tr)
Li—e)]

< 207 4 Z Z 9i(s'~a) . 2k[§(—3+2a—a*)+%+107e]
emax{27,(1-k) =1} k=(2j(1—r)| 2
<907 4 3 of [ —art Jr (=3+2a—a") 4 4 4+107¢]
>max{2J,(1-r)~1}
(2.83)
Se 297,

for a sufficiently large constant C, since p’ = 3, 3/2 < a < 5/2, ¢ < 1 and by the
definition of s in (Z35). The trivial bound |fiy(¢)| < RO for ¢ € B(0, R), coming
from (Z46]), was used to handle the terms with j < 2.J. This bounds the sum in
2.59).

It remains to bound the sum in [2355]), which may be written as

o, 1 1 e
(281) 3 2 1)/127«14@ /27/0 T (e (0))? dodr | dt.

J2(1—r)=*

By applying a similar argument to ([2.57)-(260), for each j > 2J in [284)) the
function fi, can be replaced by

j
GeY Y Y Y
i k=Li(1—2¢)] T€A; , TET  4ry
9d’ Loi
The function i, ; is supported in the ball of radius 217 centred at the origin, and
therefore satisfies 14, ; = 14,5 (2/21%7°) for a smooth non-negative bump function
¢ equal to 1 on B(0,1), which vanishes outside B(0,2). Hence for 7,6 and ¢ in the
domain of integration in (2.84]), the Schwartz decay of @ gives

g5 (r(O) S (I72g.5] % () (r2(0))

93048
1+210j5N|I|N .

(2.85) (v(x 4+ w) SN 210j5NAN<N(x) w,z € R?, |lw| < A,

where (n(z) = The function {5 has the property that
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for any constant A > 1, and therefore the function |z, ;| *(n also has this property.
By the definition of v, in ([2.49)),

Y:(0) = V1 —t29'(0) + t7(0) x 7'(0)

o+ — Vi ey 0+ 1)

V2
:%7<9+W—M>+O(l—t),

where ¢t ~ 1. Since 0 < 1 —¢ < 277079 and r ~ 27, the constancy property (Z85)
of |fig.;] * (v therefore gives

| ) .
i (r ()] S 2N (75 e ) (W <9 . @)) ,

on the domain of integration in (2.84]). Applying Cauchy-Schwarz and using ¢ < €
gives

iz (e O)* Sav 29N (1figs |« ) (ﬁ”y (9 . @)) .

Hence

1 1 29 por ,
iy 0 dfdr | dt
/172—;'(176) V1—1t2 /211/0 |ig.5 (rye(6))] T

27 27
< . 9j(—1/2+5eN) — 2 r
(2.86) S 2 Lo (o) <—ﬁv(9>> ao dr.

By the essentially constant property of (, this double integral satisfies

/;1 /0% ("I‘L\J’F * CN) (%7(@) do dr

<n 2j(106N—1)/ (|@|2 *CN) () de

N1(29T)
<y 270105N 1) / / 5 (€ — y)? de | dy+ 29N
B(0,27¢) | JN(2iT)
(2.87) < 930108V —1) / | (O de + 27N,
N, 55 (29T)

This integral is essentially a special case of the integral in (Z51) with k& ~ j; if
j > 2J then similar working to the proof of Claim 23] used to obtain ([Z82), gives

(2.88) / g () de 5, 2/t (CamamanuTe]
Noy.gje (29T)
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Putting all of this together, the sum in ([Z53) satisfies

1
3 2j<s'71>/ .
1—9—i(1—e) /1 —t2

j2(1=r)~1

27 2m
(/ / g (r(0))1” d6 dr) dt
2i-1 Jo

<n 297 +
>max{27(1-k)-1}

27 27
2j(s’,3/2+5Ne)/ / (|'L/L!:J|2 % CN) (T"y(@)) do dr (by M)
2i-1.J0
<y 297 + >

j>max{2J,(1—x)~1}

ez [ i () d + 279N (by (ZED)

Nz.zjé(rzj)
jls'+L—a+2 (- a—a* €
<. 907 4 Z 2][ +i—at b (=342 J+TNe] (by (E9)
j>max{2J,(1-x)~1}
(2.89) <29,

for some large constant C, since p’ = 3, by the definition of s’ in ([2.35]), and by

taking N ~ ¢~ 1/%, Putting Z83)) and 39) into [Z54) and (Z55) shows that the
integral in (Z37) satisfies

21
/ / 2|7 (A (6) + 12 (8) x A/ (0))] dBdy <. 27
0<mi<ng

which finishes the proof of Claim 2.4l
Putting the bounds from Claim 23] and Claim 2] into ([Z33]), and then into

ZZ5), gives
HU(E) S jo2 2.

At this point, choose

(2.90) J = (joe)/(2C)],
so that
H'(E) < €,

provided §; is sufficiently small (depending on €), since jo > |log, d1|. This bounds
H!(E) in the case where the second term of ([Z.12)) dominates. Since H!(E) < € in
either case and € is arbitrary (with the implicit constant independent of €'), this
implies that H1(E) = 0. By inner regularity of the Lebesgue measure, this shows
that

4o 5 2a+1
9 + 6" 3

dim g (A) > dim mg(supp v) > max {

} — 200/,

for a.e. § € [0,27). Since a countable union of measure zero sets has measure zero,
sending € — 0 along a countable sequence finishes the proof. O
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2.3. Nonstationary phase. The following lemma states that if the angle of a tube
T is not equal to the angle of projection 6, then mgu(Mrf) is negligible. Recall
the notation (£7)* = (7 4+ 4£7) mod 27 if 7 lies in the forward light cone, and
(£7)* = L7 if 7 lies in the backward light cone.

Lemma 2.6. Fiz 6 € [0,27) and a cap T € Aj . If
(2.91) [(£7)" — 6] > 103 . 2k(=1/2+9),

then for any positive smooth function f supported in the unit ball of R® and any
T e Tjﬁkﬂ-,

174 (M )| 2 o 202y SN 27N £,
for arbitrarily large N.

Proof. Assume that 7 lies in the forward light cone; the proof for the backward
light cone is similar. For any smooth function g supported in the unit ball and any
€ y(0)*,

(2.92) (ropa)(@) = [ gla+tr(6) at

where the density (mg4¢)(z) is characterised by

/F (m09)(x) A2 (2) = (ag) (F),

for all Borel sets F' C (). Applying ([292) and then Fubini to the function
g = My f shows that for any = € v(0)*,

299 (ropdtrn)) = [ 1) | [+ 00D+ 000) vyt a

R
The innermost integral is

(2.94) / 0+ ty(8)) P (& + 1(6) — y) dt

= | @ (eePmiery { / i (x + ty(6)) e ) dt} de.
R3 R

By integrating by parts m times, the innermost integral of this is

(2.95) / (2 + t4(6))e2THETO) gy
R

= (wmeom) Lo (@) oo

Therefore it will suffice to show that the right-hand side of (Z35)) is <, 2729 in
size for any m, whenever the variable £ occurring in (295]) lies in 1.17. Assume
without loss of generality that Z7 = 0. By translating z and changing variables
in ¢ it may be further assumed that 7" is centred at the origin. Since Z7 = 0 this
means that

T=UA([0,1]*),

where A : R? — R3 is the linear map

(21,22, 23) = (2—j+k<1/2+5>x172—j+k<1/2+6>$2, 2—<j—k>+1«s$3) 7
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and U is the unitary defined through the standard basis by

1 1
e — —(1,0, 1), €2 — €9, e3 — —(—1,0, 1)

V2 V2
By (@2.91),
(2.96) £:= |0 — 7| > 1032k(=1/2+9),
Write ¢ ¢
§= ZFLON+&0,1,0+5(-101), &&&eR
Since £ € 1.17, the coefficients &7, &, &3 satisfy
27 4 4 27—k ,

. — <& <10-27, 2| < 1027777 —— < &3 < 10-2777.
2.97 g Sa <10 2, €] <10 277F/2 o &) <10-277F
The inner product of £ and () is

_& §asinf &3
(2.98) (€,7(0)) = 5 (1+ cosb) + NG t3 (1 —cosb).
Hence by ([2.96), (2917), [2.98)) and the triangle inequality,
(2.99) (€70 2 27 (2 2777072),

It remains to bound the integrand of (Z95]). The function 7y can be written as
nr(x) = (A U*x)

. + x3 . o T3 — I
= p [ 29-k(1/2+0) (L ),23 R(1/240) gy 3 —k=h3 (7>),
! ( \/5 ? \/5

where 7 is a smooth function vanishing outside B(0,2) and satisfying n ~ 1 on
[0,1]3. Hence

(2.100) nr(z +ty(0)) = n(A™ Uz + tA~ U*(0)),
and it will suffice to bound ’AilU**y(O)’ from above. By the definition of U,

U*(0) = (%«1,0, 120}, (0.1,0).5(0), 56 0) (1.0, 1>>) ,

and so
9i—k(1/2+5)

7 ((1,0,1),~(6)),

(2.101) A7'U*(0) = <

9 —k—ks
It will be shown that the definition of ¢ and the assumption in ([2:96]) imply that
(2.102) |ATIU*~(0)] < e27R(1/2+9),

To see this, expanding out the Euclidean norm of (ZI0T) gives
(2.103)

|ATTU*y(0)] ~ |1 + cos 0] 207 F(1/2H0) 1 |gin g| 20 F(1/2H0) 4 93 =k=kS |1 _ o5 .
The last term satisfies

2j—k—k§6 |1 _ COS@| S 2j—k—k§6 5 52‘7‘—}2}(]./2-{-(5)7

2/ H1/2H0) (0,1, 0),(6)),
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where the last inequality follows from the assumed lower bound (Z96) on €. The
second term in (2.I03) satisfies

|Sin9| 2j7k(1/2+5) < |9 _ 7_‘,| 2j7k(1/2+5) €2j7k(1/2+5),

again by the definition of ¢ in (2:96). Similarly, the first term in (2I03) satisfies
|1+ cos 0] 207 F(1/2H0) — |cos § — cos | 207 F(1/2+9)
< |9 — 7r| 2j—k(1/2+5)

_ gi—k(1/245),
which proves (2.102). Differentiating (ZI00) m times and using [2102) gives

d\" ) m
= < j—k(1/2+6)
(2.104) ‘ (dt) nr(x + tw(@))‘ Sin (52 ) .

Putting (299 and (ZI04) into (Z95]) and then using (298] gives
[ e+ eonetene a
R

Putting this into (295), then ([294) and then ([2393]), and taking m large enough,
gives

—2ké
< 27 2k0m.

7o M f || poo m 22y Sv (| FI1127F.

Since M f is supported in a ball of radius ~ 1, this gives
703 M fll Ly @3 22y SN 1 Fl127FY. 0

2.4. Refined Strichartz inequality. This main inequality of this subsection will
make use of the decoupling theorem for the cone, from [I] (stated here only in R3
with p < 6).

Theorem 2.7 ([Il Theorem 1.2]). Let K > 1. Let {7} be a finitely overlapping
cover of the truncated cone

={(le) eR®:1< gl <2}

by bozes T of dimensions 1 x K~1 x K=2, with each T contained in the ~ K 2-
neighbourhood of I'. Let F = )" _F; be such that each F. has Fourier transform
supported in 7. Then for 2 <p <6 and any € > 0,

1/2
1F]l, < CK* <Z ||Fflli> :

Fix R > 1 and § > 0. The proof of the refined Strichartz inequality for the cone
in R? given here is similar to the paraboloid case from [I1], with a few extra steps
(similar to those in [12]) needed to deal with the obstruction that boxes dual to
R~'/2-caps in the cone do not intersect R'/? cubes in a clean way. Let Y be a
disjoint union of cubes Q of side length R'/?, all contained in Br = B3(0, R). The
truncated cone

= {([e) eR®:1<[¢] <2}
has a finitely overlapping cover by boxes (or caps) 6 of dimensions

1x R-Y2x RN
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For each 6, Bg has a finitely overlapping cover by tubes T" of dimensions
RW/2A+0) o p(/2)(148) » 3R,

with long axis normal to the cone at 6. Let Ty be the set of tubes corresponding
to 0 and let T = J, Ty.

Theorem 2.8. For any p with 2 < p < 6 and for any € > 0, there ezists §y < €
such that the following holds whenever § € (0,dp). Suppose that

f:ZfTa

Tew

where W C T is nonempty, and frlp, is essentially supported in T with f; essen-
tially supported in 6(T). Suppose further that || fr|2 is constant over T € W up to
a factor of 2, and that each Q C 'Y intersects at most M tubes 2T with T € W,
where M > 1. Then

1_1 1/2
o (MR™3/2\2"%
(2105)  |[fllsrer) < CosR (W) (Z ||fT|§> .

TeW

Remark 2.9. The definition assumed here for “fr|p, is essentially supported in

T will be that || frl z2p\ 7 < CNR™M| frll, for some sufficiently large but fixed

positive integer N > 1. Similarly “?; is essentially supported in 6(T)” will mean

that HE‘ < CnR™Y|fr|,- The constant C 5 in the inequality may also
L2(R3\O(T))

depend implicitly on the choice of N and corresponding Cp, but the dependence

will be ignored since it is not important (the proof works for any sufficiently large

fixed N). Similarly, the power R~ in the proof may vary from line to line, but
this will be suppressed in the notation.

Proof of Theorem[2Z8. The proof is by induction on the dyadic range of R; the
inductive step will be handled by Lorentz rescaling and decoupling. By dyadic
pigeonholing of the cubes @ C Y, it may be assumed that each cube contributes
equally to the left-hand side of [2I0%]), up to a factor of 2. Create a finitely
overlapping cover of the cone I' with larger boxes 7 of dimensions

~1x R™Y4x R7/2,
and for each 7, create a finitely overlapping cover of Br by boxes [J of dimensions
R1/2)(+0) o pB/HA+0) o R

with directions dual to 7(d). Each T' € W has a finitely overlapping cover by boxes
T’ of dimensions

R1/4+6/2 RL/2+6/2

100 7 100

with long axis normal to the cone at §(T), and short axis in the flat direction
of the cone at 6(T). For each T’ in the cover of T, define §(T') = 6(T) and
fr = x1 fr, where the functions y7 form a smooth partition of unity such that
each yr (restricted to B(0, R)) is essentially supported in 7" with Fourier transform
supported in a box of dimensions

R71/4 y Rfl/Q y R1
100 100 100’

x 3R,
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centred at the origin and with axis directions dual to 77. Such a partition can
be constructed using the Poisson summation formula; the functions yx7+ may be
complex-valued but satisfy |x7/| < 1. Each frs has Fourier transform essentially
supported in 1.10(T").

For each T’ there are < 1 caps 7 such that 8(T') N7 # 0, so each 6(T") can be
paired to exactly one such 7 = 7(6(7")). Similarly, for this 7, the tube T” can be
paired to exactly one set [0 = O(7(0(T"))) corresponding to 7 such that 77 C [,
and each T can be similarly paired to exactly 1 set OJ (this is not trivial since 6(T")
may not be in the centre of 7, but requires only some elementary geometry of the
cone). For each dyadic value o and each O, let

(2.106) W/D,a' ={T":T'~T for some T € W,

oT') ~r(@), T'~0, |frl, € lo,20)},
where the use of ~ in (2.I06) refers to the aforementioned pairings. For each dyadic
value 1 let Wp ., be the subset consisting of those T' € W3 such that the number

of boxes T" € W’ , in the larger tube 7" = T'(T") which contalns T’ lies in [, 2u).
By this deﬁnition

2 2
(2.107) Il S /p, T eWh,
where c is the dyadically constant value of || fr||, assumed in the theorem statement.
Let
fD,a',u = Z fT’ s
TEWy

Then f = Y0, , f0.eu+ O (R supy || frlly) in B(0,R). Each O has a finitely
overlapping cover by boxes @ of dimensions

RU/A+6/4 o R1/245/4  R3/4+8/4
with the same axis orientations as [J. For each (let {xq }oy be a smooth partition

of unity, such that each x g is essentially supported in and rapidly decaying outside
of @, and has Fourier transform supported in a box of dimensions

R71/4 X R71/2 X R73/4,

centred at the origin and with long direction in the flat direction of 7(0).

For each dyadic triple (M’, o, 1), let Yg a0, be the union of those boxes Qp
with the property that Qp intersects N € [M',2M") sets 107" with 7" € W ..
Define

XYO, Ml o — E : XQo-
QDQYD,]\/I/,O',}J.

By dyadic pigeonholing, there exists a fixed triple (M’, o, 1) such that

||f||LP( <N IOgR dufl:’au

+R‘ngp||fT||2,
L(Q)

for a fraction > 1/(log R)? of the cubes @ C Y (the sup is not strictly necessary
since || fr||2 is essentially constant in T'). By dyadically pigeonholing the remaining
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cubes, there exists a collection B of sets [ such that ‘W’D o u‘ is constant up to a

factor of 2 as [J ranges over B, and such that

+ R sup | frll,
Lr(Q)

ZXYDfDU,u

OeB

(2.108) ||fHLp(Q) ~N logR

for a fraction > 1/(log R)* of the cubes Q C Y, where Y = Yo, v 6, for the fixed
triple (M’, o, 1) and for each O. By dyadically pigeonholing the remaining cubes
again, there is a dyadic number M” and a fraction > 1/(log R)® of the cubes Q C Y’
satisfying (2.I08), such that each cube 2Q intersects ~ M" different sets Yg, as O
ranges over B. Let Y’ be the union of these remaining cubes Q C Y.

The R'/2-cubes Q are smaller than the sets [J by at least a factor of R%/2 in every
direction, which means that for every cap 7, each R'/?-cube Q intersects < 1 sets
[0 € B corresponding to 7. Moreover, since the short axis of each box Qg points
in the long direction of 7(0), the functions xyg fo,s,, each have Fourier transform
essentially supported in C7(0) away from the origin. Applying the decoupling
theorem for the cone (see Theorem [Z7]) to (ZT08) therefore gives

Ifllzecq)
1/2

SNeb R0 Z HXYDfD,muHQLP(RJQ) +RY SlTlp 17l

OeB
Yon2Q+#0

1/p

1_1

< RO (1)1 (ZHXYDfD,U,A!’;p(Rs@) PR s lirl:
OeB

In the first inequality, the restriction Yg N 2Q # 0 defining the sum comes from
restricting the sum in (2.108) first, using the constraint that each x ¢, is essentially
supported in Qg, by construction. Taking both sides to the power p and summing
over ) C Y’ yields

(2.109)  [Ifll ey S (og R)® || fll oy

1/p
SNye,s Re/3 (M") 27 (Z HfDUHHLP (Yp) > —|—R7NSI%P||fT||2-
OeB

After applying a Lorentz rescaling L on the Fourier side, which is unitarily equiva-
lent to (€1, &a,&3) — (&1, RY*€&, RY2&5), the set O becomes a cube L1 () of side
lengths ~ R'/2. The boxes Q@ become cubes L~(Qn) of radius R'/4+%/4. The
function L can be defined as the unique linear map which rescales 7(CJ) by R4
along its intermediate axis and by R'/? along its short axis; this map leaves the flat
direction of the cone at 7 fixed and applies a parabolic rescaling along parabolic
sections of the cone in the other directions (see e.g. [5, pp. 84-85] for a description).
Under this rescaling, the boxes T’ become tubes L~(T") of dimensions

~ R/A+8/2 o R1/4+3/2 o R1/2
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normal to the rescaled boxes L(G(T’))ﬂ. The rescaled version of each fr+ has Fourier
transform essentially supported in 1.1L(6(T")).

For a given cube L~!(Qp), the number of tubes 2L~ 1(T") intersecting L~(Qn)
is < M’ by the pigeonholing step. Assume inductively that the theorem holds
with R replaced by any R < R3/4. Applying Lorentz rescaling and this inductive
assumption at scale ~ R'/? to each summand in the right-hand side of (ZI09) gives

1
2

1
1 1/2

M/R73/2
Ses CepRPTOO | — > el

W
‘ O,o,p Tewy,

Hf‘:’#’xHHLP(YD)

The R~3/2 factor in the preceding inequality comes from the ~ R~3/* factor in the
inequality assumed at scale ~ R'/2 multiplied with the R—3/* factor arising from
the Jacobian of the Lorentz rescaling map.

Putting this into ([2I09), and recalling that ‘WID,U, #’ is essentially constant as
(] ranges over B, gives

(2.110)  [[fllze(y) Sess Ce,sRP/0TO@)

32\ 7 v\ 1
M/ MR- ,
B RLATR i N Y O ST
‘WD,(W’ OeB \T'eWy
By (ZI07), the dyadically constant assumption on ’W/D,U,u” the dyadically con-

stant assumption || fr||, ~ ¢ in the theorem statement, and the dyadically constant
property of || fr[|, from (2.106),

p/2 o\ /2
2 C
S{2 i) sm (el S)
OeB TIEW,D,U,“ H
‘W/ p/2
DJ;H‘ 2
SIB | e X frlls
Win =,
Taking both sides to the power 1/p gives
p/2\ /P ’W’ 1/2
O,o,u 2
ST S sl SBMYP S S Il
OeB TeWr , |W|M Tew

I This is not trivial since 6 may not lie exactly in the centre of 7; one justification is as follows.
The map L~ sends the unit normal at #(T") to a normal at L(6(T")), whilst L~ sends the short
axis %(cos 0,sin0,1) of T’ to a vector of size ~ 1, which lies in the same half of the light cone
as L(6(T")), and this vector therefore makes an angle ~ 1 with the normal to L(6). The third
axis of T’ makes an angle < R™/* with the vector (—sin7,cosT,0), whose image under L'
1/4. Since the directions of these three image vectors are ~ 1

linearly independent and since L has determinant R3/%, this determines the direction and radius
of L=H(T").

is the same vector scaled by R™
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Putting this into (ZI10) gives
2111) [[fllLe(y) Ses CegR*/ 0T

1 1/p 1/2
(M/M//R3/2>7 |B|‘WDU,U.‘ Z ||f H2

X[ ———— — 1 T )
W[ W[ ?

TeWw

==

It remains to bound the two terms out the front of the right-hand side. For the
second term,

Wip = > p 2 > > 1 ~ [BI|Wh,,|

Tew OeB T'eW’D,U,M
Division gives
|B| ‘WD o ,u‘
(2.112) — <1,
(Wl

which bounds the second bracketed term in (ZITT]). For the first term in 2111,
fix any cube Q@ C Y’. Then (denoting Lebesgue measure by m)

M M 5 Z M’

OeB
YON2Q#0
s Yy Ameattd
ber aoo m™(¥YDN3Q)
YOoN2Q#0
m(Qn N 3Q)
2.11 < —_—
(2.113) S XX X Lanns0)
OeB QoCYo T'eWn, ,
Ypn2Q#0 10T NQ£D
(2.114) <y ¥ ¥ m(gmir?;@
bes aocvo menr, MYBN3Q)
Ypn2Q#0 2T (T )NQ£D

<2 2]
OeB T'eWpg , ,
2T (T")NQHD

(2.115) < u,

where T(T”) is the large tube such that 7" is one of the boxes covering T(T").
Abbreviate T(T") by T. The only step in the preceding chain of inequalities that
does not follow straightforwardly from the definitions is that ([2ZIT3]) is bounded by
([Z114); to check this it suffices to show that given 00 € B, 7" € Wi | and a cube
Qcy’

(2.116) QoN3Q#0and 107" NQn#0 = 2T(T")NQ #0.

To verify this, the assumption 1077 N Qg # 0 implies that Qg C 207" (the set
L~Y(Qp) is a cube of side lengths RY/4+%/4 whilst L~1(T") is a tube of side lengths
~ RYAH0/2 5 RU/A+3/2 5 R1/2 as outlined in the Lorentz rescaling step). The set
1.5T contains B(0,2R)N207" 2 Qg (for sufficiently large R), since the two shorter
side lengths of T exceed those of T” by a factor of 100. Therefore 1.5T contains
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Qo N 3Q and in particular intersects 3Q. Hence 2T N Q # ) since the side lengths
of T' are much bigger than those of Q. This verifies (2116

Putting (2112) and (ZI13) into @ITI)) gives

11 1/2
. MR—3/2 27 p
Wl 5 oot (M) (5 1)

Tew
The induction will close if § is small enough compared to €, and if R > Ry for
some large constant Ry, depending on € and §, which is large enough to eliminate
implicit constants (the theorem holds with constant C. 5 if R < Ry). This finishes
the proof. O

3. PROJECTIONS ONTO 2-DIMENSIONAL PLANES: PROOFS OF THEOREM [I.2],
AND OF PROPOSITION 3.4]

Theorem (and a higher dimensional result, Proposition B4]) will both be
deduced as corollaries of the following more general proposition. To state it, let
G e C? (ﬁ, S’d) for some nonempty bounded open set  C R?~! and define 3(a) =
Bec(a) to be the supremum over all 3 > 0 such that

1
(5.1 [ IRRAGWE dpdy < Coslilentin .
1/2

for all Borel measures p supported in the unit ball and all R > 1. Equivalently,
B(a) is the supremum over all 8 > 0 such that

(32 | IRERP de < Caslullat) R,
N/ r(T(G))

for all Borel measures p supported in the unit ball and all R > 1. See e.g. [26] for
the equivalence of (B1]) and ([B2)), and see Eq. (LA) in Subsection [Tl on notation
for the definition of I'(G).

Proposition 3.1. Let Q be a nonempty bounded open set in R~ and fix F,G €
Cc? (ﬁ, Sd), such that (F,G) =0,

(3.3) rank (G DF) =d, rank(F DG)=rankDG =d -1,
and
(3.4) rAnelu% ‘det (F(y) G(y) DF(y)+ /\DG(y))| >0,

yeN

where DF and DG denote the (d+ 1) x (d — 1) matrices of partial derivatives of F
and G. Let m, be projection onto span{F(y),G(y)}.
Fiz a € (0,d +1), and let pu be a Borel measure on R with diamsupp p < C.
If s <min {e, Ba(e) + 3} < 2 then
/Q I (mysp) dy Sa,s,c,r,6,0 Calp)p (RdH) )
and if min {a,ﬂg(a) + %} > 2, then

2
/ ||7Ty#/i||L2(Rd+1,H2) dy Sa,C,RGﬂ Cap)p (Rd+1) .
Q
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Consequently, for any analytic set B C R+
1
dim 7, (B) > min {Z,dimB,ﬂg(dimB) + 5} for a.e. y € Q,

and if min {dim B, B¢ (dim B) + 3} > 2 then H*(my(B)) > 0 for a.e. y € (0.

Remark 3.2. Roughly speaking, the condition (3.3) means that F' is a partial de-
rivative of G, and that the 2-dimensional plane spanned by F(y) and G(y) does not
get stuck in any hyperplane as y varies. The two examples that Proposition [3.1] is
based on are Theorem [[.2] and Proposition[3.4] which will both be deduced as corol-
laries in Subsection Bl by verifying the conditions of Proposition [31] in each case.
The conditions (B3) and ([B4) were originally obtained by proving Theorem
and Proposition [3.4] separately, and then formalising the assumptions which make
the proof work; the inequality ([B.4]) ensures that a Jacobian in the proof does not
vanish.

Proof of Proposition [l Assume that Q = (0,1)9~14 B(0, §) for some small § > 0;
without loss of generality it suffices to bound the integral over (0,1)?~!. Given «
and p with ¢, (1) < oo, let

(3.5) e (O,min{%,m})

Set

(3.6) ot = min{?,a— €, B(a) + % —10(d + 1)61/4}, k=1- 2(%—1)

Then o* > 0 and x € (0,1) by B.5). Using Frostman’s lemma and the Fourier
energy, it suffices to show that

(3.7) / o2 / R nF () + G dydn < max {Ta (), |l ca (1)}
R2 [0,1]d=1

To show this, by symmetry it suffices to bound the integral over the positive quad-
rant Ri. This integral can be written as

[ RnEQ) + GO dydy
1

Ri [0) ]d—l
(3.8) — [ R EG) G dydy
m>n5 >0 [0,1]4-1
(3.9) +/ In “*’2/ i (mF(y) +12G () dydn.
0<n1<ns [0,1]d—1
Let
(3.10) E=E&my) =mF(y) +mG(y).
Then

——| =|det (F(y) G(y) mDF(y)+mDG(y))| = ni
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by the assumption in (34). Applying the change of variables from BI0) to the
integral in ([B.8]) therefore results in

/ |n*/ A () + maG(y)? dydn
171>772>0 [O,l]df1

Sl [

since o* + (1 — k)(d — 1) < o by (B.0).
For the remaining integral in (3.9), define r and ¢ as functions of n; and 7, by

MA@ de < ullealp) + Ln(p),

(3.11) r? = 17% + 775, 1o = 1t
so that
drdt |  v1-—1t2
dny dn r

Using the change of variables from B.10) and (B11]), the integral in (3:9) will be
shown to satisfy

/ n
0<n1<ns

/[ L BEQ) G dydn
071d—1

Sel
(3.12)
i(1—€)]
DY Z
ji>(1—k)~t k= L2g(1 K)
1—2~ (k+1) 9j(a"—1) )
[ / S G dydr
12~ Joi-1 Jo e VI =12
+
7>
1 gila~1) 5
[ R pea e
1-2-i0-9 Jai-1 Jjg pja-1 V1 —12
Sel
(3.13)
5 Lj(lz—:eu o
* J 2ot [ ()|
i2(—r) 1 k=(2j(1—r)] -2/ Noa-+ T(EUT(G))
(3.14)

1 a*—1)
2 )
+ E rG dy dr dt,
/1_2—@'—1)(17& ~/2 /[0 1)d V-2 l (rG W)l dy

iz(1-r)"
where C > 2 is a large constant to be chosen in a moment,
Gily) == V1= t2F(y) +1G(y),

and T'(G) assumes G has domain [0,1]471 + B(0, ). The only preceding inequality
that does not follow from the change of variables and a dyadic decomposition is
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that (312) is bounded by BI3). To see this, it suffices to check that the equality

(3.15) rV1=CF(y) +rGly) =26, 27 <r<2

implies that £ € Ngo—x(I(G) U 4T(G)). This holds trivially if k& = 0 so assume
k > 1. Division of ([@3.I5) by 27 gives

(3.16) €= MF(y)+\G(y), where || <2Y2.27%2and1/4< Ay <1.
By the assumption (B3] in the proposition and by compactness,
F(y) = DG(y)z,

for some x € R4™1 with |z| <pg 1. Letting h = A)%: in (316) gives

& =XGly+n) +0(Inf),

where the implicit constant is uniform depending only on G. Since z is uniformly
bounded, h satisfies || < A1, and therefore dist(&,I'(G) U 3T(G)) S A3 < 277
Hence ¢ € Ngy-+(I(G) U 4T(G)) provided C is chosen large enough. This verifies

that (312) is bounded by BI3)).
It remains to bound the sums in (.I3) and (B.I4). Let p = 27=* and let u, be

the pushforward measure pyu, which is defined by u,(E) = u(p~'E) for any Borel
set E. Let {Bp} be a finitely overlapping cover of B(0,p) by unit balls and let
{¢m} be a smooth partition of unity subordinate to this cover. Let ¢ € C> (R%+1)
be a smooth bump function equal to 1 on B(0,C’) and supported in B(0,2C"),
for some constant C’ > C to be chosen later. Let v be the pushforward of the
Lebesgue measure on ([0,1]%7! + B(0,4)) x [2¥72,2%] under (y,A) — AG(y), and
define ¢ on Rt by

$(&) = 2M7 (1 % ¢) (€)
= 2k(d=1) /C(f —n) dvi(n)

2k
— oka-1) / / C(E — AG(y)) d\dy.
[0,1]4=1+4B(0,5) J2k—1

Then ¢ has support in Naocr (Dar (G)UT k-1 (G)), with ¢ ~ 1 on N (Tar UT9k-1 (G)),
where C’ is now chosen large enough to ensure this. The inverse Fourier transform
of ¢ satisfies

(@) S 2|,
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since (¢ is Schwartz. Hence

A2J 2d
/. A (o) at

ok (D(GUAT(G))

s [0 m (24 ae
— s | 96 |3 Bia (©

(317) Sp(d—i-l)EQZ/j\[

20’2*’C(F(G)U%F
1 —

(3.18) + @Ik Z /¢(§)¢mﬂp(§)¢n“ﬂ(§) df' .

dist (B ,Bn)>p<>

By the definition of 8(«) (see (B.2), the summands in [B.I7) satisfy

2

dg

[ty (20)| e
(@)

— 2
1) [ Bty (2°6)|” dE S [l () 257D,
Nycra—k (TGUET(G))

By the version of Plancherel’s Theorem for measures (see e.g. [25] Eq. 3.27]), the
summands in (3I8)) satisfy

) Tmrin(E)Tmrin(©) ds' _ \ [ [ 36 = gm0 (o) a0
Rd+1

762
(3.20) S 2UDR =N a1 [ ]

Substituting BI9) and B:20) with N = [e~*] into I7) and BIY) gives
iy |2
/ 7 @) ae
Nea—r (D(G)UFD(G)

€2 e—B(a)— -k = 2
Se PV o] ca(pp)2ME A1 L 27k pz |, |

< |lulleap) (2j<<d+1>62—a>2“““3(“)—1*6) + 22—52*’”5)
S lllea(u2i D - ghla-derire,

since k < j(1 — €) and € is small (see the definition in ([B3A])). Applying this bound

to BI3)) gives

[i(1-e)]
BID S lullcau) 37 2lTer@d) 0§70 ghlarseitg
jZ2(1—r)=* k=[2j(1-r)| -2
Se lllealn),

by the definition of o* and x in ([B6]). This finishes the bound on BI3)).

It remains to bound the integral in B.14). Let {ny(z) = W for some large N
to be chosen later. Then || Sy || *{n since p = py for a fixed Schwartz function
 equal to 1 on the unit ball. Hence

ey [ RGO vy [ (o) 0GPy

{0)1](1—1
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Cover the cube [0,1]97! with cubes of side length 1/M. If M is large enough, then
by the assumptions on F and G from (B.3)), in each cube F(y) can be written as
F(y) = DG(y)z,, where z is a smooth function of y in each cube with |z| < 1 and
the Jacobian of y — z, is < 1. Hence

Gi(y) = V1 —-12F(y) +tG(y) = tG <y + M) +0 (2—3‘(1—5)) ’

where the implicit constant is uniform. Using the essentially constant property
(similarly to [285)) of (x gives, with 2771 < < 27,

(i * ) (G(0) Sov 2™ ([ ) (m <y . @)) |

Combining this with ([32I)) and applying the change of variables 3 = y + =" VI1-t2

T
gives, for j large enough,

/ B (rGi(y))[? dy S 2N / (17 * Cw) (1t G (y))? dy,
[O,I]d*1 [O,l]d*1+B(O,5)

where t > 2-0U~1D-¢) Putting this into the two innermost integrals of ([.I4) and
applying Minkowski’s inequality results in

2]'
/ | / A (rGe(y))? dy dr
2i—1 [0,1]‘171

27
s [ ] (1 * ) (G ()P dy dr
251 J[0,1]4-1+B(0,5)

(3.22)

of 1/2
<, 20N / / / T rCW) 2 dydr | d
B(0,20VF) 2i-1 J[0,1]9-14+B(0,5)

+ 2j(67\/€)N+j+(d+1)\/€||‘ul||27

2

where for each t € [1/2,1] and z € B (O, 2jﬁ), fiz¢ is the complex measure defined
by

[ 1@ dusio) = [ st duo)

The positive measure |u,¢| has support of comparable size to p and satisfies
ca(pz,t]) S cal), so applying the triangle inequality and the definition (see ([BI])

of f(a) to B22) gives

2]
/ / B (rGe(y))|* dydr e [|plea ()27 @HDVERa2i(=5@)
2i-1 J[0,1)4-1
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by choosing N ~ ¢~ 3/, since € is very small. Putting this into (314) yields
BID) Se llullcalm)

1
. * 1
il S o fﬁ(a)+(d+1>ﬁ+fl/4)/ = dt
”,u” (/L) Pt 1_9-(G—1)(1—e) 1—1¢2

< lillealp) | 1+ Z 9i(a” =) =g +(d+1)Vetete /)
jz2(1=k)~1
S llelica(p)
by the definition of o* in ([B.6]).

This bounds the remaining piece, finishing the bound on (B:9)), which gives (B:'_ﬂ)
and finishes the proof.

3.1. Weighted Fourier restriction inequality for curves of nonvanishing
geodesic curvature, and proof of Theorem The proof of Theorem [[.2 will
require the following (sharp) Fourier restriction inequality from [26] (see also [7]).

Theorem 3.3 ([26, Theorem 1.1)). If v : [a,b] — S? is C? with det (v,7,7")
nonvanishing, then for any e > 0 and « € [0, 3],

1
(3.23) [ @ dpao < e
a 1/2
and
(3:24) [ RO de < Cllnlealn R,
Ni/r(T(7))

for all R > 1 and any positive Borel measure . supported in the unit ball of R3,
where

a, a€0,1/2]

1/2,  ae(1/2,1]
Bla) = a/2,  ac(1,2

a—1, ae€(2,3].

In [26] Theorem 1.1], the dependence on ||u||, co(p) in B23) and [B24) is not
made explicit, but follows from the proof in [26] (more precisely, the ¢, (u) term
comes from [20, Lemma 3.1], and the ||pu|| term comes through deducing [26, Eq.
3.1] from [26, Eq. 3.4]). In [26] the left-hand side of ([B:23]) is replaced by the

localised version
1/2 )
/ / A(Ro(t, 6(1), 1) dpd,
1/2 /2

under the assumption that ¢ : [-1/2,1/2] — R is C? with nonvanishing first and
second derivatives. The Vers1on in (B]}}]) can be deduced from the local one by
localising around ¢ = 0, rotating so that (0) = (0,0,1), 7/(0) = 2=(1,1,0), letting

V2
t= %Eeg p = py3(0), ¢(t) = szgzg and making the change of variables from (p, )
to (p,t). Under this change of variables, ¢ satisfies
500 1
d0) =20 _ 1 (0) = o det (10) 7(0) (0)) #0,

) 7(0)
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which verifies the nonvanishing first and second derivative conditions in a neigh-
bourhood of 0. The version in ([.24) is equivalent to the one in (3:23) by the
uncertainty principle (the implication (8:224) = (B.:23)) is shown in [26] Eq. 3.2]).
Alternatively, the version in ([8:24) is the one proved directly in [26, Eq. 3.1] (again
for the localised curve (t, ¢(t),1), but the version in ([B24) follows similarly to
B23).

Finally, Theorem B3] is only stated in [26] for a > 1, but the case o < 1 follows
from Theorem 1 in [7] (see also [23] Theorem 3.8]), whose proof is much simpler
than the @ > 1 case. The assumptions of [7, Theorem 1] are satisfied with a = 1/2
and b = 2 by rotation invariance and the van der Corput lemma.

Proof of Theorem[I.2. Assume Q = (a,b), and let v : [a,b] — S? be a C? curve with
nonvanishing geodesic curvature det (v,v’,7”). Without loss of generality assume
that v has unit speed. Let F = 4/ and G = v x 7/, so that v= = span{F,G}.
Differentiating both sides of (y,v') = 0 gives (v,~”) = —1, and hence

rank (G DF) =rank (y x+' 7") =2
For the other condition in (33),
(3.25) DG = (yxv) =yxv"=—det(y " )7
The last equality can be seen by expanding out v X 4" in the basis 7,7,y x 7. In
this expansion, the coefficient of v is clearly zero, and differentiating (y x 4,y x +')
shows that the coefficient of v x 74’ is zero. The coefficient of 4" can then be found

through the scalar triple product formula det (a, b, ¢) = {(a,bxc). Eq. (23] implies
that

rank (F DG) =rank (y/ v x ") =1=ranky x 7" = rank DG.

This automatically implies (84). By [9, Lemma 3.2], the curve y x 4/ has nonvan-
ishing geodesic curvature since 7 has nonvanishing geodesic curvature. Substituting
the value of 8(a) from Theorem B3l and applying Proposition Bl with d = 2 there-

fore gives (IL3)) and (T4). O

3.2. Weighted Fourier restriction for the cone, and projections onto
2-dimensional planes in higher dimensions. For d > 2 let I'? be the d-
dimensional truncated cone in R%+1:

r = { (el e R xR <l <1},

Ford =2, T?2n52 = {%(cos@,sin@, 1):0¢€ [0,27T)} is the curve from before,

which serves as the model example of a curve on the sphere $? C R? with strictly
positive geodesic curvature. For d > 2, TN S? is a codimension 1 submanifold
of % with second fundamental form corresponding to a constant multiple of the
identity matrix at every point, and it therefore serves as a simple example of a
codimension 1 submanifold of S¢ which is “positively curved”; meaning the second
fundamental form is everywhere strictly positive definite. A restricted family of
projections parametrised by I'* N S¢ will be constructed here using vector fields on
the sphere S~ 1.

A function F : S971 — R? is called a vector field on S?~! if (F(z),x) = 0 for
every x € S9! A vector field F : S9! — R? on S9! is called linear if there
exists a d x d matrix A such that F(z) = Az for every x € S9!, and F is called
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a unit vector field if |F| = 1. A d x d matrix A corresponds to a linear vector field
on S471 if and only if A* = —A. It is well known that there are no nonvanishing
continuous vector fields on S41 if d is odd. Assume then that d is even, fix a
linear unit vector field A on S¢~! (e.g. multiplication by 4), and for v € S9! let
Ty, = Ty,A be the orthogonal projection onto the 2-dimensional plane

1
3.26 span<{ — (v, —1), (Av, 0)  C R4,
(3.26) pan { (0,1, (40,0)} <
This family forms a (d — 1)-dimensional submanifold of the 2(d — 1)-dimensional
Grassmannian Gr(d + 1,2). If d = 2, the family in (3.28) parametrises the planes
orthogonal to % (cosf,sin 6, 1), so this generalises the projection family occurring
in Theorem [I1]

Proposition 3.4. Fiz an even integer d > 4. For any analytic subset B of RI+!,
dim7,(B) =dim B, dimB € [0, 2]
H? (0 (B)) > 0, dim B > 2,

for HP¥ 1-q.e. v € S41.

The Peres-Schlag projection theorem does not imply Proposition [3.4] since the
family of projections fails their transversality condition (see Appendix [Bl). More-
over, Proposition [3:4] is not implied (at least not for all possibilities) by the results
of [18, [17] for more general families of planes without curvature assumptions. I
don’t know if it is possible to prove Proposition [3.4] directly via sublevel set es-
timates. If an analogous projection family m, existed for d = 3, then Fourier
analytic method here would give the sharp projection theorem, and this would
not (trivially) follow from sublevel set estimates. If the number of vector fields
is increased so that the projections are onto k-dimensional planes with k > 3,

e.g. span{%(v, —1),(A1v,0), (Agv, O)}, then the sharp bound can be proved by
a simple change of variables, without Fourier restriction.

For a € [0,d + 1] let B(a, I‘d) be the supremum over all 8 > 0 satisfying

[, BRI dor(€) S5 colpu(R) R,

for all R > 0 where o is the surface measure on the truncated cone I'?. By ignoring
constant factors, or is essentially equal to the pushforward of the Lebesgue measure
on B(0,1)\ B(0,1/2) under & — (&, |&]).

For d > 4, the currently known lower bound on B(a, Fd) is

i ]
1 (d—1) d—1 d+1
(327)  Bonr?) «3(e-1F) (T @
a—1+ %, a € <%,d] (a3,
a-1, a € (d,d+1] ([321).

Only the first bound, due to Mattila, will be used here. The same lower bound holds
and is sharp for d = 3; this is due entirely to [3] (the lower bound B(a, I‘d) >a-—1
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holds for any d > 2 as a straightforward consequence of duality and Plancherel [7,

3).

Proof of Proposition[37] Let B C R?*! be an analytic set. Let ¢ : B4—1(0,1) —
5971 be the map

y (y V1= |y|2) :
For the first part define é, F.gd-1_ gd by

Gw) = %w, 1), F(v) = (Av,0),

Define G, F : B4_1(0,1/2) = S by G =G o ¢ and F = F o ¢, so that

1
Gly) = NG (ya 1—[yl?, —1) € SYC R xR xR,

and

F(y):(A(\/lfw>m>esdgw—lx1&xm.

Then F is a diffecomorphism onto its (d — 1)-dimensional image, and therefore
rank DF' = d — 1. Hence

rank (G DF) =d,

since the last entry of G is everywhere nonzero. The derivative of G is the (d+1) x
(d — 1) matrix

Iy
1 —y
DG(y) ﬁ /1—\y\2
0

Moreover,

d—1
Fly) = VEY ()
j=1 J

This can be checked by comparing with the formula for DG(y); the only nontrivial
equality to check is in the d-th coordinate, which holds since A is a vector field on
S9=1_ This implies that

rank (F DG) =rank DG =d — 1,
which verifies [B.3]).

For (3.4), let U be the set (1,00) x R x By_1(0,1/2) and define H : U — R4+1
by H(A1,A2,y) = A F(y) + A2G(y). Then for any positive function g € L (R4)
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supported in H(U),

a2
[ 0248 (g0 MO daw) dhs dady
Re+1

/// /\2+>\2) (gOH)(/\lx\g, y) dA1 d)g dy
B4-1(0,1/2)

< / / (A2 +22) 7 g MAVE AU ) ddg dh
1 Sgd—1 _/\2
0o 2 9 2 1/2
N / / / (A2 + A2 g [ T2 do(v) da s
1 Sd 1 _)\2
< / / / ( ) do(v) dr dAs
S RGL:
d+1

—/d |detDH(/\1,)\2, )|(gOH)(/\1,>\2,y>d/\1 d)\zdy
Ra+1
It follows that

[det DH (A1, A2, y)| = |det (F(y) G(y) MDF(y) +X2DG(y))|

> (024 03)7

forall Ay > 1, A e Rand y € B4—1(0,1/2). Setting \; = 1 gives
I)Tli]% |det (F(y) G(y) DF(y)+ ADG(y))| > 0,
€
y€EBq-1(0,1/2)

which verifies B.4]) with Q = B;—1(0,1/2).
Applying Proposition 3] and using symmetry gives

1
dim 7, (B) > min {2,dimB,ﬁ(dimB,Fd) + 5} for H?¥ lae. v e S,
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3

and H?(m,(B)) > 0 for H¥ -a.e. v € S9! if min {dim B, 8(dim B,T¢) + 3} > 2.

Since d > 4, the lower bound for 3 (-, I‘d) in (B217) shows that
B(dim B,I'") + % > min{2,dim B},

with strict inequality if dim B # 2. Hence
dim7,(B) =dimB, dimB € [0,2]
H? (7o (B)) > 0, dim B > 2,

for H¢ '-a.e. v € 4. This proves Proposition 3.4l

APPENDIX A. PROOF THAT THE OBERLIN-OBERLIN INEQUALITY IMPLIES

LEMMA 271 WHEN s > 9/4

Before considering the case s > 9/4, the v (R?) factor in Lemma 2.1] will briefly

be explained in the case s < 9/4. In [28] p. 12] an inequality of the form
vt {(z,21,20,23) € Z' x By :zj~jzforalll <j< 3} 2 t256°,
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is obtained by taking a 13 triple integral of the bound
v{zeZ :zj~jzforall1 <j<3}56° 21,2223 € By.

The inner two integrals in zo, z3 apply the s-Frostman condition to the inequalities
|22 — 211, |23 — 21| St for fixed 27, whilst the remaining v-integral over z; is 1 since
v is a probability measure. In the case where v is not a probability measure, this
last bound gives a factor of v (Rg) whilst the other steps remain unchanged.

Proof of Lemma[2Z1] for s > 9/4. Fix

2s 1 1
121 _1
K > {O,mm{ 3 ,2}} 5

since s > 9/4. All sets occurring in the statement of the lemma are measurable;
see e.g. [I4]. Let n > 0 be a small constant to be chosen, and let

Z=2(5)={yeR®:H" {0 €[0,27) : mppv (B (mo(y),0)) > ° "} > 5"} .

It is required to show that v(Z) < v (R?)§” for all § sufficiently small. Let ¢t =
s — Kk + 100n. By three applications of Chebychev’s inequality,

27 v .
v(2) S/R3 6—"/0 (o )(ﬁ,(f(y)’é)) do dv (y)

2w
= §—(s=rdn) / / / dv(z) dv(y) db
0 JRre J{zer|mo(z—y)| <5}

2
S 59977/ It (7T9#V) df
0

< (RB) ,

where the last inequality is from [26] (see also Theorem [[2), and holds provided
7 is chosen small enough to ensure that s — k + 100n < s — 1/2, and §p is chosen
small enough (after 7). O

APPENDIX B. FAILURE OF TRANSVERSALITY

Peres and Schlag’s Theorem 4.8 from [30] gives a projection theorem for a general
family of projections satisfying a transversality condition. Here it will be shown that
this transversality condition is not satisfied by the family of projections occurring
in Proposition 3.4l Let @ C R?! be an open connected set. Let v : Q — Si_l
parametrise the open upper hemisphere smoothly. Define IT : Q x R — R? by

v(A)

€T,

I\ z) = % v_l :
¢()

For distinct z,y € R4, let
II(A —II(A — -
Pa(z,y) = Gl ,y):H<)‘=x y>:H(A,z), P
|z =yl |z —yl [z -yl
Write z = (2/, 2441) € R? x R, so that for fixed ,

B %<I/,aiv()‘)>
O II(A, ) = <<{A:v',3iv()\)>) '
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The derivative of ®(.y(x,y) with respect to A € @ is therefore the 2 x (d —1) matrix

(L 00) - 52 Bav(N)
D”I’A(x’y>‘<<{,42',aw(x)> <{Az’,8d_1v()\)>>'

The [-transversality condition is: for any fixed compact Q C R! there exists
a constant Cg > 0 such that for all for all A € @ and all distinct x,y € Q, the
condition

(B.1) IL(X, 2)| < Cala —yl?,
implies that
(B.2) det (D)\‘I)(I, Y) [DAfl)(x,y)]*) > C§|x - y|26.

This definition is from [30, [§]; the one in [30] has an extraneous condition (probably
a typo).

Let €2 be the closed unit ball centred at the origin, and suppose for a contradiction
that the S-transversality condition is satisfied for some positive constant Cg, for
some 3 > 0. Fix any A € @ and define z,y € Q by

z= 2—\1/5 (U(l)‘)) — —y, sothat z—y= % (”(1’\)) .

The left-hand side of (B.I]) vanishes. Since the tangent space to any point on 91
is the plane orthogonal to that point, all entries in the top row of Dy®(z,y) are
zero. Hence the 2 x 2 matrix D \®(z,y) [Da®(x,y)]" has at most 1 nonzero entry,
and its determinant vanishes. Therefore (B2) contradicts the assumption that Cg
is positive.
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