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LOCAL MAXIMIZERS OF ADJOINT FOURIER RESTRICTION
ESTIMATES FOR THE CONE, PARABOLOID AND SPHERE

FELIPE GONCALVES AND GIUSEPPE NEGRO

ABSTRACT. We show that, possibly after a compactification of spacetime, constant
functions are local maximizers of the Tomas-Stein adjoint Fourier restriction inequality
for the cone and paraboloid in every dimension, and for the sphere in dimension up to
60. For the cone and paraboloid we work from the PDE framework, which enables the
use of the Penrose and the Lens transformations, which map the conjectured optimal

functions into constants.

1. INTRODUCTION

We consider the Fourier adjoint restriction inequality in the Tomas-Stein endpoint.
The general framework is the following; letting M < R%*! denote a smooth surface with
at least k£ non-vanishing principal curvatures and natural measure p, and p = 2+ %, there

is a C' > 0 such that
[ f e @arry < C|l fllL2om (1.1)
for every smooth f : M — C, where

puf(z) = JM Fy)e ™ Vdu(y).

See [12] 19, 23]. Only for a few surfaces M, in specific dimensions, the smallest possible
constant C' in (1)) and the functions that attain it are known; for many other cases,
these are merely conjectured.

In this paper, we establish a local version of some of these conjectures, according to
the following general strategy. We let £ = L?(M) denote the set of the conjectured
extremizers of (LI]) and we prove that, for all f in a neighborhood of &,

cdist(f,£)* < C*2|!fH%2(M) - ”Mf”%P(R‘”lW

where ¢ > 0 and C, is the conjectured sharp constant. In a few cases, we can prove
that this last inequality holds for all f € L?(M), thus establishing a sharpened version
of (ILI)).

It is well known that estimate ([LT]) is intrinsically connected with dispersion estimates
for PDEs, known as Strichartz inequalities; for instance, the Fourier extension operators
on the double cone and the paraboloid are connected with solutions of the Wave and
Schrodinger equations respectively. For more on this see the survey [9].

We proceed by stating our main results.
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1.1. Wave equation - Cone adjoint Fourier restriction. For p := 26“rl we consider

the estimate

cos(tv/—A) fo(x) + Smg\f) fi(x)

where t € R, z € R? denote the standard coordinates on R!*?, and

1ol :=f FovBfodr, Al ::f 7,
Rd Rd

< Cllfos fill g3 -3 oy (1.2)

Lp(R1+d)

\/Ifl dzx.

In [7], Foschi proved that, for d = 3, the smallest possible value of the constant C'is

— |lcos(tv/=A) full» = 1/ 277 [SY P2, where fo(z) = c(1+ [«)~ T,  (1.3)

and ¢ > 0 is chosen so that ||f.|| g2 = 1 (see the forthcoming section B for the com-
putation of the explicit value of C,). He conjectured that the same should be true for
all dimensions d > 2, and he also conjectured what the functions (fy, f1) that attain this
sharp constant should be.

Before stating our result, we observe that, in the forthcoming Proposition 3.1l we will
prove that there is no loss of generality in assuming that fy, fi are real-valued. This is

relevant to our purposes, because letting

f=fo— ﬁ f1,  where fy, f1 are real-valued,

it holds that

A A
cos(tv/ B fo “f B R, and o Allgs s = 1l

We can thus define the deficit functional of (IL2]) to be
W(f) = CIIFI%y = IREY 2P,
observing that the conjecture of Foschi is equivalent to

=0, and ¥(f) =0 if and only if f € I,

where 9t « H%2 is the manifold of Foschi’s conjectured maximizers, namely

Mm .= {rf(eief*) cr>0, 0eR, Feg},

where G is a Lie group of unitary transformations of H'2, which we will describe in

Section Bl The following is our first main result.
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F1GURE 1. The Foschi conjecture is true in the shaded region.

Theorem 1.1. Let d be an odd integer. There ezist 6 € (0,1) and C' > 0, depending only
on d, and such that
U(f) = Cdist(f, M),

provided that
dist(f, M) < Ol[f[l grr2ray (1.4)
where dist(f, M) := inf{|lg — fll ;1 : g€ M}. Ifd =3, condition (L) can be removed.

An immediate corollary is that the conjecture of Foschi is true, for all odd d > 3, in
an open neighborhood of 9. The method of proof is based on the study of the first and
second derivatives of 1) on 9, using in an essential way the conformal compactification
of R'*? provided by the Penrose transform. The case d = 3 is special, because it is
already known that f, is a global minimizer for ¢. Because of this, we can extend the
local analysis of the derivatives to a global result, and Theorem [L.1] holds without the
condition (L4)). This is done via a concentration-compactness method dating back to
Bianchi and Egnell [2], as already observed in [16]. We remark that, unfortunately, the
method of Bianchi and Egnell can only be applied to inequalities for which the extremizers
are previously known.

If d > 2 is even, then f, is not a critical point of v; see the aforementioned [16]. Thus
the conjecture of Foschi fails in this case. However, Theorem [[.T] does hold for arbitrary

d = 2 if ¢ is replaced by the half-wave functional

Un(f) = CRAIP = 12 Fl1Zs,  where Cp o= [|e™ 2 fu 1o

For this functional, the condition (IL4]) can be removed for d = 2 and d = 3, the cases for
which Foschi already proved that f, is a global minimizer to . The propagator eitvV=A
corresponds to the half-wave equation d,u = iv/—Au, or, equivalently, to Fourier adjoint
restriction to the one-sheeted cone. It is interesting to note that the distinction between
even and odd dimensions, needed for the study of maximizers to the wave Strichartz
estimate (.2)), does not seem to be needed for the case of the half-wave. To the best of
our knowledge, the application of the Penrose transform to the half-wave propagator has

not previously appeared in the literature.

1.2. Schrodinger equation - Paraboloid adjoint Fourier restriction. We consider

here the following estimate (see, for example [21, Theorem 2.3])

|ul| p2+ajagarry < C|| f] L2may, (1.5)
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which holds true for some constant C' > 0, where u : R"™*! + C is the solution of the
Schrodinger equation
o = 1Au
U|t:0 = f
with initial data f. The smallest possible value of C' is given by the supremum
HuHL2+4/d(]Rd+1)

)

720 ey

and it is a long standing conjecture that f attains this supremum if and only if it is a
Gaussian, that is, f(x) = exp(a|z|?> + b -z + ¢), where c,a € C, b € C? and Rea < 0. If

that is the case, a simple calculation shows that such supremum equals

2

d
2\ ~s+ad
Ay = 4" sima (1 + E) .

We define the deficit functional of (L3 to be
o(f) = Al fl72@ay — lulZ2ssagary,
and the manifold of Gaussians to be
& = {elllbare. g ce Cbe C?and Ra < 0} = L*(RY).

We can now state our result.

Theorem 1.2. There are §,C > 0, depending only on d, and such that
o(f) = Cdist(f, 6)°

provided that
dist(f, &) < 0f] L. (1.6)

If d =1 or d =2 condition (6] can be removed.

The method of proof is analogous to the one of the previous section; in this case, the
compactifying transformation is a variant of the Lens transform (see, for example, [22]),
and we describe it in Section [l For d = 1,2 the removal of the condition (L)) is done
via the aforementioned method of Bianchi and Egnell; the concentration-compactness

tools in this case are due to Bégout and Vargas [3].

1.3. Sphere adjoint Fourier restriction. The Tomas-Stein adjoint Fourier restriction
inequality asserts that if p = 2% then

HfUHLP(Rd)

ozfer2 | flr2sa-1)
4
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where o is the surface measure of the sphere S¢~!. It is conjectured that the only real-
valued functions attaining the supremum above are constants, or more generally, functions
of the form f(z) = ae®™?, where a € C\{0} and v € R%. In particular, a simple compu-
tation shows that constant functions are maximizers if and only if the supremum above

equals

1 © dr p
Sy = (27r)d/2|Sd*1|_m <J | Jaja—1” d?,) ; (L.7)
0

rd—1
see the forthcoming (5.0]). This conjecture is still widely open and solved only in dimen-
sion 3 in a remarkable paper by Foschi [8]. Establishing that constants are locally optimal
is usually a more treatable problem, however only in dimension 2 this was proven [4].
All these results rely heavily on the fact that p is an even integer, a nuance that only
happens in dimensions 2 and 3.

We define the deficit function

¢(f) = SilfIza@ery = | fol Loy
and let
¢ = {ae™? : a e C\{0} and v e R}.
Theorem 1.3. Let d < 60. There is §,C' > 0, depending only on d, and such that

C(f) = Cdist(f,€)*
provided that
dist(f, €) < 6| f]r2(se-1)- (1.8)

This last condition can be removed for d = 3.

The removal of the condition (L)) uses the concentration-compactness tools due to
Christ and Shao [6].

Our proof method involves a numerical part that becomes harder as the dimension
grows. With more computational power and delicate estimates the threshold on the
dimension could possibly be extended to something like d < 200 and we provide a sys-

tematic way of doing so.

2. METHOD OF PROOF

The outline of the proof is common to all cases, so we describe it here in general terms.
Let H be a Hilbert space whose scalar product and norm we denote by (:|-) and |||

respectively, and consider the bounded linear operator

S:H — LP(RY), where pe (2,0) and N €N,

Let moreover

G:={Tg:H—>H : HeRk}



denote a group of linear transformations depending smoothly on 8, where 8 = 0. We

assume that the following invariance properties are satisfied
ITofll =[£I, and [[STefllre = [Sflle, VfeH, VO R (2.1)
Finally, we also assume that I'g vanishes at infinity, in the sense that

lim Tgflg) =0, Vf,geH. (2.2)

|8]—00
This concludes the list of the needed assumptions.

We can now let f, € H\{0} be fixed and define the deficit functional

B(f) = C2LFIE — 1SS 2, where C. = ”if:',"”.

By definition, ¢(f,) = 0; hence, by (21), ¢ vanishes on the set

M = {2Tgf, : z€ C\{0}, O e R"} c H.

By construction, M is a smooth manifold parametrized by the map
(Zv 0) € C\{O} x R* 2l fu;

so, for each f € M, the corresponding tangent space is

.. 0

J

F(O ..... 0j,..., O)f:jzla"'uk}a

0,=0
and we denote its orthogonal complement by

(TyM)*:={geH : {g,h)=0, Yhe TyM}.

We remark that v is twice real-differentiable, and we denote

V(g = &l +eg), ¥'()9,9)=5z| U(f+eg), VfgeH.

2
2
e=0

Theorem 2.1. Assume that ¥'(f.) = 0 and that there is a p > 0 such that
W (fO(fL f) = pllfLIP, Ve (T M)*- (2.3)
Then there is a 6 € (0,1), depending only on p, and such that

U(f) = 5 dist(f, M),

wiD

for all f € H such that
dist(f, M) < o]/ I|. (2.4)

Remark 2.2. If S is a real-linear operator, as will be the case in Section[3, the theorem

still holds true, with the same proof, provided that, for all @ € R, it holds that ¢'(e® f,) = 0
6



and that (2.3) is replaced by

V(e f)(f fu) = pllfull®, VfL € (Tuop, M)*. (2.5)
Proof. By the vanishing property ([2.2]), every f € H has a metric projection on M u {0};

that is, there is at least one P(f) € M, or P(f) = 0, such that
If =PI = dist(f, M).

If dist(f, M) < || f]|, then P(f) # 0, thus P(f) € M and there is the orthogonality

f=P(f) e (TpipM)™.

The proof is standard and can be found, for example, in [16].

We let f| := f — P(f), so that || f, || = dist(f, M). By the invariances (2.1I), there is
no loss of generality in assuming that P(f) = zf, for a z € C\{0}. Thus, since ¢(f,) =0
and 9'(f.) = 0, we can Taylor expand and use (23] to obtain

w(f)=w(zf*+fﬁ=|2\2¢<f* —)—H ( R ><ff>+ (”5”2))
i (P ()

p
= SIAuIPs

fL||
|2
We claim that this smallness is provided by the condition (2.4]). Indeed, f| € (T, M)+,

so in particular (f,[f.> = 0 and so ||f.||*> = |IfII* = |2° | f]|>. Therefore

|2/’ =D

Now, since z € [0,1) — 16212 is increasing, the left-hand side of (2.6) is small if and only
if ”fl” is, and this is the case, provided that (2.4)) is satisfied with a sufficiently small
( 1). This concludes the proof. O

where the last inequality holds provided that WAL g sufficiently small.

(2.6)

The condition (2.4]) makes the previous result a local one. In some cases, we will be

able to upgrade it to a global one, at the cost of some more assumptions.

Definition 2.3. We say that mazimizing sequences are pre-compact up to symmetries
if, for each sequence f, € H such that ||f.| = 1 for all n, and such that ||Sf,||r — C,

there are f,r, € H such that, up to passing to a subsequence,

fo=To,f +7n, and|r,|| — 0.



Definition 2.4. We say that f, is a unique maximizer up to symmetries if

A {HSfHLp. }
AT A S

and, moreover, for any g. € H such that
15gsllee _ 1S fullee

g+ LAl
it holds that
gx = 2I'fs, for someT € G and z € C\{0}.

Theorem 2.5 (Sharpened inequalities). Assume that the operator S admits pre-compact
maximizing sequences and a unique mazimizer f., up to symmetries. If there is p > 0
such that

Y (f)(fLs f) = pllfLll?, Vi e (T M)

then there is a C > 0 such that

O(f) = Cdist(f, M)2, for all feH.

Proof. Assume, aiming for a contradiction, that there is a sequence f, € H such that

P(fn)
IS (2.7)

By homogeneity, we can assume that || f,|| = 1. Since dist(f,, M) < || f.||, the denomina-

tor in (2.7)) is bounded; thus v (f,) — 0, which implies that f,, is a maximizing sequence
in the sense of Definition 2.3 so

fo="To,f+1rn, where |r,] — 0. (2.8)

This immediately implies that f is a maximizer for S; so by Definition 2.4, f = 2[g f.
for some z € C and @ € R*. Thus, ([2.8) is equivalent to

dist(f,, M) — 0.

Now, since ||f,| = 1, for all sufficiently large n it holds that dist(f,, M) < | fall,
where § > 0 is the parameter that appears in Theorem 2.1l But then

U(fa) 2 Gelist (£, M)”,

for a p > 0, contradicting (2.7). The proof is complete. O
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3. CONE ADJOINT RESTRICTION - WAVE EQUATION

We now want to apply the methods of the previous section to the Hilbert space
H = H'Y? x H'2(R%) and to the operator

S:H — LP(R'™),  where p = 2%
given, for t € R and x € R?, by
Sf(t,z) ;= cos(tv/—A) fo(x) + %\/‘/—Q_A)fl(x), where f = (fo, f1)-

Before we start the study of the deficit functional, we remark that, if f is real-valued,
then S f also is real-valued. Thus, there will be no loss of generality in limiting ourselves

to the real-valued case, as the following proposition shows.

Proposition 3.1. Suppose that f,g are real-valued and f + ig # 0. Then either f = 0,

org =20, or

IS(F +ig)lls _ { IS ||Sg||Lp}_
£ + gl [£1 " Tallx

Proof. We assume that f # 0 and g # 0, and moreover

Sflze _ 1Sgllis
151 1Ssll -
£ 113 g7,
Using that ||f +igll3, = [ £Il% + [lg]l3, and
IS(F +ig)ll7 = 1SFI”* +1Sg* o < ISFI1Z0 + 1SglI70,
we infer from (B1)
. llgll3
IS(F +ig)l3 _ [1SFI2 + ISgl3, _ L+ Tad)ISFL |isf|2,
N 2 \ < = 5 -
If + igll3, 1F15, + llgll3, (1+ %)Hfﬂy 17113,
O
As stated in the Introduction, for real-valued f = (fo, f1), we let f:= fo — ﬁfl, SO

Sf=REV2F), and | £l guexgre = | Fllie

thus, the deficit functional to study reads

() = Co I = IRE 2D vy (3.2)
We recall from (L3) that

ful@) = (L4 [a)=5", Co= [REYE L) | ova),

where ¢ > 0 is such that || fi|| g12 = 1.



We now describe the symmetry group. As in Foschi [7], we let G denote the Lie group
generated by the following transformations of H/ 2(R9);

[ XTI AR + b, f e (fOVTEf) 0 L, (3:3)

where L¥(1,€) = (y7 — yaéy,vé — yar, &y, ..., &), for v := (1 — a?)7'/2, denotes the

Lorentzian boost. The parameters in (3.3]) are
toeR, heRY ReSO(), N>0, |of <1. (3.4)
The manifold of conjectured maximizers is, thus,
M= {rl(e?f,) : r>00eR,T egG}. (3.5)

Differentiating rI'(e® f,) with respect to r,# and the parameters in ([3.4), we compute
that the tangent space at € f, is

Teio, M = spang (f*, ife iV =N f,, (3xjewf*, (va+2-V)e?f,, i:cj\/—Aewf*) )

The group G satisfies the invariances

IRENVAT ) |e = [RE@OVAFlln, ITf gz = 1 gzs Vf € HY?, V€,

which are needed to apply the method of Section 2l We remark that, on the other hand,
the property
IR 2 )| pogmivay = IR )| ooy (3.6)
which is true for p = 4 (see [I]), does not seem to hold for any other value of p. Thus,
the deficit functional v is generally not invariant under the transformation f ~— €% f.
However, we will prove in the forthcoming (BI5]) that the invariance (3.6) does hold for
f = f.; in particular, f, is an extremizer if and only if € f, is. Because of this, we have
to include this transformation in the definition (3.5]).
As pointed out in Section 2] since G is not a compact group, we need the vanishing at

infinity property (2.2)), which in the present case prescribes that, for each f,g € H2,

Cflgygne — 0 if |to| + |h| + [log A| + |arctanh(a)| — oo.

This property holds true; see [I8, Lemmas 3.2 and 4.1]. For d = 3, the propagator
R(e™=2) admits pre-compact maximizing sequences (see Definition 23)), as proven in
the aforementioned [18], and a unique maximizer (see Definition [24]), as proven in [7].
Consequently, Theorem [T holds in the stronger, global form. See [16] for more details.
Finally, we record a remark that won’t be needed in the sequel but that can be interesting
elsewhere.
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Remark 3.2. Letting F denote the Fourier transform, we have

6—A|§|+b-§+c

Fim) = { g

: %(A)>O,be@",ce@}.

3.1. The Penrose transform. Recall that

d+1 d—1
p=2—d+1 and vy =———.

We consider the sphere S¢, with Lebesgue measure dS, and we use X = (Xo, X1,..., Xq)
to denote its points; so,

X0+ XP+... +X5=1.
We use the following measures on T := R/(27Z) and on S? respectively;

dT ds
dl' .= —, dS = — here Cy := TP dT.
AT = G0 dS = g, where Gy | [eos(uaT)

We define a Sobolev norm on the sphere S by

1 _
1P oy o= - j i~ B(F)Fas

With these normalizations, we have for the constant function 1 that

7 4/V2—
|1l g2 (sey = [R(eT V7 ASdl)HLﬂ(Tde,dLQ) = 1.

The following is the main theorem of this subsection.

Theorem 3.3. There is a surjective C-linear isometry
T: HY2(SY) - HY2(RY)
such that
() Z(1) = f..
(i) if d is odd, the deficit functional (B2)) satisfies
(¥ o T)(F) = € (IF 130y — IRV F) |20 10 ) -
(iii) for each 60 € R, the tangent space to M satisfies

Iil(Teief*m) = {b+CL0X0 + ... +CLdXd | b,CLl,...,CLd € (C}

We remark that, as a consequence of (iii), the tangent space T,y 9N is in fact inde-

pendent of § € R. In the proof of Theorem we will also compute the exact value of

Co = [lcos(tv/ =) full v
2 1 gilt
C* = d— 17'”7‘8 ‘P .

11



FIGURE 2. The image of the Penrose map P, in polar coordinates.

3.1.1. Proof of Theorem[3.3. We define the polar coordinates on R? as

r = 71w, wherer = |z| and we S,

and the polar coordinates on S? as

(X0, X1,...,Xy) = (cos(R),sin(R) w), where Re [0,7], we S+

Define the Penrose map P: R'*? — (—7,7) x S as

P(t,rw) = (T, cos(R),sin(R)w),

where

T = arctan(t + r) + arctan(t — r), R = arctan(t + r) — arctan(t — ).

For notational convenience, let

Q:=cosT+cosR, Qy:=1+cosR, vg:= %.
A straightforward computation shows that
2

Qoo Plig = ———,
0 Pli=o 1+ |z

so, in particular, f, = ¢27"Q;* o P|,—o; this proves (i). We turn to the proof of (ii).

Remark 3.4. The range of the Penrose map is
P(RY) = {(T, cos(R),sin(R)w) | Re[0,7), |T| <7},

which is a subset of [—m, 7| x S¢; see Figure [2.

12



Theorem 3.5 (The Penrose transform). The linear map Z: F — f, defined by

1
=4 | ——(QF -
/ \ I/d|Sd‘( o' £) 0 Ple-o

maps HY2(S%) onto HY2(RY), satisfies

10 ey = 1Pl
and
GVA g ﬁgd| (QVd e T/ Vi—Aga F) oP. (3.7)
Vq

Proof. That 7 is an isometry is an immediate consequence of the formula for the fractional

Laplacian

V=A(F 0 Plisg) = Q™4 /13 — Aga(Q "2 F); (3.8)
see [15]. The formula (3.7) is also a consequence of (Z8). Indeed, let u := ¢®V~2 f. This

u solves the wave equation 0?u = Aw; then, by the standard Penrose transform (see,

e.g. [13]), the function U defined by the equation

1

By

Qvay,

satisfies the initial value problem
02U = (Aga — v2)U, on P(R'*4),
Ulp_g = $2% " f o Plizo,
OrU|p_y = 1071/ =Af o Plis.

By (B.8) we see that
V=Af = QU2 — AgiF,

s0 OpU|p_y = in/vi — AUy. We conclude that
U = ei«/ug—ATF’

as claimed. ]

Lemma 3.6. The Jacobian of P is Q4 thus, for each u: R4 — C,

H udtdr = ﬂ (uoP)Q~ D qTds (3.9)

R1+d P(R1+d)

The domain of integration in the right-hand side of (8.9) is the triangular region
P(R'*4) (see Figure 2l). This is a nuisance. We will see that we can in fact integrate on

a more symimetric region.
13



We now introduce the spherical harmonics. For each ¢ € N5, we let V;(¢) denote the
number of spherical harmonics of degree £ on the sphere S¢. We fix, once and for all, a

complete orthonormal system of L*(S%, dS)

{}/Z,m : geNZOu m = 17"'7Nd(£)}7

with the property that
—AgiYpm = (0 + 2v4) Yo .

We remark that
A V2= DgaYom = A/ V3 4+ 02+ 2003Y0m = (0 + Vi) Yom. (3.10)

Ng(£)

IE ey = D5 D5 €+ va)lE(Cm)P,

£=0 m=1

In particular,

where

Ft.m)i= | P(0)Yi0(X)d

Finally, as it is well-known, Y,,,(X) is a homogeneous harmonic polynomial of degree /.
Thus, in particular,

Yim(—=X) = (=1 Y m(X), VX e §9.

We can now prove the point (ii).

Lemma 3.7. Let p = 2% F e HY*(SY) and f = I(F). For each integer d > 2,

) 1 & ) 5
U GitV=E f)p dtd = icf J e@TWd*Ade‘p dTds, (3.11)
pita —7 JSd
and each odd integer d = 3,
, 1 T - 2
” ‘m(eztﬂ f)‘p dtda = icf f %(elTV”d*ASdF)‘p dTds. (3.12)
—r JSd

R1+d

where C' = C’(d)l/;g|Sd|1_§.

Remark 3.8. Only the formula (312)) is needed for the proof of Theorem [3.3. How-
ever, (BI0)) will allow us to discuss the case of the half-wave propagator, mentioned in

the Introduction; see the forthcoming Remark[3.9.
14



Proof. Combining Theorem and Lemma [3.6] we get
f f S f| dtde = 20 f f e TVIE S p [ Qras @) s

R1+d 'p(R1+d)

) (3.13)
=2C J f eiTvvc?*Ade‘ dTds,
P(RI+d)
where we used that pry = d + 1. Now, by (BI0),
N(¢)
ZT«\/ SdF Z Z zT(K—i—l/d E m)}/ﬁm,
{=0m=1
and so the following crucial simplification occurs;
N(¢)
VB | < |33 TRl m)Yi
{=0m=1
Thus, in particular, U(T, X) := |7V Vi~ SdF‘ satisfies
UT+2mX)=U(TX), UT+n,-X)=U(T, X), (3.14)

for all (T, X) € R x S%. As observed in [16], the symmetries (B.14]) imply

f f U(T,X)dTdS =2 Jf U(T,X)dTdsS.
_x Jsd

P(RI+)

Applying this to ([B:I3]), we complete the proof of (BIT]).
To prove (B:12)) it suffices to show that

U(T, X) := ’?R(eiT\/ vi-Boa |

satisfies the symmetries (8.14]). This is true only if d is an odd integer; see the aforemen-
tioned [16]. O

One immediate consequence of the previous lemma is that ||[R(e®Y=2e¥ f,)||1» is inde-
pendent of # € R. Indeed,

) ) 1 4 )
IR(eY =2 F)|2, = 5C J L dme“TVﬁ@\pdes; (3.15)

and the last integral is independent of . The previous lemma and Theorem [3.5] im-
mediately imply point (ii) of Theorem B.3} we remark that (ii) is false if d is an even
integer.

We turn to a sketchy proof of the remaining point (iii). We recall that
= {rT(e”f,) : r=0,0eR T eG},
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and that the tangent space at e® f, is
Teiop, M = spang (f*, ife, iV =Nl f,, (3xjewf*, (vg+x-V) e f.. i:cj\/—Aewf*) ,

where j = 1,2,...,d. All these derivatives can be explicitly computed, and recalling that
fo = C2"Z(1 + Xj), the computation is elementary, except for the use of (B.8]), which
yields
V=A(Q) = vgQgt
The result is
T Ty, ) = spang (1,1, Xo,iXo, - - ., Xa,1Xa) ,

which completes the proof of the point (iii). Theorem is now completely proven.

3.2. Proof of Theorem [1.1l We consider the functional

7y = WD)

S

where 7 is the Penrose isometry of HY2(S%) onto H/2(R?) defined in Theorem B3 thus,
by Theorem [B.3],

BOF) = 1P gay — 1% (7V25 F) 2,

where we recall that d7" and dS are the Lebesgue measures on T and S? with the nor-

malization T s
dl := dsS = —
o leos(ug )P AT T[S

and the norm on the Sobolev space HY/2(S9) is

1 _
”m%m@:yfw%—AWWﬁ
d JSsa

In order to apply Theorem 2.1l and Remark 2.2] where now f, has to be interpreted as
the constant function 1 on S% we need to verify that ¢/(e”)(F) = 0 for all F € H'?(S)
and all # € R. This is equivalent to showing that there is u € R such that

f f |R(eeaT) 772 R TV R(V Vi 25T F) dTdS = pR(FIL), (3.16)
—r JSd
for all F'e HY%(S%). Now, expanding in spherical harmonics,
Na(£)
VR = ST T ()Y,
£=0 m=1

so, by using the L?*(S?) orthonormality of Y;,, we see that the left-hand side of (BI6)

reduces to

—T

(f |cos(vgT + )72 cos(vgT + 0T d_T> RE(0,0),

16



while the right-hand side is R£(0,0). Thus (I0) is satisfied.
We now turn to the verification of the second-order condition (2.3) of Remark
Using Appendix [Al this amounts to the proof that the quadratic form

Na(0)

D RTEDE (L, m)] Yy, dTdS,

=2 m=0

Q(F, F) = 2(p—1)f7r Ld lcos(vyT + 0) P~ 2

satisfies, for some p > 0, the following bound, uniform in 6 € R,

QF.F) < (2= pIIFIF1/2(a)- (3.17)

Here F is such that, letting f = Z(F), we have the orthogonality f € (T,i»M)+. By the
point (iii) of Theorem .5 and recalling that the polynomials of first degree are precisely

the spherical harmonics of degree 1, we see that this is equivalent to

F(f,m) =0, for/=0,1.

To prove (B.I7T), we use the change of variable T'— T — 0/v,, we let ¢ := V% + v4, and

we use again the L?(S?) orthonormality of Yy, to obtain

Na(0)

—1) Z Z J |cos(vgT) [P % [Re“eT F(¢,m)]? dT (3.18)

=2 m=0

Up to replacing F' — e *F, we can assume that ¢ = 0 without loss.

3.2.1. The d = 3 case. In this case, p = 4 and v3 = 1, so ([B.I8) reduces to

N3(0)

62 2 J:r [?R(cos Te T F (¢, m))]2 ar

=2 m=0 2

Fﬁm

)

S:T(cos T)4dT - 4; mz_:

And so we conclude that

QEF) Sl B m)| 4

1 e S+ DIEEm) 3

thus, (3.I7) is satisfied with p = 2. By Theorem 2T}, we can therefore conclude that there
are C'> 0 and ¢ € (0,1) such that

Y(f) = Cdist(f, M), (3.19)

provided that
dist (f, M) < 0| f1] oz sy -

As stated in the Introduction, the inequality (B.I9) actually holds even without this
condition, up to possibly replacing C' with a smaller constant; this follows from the

general Theorem [2.5], and has been already observed in [16].
17



3.2.2. The general case d = 5. We need the following Fourier series

|cos(BT)|** = dChd % Z < ) (h+ Do —11_ ) cos(2hp8T).

\/_T(oz—kl IFa+h+1)

for all @« > 0 and § € R. Recall that dT" = u ‘COS(fdeT,)'p == Thus, letting a = p/2, 8 = vy,

we compute

while letting o = (p — 2)/2 and § = vy, we compute

lcos(vgT)|P ™2 = ag + Z ay, cos(2hvyT),
h=1

where the coefficients are given by

(et INEAINE=

W D) 2 TOIe)

Val'(%) VET(§ + W) = h)

We will also need the formulas
" iTO\N\2 \/%F(p_w) 2
| ey ar = N
: , Vil (22)

JW cos(2hvgT) (R(zeT9))? dT = W}%%(Z‘Q)%md

Using all of this, we obtain from (3I8) (we omit the sums in m from now on)

( \FP p+2 [ 2 1 & ]

Q<F7 F) p+1

We thus have the inequality

where

SRR . (| o

18



We claim that the maximum is attained at h = 1, so

-2
C’=p+p—.
p

Once this is proven, the proof of Step 2 will be completed by observing that

Q<F7 F) < CZZ>2|F(£)

2 v
| 2t D 2wt ]

2 == ~ PR ,
15 o Duso (L va)|F(0))] 2+ vy vy + 1
and 245 =2 — 1o, so (BI7) holds with
B 1
P= vg+ 1

To prove that the maximum in ([3.20) is attained at h = 1, we introduce the notation

a=E5 ae (1,%],
and we get rid of the Gamma functions with negative arguments via the following com-

putation, in which (a), denotes the rising factorial;

IN())

Lh—a+1)
['(o—h)

= (0= h)a = ("2 = sl = 1) = (1) o= ) =g s

so we conclude that
I'()? _ MNa)(a=1)T'(h—a+1)
I'(a+ h)(a—h) '2—a) T(a+h)

We notice now that the function
I'h—a+1
g(a,h) = —( )

I'(a+h)
is decreasing in h > 1 for each fixed > 1/2, thus in particular it is decreasing for fixed
a e (1,3]; indeed,

0

o log g(a, h) = (logT)'(h —a+1) — (logT') (e + h) < 0,
o

because the derivative (logI')’ is an increasing function, since I is log-convex. This proves
that the maximum in (3:20) is attained at h = 1 and concludes the proof.

Remark 3.9. As announced in the introduction, Theorem 11l holds for the functional

Un(f) = CllfIE 4

irh@ay T |e®™=2F112,,  where Cj, := 1€V =2 fol| o i+,
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for each d = 2, regardless of its parity. Via a Penrose transform, the proof amounts to

studying the functional

On(F) = | Fl[3agay — eV 5e

F”LP drds)

with the normalization

drds
27|S9|
This can be done with computations analogous to, but simpler than, the ones of the present

dTdsS =

section.

4. PARABOLOID ADJOINT FOURIER RESTRICTION - SCHRODINGER EQUATION

We now turn to the proof of Theorem [L2 The functional that we will study here is

(b( ) A2”fHL2 Rd) HeltAf”Lp Rd+1)> p:2—|—%’

_d A
where Ay = 4~wm (1 + %) 514 and e? is the Schrodinger propagator. We want to
apply the method of Section 2l To this end, we note that the manifold of Gaussians

® = {edllP+bate . o ce Che C?and Ra < 0} < LA(RY),
can be written in the form

& = {zI'(f.) : 2e C\{0},T e T},

where T~ denotes the group of transformations of L?(R?) generated by:

e Space translations f(z) — f(x — x¢), zp € R%

e Frequency translations f(z) — e f(z), b € RY;

Finite time propagation (or time translation) f(x) — e®2(f)(x);
Rotations f(x) — f(Rx), Re SO(d);
Scaling f(x) — A"¥2f(\x), A > 0.

Using this symmetry group one can show that

—mlzf? —lz|? —mlzf?

T _p® = spang{e ™" ze , Tk . g€ |z Pe el (4.1)

It is also not difficult to show the vanishing at infinity property (2.2) of T; see, for
example, Bégout and Vargas [3]. For d = 1,2, Theorem holds in its stronger, global
form, as a consequence of the general Theorem The necessary pre-compactness of
maximizing sequences, as in Definition 23] has been proven in the aforementioned [3],

while the uniqueness up to symmetries of the maximizer is due to Foschi [7].

4.1. Lens transform. To define and also give context to the Lens transform we will

need to use the Hermite and Laguerre orthogonal functions of L?(R%) and for this we
20



follow the set up of [10, Sections 2.1, 2.2 and 3.1]. For a given vector n € Z% we let
F"('r> = Hn1 (\/ZE.Tl)...Hnd(\/Exd)efﬂx‘Q’

where H,(z) are the monic Hermite polynomials orthogonal with respect to the Gaussian
normal distribution (above | - | stands for the euclidean norm). The functions {Fn}neza

form an orthogonal basis of L?(R%) and are eigenfunctions of the Fourier transform

Fol) = | Fula)e ™ =Sda = (=) " Fa(6)

where [n|; = ny +ngy+...+n4. Similarly, for a given parameter v > —1 we let {LY (1) }m=0
be the generalized Laguerre polynomials. These are the orthogonal polynomials with

respect to the measure

and normalized in such way that
Qo0
[ terane) = (70" - o),
0 m
Let L2 ;(RY) be the subspace of radial functions in L?(R?). For now on we let v = d/2—1.
In this way the functions
Gn(w) = Ly, (2]z]*)e ™,

2

2 J(RY) and are eigenfunctions of the Fourier transform

Gm(§) = (=1)"Gm().

form an orthogonal basis of L

Lemma 4.1. For alln € Z% and m € Z; we have

"2 (Fn) (@)
[y
o (1—4mit\ 2 T 4?it|z|?
— (L4 amit) S () g eI
(1 dmst) <1 + 4mt) (\/1 n 167r2t2) =P [1 T 16n262
and
" (Gm)(2)
¢ (1 —4mit\™ T 4?it|z|?
== 1 + 4 t T2 Gm :
(1+ 4mit) (1 n 4m’t) <«/1 n 167r2t2) P [1 16w
Proof. This is [10, Lemma 11]. O

We now are ready to define the Lens transform. For a given function u : R x R — C

and a given p > 0 we define the Lens transform of u by

Lu(y,s) =u (cos(ﬂsy)\/%’ tar;(;rs)) (1 +itan(ms))

d l—itan(mws)
56 2p

ly|?

Define the measures

dﬁ(S) = 1[_1/271/2](S>d8
21



and the normal Gaussian distribution in R?
dr(y) = (2m) "2 e 2y,

Using the change of variables y = (27p)zcos(ms)z and s = 7' arctan(47t), a routine

computation shows that

_d 2
|u(z,t)| oraxr) = P~ 227 7 | Lu(y, )| Lo@y)as(s) -

We also define a radial version of the Lens transform for any function u(|z|,t), radial in

the variable z, by

1—itan(mws)

(& 2p

T tan(ms) ,
cos(rs) Vg an )(1+ztan(7rs))

A similar change of variables coupled with integration in radial coordinates shows

Nl

Loaqu(r,s) = u <

_d__2
HU(SU’t)HLp(Rde) =p 22 7| Laqu(r, S)HLP(Rd,u(r))dB(s))-

The reason why these definitions are useful and well adapted to our paper (and differ
slightly from previous definitions; see [22]) is the following identities, which are implicit
in the proofs of [10, Theorems 1 and 5]

L (Fa)(@)) (9 5) = Hn(y/2g)e e, (4.2)
where H, () = Hy, (z1)...Hp,(24), and
Lraa (€™ (G)) (1, 5) = L;(% r)e 2mims, (4.3)

In particular,
L) = Liaa(e™™ ) = 1.
We note that the first author derived the Lens transform in [10] (without previous
knowledge of it) as a way of transforming the Schrédinger propagator, in view of Lemma
4.1l via a change of variables, into a flow over polynomials. Moreover, the fact that the

—2mins1 appears in the above identity (not quite in (&2)) and that

orthonormal basis {e
dB(s) is the indicator functions of the interval [—1/2,1/2] is what makes this version of
the Lens transformation a useful tool, it introduces a very convenient orthogonality.

The following lemmas are crucial.

Lemma 4.2. For

fl@)= ), a(n)Fu(x) e L*(RY)

let
Tfy) = Y, (=)"ta(n)Ha(y) € L*(dy)

d
n€Z+

Then 2717 : L*(RY) — L2(dv) is an isometry and

T(T, 28) = spanc{l,z1, 2o, ... 0, a]?).
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Moreover, if u(z,t) solves the Schrédinger equation with initial data f then
_2d __d®
O(f) = 2752+ 4/d) 5 (17 f ey — 1£00) (429 miarpasien)
Proof. This is [10, Theorem 1] together with (£2) and (&.T]). O

Lemma 4.3. For

fl@)= ) a(m)Gu(z) € LR

meZy
let
Jeaaf(r) = > a(m)Ly,(r) € L*(dp).
m€Z+
Then 271 Jraa : L24(RY) — L2(dp) is an isometry and

Jead(Tr.2 (& 0 Ly, (R?))) = spanc{L, [a]*}.

Moreover, if u(z,t) solves the Schrédinger equation with initial data f then

_2d __d?
O(f) =272+d(2 + 4/d)” T2 (H\Yrade%Q(d,u) — [[Lraa(w)(r, S)H%P(du(r)dﬁ(s)))
Proof. This is [10, Theorem 5| in conjunction with (£3]) and (4.TJ). O

4.2. Proof of Theorem

Proof. Step 1. First we show that Gaussians satisfy the Euler-Lagrange equations, that
is, Gaussians are critical points of the deficit function ¢. For a given g € L*(dv) let

f=J (g) and u solve Schiodinger’s equation with initial data f. Define

9°9(y) = L(u)(y, 25)
and
Prens(9) = HQH%WV) - Hﬁng%p(du(r)dﬁ(s))-

Due to (£2)) and Lemma F2 we have

5°(Hn)(y) = Haly/2y)e2mn
and ,

Drens(9) = 257 (2 + 4/d) 1 ().
We can now use Appendix [A] to obtain

270(2 + 4/d) %5 ¢ () f = 8]0, (1)(9.9)

=2R | g(y)dy(y) -2 %f_ Rdﬁs(g)(y)dv(y)ds

R4

= 2R a(0) — 2R a(0) = 0.
Step 2: Reduction to radial. By Theorem 211 it suffices to show

¢" (NS ) 2 el flFama
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for all f € L2(R?) orthogonal to the tangent space of & at e~ ™'*. We will now show that
the minima of HfHZf(Rd)W(e_”"'Q)(f, f) over all L*(R?) is the same as the minima over
Ll?ad(Rd)

Let f € (T, . 2®)". We can apply Lemma LTl in conjunction with Appendix [Al to

obtain

SN S) = 2 A5\ gy = C [ [ wllal 216 (o) P

‘rr2'r2
for some C > 0, where w(r,t) = (1 + 1672t?)~#*¢"1716:>2 . Note that a priori there are
two missing terms in the above calculation, however is not hard to show they vanish. It

is now enough to show the quadratic form

QU 1) = fR fRd wilz], (P21 f () Pdadt

is maximized when f is radial and for that we use the decomposition R = S%~! x R,
that is, we let

Hy, = {g(|z|)Yi(z) € L*(R?Y) : Y} is a spherical harmonic of degree k}.

Any function f € L*(R?) can be written uniquely as f(x) = >,-0 9x(|2|) Yi(2), where {¥3}
is orthonormal in L2(S*1). Let T'f(x,t) = w(z, t)P> 712 f(x), so Q(f, f) = (T*Tf|f).
Using the Hecke-Bochner formula (5.I) one can show that T f(z) = >, - 9x(|2])Ya(2)
for some radial functions {gx(|x|)}, and in particular T*T H), < Hy, which implies that

sup HfHLQ(Rd (f f) = Sup sup HfHL2 Rd) (f f)

k=0 feH;\{0}
Let fi(x) = gr(|z|)Yi(z) € Hy be given. We can assume Y}, has unit L*(S¢!)-norm. Let
fo(z) = gr(|z])|z[¥|S**7*/2 and note | fi| z2(ra) = || fol L2(ra). Also note that by the Hecke-

Bochner formula (5.I) we have f5(2) = hi(|z])Ye(z). We claim that Q(fx, fi) < Q(fo, fo),
which would finish Step 2. In this direction, we first observe that

r

B f w(|z], )P fi () dadt

JR
[ SR 25t]-12 7 w25 :1:2

= || TR e )t ) o
R JR

wl&
/-\
Y

1+ 1672¢%)2 (=2 ~ ter 2\
_ ( m ) dt f e o2 |z1— x2\2 —47 zt\x2|2fk(x2)647r2zt|a:1\2fk (l‘l)dl‘ldl‘g
R2d

1+167r t

a
2
-(r—-2)¢ ‘ ()
_ )2 d4 dtf o 2 |y o ezl f () e f () )dy dy
5 R2d
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where

~ A~ 1442 . ~ . D
Qi(fr, fx) = J J 67’%|ml*x2‘2€_mﬂx2‘2fk(%)emlxl‘ka(%)d%dxz-
Rd JRd

We will now proceed by showing that in fact Q( ﬁ, fk) < Qt(ﬁ), fo) for all t € R, which
straightforwardly implies Q(fx, fx) < Q(fo, fo). At this point we recall the Funk-Hecke
Formula

d ~ Yi(n)[S*? b _ o212y
u(n - §Yi(§)do(§) = —=7—<— | Cr(@u(a)(l -a’) a,  (44)
§d-1 Cy(1) -1

where C}(«) is the Gegenbauer polynomial, v = d/2 — 1 and |n| = 1. We obtain

1+t 2 1+t
+mit)|x
J e~ (o Nz1l® Ty ka(l’z)d.l’z
Rd

Sd 2Y t
_ | K 551/|371| J J Gl tmir phed1p, (1 Ve v s 2“‘”‘“1‘0‘0”( )(1 — o) 2dadrs,
-1

which 1mphes

Q:(fr, fr) = [ST 2|f f (7 79) (rime) T ay (¢, 71, o) drydiy,

where

1 v
ag(t,r,m2) = J e (g ity = (g ity + ””ackm)(l — )" da.
. Cy(1)

A similar computation leads to

Q:(fo, fo) = [S*77 JOO JOO hio (7)o (5) (r8) ¥+ 4L ag (¢, r, s)drds,
0o Jo

where

1
ao(t,r1,72) = f ~ Gy _’T“)”%Jrl;t;m”a(l — a?)"da.
~1
It is now enough to show that for every ¢ € R the kernel
bk(ta 1, TZ) = (lo(t, T, S) - a’k(ta T, S)

_ J‘l (1+t +7rzt) (1;'_22 —ﬂit)T%-‘rl;—_t;T‘QT‘lOé ll . C]Z(Oz):| (1 o a2)1/71/2da
1 (1)
Cila)

C”(l)
and thus b (t,71,79) is a continuous positive linear combination (in the parameter «) of

the kernels

is positive semi-definite for (ry, ry) € R2.

<lfor—-l<a<l,

2
(1+t +it)r? ri (1+t —7rzt)7"2 % elp"'t rorio

e

and these are visibly positive definite for (r1,72) € R2 (being a product of positive definite
kernels). Thus by (¢, r1,79) is positive definite as desired.
Step 3. By the Step 2 it is sufficient to show that

" (e ). ) = elf e

25



for all f € L2 4(R%) orthogonal to the tangent space of & at e~"* and for that we use the
radial Lens transform. For a given g € L?(du) let f = J;(g) and u solve Schiodinger’s

equation with initial data f. Define
%Sg(r) = ‘Crad(u) (T, S)
and
Prad.lens(9) = HQH%Q(du) - Hmng%P(d,u(r)dB(s))'
Due to (£3) and Lemma (4.3 we have
R (L) (r) = Ly (2 )e ™,

where v = d/2 — 1, and

Draciens(9) = 2755 (2 + 4/d) ¥ 6 f).

Using Lemma in conjunction with Appendix [Al we deduce

22+d (2 + 4/d> 4+2d¢”( l |2)(f f) rad lens<1)(g g)
1/2 0
=2l | [P

—221—0m|a 2L (0),

m=2
where
p e}
en = L (08 [ L2t
2 Jo P
Note that by Appendix [A] there are some other terms in the second variation that did
not show up above, but they can easily be shown to be zero. All we now need to prove

is that
<1l-¢

for all m > 2 and some ¢ > 0, which is the content of the next step.

Step 3. First we use the following identity

L”)\r i()l_ Af—goﬁ (45)

to obtain

- gi () (") -z (46)

Identity (43]) can be easily derived using the generating function

frw/(l w)

2w Li(r) = = Ay

n=0
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To obtain an asymptotic expansion for ¢,, we separate the cases p # 4 and p = 4. If
p =4 (hence d = 2) we obtain
gomP 2m + v p2r—t
Cm = o ~ )
2 m AT
hence ¢,, = O(m~"/2). For p # 4 we observe that the series in (&6) coincides with the

series of a Jacobi polynomial, that is,

Cm  Pom (v,0)
==7Z""PY(X

where Pg’o)(X) is the a Jacobi polynomial, Z = (1 —4/p)~* and X = 17 + 1Z7%.
Noticing that |Z| > 1, we can then apply |20, Theorem 8.21.9] to obtain

7—m p(v0) (X) ~ K
m \/m?

for some explicit x > 0 depending only on Z and v. We again obtain c¢,, = O(m~Y2).
To finish the proof is now enough to show that ¢,, < 1 for all m > 2. First we introduce
the variable Y = v + 1. Using that

m+ v 1 ‘ )
= Om—jp(Js-cym — 1)Y™I7E
(m—J) (m—j)! ;_;) ’

where 0,,,_; ¢ is the ¢-th symmetric function in m — j variables we obtain

m m—j 1 '
Y(l + Y)2m71Cm = 2 <T;l) mam,ﬂ(j, e, — 1)Ym+‘77£

2m mln{m |k/2]}

m
] Um —jm+j— k(] 7m_1)

m m—j (m—1)!

j m+j—k)(k—j7—1)!
)( ) 1

k=1 j= maX{OkJ m} k_j_l k_2']>

2§m1 mm{mkl} m—

2y (655

= k—j5—1

:Smlyk(Qm—l)

= k—1

=Y(1+Y)™

k=1 j= max{Ok m}

k=1 j= max{Ok m}

2 min{m, k;/2
m { m

2m mln{m |k/2]} <

J

Above we used that o,5(x1,...,2,) < xa...:ca,bﬂ(‘;) if v, > 241 = ... = x; and that

m = 2, so we get only strict inequalities. This shows ¢, < 1 and finishes the proof. [
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5. SPHERE ADJOINT FOURIER RESTRICTION

Here we prove Theorem [[.3, concerning the functional

() = S Bagay = 1To12 g Pi=2+ 241,

where S; := (27)%?|S41 |~ d“ So | Jaj2-1
As before, we apply the method of Section [ l The relevant manifold is now

)l/p and o is the surface measure on S41.

= {ae™? : g e C\{0} and v € R?} < L*(S*),

and it can be written in the form & = {zI'(f.) : z € C\{0},[' € F}, by letting F denote
the group of symmetries generated by the frequency translations f(z) — ¢ f(x), b € R?,

and letting f, denote the constant function 1. The tangent space is

¢ = spang{l,i,iz; : j=1,...,d}.

The vanishing at infinity property ([2.2)) of F is easy to prove. Finally, for d = 2, Theo-
rem holds in its stronger, global form, as a consequence of the general Theorem 2.5}
The necessary pre-compactness of maximizing sequences, as in Definition 2.3] has been
proven by Christ and Shao [6], while the uniqueness up to symmetries of the maximizer
is due to Foschi [§].

5.1. Proof of Theorem [I.3l Step 1. An application of the Funk-Hecke formula (4.4])
in conjunction an integral representation of Bessel functions via Fourier transform one

can show that for every spherical harmonic Y, we have

€)= | Vilne o) = (2m - AP, (5D

where |{] = 1,7 >0, v =d/2—1, A,(2) = J,(2)/2" and J, is the Bessel function of the
first kind. By Appendix [Al we conclude that

) = 2RIy~ 2ol R |5 5()5F (@)da = 0-0,

if f e (T€)* (note 1 € Ty€), where p = 241, We also have that f = v -z belongs to
T\ € for any v € R%, as the function f(x) = €*** belongs to € for all e € R and ((f) =0

This implies a remarkable identity

®© 0
J |Al,(r)|p,,,2u+1dr = (p — 1)J |Au(7“)|p_2A3+1(7‘)7’2”+3d71
0 0

Recalling that Y] is a multiple of x1 + ... + 24, the proof of the above identity spoils the
excitement since it just amounts to compute %C(e“(“*“'xd))|€:0 = {"(1)(Y1, Y1) = 0,
which vanishes since ((e*@17+74)) = ( for all € € C. In fact, by the same argument the

above identity must be true as long as both sides are finite, that is, p > d2—dl
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Theorem ZIInow amounts to show that the quadratic form ¢”(1) is coercive on (T1€)*.
It is easy to see that this quadratic form is naturally in block form because of formula
EI). Let f = Y, oaYy € (I1€)*4, where Y}, is an orthonormal set (for the surface

measure of S971) of real spherical harmonics. Define the numbers
0
= | 1A PR A

Noticing that by (LT) we have HO’HLP R4) = (27)~%/2¢; 182, we can use Appendix [A] to

obtain

S %" (V. )
= 260] {01 = (2m) "2 [p j B Io P + (0 - 2R f |a|p-4<§>2<a7>2]
= 2¢g Z lax]* — Z cr(plag)* + (p — 2)(=1)"R(a}))

k=2 k=0
22 co—(p—1 ck)|ak|
k>2

Therefore we have to show that (1 —&)co > (p — 1)¢y, for all k = 2 and some 0 < & < 1.
Step 2. The strategy now amounts to derive a decreasing upper bound for ¢; and showing
that (p — 1)cg < ¢o for k = ko, where kg is small but depends on d, and then verify each
case k < kg by numerical integration.

The only inequality we need to use is due to Landau [14]:

L := 0.7857468705 > r/3|.J,(r)|, for all r,a = 0.

We obtain
x d LP2T (AT E+(1—)\)/2
L < Lp2f Jy+k(r>2_/’): _ )\ ( ) (V+ +( )/ ) —- bk
0 T 221+ N)/2)T(v+k+(1+1X)/2)
where \ = W and the last identity is [11, Eq. 6.574-2]. It is not hard to show, using

the properties of the Gamma function, that %bk < 0, and therefore b, is a decreasing
sequence. Also, a routine application of Stirling’s asymptotic formula shows that b, ~ k=
as k — oo, and therefore we only need to show that (p — 1)cx < ¢o for all & > 2. We

obtain . N
Co Co
where 2000
N dr
Co = J |JV(T)|pE
0 rd—1

Numerical evaluation of (p — 1)by and ¢, produces Table [[l It shows that % < 1if
d=3, % <1lifd=4,5 and% <1if6 <d < 60. If d = 2 the above bound gives

(p—1)bas3
o

< 1, which is terrible. Instead, we can use [4, Theorem 10] to deduce directly

that % < 1 for all £k > 7. Finally, numerical approximation of (p — 1)¢, produces
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d < 50
210.33677
-1k <]| <&
0.29767 | 0.31822
(p — 1)1)5 < < EO
0.25084 | 0.25803
0.18775 | 0.21158

O | | Lo &

dilp=1by<| <¢ |d|lp=1b<]| <0 di(p=—1)by<| <70
6 0.17363 | 0.17776 || 25| 0.03979 |0.04134 || 44| 0.02272 | 0.02311
7
8

0.14595 | 0.15265 || 26 | 0.03827 | 0.03970 || 45| 0.02222 | 0.02258
0.12624 | 0.13347 || 27| 0.03687 |0.03818 || 46 | 0.02174 | 0.02208
9 0.11141 | 0.11842 || 28 | 0.03556 | 0.03678 || 47| 0.02128 | 0.02160
10| 0.09983 |0.10632 || 29| 0.03435 |0.03548 | 48| 0.02084 |0.02114
11| 0.09050 |0.09641 || 30| 0.03321 | 0.03426 || 49 | 0.02042 | 0.02069
12| 0.08282 | 0.08815 || 31| 0.03215 |0.03312| 50| 0.02001 | 0.02027
13| 0.07637 |0.08117 || 32| 0.03116 |0.03206 || 51| 0.01962 | 0.01986
14 | 0.07087 ]0.07520 || 33| 0.03022 | 0.03106 || 52 | 0.01925 | 0.01947
15| 0.06613 |0.07003 || 34 | 0.02934 |0.03012 || 53| 0.01889 | 0.01909
16 | 0.06200 |0.06551 || 35| 0.02851 |0.02924 || 54 | 0.01854 | 0.01873
17| 0.05836 | 0.06154 || 36 | 0.02772 | 0.02840 || 55| 0.01820 | 0.01838
18| 0.05513 ] 0.05801 || 37| 0.02698 | 0.02761 || 56 | 0.01788 | 0.01804
19| 0.05224 |0.05486 || 38 | 0.02628 | 0.02687 || 57| 0.01757 |0.01772
20| 0.04964 |0.05203 | 39| 0.02561 |0.02616 || 58 | 0.01727 |0.01740
21| 0.04730 |0.04948 | 40 | 0.02497 ]0.02549 || 59| 0.01698 |0.01710
22| 0.04516 |0.04716 | 41| 0.02437 ]0.02485 | 60 | 0.01669 |0.01681
23| 0.04322 | 0.04505 || 42| 0.02379 |0.02424
24| 0.04143 | 0.04311 || 43| 0.02324 | 0.02366

TABLE 1. Numerical integration of ¢, with error < 10~® and rounded down
to 5 digits. Evaluation of (p — 1)b; rounded up to 5 digits.

Table 2, which shows that (p—1)cy <Gy <cofork =2,....6ifd=2k=2,...,7if d =3,
k=23,4ifd=4,5and k = 2,3 if 6 < d < 60. This completes the proof.
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d (p—1) X coy.yc6 < <o
210.18707, 0.12746, 0.09661, 0.07813, 0.06546 | 0.33677

d (p—1) xcgynnyer < < Cy
3 10.19229, 0.13788, 0.10741, 0.08827, 0.07476, 0.06512 | 0.31822
d (p—1) X cg,c3,04 < < ¢

410.17022, 0.12724, 0.10159 | 0.25803
5 | 0.14910, 0.11524, 0.09395 | 0.21158

(p—1) x o053 <| <70 d|(p—1)xcyc3<| < d|(p—1)xeco,e3<| <0

0.13163, 0.10454 | 0.17776 || 25 | 0.03870, 0.03595 | 0.04134 || 44 | 0.02262, 0.02167 | 0.02311
0.11744, 0.09536 | 0.15265 || 26 | 0.03730, 0.03474 | 0.03970 || 45 | 0.02214, 0.02123 | 0.02258
0.10583, 0.08754 | 0.13347 || 27 | 0.03600, 0.03361 | 0.03818 || 46 | 0.02168, 0.02081 | 0.02208
0.09621, 0.08084 | 0.11842 || 28 | 0.03478, 0.03255 | 0.03678 || 47 | 0.02124, 0.02040 | 0.02160
10 | 0.08815, 0.07505 | 0.10632 || 29 | 0.03365, 0.03156 | 0.03548 || 48 | 0.02081, 0.02001 | 0.02114
11 | 0.08130, 0.07002 | 0.09641 || 30 | 0.03259, 0.03063 | 0.03426 || 49 | 0.02041, 0.01963 | 0.02069
12| 0.07541, 0.06561 | 0.08815 || 31 | 0.03159, 0.02974 | 0.03312 || 50 | 0.02001, 0.01927 | 0.02027
13| 0.07031, 0.06171 | 0.08117 || 32 | 0.03065, 0.02891 | 0.03206 || 51 | 0.01964, 0.01892 | 0.01986
14 | 0.06585, 0.05824 | 0.07520 || 33 | 0.02977, 0.02813 | 0.03106 || 52 | 0.01927, 0.01859 | 0.01947
15| 0.06191, 0.05514 | 0.07003 || 34 | 0.02894, 0.02739 | 0.03012 || 53 | 0.01893, 0.01826 | 0.01909
16 | 0.05841, 0.05235 | 0.06551 || 35 | 0.02815, 0.02668 | 0.02924 || 54 | 0.01859, 0.01795 | 0.01873
17| 0.05529, 0.04982 | 0.06154 || 36 | 0.02741, 0.02601 | 0.02840 || 55 | 0.01826, 0.01765 | 0.01838
18 | 0.05248, 0.04753 | 0.05801 || 37 | 0.02670, 0.02537 | 0.02761 || 56 | 0.01795, 0.01735 | 0.01804
19| 0.04994, 0.04544 | 0.05486 || 38 | 0.02603, 0.02477 | 0.02687 || 57 | 0.01765, 0.01707 | 0.01772
20| 0.04763, 0.04353 | 0.05203 || 39 | 0.02539, 0.02419 | 0.02616 || 58 | 0.01736, 0.01680 | 0.01740
21| 0.04553, 0.04176 | 0.04948 || 40 | 0.02478, 0.02364 | 0.02549 || 59 | 0.01707, 0.01653 | 0.01710
22| 0.04361, 0.04014 | 0.04716 || 41 | 0.02421, 0.02312 | 0.02485 || 60 | 0.01680, 0.01628 | 0.01681
23| 0.04184, 0.03864 | 0.04505 || 42 | 0.02365, 0.02261 | 0.02424
241 0.04021, 0.03725 | 0.04311 || 43 | 0.02313, 0.02213 | 0.02366

© 00 N O

TABLE 2. We use the bound |.J,(r)| < r~2 for r > 3y and v > 1,
|Jo(r)| <72 for 7 > 0 (see [5, Lemma 8] and [17, Corollary 2.8(a)] respec-
tively), which shows that {3 [A4,(r)[P72A2, (r)r2 1 2dr < 00 r=2dr =
5x107*if d = 2 and k > 2. We then numerically evaluate the integral

Cp = S§000 |A, (r)[P~2 A2 (r)r® 12k dr with error < 1077, and thus
(p—1)ep < (p— D(E™™ 1+ 107° + 5 x 1074).

We then round up the right hand side quantity to 5 digits. Column ¢ is
copied from Table [Il to make the inequalities visible.

and
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APPENDIX A. FIRST AND SECOND VARIATION OF THE ABSTRACT DEFICIT
FUNCTIONAL

We consider here the abstract deficit functional, introduced in Section 2}

2

B(F) = CUfIf) (f |Sf|p)”, where €, — 132,
RN

Here p > 2 and S: H — LP(RY) is a bounded operator on the Hilbert space H, whose
scalar product we have denoted by {:|-), and whose norm is given by ||f|| = +/{f|f)-
Also, f, is a fixed element of H. We want to compute the following linear and quadratic

forms;
W = El g0t eh) VUL = Fa| _ Wfatef), VIEH.
Now, since
at eflfat ey = |FI7+ 201 + S,
and

([ st enn)

~ 511, + 2ISLIER | 151.775FoSs
¢ 2-p p—2 2 p—4 (T2 2
+ SIsE (o[ 1snr2isaf e o-2m [ isnp GTHsr?)
RN RN

2 2
+ SSHIE™ [2(2 ) (%f Sp.p2 S—ﬁSf) ] +o(e?),
RN
we conclude that
VS = 20D = 2L | 1SEISTST

and that

)

— 202 £ — pISLIZ" f SEP2ISIE - (p— 2)|SLISPR f SEP(SL)S )
RN RN
2
-2 pISEY (R [ 1SEPSEST)

(A1)

We immediately see from these two equations that, if '(f,)f = 0 and R{f,|f) = 0, then
the last term in (A.I]) vanishes.
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