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[P-ESTIMATE OF SCHRODINGER MAXIMAL FUNCTION IN
HIGHER DIMENSIONS

ZHENBIN CAO, CHANGXING MIAO AND MENG WANG

ABSTRACT. Almost everywhere convergence on the solution of Schrodinger equation
is an important problem raised by Carleson in harmonic analysis. In recent years, this
problem was essentially solved by building the sharp LP-estimate of Schrodinger maximal
function. Du-Guth-Li in [9] proved the sharp LP-estimates for all p > 2 in R?>T!. Du-
Zhang in [13] proved the sharp L2-estimate in R"*! with n > 3, but for p > 2 the sharp
LP-estimate of Schrédinger maximal function is still unknown. In this paper, we obtain
partial results on this problem by using polynomial partitioning.

1. INTRODUCTION
We consider the free Schrodinger equation:

{ iug — Au=0, (z,t) € R" xR,

u(z,0) = f(z), x € R™. (L1)

Its solution is given by

~

0 (o) = (2m) " [ S Fg),
where fdenotes the Fourier transform of the function f.
One of the fundamental problems in this setting is that of determining the optimal s
such that

Ilsmol A f(x) = f(w), for a.e.z € R" (1.2)
—>

for all f € H*(R™). In 1979, Carleson [5] first purposed this problem and proved that
the almost everywhere convergence (L2) holds for any f € HY4(R) by making use of the
stationary phase method. A year later, Dahberg and Kenig in [7] were able to prove the
condition s > i given by Carleson is sharp, showing that the existence of functions in
H? (R) with s < i for which the convergence fails. For the situation in higher dimensions,

many authors such as Carbery in [4] and Cowling in [6] studied this problem, and in

1987 Sjolin in [22] and Vega in [24] proved independently that (L2) holds if s > 1 no

matter the dimension. After that some important positive results in higher dimensions
have been obtained by many authors [I}, 8, 10, 19, 20, 21]. More recently, Bourgain in

[2] gave counterexamples showing that (L2)) can fail if s < sy Pu-Guth-Li in [9] and
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Du-Zhang in [I3] improved the sufficient condition to the almost sharp range s > 2(n—73r1)
when n = 2 and n > 3, respectively. Hence, the Carleson problem was essentially solved
except the endpoint.

Now, we recall the main ideas in [9], I3]. Suppose that f satisfies suppf C B™(0,1).

When n = 2, Du-Guth-Li in [9] proved the sharp L3-estimate of Schrodinger maximal

By Littlewood-Paley decomposition and parabolic rescaling, they applied (L3]) to derive
that (L2) holds for s > 1/3. On the other hand, using Hélder’s inequality, one immedi-
ately obtains whole sharp LP-estimates:

function:

< RE”fHLQ(R2)7 Ve > 0. (13)

sup e
0<t<R

L3(B2(0,R))

2 2
Ry ~57¢ , 2<p<3,
0<t<R Lr(B2(0,R)) R\ fll 22 m2), p > 3.
This fact means that p = 3 is the minimal number such that
e SR Ve > 0. 1.5
[ 502 1A gy S B ey, Ve (15)
When n > 3, Du-Zhang in [13] showed (2] holds for s > 3 by establishing the sharp
L?-estimate
Ay < Rt ny, Ve > 0. 1.6
E ] - 1 llzzny, Ve (1.6)

0<t<R
We observe that (I.6) can recover the case of p = 2 in (L4) when n = 2. The sharp
LP-estimate of Schrodinger maximal function implies the sharp L?-estimate by Holder’s
inequality, but the reverse is invalid. So Du-Zhang in [13] further raised the problem of
identifying the sharp exponent p such that

sup |e™2 f] S R\ fllz2@ny, Ve > 0. (1.7)
Ot Lr(B™(0.R))
From (LL3]), we see that
sup |eltAf|’ 2(n+ ) < R€||f||L2 (R™); Ve>0 (].8)
0<t<R (B™(0,R))
holds when n = 1,2, see [0, 18]. It would be an amazing result if (L&) holds for higher
dimensions, since p = 2(n+ 1)/n corresponds to the endpoint exponent of (n + 1)-

dimensional restriction conjecture. Unfortunately, Du-Kim-Wang-Zhang in [I1] proved
(LY) fails when n > 3. More precisely, by researching Bourgain’s counterexample in
every intermediate dimension in [2], they proved that (L7) fails if

p < poi= max 2+ (1.9)

1<m<n

n—1+m+ =

In particular, (L8)) fails for n > 3 due to 2("—:1) < po. Recently, Wu in [26] proved that

(T7) holds for
4
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Our main result in this paper is the following:

Theorem 1.1. Let n > 3. Suppose that p satisfies
4

> 2+ . 1.11
TN R SRR (L11)
For any 0 < e < 1, there exists a constant C, such that
| sup jera < R fee (1.12)
0<t<R Lr(B"(0,R))

for all [ with suppr B"(0,1).

We firstly recall the k-broad norm BLZ’ 4 initially defined by Guth in [15]. B LZ 4-horm
has two advantages compared with classical LP-norm. The first is that BLZ 4-horm can
lead to the k-linear reduction. Secondly, |2 f]| BL? ,(Br) 1s negligible whenever most

of the mass of e®f is concentrated on an algebraic surface with the dimension less
than k, named the vanishing property. Guth applied these properties to improve the
bound of restriction conjecture in higher dimensions. Motivated by Guth’s idea, Du-Li
in [12] extended BL} 4,-norm to a mixed version BL} -norm for studying LP-estimate of
Schrodinger maximal function. The definition we present below is slightly different from
that of their article. They introduced a new parameter M in the definition which can
help them to achieve the bilinear reduction in the main proof [12, Section 2]. However
this makes that the vanishing property may invalidate when M is large. And it will lead
to an obstacle in our following argument. For reserving this important property, we give
the following definition. On the bilinear reduction, we are going to take a different way
to achieve it.

Let f satisfy suppf C B" (0,1). Decomposing B"(0, 1) into balls 7 of radius K !, where
K is a large constant, we have f = Y f; such that each f; is Fourier supported on 7.
Denote

G(r) ={G(§): £e7}, where G(¢) = %

If V€ R™ x R is a subspace, we use Z(G(7),V) to be the smallest angle between any
non-zero vectors v € V and v' € G(7).

Next we decompose B™(0, R) into balls Bx of radius K, and decompose [0, R] into
intervals I of length K. For a given positive integer A, we define

peitap(Bg x I) := min ( max / \e“AfT(a:)\pda:dt) : (1.13)
BKXIK

Vi,...,Va \7¢V, for all a
where V7, ..., V4 are (k —1)-subspaces of R"™ and 7 ¢ V, means that Z(G(7),V,) > KL
For any subset U C B}, := B"(0, R) x [0, R], define

UN(Bg x1
= Y omax | B( K - K)|M6Mf(BK x Ir). (1.14)
Br cB(0.R) IxC[0,R) | K X K|

it A p .
||6Z fHBL’,;’::(U) :

We reduce Theorem [[.1] to the following Theorem [[.2] and we will explain how Theorem
implies Theorem [[. 1] in Section 2
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Theorem 1.2. Let p satisfy (I11l). For any 0 < € < 1, there exist a positive integer A
and a constant C'(e, K) such that

1€ Fll sy sy < Cl& KRN Sz (1.15)
for all R > 1 and all f with supp]?C B"(0,1).

Since BL} % -norm is not continuous, it is not convenient to use polynomial partitioning.

|

For this purpose, we substitute BL; y-norm with BL}*)-norm, defined as

|| ztAfHBqu - - Z |: Z (|Uﬂ BK X [K)‘MeitAf(BK % IK))

By x 1
BrgCB(0,R) IxC[0,R] | B K|

S

Q3

(1.16)

Since

HeitAfHBLi’,Z"(B*) qIL‘?o HeltAfHBqu (B}’

it suffices to show the following result.

Theorem 1.3. Let p satisfy (L11). For any 0 < e < 1, let 0 < § < ¢, there exist a
positive integer A and a constant C(e, K) such that for any q > 1/6,

1" Fll Ly sz < Cle, KR f 12 (1.17)
for all R > 1 and all f with supp]?C B"(0,1).

Let us say a few words on the proof scheme of Theorem[I.3l The basic tool is polynomial
partitioning introduced by Guth in [I5], which helps us to make the dimensional reduction.
We will adopt the algorithm, repeated application of polynomial partitioning, which has
similar spirit as Hickman-Rogers in [I7]. Hickman-Rogers built the algorithm to estimate
NEf BL? \(Br)> where Ff represents the extension operator associated with restriction
problem. By building polynomial partitioning on BLi:qA—norm, we show the algorithm
also works to estimate He”AfHBLp (8-

This paper is organized as follows In Section 2, we explain how Theorem [[.2] implies
Theorem [[LIl In Section [3] we introduce some notations and standard results. The proof
of Theorem [[3]is in Section @] and Section [Bl

To end up this section, we will outline some notations used throughout the paper. If
X is a finite set, we use |X| to denote its cardinality. If X is a measurable set, we use | X|
to denote its Lebesgue measure. If the function f has compact support, we use suppf
to denote the support of f. C. denotes a constant which depends on e. Write A < B or
A = O(B) to mean that there exists a constant C' such that A < CB. We write A < B
to denote A <. R°B.

2. How MAXIMAL BROAD [LP-NORM IMPLIES MAXIMAL LP-NORM

In this section, we prove that Theorem implies Theorem [I.1] by broad-narrow ar-
gument. Broad-narrow argument was developed by Bourgain and Guth [3] to study
restriction conjecture for the first time. This method can help us to reduce original linear
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estimate to k-linear estimate. Though the broad norm that we consider in the paper is
slightly weaker than classical k-linear norm, the method and reduction still work.

For the convenience of the discussion, we first introduce an equivalent definition of
BLy%-norm. Denote

it . : it A\
Bria(e"f)() = min  max = [e"8f ()],

where V1,...,V4 are defined as in Section 1. Then we have

€2 Fll sz ) ~ HBr;ifA(e“Af)(a:)\ (2.1)

LEL{(BR)

In fact, note that 7 is a K ~1-ball, we can view |¢?2 f,| as constant on By X I. So (L.I3)
becomes

wnp(By X I) ~ i A Pdxdt.
pens(Bae x Ti) ~ [ i e e () ds

Summing all Bx C B(0,R) and all Ix C [0, R] in (LI6]), we can get (2.1]) immediately.
Here we have used one important property named locally constant property. We will
introduce it more precisely in Section 3.

Proposition 2.1. For every 0 < € < 1 and every sufficiently large R, there exist
I AKK K. LK, 1<K, <R

such that the following holds. Suppose that f is Fourier supported on B™(0,1), then

n+1

1
err@ls iz S (T @)™ + K2 max Bri (¢ fie) (2)
Qat,...,ap1transverse  j=1 v
+ AT max Brit 4 (€7 fyn)(2) + .+ AR max Bryf (" fu2) (x)
+ A1 max |2 f (). (2.2)
v:K{ " —balls

Here each «; denotes the ball with radius K-', and each V' denotes one l-dimensional

n

subspace. The definition of transverse see . And for each 1 <1 <n, we have
/4 ,
A (@) S KT max Brif (6 fu) (@) + AKES ™ max B (S ) () + .

+ AP max Brfjl(eitAfva)(a:) + A" nax ™2 £ (2)]. (2.3)
~v:K{ "—balls

Proof. We only prove (Z2]) since the proof of ([Z.3)) is the same. We first fix = and ¢.
Decomposing the frequency support B"(0, 1) to balls a with radius K, ', then

eitAf(x) _ ZeitAfa(x)a
where each f, is Fourier supported in a. Define

S(z,t) = {oz e fo(z)| > %n}xz}xkimfa/(xﬂ}.

n

There are two cases that may occur now:
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e There exist oy, ..., 41 € S(,t) which are (n+ 1)-transverse: for any v; € G(a;),
|1)1/\’U2/\.../\Un+1| ZK;” (24)

e There exists an n-dimensional subspace V™ such that for each o € §(z, 1),

1

Z(G V< —.
If we are in the first case,

n+1 1

|6itAf(l‘)| < KLL Inaé}X|€itAfa’(x)| < KTZL”(H |6itAfaj(x)|> n+1.
7j=1

If we are in the second case,

O] B I S NGO RS S A ]

a€eS(z,t) agS(z,t)
<| S0 R alw)| + max e fu (@)
a€eS(z,t) “

S| e ale)] + max e fu (o).

£(Ga) VY<K

Therefore we conclude
n+1

leitA f ()] < Kin(H‘eitAfaj(x)Dnil +) Z ¢ (2) _|_mglix‘eitAfa/<x)|.
= Go) VM<K )
Denote
eimfvn (x) — Z eimfa(x).
UG) V<K

Decomposing the frequency support N K;l(Vn) to balls # with radius K., then

n—1
eimfvn (x) _ Z eitAfV",B (x)
G(B)ONK? (Vr#e
Define
S, 1) = {8116 fonp(0)] 2 oy mips € o (0)], GL5) 0 Ny (V) # 2.
We choose (n — 1)-dimensional subspaces V;*~ !, ..., Vi1 C V™ to achieve the minimum of
max €2 fym ()],
Z(G(B),Vd™)>K ! Va

There are two cases that may occur now:
e There exists 8 € Sy« (w,t) such that for each a, Z(G(3), V1)

a

) >
e For each 8 € Syn(x,t), there exists a such that Z(G(8), V1) < K 1.

a
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If the first case happens,

|62 fyn ()| < K1 mﬁ;/ix ‘eitAfvnﬁ/ ()]
= Hp1 66;35(133,25) |6 fV ’B(x)|
<K max € fyn ()]
£GP VIN>KL Ya

n—1’

= K0V Br (e f) (a).
If the second case happens,

IO B D I R D (I

BESyn (z,t) BESyn (x,t)
<| X (@) x| (@)
BESyn ($7t) A
A
<SS Y (@) +maxe™ frn (o)
a=1 BESyn (z,t)

Z(GB),Va <K

SEA:‘ Z eimfﬁ(x)’

a=1 BESyn (z,t)

Z(G(B), Ve <K
A
Y (M ensla) = 2 (@) |+ max € fn (o)
a=1 BESyn (z,t)
Z(GB), V& <KL,
A
=X X )
a=1 BESyn (w,t)
Z(G(B), Va8 <K
A
DI DS ST e ala)| + max]e™ fn (o)
a=1 ﬁESVn({L‘,t) aCp

Z(GB), VY<K Y, £(Gla),V)>Ky "

A

< Z Z B fa(x)| + A Z |2 fo ()] + max |62 fun g ()]
a=1 BESyn (z,t) agS(z,t)

2GR

A
S Do )| + Amax | fo ()] + mox e fro ()]

2(GB),Va <K !

=" n—1
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Thus

€2 fin (2)] S K270 Brinst (62 f)( +Z‘ > e"® fo(x)|+ A max " for ().
B
VA (el IR E T

n

Combining the results of the first two steps, we obtain

n+1

e fla)| $ K2 (T 1" fuy ()]) ™
j=1

A

S S e R IS ICOR S B DR A1)

a=1

B
AGB) Ve <KL
+ Amax |2 for ()]

Iterating on this formula, we can get

n+1

€121 (@)] 5 K2 [T, @)]) " + KTV BT (0 o) (@)

+ AKZ(" DBri 2 (€M fyna) () + oo+ AV KEBrEY (€ fi2) (2)

+ A" max A f (7).

'y:Kfl—baHs
Finally, since the choices of v, V?,..., V" depend on x and ¢, we take the maximum at
both ends of above inequality simultaneously, and then (2.2)) follows.
O
Now we show that Theorem [[.2] implies Theorem [[L1l Take [ = 2 in (2.3)), then
|2 f(2)| S AR max Broy ("2 fyz) () + A" max ("2 f ().
V2 ’ v:K ' —balls
We integrate over B to obtain
itA < An_2K2 B Kq itA
sup |e max Br, Y (e 2)(x
[ o 121, ey S A K | max BrAC SR,
: P 5
+ A™! <‘ sup |eAf ) "
; o<th| il L (B"(0,R))
For the first term, we have
A" ?K?|| max BrE (¢4 x ’ < AV HBrKl et x ’ .
1 V2 2,A( fVQ)( ) LPLe(BY) — 1 ; 2,A< fw)( ) LPL(B)

Note that the choice of V2 is allowed a K, '-scale of perturbation, so we can only consider
K% many V2. Then using (21) and Theorem [L.2] it is further bounded by

n— i n—271-0(1) rn €
~ AR € fuallprg sy S ARV VK flle S BN
2
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For the second term, by parabolic rescaling and induction on scale, one gets

a3 ) <A T R 5"
; Le(B"(0,R)/ ! ; 170z

Since p > 2, we apply Minkowski’s inequality to obtain

sup |elm f7|
0<t<R

P 1 _nyn_
)< AR S

Lr(B™(0,R))

A" 1 (H sup |e’mfy

0<t<R

Finally, we can choose the parameters A and K, satisfying A"~! < K, and then the
induction is close.

Since we will mainly consider BLjy%-norm in the following discussion, from now on, we
use BLY? to represent BLyY

3. SOME PREPARATIONS

The main ingredient of the proof of Theorem [L.3]is the algorithm which leads to different
scales r satisfying 1 < r < R, not just the scale R. In this section, we introduce some
notations and standard results with respect to the general scale r.

1. Locally constant property

Locally constant property says that if a function f has compact Fourier support O,
then we can view |f]| essentially as constant on dual ©*.

Lemma 3.1. [16, Lemma 6.1] Let © be a compact symmetric convez set centered at Co €
R™. Ifge is supported in © and Tg is the dual conver ©* := {y : ly-x—Cg| < 1, V x € O},
then there exists a positive function nr, satisfying the following properties:

(a) nr, is essentially supported on 10T and rapidly decaying away from it: for any
integer N > 0, there exists a constant Cyx such that nr, (z) < Cy(1+4n(z,10Tg)) N
where n(x,10Tg) is the smallest positive integer n such that x € 10nTg,

(b) Mzl S 1,

(¢)

9ol < > erxr < lgol * 11 (3.1)

T/Te
where cr = maxer [gol(z) and the sum Y g, is over a finitely overlapping
cover {T} of R™ with each T /) Tg. Here T /| To means that T is a translated

copy of Tg.

In particular, for each ball 7 of radius K~!, note e”2f. is Fourier supported on
{(w,|w]*) : w € 7} in a distributional sense, which is contained in a rectangular box
of radius K~ and thickness K~2. Therefore e®* f. is locally constant on each tube of
radius K and length K2

2. Wave packet decomposition on scale r
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Let ¢ be a Schwartz function satisfying suppp C B(0,3/2), and

ST G-k =1, foraléeR"

kezZm
Define
Bi(&) =135 (r (€ = e9)) . FonlE) = e WGE),
c(9) € 12z c(v) € 2z,

where 6 denote r~2-balls in frequency space and v denote r2-balls in physical space.
For each Schwartz function f with suppf C B™(0,1), we have the following decompo-
sition
=Y covtou, 0N B"(0,1) # @, (3.2)
0,v

where each ¢y, is Fourier supported in 6 and has physical support essentially in v. A
basic property is the functions ¢y, are approximately orthogonal, i.e.

> leon P ~ 1 f1172 (3.3)
0,v

Next we consider the decomposition on €2 f associated with (B.2)

e f = Z o™ 0p.,. (3.4)
0,v

By the stationary phase method, we obtain
}eimcpgw(:p)} < T_%XTQ’V(ZL‘,t) +00r™), VN >0. (3.5)
Here Tp, is defined by
Ty, = {(l’,t) ER"XR:0<t<r |+ 2tc(f) —c(v)| < T%+5} :

where 0 is a small positive parameter satisfying 6 < €. Tp, is a tube of length r, of
radius 71/2*° and in the direction (—2¢(#),1). For each v, e*® ¢y, is Fourier supported
in £(0) = {(£,£?) : £ € 6} in a distributional sense. For detailed proofs of wave packet
decomposition one can see [9, 23].

3. The properties of BL%-norm

Firstly, we recall the basic properties of BL%-norm.

Proposition 3.2 ([12, [15]). Let p < q. The following properties hold:
(a) (Finite subadditivity) Let A > 1, Uy, Uy C R™, then

HeitAf”%Li’q(UlUUQ) < HeitAsz];L’;"q(Ul) + ”eitAf”%LQq(UQ).
(b) (Triangle inequality) Let A > 2, U C R""1, then

it A it A it A
Hez (f +g)”%Li’q(U) Sx ”el f”%L’X;ZQ(U) + Hez gH%LZ’?g(U)'
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(c) (Logarithmic convexity) Let A > 2, U C R™"L. Suppose that 1 < p,py,ps < 00

and 0 < a <1 obey
1 1l—« a

I

p P b2

then

€% llmrgen < 1€ gyl Maszeao

The proof of Proposition .2 is elementary, one can refer to [12,[15]. If A =1, we can’t
use (b) and (c) in Proposition since BLY%-norm only makes sense for the positive
integer A. But if we start with a large A, and use (b) and (¢) only O(1) times, then
the choice of A won'’t influence our argument, see [17, 25]. On the other hand, we always
choose the parameter A satisfying A < K, which is an unimportant parameter. From
now on, we write BLPY to represent BLYY.

Now we consider the relationship between BLP**°-norm and maximal LP-norm, bilinear
maximal LP-norm.

Proposition 3.3. Let p > 2. Suppose that f has Fourier support in B"(0,1). For any
e>0,if

1" Fllprros sy S KO £l 12
Proof. By the definition of BLP***-norm, we obtain

HeitAfHBvaoo(B:) :( Z max ,uesz(BK X [K)>

I ClO,r
BxcB(0r) © [0.r]

itA
<[ 2 ma (1 )]

BgCB(0,r)

1
itA P
(5, 3 e I o)

T BgCB(0,r)

1
<KO(1 (Z ||eztAfT||LpLoo - )P

SKOWre| f .

swp 21| SIS,
o<t<r LP(Br)

then

Al

0

Proposition 3.4. Let p > 2. Suppose that f has Fourier support in B™(0,1). Let
f=>"_fr, where each f; is Fourier supported on 7. For any € > 0, if

1
’ eitA le eitA ng 2

holds for all Ty, Ty satisfying that the Fourier supports of f;, and f., are separated by at
least 1/ K, then

sup
0<t<r

< €
ey ST

€2 fllproee () S KOO f]] 2.
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Proof. We recall the definition of jicia

citaf(Bg X I[g) = min (max/ At pd:pdt).
preiva (B X Ir) v U BK><IK| |

For each 7, by Lemma[3.1] there exists a positive function nx which is essentially supported
on B X Ik satistying ||ng|/zr < 1 and

|€itAfT| S |6itAfT| e

Fix Bi x I, then there exists a 7y such that

max/ |etAf P :/ |2 £ |Pdadt.
T BKXIK BKXIK

We choose VY, ..., V} such that 7y € V] for some a € {1,2,..., A}, then by (B.I]) and Holder
inequality,

peiap(Br x Ig) < max/ e fL P
T¢Va, BKXIK

1
4 . 2
<o ([ gy [ e
Téval Br X1k Br xIk

gmax/ (|6imf¢| * UK)% (|6imfm| * TIK)
BKXIK

Y2
2

TEV
Smax [ (1 ) (16 1 <)
T%Va, BKXIK
. . p
= max/ (/ ‘ez(t’tl)AfT(:c — xp)eltTRAE (1 — 2p) |2 dxdt) .
T%Va, BKXIK

NK (.Tl, tl)T]K<.CL’2, tQ)d.Tldl’gdtldtQ

< > ( / \ei(t_“mfﬂ@—xl)ei(t_“mfm(l“—xa)}gdxdt)'
T1,7T2 BKXIK

d(r1,m2)>(KM)~1

Nk (l‘l, tl)nK(ZL'Q, tz)dl‘ldl'gdtldtz.

Define f;, ..+ by

ij,:vj,tj —e (t;1€] ]g)ij’

then

eitAij,xj,tj _ ei(tftj)Aij (z — ;). j=1, 2.
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We repeat the argument as in the proof of Proposition B.3 to obtain

1

HeitAfHBvaoo(B:) — ( Z max ,uesz(BK X [K))

By CB(0,r) Lreclor]
1
P
15 (T el
_|:B CZB(() )IKC[O,T} 7'1272 / fl, 1,t1€ fz, 2,l2 Lp(Bre xIx0)
" " d(r1,m2)>(K M)~
1
nx (21, t1)nK (2, tz)dﬂfld@dtldtzﬂ !
4 , 1ip
< ma ’eztA o gtag 3 )
_|: Z / Z IKC gir] f17 1,01 f2, 2,t2 L (Brex )

T1,T2 BrCB(0,r)
d(m1,m2)>(KM)~

Al

N (@1, t1) Nk (@2, tz)dﬂfld@dtldtz]

< Kou)(

itA itA 2
€ fﬁﬂﬁlﬂfle fTQ,m,tQ

T1,T2 LELE®(By)
d(r1,m2)>(KM)~1

Al

N (21, t1) Nk (@2, tz)dﬂfld@dhdtz)
SKOOre(| £l 2.

Remark 3.5. For g > 1/§, we have

||6itAf||L£L§(B;f) S 7”6||6itAf||L§ZL?°(B:)
and
ZtAfHBLM(B*) ~ 7”6||6me||BLP°°(B*)

So Proposition [3.3 and[3.] still hold if we replace BLP**°-norm with BLP?-norm.

e

4. Polynomial partitioning

Polynomial partitioning was firstly introduced by Guth [14] [15] to improve the bound
of restriction conjecture in three dimension. The main idea of polynomial partitioning is
using a polynomial to cut the whole space to several parts, and each part has the same
contribution.

Theorem 3.6. [14, Theorem 1.4] Suppose that F is a non-negative L* function on R™.
For each degree d, there exists a nontrivial polynomial P of degree at most d such that
R™\Z(P) is a union of ~, d" pairwise disjoint open sets O, (cells) and for each i we have

/ 2 F(z)dx ~p d™ / F(z)dx.

Let Z(Py,..., Phi1-m) be the set of common zeros of polynomials Py, -+, Py, We
call the variety Z (P, ..., Pyy1-m) to be a transverse complete intersection if

VP (z)N ... AV Pyii_m(x) #0, forallz e Z(P,...Pi1-m)-
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If Z=2(P,..., Ppy1_m) satisfies deg P; < d for each i = 1,2,...,n+ 1 — m, we say the
degree of Z is at most d. Du-Li in [12] gave the following polynomial partitioning theorem
on the broad norm version.

Theorem 3.7. [12, Theorem 4.5] Suppose that f is a function with suppr B(0,1) C R™,
U is a subset of By, and 1 < p,A < oo. Then for each d, there exists a nontrivial
polynomial P of degree at most O(d) such that (R™ x R)\\Z(P) is a union of ~ d"**
disjoint open sets O) and for each i we have

|| itA < C dn—i—l”eztA

fHBLp AU fHBLP)\(UﬁO)

Moreover, Z(P) is a finite union of transverse complete intersections.

Theorem 3.7 induces one spatial decomposition B}, = (U;0;) U Z(P). If we consider
wave packet decomposition of f on scale R: f = Zo,u 0.0, then most of the mass of
each g, is concentrated on Ty, in physical space. An example of f says that there
exists a related tube Tp, such that it can enter into all cells O}, which is not convenient
to carry on this divide and conquer approach. Roughly speaking, this bad situation can
happen because the diameter of each cell O; is too large. So we shrunken the scale of cells
O} to make that each tube can only enter into a small part of the shrunken cells.

Using Theorem B.7] with A = ¢, we conclude that there exists a nontrivial polynomial
P of degree at most O(d) such that (R" x R)\Z(P) is a union of ~ d"*! disjoint open

sets O] and for each i we have

1" F I o) < Cad™ 1™ FI oaor): (3.6)

Now we define
W .= NR%MZ(P) N By, 0;:=[0.N B;\W, (3.7)

where NR% +sZ(P) denotes the R%J"S-neighborhood of the variety Z. By Proposition [3.2]
one obtains

€™ £ I oacas,) <Z||6”Af||Bqu(o + 11" F I Loaqwy- (3-8)

By the pigeonhole principle, we have at least one of the following cases holds:

Cellular case: there exist O(d") many cells O; such that for each i,

|| itA < dn-l—l”eztA

fHBqu B%) fHBLP 9(0;)"

Algebraic case:

|| itA || itA

f”BLPq B* f”BLP Q(W

Therefore we can attribute the contribution on the whole region to cellular contribution
and algebraic contribution. Hickman-Rogers [17] also introduced the polynomial parti-
tioning theorem in lower dimensions. To build the algorithm on BL”-norm in the next
section, we prove relevant theorem on the version of BLP%-norm.

We firstly recall the definition of tangential tube introduced by Guth in [14] [15].
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Definition 3.8. Suppose that Z = Z(Py, ..., Pyy1-m) 1$ a transverse complete intersection
in R" x R. We say that Ty, is concentrated on scale r wave packets which are r RERKLE

tangent to Z in B, if the following two conditions hold:

(i) Distance condition:
Ty C N 1.5, Z N B,.

(ii) Angle condition: for any x € Ty, and z € Z N B, with |z — x| < rY/29m  one
has
Z(G(0),T.Z) < rm2td
Let

Tzlr] := {(«9, v) | Ty, is concentrated on scale r wave packets

which are r~2" tangent to Z}.

We say that f is concentrated in wave packets from Tz[r] if

> foslze <OCM)Ifllz2, ¥ N >0.
(0,0)¢Tz[r]

Theorem 3.9. Fizr>1,d e N and1 < p, X\ < oco. Suppose that Z is an m-dimensional
transverse complete intersection of degree at most d. Suppose that f satisfies suppf C
B(0,1) € R, and f is concentrated in wave packets from Tyz[r|. Then there ezists a
constant D = Dy = D(e,d) such that at least one of the following cases holds:

Cellular case: there exist O(D™) shrunken cells O; in R" x R such that for each i,

” ZtAfHBLPA(Br < DmH ZtAfHBLp/\(O)

Algebraic case: there exists an (m — 1)-dimensional transverse complete intersection Y
of degree at most O(D) such that

|| itA < ||eztA

f”BLP A(BmN 1/248m 2) ™ f”BLIM (BrNN 17246, Y)

Proof. Suppose that the algebraic case does not occur. We say that a ball B =
B(wg, r'/?*0m) € N,ij24s,m Z N B, is regular if, on each connected component of Z N
B(wg, r'/?*9m)  the tangent space T'Z is constant up to angle 1/100. By the hypothe-
sis and Guth’s argument such as in [15], Section 8], we have the regular balls contain most
of the mass of e f, i.e.

||6itAf||BLP7>\(Br) S ||€itAf||BLPv*(Uregu1ar BB):

For each regular ball B, we pick a point z € Z N B,1/245, and define Vz to be the m-
dimensional tangent plane 7,7. For each m-dimensional tangent plane V', we use By to
denote the set of regular balls so that Z(Vp,V) < 1/100. By the pigeonhole principle,
there exists a plane V' such that

||6itAf||BLP’>‘(Br) < ||eitAf||BLp,A(UBe‘BvB)'

Set N1 = Upem, B. Therefore, it suffices to consider the contribution on Nj.
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Since all wave packets of e®®f on scale r are contained in the ~ 7'/2-neighborhood
of V, €2 f(x)| is essentially constant along a certain direction which is roughly normal
to V. Let Py : V — R denote a polynomial defined on V, and 7 : R*** — V be the
orthogonal projection. Then we can extend V to a polynomial P on R"*! by setting
P(z) := Py(m(x)). We denote the collection of such polynomials by Py. Repeating
the proof of Theorem 4.5 in [12], we can find a polynomial P € Py of degree at most
D = D(e,d) such that Ny = (U;0}) U Z(P) satisfying #0} ~ D™, and for each i,

1™ FG o gmy ~ 1€ FlGroaan) S D™ f g o on- (3.9)
Define
W =Ny, Z(P)N B,  0;:=[0,nB]\W.
By Proposition 3.2] we obtain

€2 F 1 s,y < Z 1™ F 1 ronon) + 1™ F I Lor gy

Since the algebraic case does not occur, the contribution from W is negligible. By the
pigeonhole principle and ([B.9), there exist O(D™) cells O; such that for each 1,

|| itA Dm || eztA

fHBLp A(By) ~ fHBLP A0;)”

OJ
5. The vanishing property of the broad norm
In the final part of this section, we prove one important property of the broad norm
named the vanishing property. For the BL% 4-norm, Guth [I5] has proved this property.
Now we show this property also holds for general BLi:qA—norm.

Theorem 3.10. Letr > 1, 6 < e and 1 < m < k <n, and let Z be an m-dimensional
transverse complete intersection. Suppose that f is concentrated on scale r wave packets
which are 7’_%+5—tangent to Z on B,, then

1" Fll Lz s,y = O™ )1 £l 12
for any N > 0.

Proof. We consider wave packet decomposition of f on scale r: f =", cp,pp,. Since
f is concentrated in wave packets from T[r], it suffices to consider (6,v) € Ty[r]. For
each (0,v) € Tyz[r], we can choose zy € Z N B, N No(1/2+6)Th,, such that

Z(G(0),T.Z) < rm2td,
This fact implies for any 7 D 6,
Z(G(1), T.Z) < K.

Since T,Z is m-dimensional, note m < k, we have 7.7 is also a (k — 1)-dimensional
subspace. So such 7’s do not contribute to pita /(Bg x I ), and then

12 Fll iy, = O™ f 122
for any N > 0.
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4. TWO ALGORITHMS

From this section, we start to prove Theorem [L3l We will adopt two algorithms in-
troduced by Hickman-Rogers in [I7]. The method developed by Guth [15] in the study
of restriction conjecture relies on polynomial partitioning and scale induction. Hickman-
Rogers used the algorithm instead of scale induction to give a new proof of Guth’s result.
The main advantage of the algorithm is to lead to a more detailed geometry analysis on
different scales.

Now we introduce the first algorithm. It is a dimensional reduction, essentially passing
from an m-dimensional to an (m — 1)-dimensional situation. More precisely, we start with
a function f which is concentrated in wave packets from Tz[r|, and Z is an m-dimensional
transverse complete intersection. Using Theorem B9, we can divide | e”2 f||prra(p,) into
the cellular and algebraic case. The algebraic case can further separated into the trans-
verse and tangential case according to the angle condition. If it’s the tangential case, we
already pass from an m-dimensional to an (m — 1)-dimensional situation, then the algo-
rithm stops. Otherwise, we repeat the above steps to each cells produced by the cellular
and transverse cases.

[Alg-1]-The first algorithm: Let p > 2,0 < e < 1, and 0, d,, ..., d1, Jy satisfy
€ <K, K01 K ... €6 K 0y L €
for some constant C.

Input.

e A ball B, ¢ R*"! with radius r > 1.

e A transverse complete intersection Z of dimension m > 2.

e A function f satisfying suppj? C B"(0,1), and f is concentrated on scale r wave
packets which are r~1/?*=_tangent to Z in B,.

Output. The j-th step of recursion will produce:

e A word &; of length j in the alphabet {a,c}. Here a is an abbreviation of “al-
gebraic” and c “cellular”. The algorithm is realized by repeated application of
Theorem [3.9 More precisely, suppose that the algorithm has ran through (j — 1)
steps, and produced a word &;_; of length j — 1 and a family of subsets O;_; (see
its definition below), the we again use Theorem 3.9 on each O;_; € O;_;. If more
than 1/2 fraction of the O;_; belong to the cellular case, then we define &; as a
word of length j, where the first (j — 1) letters are the same as £;_; and the j-th
letter is ¢. Otherwise, we defined the j-th letter of &; to be a.

e A spatial scale p; > 1. Let Om_1 satisfy

(1= bt) (5 + 6 = 5+ 9
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and oy, : [0,00) — [0, 00) satisfy
g if the k-th letter of &; is c,
onlp) =4 2 | |
plom=1 if the k-th letter of &; is a,

for each 1 < k < j. With these definitions, take
pji=0jo..00(r).
Then p; satisfies:

p; < pli=dm-)#e®

where #a(j) and #c(j) denote the number of occurrences of a and c in the &;.

e A family of subsets O; of R""! which will be referred to as cells. Each cell O; € O;
has diameter at most p;.
e A collection of functions (fo,)o,c0,- Each fo, is concentrated on scale p; wave

—1/246m

packets which are p; -tangent to some translation of Z on (a ball of radius

p; containing) O;.
e A large integer d € N which depends only on the admissible parameters and deg Z.

Then the following properties hold:
Property I. Most of the mass of He”AfH%Lp’q(B  is concentrated on the O; € O;:
1" F g 1oy < Clsld,r) 12 fo, s oo,y + O™l 2. (4.1)
0;)
0,€0;

Property II. The functions fo, satisfy
> lfo,ll7e < Cfs(d,r)d*e || £17. (4.2)
OjEOj

Property III. Each fo, satisfies

_n4l-m

r —#c(7)(m—
1fo, 12, < IH(d’ T)(f) T el DIFIZ. (4.3)

J

Here '
C]I»,(;(d, r) = d#cU) (log rr)?#al)(1+0),

CH (d,r) = 51—)01},(03)#a(j)(lJr5)7
CIH( ) — djérc#a(j) m
where Poly(d) := d"! and C' is some suitably chosen large constant. One easily verifies
that
015(d ), CJI»,I(;(d, ), C’HI(d r) Sas oo g#ei?, (4.4)
The first step. The algorithm shall start by taking:
e & := J to be the empty word;

® po =T
e Oy := {0y}, where Og := N,1/216,, Z N By;
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o fo, = Ff.
e A large integer d € N to be determined later.
Under this setting, one easily verifies the validity of Property I, II, and III. In fact,
Property I holds due to the hypothesis of f. Property II and III hold trivially.

The (j + 1)-th step. Let j > 1. We assume that the recursive algorithm has ran through
J steps. Since each function fo, is concentrated on scale p; wave packets which are

pj_l/ 2Jﬂs’”-tangent to some translation of Z in B, , we again apply Theorem 3.9 to bound
He”AijH%Lp,q(oj) for each O; € O;. One of two things can happen: either [Alg-1]
terminates if the diameter of each cell is very small or it terminates if most of the mass
of ||efA ijH%Lp’q(oj) is concentrated on some (m — 1)-dimensional transverse complete
intersections. We give the exact stopping conditions as follows.

Stopping conditions. The algorithm will be stopped if one of both conditions occurs:

[tiny] The algorithm terminates if p; < pom-1
[tang] The algorithm terminates if

Z HeitAijH%LP,Q(oj) < Ctang Z HeitAfS”%Lp,q(Bﬁ) (4'5)
0;€0; Ses
and )
D Ifslie < Cuangr ™% 37 o, I (46)
Ses 0,€0;
hold for p := p}fgm‘l and for some constant Ciane. Here S is a collection of

(m —1)—dimensional transverse complete intersections in R"™! all of degree O(d),

and fg is a function to each S € S which is p~1/**9m-1_tangent to S on B;.

Remark 4.1. (a) We can use Theorem[3.9 and scale induction to reformulate this algo-
rithm. For details one can refer to Hickman-Rogers [17, Section 9].

(b) There exists a additional local estimate in Property III in [Alg-1] of Hickman-
Rogers. The main effect of such estimate is to establish L>-estimate from L?-estimate at
the smallest possible cost due to the hypothesis of restriction conjecture. In this paper, we
always assure f € L?, so the local estimate is not essential in our argument though it also
holds in this case.

Next we introduce the second algorithm. It consists of repeated application of the first
algorithm to reduce to an appropriate dimensional case.

[Alg-2]-The second algorithm: Let {pg}’g;l denote Lebesgue exponents such that

P2 > P32 . 2 Ppg1i=p > 2
Let 0 < ay, By <1 be the numbers defined in terms of p, by

11— _ -
1 Qay 1+O‘f1’5€;:Hai for 3 <V <n,
De 2 Pe—1 it

and a1 = By = 1.
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Input. Fix R > 1. Let f satisty suppr B"(0,1) and the non-degeneracy hypothesis
1" fll pLoacss) = CRY| £ 2. (4.7)

Output. The (n + 2 — £)-th step of the recursion will produce:

e Scales 7, = (ru41,...,7¢), satisfying R = r,.1 > r, > ... > r,. Large and non-
admissible parameters D, = (Dpi1, ..., Dy). Here Dy, £ <i < n+1, are defined by
the upper bound of (4.4]).

e A family transverse complete intersections ;. Each S; € S;, £ < i < n+1, satisfies
deg S; = 1.

e A function fs, associated with each S, € &, is concentrated on scale r, wave
packets which are r[l/ >t _tangent to Sy in B,,.

Then the following properties hold:

Property 1.
Be
; LR 1— i
e tAfHBLp,q(B;;) < M(r, DZ)HJC”HM( Z e tAstHZnge’q(BWD ", (4.8)
S¢€Sy
where
a ~ (nF1-058 /L (B -B) L (B
M(ﬁ, DZ) = (HDZ> (Hri2(1+1) (ﬁ +1 ﬁ)DiQ(BZ-Fl B@))
i=1 i=l
Property 2. For ¢ < n,
Yo sz D Y M salle: (4.9)
S¢€S, Se41€8e41
Property 3. For ¢ < n,
n—~0
2 < T£+1>_TD4+5 2 41
mas 755 5 (70) T D0 max s 7 (1.10)

The first step. The algorithm shall start by taking:

e 711 :=Rand D,y :=1;

o Sui1:={Sni1}, where S, := R*"L

o Oy := {0}, where Oy := N,1/245, Z N By;

e fs,., = fis a function satisfying the non-degeneracy hypothesis, and f is con-
centrated on scale R wave packets which are R™Y/2*9+1_tangent to the (n + 1)-
dimensional variety R™™ in Bj.

With these definitions, Property 1, 2 and 3 hold trivially.

The (n+ 3 — {)-th step. Let £ > 1. We assume that the algorithm has ran through

(n 42 — () steps. Since each function fs, is concentrated on scale r, wave packets which

Pe
BLPt:(By,)

for each Sy € S;. One of two things can happen: either [Alg-2] terminates if most of
Sy € Sy ended with the stopping condition [tiny] after using [Alg-1] or it terminates due

are r;1/2+5‘—tangent to Sy in B,,, we repeat to apply [Alg-1] to bound |2 fg, ||
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to the stopping condition [tang]. This recursive process terminates if the contributions
from terms of the former type dominate. We give the exact stopping conditions as follows.

Stopping conditions. The algorithm will be stopped if the following condition occurs:

[tiny-dom] Suppose that the inequality

Z 1€ fs, |15 Lre.a (Br,) =2 €2 el e 1(Bry) (411)
S¢€S, S¢€Sy tiny

holds, where the right-hand summation is restricted to those S, € S, for which
[Alg-1] terminates owing to the stopping condition [tiny]. Then [Alg-2] termi-
nates.

Property 2 and 3 of [Alg-2] can be obtained by repeated applications of Property
IT and IIT in [Alg-1]. We give the proof of Property 1, which relies on the following
result. This result can be proved by the same argument as in [10], so here we omit the
proof.

Theorem 4.2. Let n > 2, § < ¢, and k be a dimension in the range 2 < k < n.
Suppose that Z = Z(Py,...P,11_1) is a transverse complete intersection where deg(P;) <
Dy, = R, Here daeg K 0 15 a small parameter. Suppose that f has Fourier support in
B™(0,1), and f is concentrated on scale R wave packets which are R_%”—tangent to Z
on Bgr. Then we have

sup |e
0<t<R

< R 4.12
oy S FT (4.12)

itA |‘

for all R > 1.

The proof of Property 1. If the stopping condition [tiny-dom] not happened, then
Z HenAng BLW 4(By,) <2 Z ZtAng HBLP[ "(Br,) (413)

SpeS, SpE€Sy, tang

holds, where the right-hand summation is restricted to those S, € S, for which [Alg-1]
terminates owing to the stopping condition [tang]. For each S; € Sytang, let Spe—1[Si]
denote a collection of transverse complete intersections in R"*! of dimension ¢ — 1 which
is produced by the stopping condition [tang] in [Alg-1] on [[e™ fs, ||% 0 (Bry)? then by
Proposition I in [Alg-1],

H ztAfSl| BLPea(By,) R ng Z H ztAng l”BLW 9(Br,_y)"
Sp—1€8¢-1[S¢]

Define
Sg,1 = {Sg,1 : Sg € S&tang and Sg,1 € 8571[55]}.
By induction on ¢, we have

B

7 1- 3
€2 fllssnaiszy & DM@ DOLAE" (D 1™ o Bimeas, )"

Sg_1€8¢-1
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On the other hand, by Proposition and Holder’s inequality, we have

1

||6itAfS¢_1 ||BLpg,II(BT€_1)

Se—1€8r-1 ey
<H||6Z fSZ 1||BL2Zq 1BT )||6Z fSZ—IHBZLple—l’q(BTZ_l) lpZ(SZ 1)
itA A e
SHHe fsz,lHBLQ’q(Berl) 12(5,_ fSZ IHBLM V9 (Bre_y) Pe-1(Sp_q)

From Theorem it follows

' 1
1€ fs,oallzzeee e,y & eI sz,

and so we have by Proposition and Remark

e fssllpraacs,, ) 8 1" fsllpraeim, ) S eI fse e

This inequality implies

SHOTT pies)?
wisy B (T DE) e

1=l—1

H 1€ fs, ”BLQ’Q(BTZA)

Combining all estimates, one concludes

Be—1

. 1- ‘ - N
||eltAf||BLqu(B M(Tg 1,D£ 1)||f|| Be— 1( Z ||eZtAfS¢_1|IgL;lfl’q(Brzil)> Po—1 .

Se_1€8¢-1

5. THE FINAL STAGE

In this section, we apply the algorithms in the previous section to prove Theorem
L3l We assume that [Alg-2] terminates the step m, then m > 2. In fact, if the recursive
process terminates the step m = 1, then each function fg, is concentrated on wave packets

which are tangent to some transverse complete intersection of dimension 1. By Theorem
3.10, we have

12 sl BLoacs,,) = 00T ™) fsll12
for any N > 0. Then it easily follows that
1" fllracsny = OB fllr2,

which contradicts the non-degeneracy hypothesis (Z.7).
Recall that [Alg-2] terminates at the stopping condition [tiny-dom)], i.e.

Z ||eltA m||p BLpm, q(BT ) S 2 Z ||eztA m||p BLpPm, q(Brm) (51)
S eSm Smesm,tiny

For each S,, € Sy tiny, let O[S,,] denote the final collection of cells output by [Alg-1].
By Properties I, IT and III of [Alg-1], we obtain

e < Dfn—l Z ||eitAfO| %"ipm,q(o)a (52)
OEO[Sm]

||6 fm|BLPm 4(B,.,) ~=
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where the functions fo satisfy

> lfollte £ Dyl s, Iz (5.3)
0€0[Sm]
and
’rm _n+12_m (m 1+5
Jmax[|follf: £ (- 1) TS (5.4)

Let O denotes the union of the O[S,,] over all S, € S, tiny. Combining Property 1 of
[Alg-2], () and (5.2]), one concludes
Bim

€2 fllpsoatng) S Dis Mo, D) 1157 (D16 folipma)) ™ (55)
0e0O

Since each O € O has diameter at most R% by the stopping condition [tiny], one has

1€ follpremao) < Ifollre-

Hence (5.5) becomes

Bm

€2 Fllpnaisgy S Dy M7, B I35 (3 Ifollz) ™" (5.6)
(010
The definition of (3, leads to
1 1 1 1
(5-=)8n=5-—
2 Pm 2 Pn+1
and so we obtain
Bm
16 oty S Dl M B 15 (32 olle) ™ mass ol ™. 6.7

0€0o
On the other hand, using (5.3) and Property 2 from [Alg-2], one has

> loliz- = ( T DF°)IF1-. (5.8)

(01519 i=m—1
By (54]) and repeated application of Property 3 from [Alg-2], it implies that

1

max [ fol2 5 T i D713, (5.9)

i=m—1

where 7,1 := 1. Combining (5.7), (5.8) and (5.9)), one concludes

n

i X; NYitO(s
I fllproasy = [T r D51 e,

i=m—1

where

(5.10)

i 1(1 1
{Xz T 20i41) (/BiJrl - 6@) - 5(5 - pn+1)7
. Bi . 1 1
Vo= B = i+ D)5 - o)
In order to prove Theorem [[.3, we need to verify

X; <0, m<i<n and Y; <0, m—-1<i<n.
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One easily verifies that

1 1 \! 1 1\-1 )
X<0 = (5-—) -(5--) <F (5.11)
Dit1 2 pi [
and
1 1\-1 )
E4§O<:>(§——) _2i<0. (5.12)
Di

We firstly choose p,, = %, then

1 1\-!
(____) —om.
2 Dm

Let ¢ = m in (BI) and i = m + 1 in (5.12), then

1 1\t 1 1
<—— ) §min{2(m+1),2m+m}:2m+m.
2 Pm+1 m m

We choose p,,4+1 such that

1 1 -1 m+1
(A-L) o mtl
2 Dmi m

Repeating the above argument, we obtain the following formula

1 1y 1 '
<———> —om+ L is L
m 1—1

and so we have

i1 =2+ .
Pret ntm—1+L4. 1

The worst case happens when m = 2, i.e.

4
n+l4+g+..+2

Pn+1 = 2+
Therefore, we have proved Theorem [L.3|
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