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SHARP SUPERLEVEL SET ESTIMATES FOR SMALL CAP
DECOUPLINGS OF THE PARABOLA

YUQIU FU, LARRY GUTH, AND DOMINIQUE MALDAGUE

ABSTRACT. We prove sharp bounds for the size of superlevel sets {z € R? : |f(z)| > a}
where @ > 0 and f : R? — C is a Schwartz function with Fourier transform supported in
an R~ '-neighborhood of the truncated parabola P'. These estimates imply the small cap
decoupling theorem for P! from [DGW20] and the canonical decoupling theorem for P!
from [BDI5]. New (¢, L?) small cap decoupling inequalities also follow from our sharp
level set estimates.

In this paper, we further develop the high/low frequency proof of decoupling for the
parabola [GMW?20] to prove sharp level set estimates which recover and refine the small
cap decoupling results for the parabola in [DGW20]. We begin by describing the problem
and our results in terms of exponential sums. The main results in full generality are in {11

For N > 1, R € [N,N?], and 2 < p, let D(N, R,p) denote the smallest constant so that

(1) Qrl™ /Q 1S aeel(a ) - (€, €2)Pdudt < D(N, R, p)N*/?

R ¢e=

for any collection = C [—1,1] with |Z| ~ N consisting of ~ &-separated points, a¢ € C
with |ag| ~ 1, and any cube Qr C R? of sidelength R.

A corollary of the small cap decoupling theorem for the parabola in [DGW20)] is that if
2<p<2+42sfor R= N? then

2) D(N,R,p) < C-N®.

This estimate is sharp, up to the C. N factor, which may be seen by Khintchine’s inequality.
The range 2 < p < 2+ 2s is the largest range of p for which D(N, R, p) may be bounded
by sub-polynomial factors in N. The case R = N? of (@) follows from the canonical ¢?
decoupling theorem of Bourgain and Demeter for the parabola [BDI5]. For R < N? and
the subset = = {k/N}_,, the inequality () is an estimate for the moments of exponential
sums over subsets smaller than the full domain of periodicity (i.e. N? in the t-variable).
Bourgain investigated examples of this type of inequality in [Boul7bl, [Boul7al.

By a pigeonholing argument (see Section 5 of [GMW2(]), () follows from upper bounds
for superlevel sets U, defined by

Uu = {(2t) € B2 1| Y acel(z,1) - (€,€9)] > a}.
¢ez

In particular, (2)) is equivalent, up to a log N factor, to proving that for any a > 0 and for
R = N?%,

(3) a2+2S|Ua N QR| < 05R6N1+8R2
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when =, ag satisfy the hypotheses following (I). In this paper, we improve the above
superlevel set estimate for all a > 0 strictly between N'/2 and N.

Theorem 1. Let R € [N, N?]. For any € > 0, there exists C. < oo such that

2 .
]\2{4}3 > |a§|2 if o®>>R
ez
Ua NQr| < CN* MR S 102 if N<ao’<R
(eE
R? if o?® < N.

whenever = C [—1,1] is a 2 %-sepamted subset, |ag| < 1 for each £ € Z, and Qr C R? is
a cube of sidelength R.

Our superlevel set estimates are essentially sharp, which follows from analyzing the

function F(z,t) = 25:1 e((z,t) - (&, ]7\}—2)) It is not known whether the implicit constant

in the upper bound of (2)) goes to infinity with N except in the case that p = 6 and s = 2,
when the same example F(x,t) = S e((z, ) (> ]’\‘[—22)) shows that D(N, N%,6) > (log N)
[Bou93]. Roughly, the argument is that for each dyadic value o € [N3/4, N], one can show
by counting the “major arcs” that

a’{(z,t) € Q2 : [F(z,t)] ~ a}| 2 N* - N°.
Since there are ~ log N values of «, the lower bound for fQN2 |F|% follows. Theorem [

implies that the corresponding superlevel set estimates (B]) are not sharp for 1 < s < 2,
unless a ~ N or a? ~ N, which leads to the following conjecture.

Conjecture 2. Let s € [1,2) and 2 < p < 2+ 2s. There exists C(s) > 0 so that
D(N,N*,p) < C(s).

A more refined version of Theorem [Illeads to the following essentially sharp (¢¢, LP) small
cap decoupling theorem, stated here for general exponential sums.

Corollary 1. Let %—l—% <1, and let R € [N, N?]. Then for each e > 0, there exists C- < 00
so that

111 11 2
1> aee((x,t) - (6,6)Lo(ppy < C-N*(N'"2 4Ry + N2"aR¥)(D _ |ag|*)"/1.
g€ 3

In the above corollary, the assumptions are that = is a 2> %—separated subset of [—1,1]
and that a¢ € C.

1. MAIN RESULTS

We state our main results in the more general set-up for decoupling. Let P! denote the
truncated parabola
{&, ) - |t <1}
and write Np—1(P!) for the R~!-neighborhood of P! in R?, where R > 2. For a partition
{7} of Ngr-1(P') into almost rectangular blocks, an (¢2, LP) decoupling inequality is

(4) 1 fllzr(Br) < D(Rap)(z va”%p(RZ))l/z
v

in which f : R? — C is a Schwartz function with suppj? C Ng-1(P') and f, means the
Fourier projection onto ~y, defined precisely below. When we refer to canonical caps or to
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canonical decoupling, we mean that ~ are approximately R~/2 x R~! blocks corresponding
to the £2-decoupling paper of [BD15]. In this paper, we allow v to be approximate R~#x R~!
blocks, where % < 8 < 1. This is the “small cap” regime studied in [DGW20]. We also
consider (¢, L) decoupling for small caps, which replaces (3_, ||f“/||12>)1/2 by (3, (PR RA
in the decoupling inequality above (see Corollary [)).

To precisely discuss the collection {7}, fix a 8 € [§,1]. Let P = P(R,8) = {7} be the
partition of Np—1(P!) given by

(5) L] {6 e Ngr(PY) s k[RO) <o < (k+ )[R}
k| <[RP]—2
and the two end pieces
{(z,t) e Ng-1(PY) : 2 < =14+ [RP]T VYU {(2,t) e Ng-1 (PY) : 1 — [RP]7 < ).
For a Schwartz function f : R? — C with suppfc Np-1(P1), define for each v € P(R, B)

~ [ Foermea
i

For a,b > 0, the notation a < b means that a < Cb where C' > 0 is a universal constant
whose definition varies from line to line, but which only depends on fixed parameters of the
problem. Also, a ~ b means C~'b < a < Cb for a universal constant C.

Let Uy := {z € R? : |f(x)| > a}. In Section 5 of [GMW?20], through a wave packet
decomposition and series of pigeonholing steps, bounds for D(R,p) in ) follow (with an
additional power of (log R)) from bounds on the constant C'(R, p) in

aP|Ual < C(R,p)(#{7 : £ #0DETD 1413
vy

for any o > 0 and under the additional assumptions that ||f,|lec < 1, ||f5]5 ~ ||f4]|3 for
each . Thus decoupling bounds follow from upper bounds on the superlevel set |U,|. In
this paper, we consider the question: given o > 0 and a partition {7}, how large can |U,|
be, varying over functions f satisfying || f|lcc < 1 for each 4?7 We answer this question in
the following theorem.

Theorem 3. Let 5 € [%, 1], R > 2. Let f : R? = C be a Schwartz function with Fourier
transform supported in Np-1(P*) satisfying || f+|coc < 1 for all v € P(R,3). Then for any
a >0,

B— .
o B Sl i o®>F
Ua N [-R, R?| < C-RF § B >z ufyHLz(Rz if RI<a®><R
R? if o® < RP,

Each bound in Theorem [J] is sharp, up to the C.R° factor, which we show in §2
Define notation for a distribution function for the Fourier support of a Schwartz function
f with Fourier transform supported in Nz-1(P!) as follows. For each 0 < s < 2, let

A(s) =sup#{y: yNw(s) #0, f, # 0}

w(s)

where w(s) is any arc of P! with projection onto the ¢j-axis equal to an interval of length s.
The following theorem implies Theorem Bl and replaces factors of R® in the upper bounds
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from Theorem B by expressions involving A(-), which see the actual Fourier support of the
input function f.

Theorem 4. Let f € [%, 1], R > 2. For any f with Fourier transform supported in

Np-1(PY) satisfying || fyllco S 1 for each v € P(R, B),
. 2
LmaxAs RTINS, AR i o > e
A 1 . A(1)2
( Z ||f“{||2 if a? < maxs )\(s(l)R DIA(s)

in which the mazima are taken over dyadic s, RB<s<R12,

Corollary 5 ((1%, LP) small cap decoupling). Let § + l < 1. Then

_1y_1 _1
1flo(Ba) < CeRE(RTa) =5 0H0) ng 3 ZHMWRQ

|Uo| < C-R°

whenever f is a Schwartz function with Fourier transform supported in Np—1(PL).

The powers of R in the upper bound come from considering two natural sharp examples
for the ratio || f H‘zp( Br) /O f3)P/a. The first is the square root cancellation example,

where |fy| ~ xB, for all v and f = Zv e~ fy where e, are %1 signs chosen (using Khint-
chine’s inequality) so that || f|¥ Io(Br) ™ RPPIZR2,

Hng/(Z vaug)p/q > (Rﬁp/2R2)/(R5p/qR2) Rﬁp(———)
.

The second example is the constructive interference example. Let f, = RHBm where 7, is
a smooth bump function approximating x.. Since |f| = | Zv f+| is approximately constant
on unit balls and |f(0)| ~ R?, we have

A/ N )77 2 (BPP)/(RPP/ARIP) o ROV,
v
There is one more example which may dominate the ratio: The block example is f =
Rt8 >~ coly Where 0 is a canonical R~1/2 x R~ block. Since f = fy and |fy| is approxi-

mately constant on dual ~ R'/2 x R blocks *, we have
1y, 3
oPlUs|l o RVT3PR: L tpa-tyeios

P ~ _1\p -
#)llf5 )13~ RP-D g8

One may check that the constructive interference examples dominate the block example
when % + % < 1. We do not investigate (17, LP) small cap decoupling in the range % + % > 1
in the present paper.

The paper is organized as follows. In §2] we demonstrate that Theorem [3is sharp using
an exponential sum example. In §3] we show how Theorem [3] follows easily from Theorem
M and how after some pigeonholing steps, so does Corollary Bl Then in §4, we develop the
multi-scale high/low frequency tools we use in the proof of Theorem [l These tools are
very similar to those developed in [GMW?20]. It appears that a more careful version of the
proof of Theorem [ could also replace the C. R® factor by a power of (log R), as is done for
canonical decoupling in [GMW?20]. Finally, in §5l we prove a bilinear version of Theorem @
and then reduce to the bilinear case to finish the proof.

LG is supported by a Simons Investigator grant. DM is supported by the National
Science Foundation under Award No. 2103249.
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2. A SHARP EXAMPLE

Because we will show that Theorem @limplies Theorem [3] it suffices to show that Theorem
is sharp, which we mean up to a C.R® factor. Write N = [R?]. The function achieving
the sharp bounds is

N k2
F(x1,22) Ze —a:l t N2 x2)n(z1, x2),
k=1

where 7 is a Schwartz function satisfying 7 ~ 1 on [~R, R]? and supp i) C Bp-1. We will
bound the set

Uy = {(z1,73) € [-R, R* : |F(z1,22)| > a}.

Case 1: R < o>,

Suppose that & ~ N and note that F(0,0) = N and |F(0,0)| ~ N when |(z1,22)| <
103 Using periodicity in the x; variable, there are ~ R/N many other heavy balls where
|F(z)| ~ N in [~ R, R]?. For «a in the range suppose that R < a? < N2, we will show that
U, is dominated by larger neighborhoods of the heavy balls.

Let r = N?/a? and assume without loss of generality that r is in the range R® < r <
N2?2/R ~ R¥~1 < N. The upper bound for |U,| in Theorem [3 for this range is

N2 2 N 2
U,| < C’EREE ; |1 Fy |2 ~ C’gRa—RNR

To demonstrate that this inequality is sharp, by periodicity in x1, it suffices to show that
|UsNB,| 2 72. Let ¢,—1 be a nonnegative bump function supported in B,-15 with ¢.-1 2 1

~

on B,-1,y. Let n, = r(¢,-1 * ¢,—1)~ and analyze the L? norm ||F|;2(,,). By Plancherel’s,

2
IFI2a g, = / FPn, ~ / rz Nt )P ()

g:f: k- k/,k2 (k)" ))NN'N/T'T2:7’N2.

N2
k=1Fk=1

Next we bound ||F|4(p,., ) above. It follows from the local linear restriction statement
(see [Dem20] Theorem 1.14, Prop 1.27, and Exercise 1.32)

”f”L‘i(BRs S Ce RO® _3”f”L4(R2

that

N 2

k k
4 4
HFHLAL(BRET) ~ H kg_l (le + N2 )nr(x17x2)HL4(BRsr)

N k k2
SCRT Y (€~ (5 o)y
k=1
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The L* norm on the right hand side is bounded above by

k72
DR ))I4 dé¢ < (Nr1) (& —,—))I4d£
/32 kzl N N2 32; N N2
/ Z k? 43
S (N (€ 7—))\d§~N .
B2 =1 N?

This leads to the upper bound HFHL4(B ) S < (log R)N*.

Finally, by dyadic pigeonholing, there is some A € [R™1% N] so that [|F|3, ) S
(log R)N2|{z € Bpey : |F(z)| ~ A} + C-R=29%°_ The lower bound for ||F||2L2(m) and the
upper bound for HFH%AL(BRET.) tell us that

NrN? ~ V|| F |22,y S (log RIA{z € Brey 1 [F(z)] ~ A} + CAATR™2%

< (log R)||Fllpe(ppe,y + CX' R0 S CeRENT 4 C TR0,

Conclude that A\ < C.REN?/r ~ C.R°a?. Assuming R is sufficiently large depending on
&,

rN? ~ (log R)\*|{z € Bpsy : |[F(2)| ~ A} S C-R°(N?/r)|{z € Bgsy : |F(z)| ~ A},
s0 {z € Bre, : |F(z)] ~ A} 2 C1R™5r? and A2 2 C-1R™°N?/r ~ CZ1R™402.
Case 2: R® < a? < R. Let ¢, a, and b be integers satlsfylng
(6) godd, 1<b<g<N*? (bg)=1, and 0<a<gq.
Define the set M(q,a,b) to be

1

M(anyb) = {(x17x2) € [OvN] X [07N2] : |$1_ 3N| < 10—107 |$2_ _N2

< 1010}

Lemma 6. For each (q,a,b) # (¢',a’,b"), both tuples satisfying @), M(q,a,b)NM(q',a’,b') =
0.

Proof. 1f g = Z—l,, then using the relatively prime part of (@), b = b’ and ¢ = ¢’. Then we must
have a # a/, meaning that if x; is the first coordinate of a point in M (q,a,b) N M(q,d’,b'),
then

2 '|N
0_|$1——N|+|x1——N|>¢2Nl/3
q

10! q
which is clearly a contradiction. The alternative is that g #* Z—l, in which case for xo the
second coordinate of a point in M(q,a,b) N M(q',d’,b),

2 b v bqg—bg'|[N? N2
_Z‘x2__N2’+‘x2__N2’2w > N2/3,
1010 q q qq’ qq =
which is another contradiction. O

Lemma 7. For each (x1,x2) € M(q,a,b), |F(z1,z2)| ~ ql%, here meaning within a factor
of 4.

Proof. This follows from Proposition 13.4 in [Dem20]. O
Proposition 8. Let R? < a? < R be given. There exists v € [0, N?] satisfying

R2N3

{(z1,22) € [0,R]* ¢ |[F (21,22 +v))| 2 a}| 2 G
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Proof. First note that by N-periodicity in z1,
R
{(21,22) € [0, R : |F(21,29+0))| > a}| Z ~ (@1, 22) € ([0, N]x[0, B]) : [F(21, z240))| = a}].

The function F is N? periodic in x5, but R < N? so we need to find v € [0, N?] making
the set in the lower bound above largest.

By Lemma [7 it suffices to count the tuples (¢, a,b) satisfying (@), ¢ < N?/(16a2), and
]gN 2 _v| < R, where v is to be determined. Begin by considering the distribution of points

g in [0,1], where 1 < b < g ~ %;, (b,q) = 1. As in the proof of Lemma [, if g + %, then

Z—Z—i > K‘,—i. Fix by, o and consider the set {3 : 3 = Z—g, 1<b< g~ N%/a?}. Let g, be

maximal such that for some 1 < by, < ¢ ~ N?/a? and (b, gm) = 1 bm — Z—g. Then ¢y =

’ gm
Gm — k for some integer k and by, (¢, — k) = bogm. Rearrange to get ¢, (1 — %) = k. Thus
q0 = qmg’—’: ~ N?/a?, which implies that é)—i ~ 1. Conclude that there are 2 37 n2 /42 ¢(q)
many unique points g in [0, 1] satisfying our prescribed conditions for ¢ denoting the Euler

totient function. Use Theorem 3.7 in [Apo76] to estimate qu N2Ja2 ©0(q) ~ N*/a*, as long
as N/« is larger than some absolute constant. By the pigeonhole principle, there exists some

R/N? interval I C [0,1] containing ~ (Z—:%} many points 3 with 1 < b < ¢ ~ N?/a?,
(b,q) = 1. There are also ~ N?/a? many choices for a to complete the tuple (¢, a,b)
satisfying (B). Let ¢ denote the center of I and take v = ¢N? in the proposition statement

and conclude that

RN*
[{(z1,22) € ([0, N] > [0, R]) : [F(21,22 +0))| 2 o} 2 —
to finish the proof. O
Note that Proposition B shows the sharpness of Theorem [ in the range R® < o < R
since 2 2 -
R R N°R
o LB~ ROR = =
¥

The sharpness of the trivial estimate |U, N [~R, R]?| < R? in the range o < R? follows
from Case 2 since for o < RP,

R*
|Ua N [=R, R*| > [Ups2 N [=R, R’ 2 (R > I5 3~ B2
v

3. IMPLICATIONS OF THEOREM []

Proof of Theorem [3 from Theorem [ First suppose that a? > i )\(2‘91);,1) NOR Then

max A(s PR A(s) < max(s 'R7IRP)(sR?) = R¥!
R¥-1if o?>R
w7 if RP<a®<R’

a2

<

A(1)2
Now suppose that o? < . >\(5£1)R*1)>\(s)‘ Then

A(1)2<{R25—1 if o®>R
a ~Y

2 7 if R°<a’<R’
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0

Proof of Corollary [4 from Theorem [J} To see how this corollary follows from Theorem [,
first use an analogous series of pigeonholing steps as in Section 5 of [GMW20] to reduce
to the case where || fy||cc < 1 for all v and there exists C' > 0 so that || f,||b is either 0 or
comparable to C for all v. Split the integral

LD DR L P
[fl<R

R— 1000< <R[5’

where U, = {z : |f(x)| ~ a} and assume via dyadic pigeonholing that

/Ifl” < (U]

(ignoring the case that the set where |f| < R719 dominates the integral which may be
handled trivially). The result of all of the pigeonholing steps is that the statement of
Corollary [ follows from showing that

o |Ua| < CoRE (R0 4 PG Y (143

where f satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem [l The full range % + % < 1 follows from p in
the critical range 4 < p < 6, which we treat first.

4 < p < 6: There are two cases depending on which upper bound is larger in Theorem [l
First we assume the L* bound holds, in which case

af|Uy| < CoRaP™ 4max)\ Z 15113
ab—4 P
~ C.R*———max\(s )a
Ry SO

~ Y€ P

<cC Ré%mEX(RBs_lR_l)(RBS)(Z 1517

»Q

~

< CLREN(1P D3 R Zumr @

Since p(1 — %) —3 >0, we may use the bound A\(1) < R” to conclude that
)\(1)17(1—%)—3R2B—1 < RPPU-D=38+26-1 _ pp(1-3)—(1+5)

The other case is that the L® bound holds in Theorem @l We may also assume that
a? > \(1) since otherwise we trivially have

p_ _p B l l P
aP|Uq] < A(1) IZHf»szw 1“ Z\If»yll (2 ZHMM

.Q
»Q
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where we used that ¢ > 2 since 4 < p < 6 and % + % < 1. Now using the assumptions
a? > \(1) and p < 6, we have

aP|U,| < CoRZaP~SN(1)2A(1)! 4 Zw .

Q

p

l_l l_l V4
~ CLREA(1) Zumr )i S C.RR™27% Zum ‘.

3 < p < 4: Suppose that o < R?/2. Then using L2—0rthogonality,

P
U] < RZPD 37113 ~ R7P-2) ZHM

y

.Q

_p
1q<

Since in this subcase, 1—% > 1—(p—3) > 0, we are done after noting that Rﬁ(p_z))\(l)
Rﬁp(%_%). Now assume that o > R%/? and use the p = 4 case above (noting that
R4B( ) (1+B) < R4B( )) to get

0P| U] < |Ua| < RTEOPDCRERPGTINW) TS |13

e

< CLRERPGD A1) 7! Z 174113

6 < p: In this range, we use the trivial bound o < A(1) and the p = 6 case above (noting
that Rﬁﬁ(2 7 < RSP0~ - (Hﬁ)) to get

AP |Us| < A1)~ 0a8|U,| < AP CC.RERPID =0\ (1)a = 37 | 1,3

PRI —6)(1——) 1 p_
— ( RS;) p C RaRPB(l ) 1+B 12 Hf’YH2
< C.RERPI-9) =040\ (1) 5! Z 1£5113.

4. TooLsS TO PROVE THEOREM [l

The proof of Theorem M follows the high/low frequency decomposition and pruning ap-
proach from [GMW?20]. In this section, we introduce notation for different scale neighbor-
hoods of P!, a pruning process for wave packets at various scales, some high/low lemmas
which are used to analyze the high/low frequency parts of square functions, and a version
of a bilinear restriction theorem for P*.

Begin by fixing some notation, as above. Let g € [%, 1] and R > 2. The parameter a > 0
describes the superlevel set

Uy = {z e R? : |f(x)] > al.
For £ > 0, we analyze scales R, = RF | noting that R~1/2 < R,:l/2 < 1. Let N distinguish

the index so that Ry is closest to R. Since R and Ry differ at most by a factor of R®, we
will ignore the distinction between Ry and R in the rest of the argument.
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Define the following collections, each of which partitions a neighborhood of P into ap-
proximate rectangles.
(1) {7} is a partition of Nz-1(P') by approximate R~” x R™! rectangles, described
explicitly in (&l).
(2) {0} is a partition of N1 (P') by approximate R~/2x R~! rectangles. In particular,
let each 6 be a union of adjacent ~.

1/2

(3) {7x} is a partition of N R;1(IP’1) by approximate R, '~ x R, ' rectangles. Assume

the additional property that y N7, =0 or v C 7.

4.1. A pruning step. We will define wave packets at each scale 75, and prune the wave
packets associated to f;, according to their amplitudes.

For each 73, fix a dual rectangle 7 which is a 2R,1€/ 2 x 2Ry, rectangle centered at the
origin and comparable to the convex set

{reR*: |z € <1 VEemn)

Let T,, be the collection of tubes 77, which are dual to 7, contain 75/, and which tile R2.

Next, we will define an associated partition of unity Yr,, - First let »(§) be a bump function

supported in [—%, i]Q. For each m € Z2, let

where ¢ is chosen so that Y, cz2 ¥m(z) = ¢ [go [¢]* = 1. Since || is a rapidly decaying
function, for any n € N, there exists C,, > 0 such that

Um(z) < 6/

012 (I + ]z —y—m/?)"

Ch < Ch
YU r e —mp)n

Define the partition of unity U, associated to 75 to be U, (x) = m 0 Ay, where A, is

11 11]2

a linear transformation taking 7} to [—1,1]? and A, (T}, ) = m + [—1, 3]*. The important

properties of ¢, are (1) rapid decay off of T, and (2) Fourier support contained in 7.

To prove upper bounds for the size of U, we will actually bound the sizes of ~ e~ many
subsets which will be denoted U, N Qk, Uy N H, and U, N L. The pruning process sorts
between important and unimportant wave packets on each of these subsets, as described in
Lemma [12] below.

Partition Ty = ’]I'ZI_I']Tg into a “good” and a “bad” set as follows. Let § > 0 be a parameter
to be chosen in §5.2] and set

A1)

Ty e Ty if |[Yr, follLoo(rey < RM‘sT

where M > 0 is a universal constant we will choose in the proof of Proposition [l

Definition 1 (Pruning with respect to 7%). For each 6 and Tn_1, define the notation
= ZTgeTg Y, fo and fiy\“l = ocry 1 f. For each k < N, let

A1
TY, = {Tr, € T, : [y, fE | poo 2y < RMD ( )}7

«
fro= 20 Yr it and  fr = Y SR

Tr, €T, TCTh—1
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For each k, define the kth version of f to be f* = Z ffk

Lemma 9 (Properties of f¥). (1) |fE @) <|f k“( )| < #v C 7.
(2) |1 1% HLoo < CLROORMIAL),
(3) supp : C 27
(4) suppft k  C (14 (logR)™ )7y
Proof. The first property follows because » . €T, Yr,, Is a partition of unity, and

— Z w k-i-l'

Trg€T g

Furthermore, by definition of f’”r1 and iterating, we have

PRSI S Y0 << D0 I

Tr+1CTk TN CTg
< Nl <D ILIS#YCn
0CT YCTg

where we used the assumption || f,|c < 1 for all 4. Now consider the L* bound in the

second property. We write
k+1
= > U ST > Y, frrin
T‘rk ETT}:L7 TTk: ET‘rk Ay

k
w€R Ty, vE R T,

The first sum has at most C'R* terms, and each term has norm bounded by RM? ’\( ) by
the definition of ']Th By the first property, we may trivially bound f’”r1 by Rmax, || f«,Hoo.
But if z ¢ R°T,, then Yr, (v) < R™ 1000 " Thus

_ 1/2 _
Z by Tk k+1| < Z R 500¢/ (z )HfkaHoo <R 250m3X||f~/||oo-

TTk €Tk, Tr, €T,
x¢ R Tr, x¢R® Tr,
Since a S [f(2)] < X2, [[fyllee S A(1), (recalling the assumption that each || fy[o S 1), we
note R~250 < ¢ R2e A1) ( )
The fourth and ﬁfth propertles depend on the Fourier support of wTT which is contained

in 3 57k Initiate a 2-step induction with base case k = N: fév has Fourier support in 260
because of the above definition. Then

TNl_ZfQ

0CTN_1
has Fourier support in , U 20, which is contained in (1 + (log R)~!)7y_1. Since each
CTN -1
wT"'N—l has Fourier support in %TN_l,
N-1
TN -1 = Z wTN 1 TN 1

Try 1 €Ty 1

has Fourier support in %TN_l + (1+ (log R)_I)TN_l C 27n_1. Iterating this reasoning until
k=1 gives @) and ).
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Definition 2. For each 7, let wy, be the weight function adapted to 7; defined by
wr, (x) = wi o Ry, ()

where
c

2 bl
(1+ |z[2 ) (1_’_%\2’;)10

and R, : R? — R? is the rotation taking 77 to [—R,lf/2,R,1€/2] X [-Rg, Rg]. For each
T;, €T, let wr,, = Wr, (x — CTTk) where cr,, is the center of T, . For s > 0, we also use
the notation ws to mean

(7) ws(x) =

wi(z,y) = Jwlly =1,

Cl

(1 +[x[2/s2)107

The weights w,,, wg = wry, and wy are useful when we invoke the locally constant
property. By locally constant property, we mean generally that if a function f has Fourier
transform supported in a convex set A, then for a bump function o4 =1on A, f = f*@4.
Since || is an L'-normalized function which is positive on a set dual to A, |f|*|F4| is an
averaged version of |f| over a dual set A*. We record some of the specific locally constant
properties we need in the following lemma.

Jws]l1 = 1.

Lemma 10 (Locally constant property). For each 1, and T, € T,
HkaH%OO(TTk) S ‘ka’z * Wr () for any x €T

For any collection of ~ s~ x s72 blocks 0, partitioning Ny—2(P') and any s-ball B,
1Y 1o Pllzs) S D fo.l* *wa(w)  for any z € B.
0s 0s

Because the pruned versions of f and f;, have essentially the same Fourier supports as
the unpruned versions, the locally constant lemma applies to the pruned versions as well.

Proof of LemmalIll Let p, be a bump function equal to 1 on 7 and supported in 27y.
Then using Fourier inversion and Hélder’s inequality,

@) = fr P ) < 7] f P 17| ().

Since pr, may be taken to be an affine transformation of a standard bump function adapted
to the unit ball, ||p7 |1 is a constant The function g7, decays rapidly off of 77, so |pr,| <
. Since for any T;, € T, , w;,(y) is comparable for all y € T, , we have

sup | fr, |* * wr, (z / |fr. ]2 (1) sup wy, (z —y)dy
IETTk z€T, Tk

~ / | fr 2 () wo, (2 — y)dy forall zeT,,.

For the second part of the lemma, repeat analogous steps as above, except begin with pg,
which is identically 1 on a ball of radius 2s~! containing 5. Then

Do =D 1o * )P S D 1 ol? * [l (),
0s Os Os

where we used that each py, is a translate of a single function p,—1. The rest of the argument
is analogous to the first part. O
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Definition 3 (Auxiliary functions). Let ¢(z) : R? — [0,00) be a radial, smooth bump
function satisfying p(x) =1 on By and suppy C Bs.
J

P27 + ) p(27€) — p(2711¢))]

j=—2
where J is defined by 27 < [RP] < 27+, Then for each dyadic s = 27, let
s (€) = P(2€) — p(2771¢)
and let

N< (Rﬁ]*l(g) = 90(2J+15)-
Finally, fork=1,...,N — 1, define
1/2

mk(§) = e’ x).

Definition 4. Let G(z) = 3, |fo|? x wy, G'(z) = G * MRS GMz) = G(x) — G¥().
Fork=1,...,N—1, let

ZI P wn, gi@) =g i, and  gi(z) = gk — gj

Definition 5. Define the high set
H = {z € Br: G(z) < 2|G"(x)]}.
For each k=1,...,N —1, let

Qe ={z € Br\ H : g, < 2|g7], ge1 < 2lgpals -5 v < 2lgi [}
and for each k =1,...,N. Define the low set
L={reBr\H:g <2gil, ..., gn <2lgk|,G(z) < 2|G"(x)[}.

4.2. High/low frequency lemmas.
Lemma 11 (Low lemma). For each z, |G*(x)| S A(1) and |gi(z)| < grra(z).

Proof. For each 6, by Plancherel’s theorem,
P gy +(2) = [ 1ol o = g+ ()i

- / Fo# Fol€)e 20 _ o1 (€)de

=3 /R T T (O €

v,y Co
The integrand is supported in (v \ v') N By rre1-1- This means that the integral vanishes

unless v is within CR™? of 4/ for some constant C' > 0, in which case we write v ~ /.
Then

S e F O @ = X [ e T €nepin (€

¥,y CO ¥,y C6
y~y
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Use Plancherel’s theorem again to get back to a convolution in x and conclude that

G # it (@) = | 327 (FT) #wo # i (@)

0 ~n'Co
Y~y

S AP rwox ficrrs (@) S ZHf'y” (D).
0 ~Co
By an analogous argument as above, we have that
k 1 4
D S D % wn * il (@)
Tk+1
k:+1 |

Tk+1
By the locally constant property, | f* it 1 < | froa|? ¥ wr,,, . It remains to note that

where for each summand, w,, corresponds to the 75, containing 74 1. By definition, |f.

| fh -
Wry g * Wy, [ (7) S wryyy (@)

since 77 C 7, and 7, is an L'-normalized function that is rapidly decaying away from

B (0).

k+1

0

Lemma 12 (Pruning lemma). For any T,

1Y fro= D @) < C.RMa for all x € Q

T CT T CT
and | Z fr — Z z)| < C.RMdqy for all x € L.
T1CT T1CT

Proof. By the definition of the pruning process, we have

N

o= = == @)+ Y T -

m=k+1

with the understanding that fN +1 = f and formally, the subscript 7 means f, = ZVCT Iy
and fi' =% fr. We will show that each difference in the sum is much smaller than
«a. For each m > k41 and 7,,,

@) = @) = > v, @ @) = Y [l @) @) (=)

Trpy, €T, Tr €T2
_ [0 1/2
>, R 1|er,mf::j1HLw(Rz>HwTim P oo eyl ()
Tfmeil‘l;m
—Ms5 @ 1/2 1/2
SRS Z uwTim PR e oyt ()
Trpy, €T

Tr, €TY T‘l'm

a m
<R T S S b, 1 Pl ez, yr ()
0]

SRM o NS ey e IF Pl ez, g ().
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Let ¢ denote the center of T, . and note the pointwise inequality

1/2 3/2
S ol ez, 1 (2) S R Pwn, (v — oz ),
TT’HL

which means that

m - o m
(@) = [ @) S BT RY? Y we (o= g I Pll e,

D
T7'77L ETT'HL
_Ms @
S R M R?T{2 Z me( CTT )‘ 773:;’_1 ? *wT””(CTT )
A(1) ~ "
T7'77L ETT'HL

M5 @ 12
R ( )‘f‘l?:j_ *w'f'm(x)'

where we used the locally constant property in the second to last inequality and the point-
wise relation w,,, * w,, < w,,, for the final inequality. Then

DIFHOES Ol b vy - P mm*wm(m)sz%—mﬁgm(x).

Tm CT TmCT

By the definition of Qj, and LemmallT}, g (2) < 2|¢5, (2)] < 2Cgmi1(z) < -+ < (20)° ' G(z) <
(2C) 'r. Conclude that

1S @) — ()] S (20)7 R Moa,
™Tm CT

The claim for L follows immediately from the above argument, using the low-dominance
of gy, for all k. O

Definition 6. Call the distribution function \ associated to a function f (R, e)-normalized
if for any Tr, Tm,
A\ R—1/2
#{Tk CTm: f’fk 7é 0} < 100%1/2)
AR, )
Lemma 13 (High lemma I). Assume that f has an (R, e)-normalized distribution function
A(-). For each dyadic s, R™% < s < R™/2,

/ (G2 < C-R*A(s 'R Z\If»y\lz

Proof. Organize the {7} into subcollections {f} in which each 65 is a union of v which
intersect the same ~ s-arc of P!, where here for concreteness, ~ s means within a factor of
2. Then by Plancherel’s theorem, since 7., = 7., we have for each 6

Fol? ¥y (@) / ol (@ — s ()dy
- / Ty FolO)e= 2 (€)de
®) = 5 [ e s T Onele

05,0,C0
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The support of f9/ = [e2riwlf fo (x)dx = ?9; (—=£) is contained in —@”. This means that

the support of f@s * fgg (€) is contained in 5 — 0. Since the support of 1..,(£) is contained
in the ball of radius 2s, for each 65 C 6, there are only finitely many 6, C 6 so that the
integral in (§) is nonzero. Thus we may write

2
G s(x Z!fe\ wwg # og(w) =Y > (fo.far) * wo *Tg(2).
0 0,,0.Co
RN
where the second sum is over 6,6, C 6 with dist(6s, 6,) < 2s. Using the above pointwise
expression and then Plancherel’s theorem, we have

Ll = [ 15 S (GaFu) wwasiisf

0 0,,0.C0
RN

/ S o+ Fo ) ors?

0 05,0,C0
0s~0.,
For each 6, 29579;C9(£ * 79,3) is supported in 6 — 6, since each summand is supported
050",
in 6, — 0. and 0,0, C 0. For each £ € R?, |¢| > %r, the maximum number of § — 6
containing ¢ is bounded by the maximum number of 6 intersecting an R~Y/2. s 1 R=1/2-arc
of the parabola. Using that A(:) is (R, e)-normalized, this number is bounded above by

C Raw. Since 7.5 is supported in the region |§ | > lr, by Cauchy-Schwarz

LY S Gor Tt < R 1/2 Z / For * Foy)Bor1esl?

0 05,0.CO GS,G’CG
0s~0', 050",
95,9/c9
0s~0",
2 2
Sor i) 2/ |37 1Sl ¢ il
0sCH

It remains to analyze each of the integrals above:

LU 1o s w0 sl S 103 1o« wo < ol [ S 1 50+ i

0sCo 0sCo 0sCo

Bound the L* norms using the assumption that || f, |/ < 1 for all v

1Y 1foul? # wo # [slllos S D I1faull2e S D 1D 1A% S A(R*”z)A(s).
0sCO 0sCO 0sCO0 ~COs

Finally, using Young’s convolution inequality and the L2-orthogonality of the [, we have

/Z\f@ \2*we*!n~s\</ S 2 =Y IAE

0sCO 0sCO yCO
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Lemma 14 (High lemma II). For each k,
R o) Mc)
Proof. By Plancherel’s theorem, we have
/R2 gk I? =/ 9k — gkl”

/ ‘Z k+1 k+1 wTk_Z( k—i—l* @ el

Tk

—_—
< ‘Z k+1 k+1 w ’2
| >eR; /2 T"

k+1 Tk
since (1 — n) is supported in the region [£| > ch;_{ for some constant ¢ > 0. For each
Tk, /kﬁ * k+1 is supported in 273, — 27, using property (@) of Lemma [0l The maximum
overlap of the sets {27, — 271} in the region || > chi{ is bounded by ~ Z’;Z < RS
Thus using Cauchy—Schwarz o
/ ol S/ k+1 7I_ck+1 @, 2 < RsZ/ ol k+1 « )@, P
13 - €1>cRy 4

< RsZ/ k+1 k+1)w7_k|2
_RaZ/ P s |2 < Rgaz/ fre

Tk+1

where we used Young’s inequality with [lw, [[1 < 1and f7 k1 — ZTkH cr ffktll with Cauchy-

Schwarz again in the last line. O

4.3. Bilinear restriction. We will use the following version of a local bilinear restric-
tion theorem, which follows from a standard Cérdoba argument [Cor77] included here for
completeness.

Theorem 15. Let S > 4, % >D > 5_1/2, and X C R? be any Lebesque measurable set.
Suppose that T and 7' are D-separated subsets of Ng-1(P'). Then for a partition {05} of
Ng-1(PY) into ~ S~/2 x S~1-blocks, we have

J A P@I e D2 [ 3l s wgalo) P,
X Ng1/2(X) g2

In the following proof, the exact definition of the ~ S~! x .S~! blocks fg is not important.
However, by f; and f,/, we mean more formally f. = Zesnr 20 fos and fr = >0 snr 20 Jos-

Proof. Let B be a ball of radius S'/2 centered at a point in X. Let ¢ be a smooth function
satisfying pp > 1in B, ¢p decays rapidly away from B, and @3 is supported in the S—1/2
neighborhood of the origin. Then

/ P S / £ P Pes.
XNB R2
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Since S is a fixed parameter and g are fixed ~ S~1/2 x §=1 blocks, simplify notation by
dropping the S. Expand the squared terms in the integral above to obtain

/RZ [P Pes =) /]RZ fo, Fo, fo, o oB-

91'07'75@
0.NT'#0

By Placherel’s theorem, each integral vanishes unless
(9) (91 - 92) ﬂN571/2 (9& — Hé) =+ 0.

Next we check that the number of tuples (01, 02,6}, 605) (with 1,02 having nonempty inter-
section with 7 and 0}, 6) having nonempty intersection with 7/) satisfying (@) is O(D™!).
Indeed, suppose that £ < & < " < " satisfy

(&) e, (E,(€)) ey, ()b, (€7,(€")) by
and
f— 5/ _ f” o f”/ + 0(5—1/2)‘

Then by the mean value theorem, &2 — (¢)2 = 2¢,(¢€ — ¢') for some ¢ < & < ¢ and
(€7)2 — (&7)2 = 2&,(&" — &™) for some " < & < €. Since (£1,€2) € T and (£2,£3) € 7/, we
also know that |§; — &| > D. Putting everything together, we have

1€ = (&) = ((€") = (")) =2&1( = &) — &&= &)
> 2/6 — &ol|é — €| — STV > (20 — ¢)S™V?

if either dist((£,£2), (€', (£)2)) or dist((€”,(€7)2),(€",(£")?)) is larger than CD~1S~1/2,
Thus for a suitably large C', the heights will have difference larger than the allowed
O(S~/?)-neighborhood imposed by (@). The conclusion is that

> /R2 for Fo, fop For om = > > /R2 fo Fo, fo, For 0B

0;N7#0 LNT#D  d(h1,02)<CD~15-1/2
0;NT'#0 0107 #0 q(0! 04)<CD-15-1/2

<07 [ (S lnfes.
6
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Using the locally constant property and summing over a finitely overlapping cover of R? by
S1/2_balls B’ with centers ¢/, we have

/ (S oo < 31BN S 1o o el
< !B\(ZHZV@! e loy imn )
SISl s wgon(canlelf lom@)
<187 ([ Dbl e v i)
s ([ S 1l cwgis(y)dy)
:
S/B(%:!fe\Q*wsl/z)

where we used that wgi/s * 4,0}3/2(34) S wgi/2 * xp(y) in the second to last line.

5. PROOF OoF THEOREM @

Theorem [ follows from the following proposition and a broad-narrow argument in §5.2]
First we prove a version of Theorem [ where U, is replaced by a “broad” version of U,.

5.1. The broad version of Theorem Ml Let § > 0 be a parameter we will choose in
the broad /narrow analysis. The notation ¢(7) = s means that 7 is an approximate s x s
block which is part of a partition of A (P'). For two non-adjacent blocks 7,7’ satisfying
((t) = £(1") = R°, define the broad version of U, to be

(1) Bro(rr) = {z € B2 : a~ |f, (@) fyr(@)]2, (If(@)| + £ (2)]) < RODa}}.

Proposition 1. Suppose that f satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem [J] and has an (R, ¢)-
normalized distribution function A(-). Then

LmaxA(s RO S, A3 i e > s
[Bro(r,7')| < C.sRERO® j; B e
z ”f’Y”Q Zf a? < maxs A(s7TR-1)A(s)

Proof of Proposition [1. Bounding |Br,(7,7’) N H|: Using bilinear restriction, given here by
Theorem [I5] we have

NS N SR |

o)== Ny 2 B
d(r,¥\ZR~ 6

f 2*w 2
mH)(ze] o *Wp1/2)
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By the locally constant property and the pointwise inequality wpi/2 * wy S wy for each 6,
we have that > |fg|* * wpi2 < G(z). Then

(11)

’G(‘T)lzd‘r S ‘QR1/2‘HGH%°° Bro (7,7 )NH
/J\/R1/2(Bra(7',7—’)ﬂH) Q%;Q: (QRl/Qn( (rrni)

Q p1/2N(Bra(r,7")NH)#D

For each # € H, G(x) < 2|G"(x)|. Also note the equality G"(z) = >, G * ¥ (z) where
the sum is over dyadic s in the range [R?]™' < s < R™'/2. This is because the Fourier
support of G" is contained in Ug(0 — ) \ B.rpe1-1 for a sufficiently small ¢ > 0. By dyadic

pigeonholing, there is some dyadic s, [R?]~! < s < R~1/2, so that the upper bound in (IT))
is bounded by

~2
(log R) > Qr12lI1G *7csll0 (@, jo(Bra(rir)nm) -
Qp1y/2:
Q 1 /2N(Bra (1 YAH)AD
By the locally constant property, the above displayed expression is bounded by
togh) S [ G Pug,, Sz R) [ G

Qpi/2:
Q p1/2NBra(r,7)NH)

Use Lemma [I3] to upper bound the above integral to finish bounding |Br, (7, 7") N H]|.

Bounding |Br, (7, 7') N Q|: First write the trivial inequality

o!Bro(r,7) NI < Y |1 f P
(m)=

/ / 1/2~,
or)=tmr s B (r T )OI £ 2}
d(r;r)ZR~

By the definition of Br, (7, 7") N Q) and Lemma [I2 for each z € Br,(7,7") N Q) we have

(@) fr ()] < |fr (@) frr (@) = FE @)+ [ fr(@) = S @) ()] + [ @) f5H ()]
S CeROOR™M0? + | £ () £ ().

For M large enough in the definition of pruning (depending on the implicit universal

constant from the broad/narrow analysis which determines the set Br,(7,7')) so that

ROOIR—Mé < R=0 and for R large enough depending on ¢ and §, we may bound each
integral by

\ﬂﬂ#ﬁ5/’ PR A2,

/{Bra(T,T/)kan{foT,1/2~a} Bro (7,7/)N82,

Repeat analogous bilinear restriction, high-dominated from the definition of €2, and locally-
constant steps from the argument bounding Br,(7,7") N H to obtain

o [Bra(r,) Nl S OO [ gk
R
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Use Lemma [I4] and Lemma [0 to bound the above integral, obtaining

o [Bra(r.7') N Q| < (log B)" / |g,’;|2

sroopoe XS [ pap

Tk+1
Use L2-orthogonality and that |f7 | < |f71| for each m to bound each integral above:
pr1p2 Frr2)2 Fre2p2 2
fosnes [igarse S [agrs<ont ¥ e
Tr+2CTk+1 YCTh+1

We are done with this case because

) 2

A(1)? msax)\(s_lR_l)/\(s) if a?> mgm)\(s’\,(lll)q,lﬂ(s)
2 - 2 . 2

@ % if o < maxs )\(i\sll)Rfl))\(s)

Bounding |Br,(7,7") N L|: Repeat the pruning step from the previous case to get

Oé6|BI‘a(’7', "YNL| <

()= E(T
d(r,¥" )z R~ 5

/ PR .
Bro (7,7 )NLO]| fr £/ |/ 2~a}

Use Cauchy-Schwartz and the locally constant lemma for the bound |f! le,| < ROE)G, and
recall that by Lemma [[Il Gy < C.R\(1). Then

00 oGP < BN S 1 RN

Ur)=t )—
d(r,7")>R™°

2
Using the same upper bound for )‘(alg) as in the previous case finishes the proof.

0

5.2. Bilinear reduction. We will present a broad/narrow analysis to show that Propo-
sition [I] implies Theorem @l In order to apply Proposition [Il, we must reduce to the case
that f has an (R, e)-normalized distribution function A(-). We demonstrate this through a
series of pigeonholing steps.

Proposition [ implies Theorem [J). We will pigeonhole the f, so that roughly, for any s-arc
w of the parabola, the number

#Hyynw#0, fy #0}
is either 0 or relatively constant among s-arcs w. For the initial step, write
{TNZH’yS.t.f»Y#O, ’yCTN}: Z AN()\)
1<ASRPR—¢

where A is a dyadic number, {7n : #v C 7y ~ A}, #7 C 7nv means #{y C 7y : fy # 0},
and #v C 7nv ~ XA means A < #v C 75 < 2\. Since there are < log R many A in the sum,
there exists some Ay such that

{z:|f(2) > a}| < Cllog R)|{z : Clog R)| D fry(x)| > a}l.

TNEAN()\N)
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Continuing in this manner, we have

{7k : 31 € At (Mkp) st et C 7k = D> Ak(N)
1<A<rg

where Ag(N) = {7 : Irkr1 € Apr1(Agr1) st Toe1 C 7 and  #vy C 7, ~ A} and for some
)\Im

[{z : (Clog R))V¥| > fripa ()] > a}]

Thr1€Ak 11 (Akt1)

< C(log R)|{z : (C(log R))N—F+1| Z fr(z)] > a}].

TREAL(Ak)

Continue this process until we have found 71, A so that

{a: |f(x)] > a}| <O (log R)OC D{z: €= (log RO > fa@)] > all.
T1EA1 (A1)

The function zn €A1 (M) fr, now satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem Ml and the property
that #v C 7 ~ A\ or #v C 17, = 0 for all k, 7. It follows that the associated distribution
function A() of - cx (n,) fri is (R, €)-normalized since

Am ~#Y CTm= Y, #7C 7~ (#7% C 7))

TLCTm

where we only count the v or 7, for which f, or f; is nonzero. Now we may apply
Proposition [[I Note that since log R < e LRE for all R > 1, the accumulated constant
from this pigeonholing process satisfies 0571(10g R)O(ail) < C.RE. It thus suffices to prove
Theorem [ assuming that f is (R, e)-normalized.

Now we present a broad-narrow argument adapted to our set-up. Write K = R?
for some 6 > 0 which will be chosen later. Since |f(z)| < > y;)—x-1|fr(2)| there is

a universal constant C' > 0 so that |f(z)| > K¢ MAXy(7)—g(7/)=K ! |fr () frr (2)]V/? im
7,7/ nonadj.
plies |f ()| < Cmaxyry—g1 [ fr(x)]. I |f(2)] < K maxy) g1 [ fr(x) frr(2)|/? and
7,7 nonadj.
KCmaxy) gz |fr(@) frr (@) M2 < Cmaxyry g | fr(2)], then | f(z)] < Cmaxy—ge1 | fr(2)].
7,7/ nonadj.
Using this reasoning, we obtain the first step in the broad-narrow inequality

<C max fr + K¢ max fr(z) frr ()| V2.
f@l <€ max 110 - (2 (o)
7,7/ nonadj.
C  max  |fry (@) <K\ fr()fp ()12
Uro)=K

Iterate the inequality m times (for the first term) where K™ ~ R'/? to bound |f(z)| by
[f(@)| S C™  max |f(z)]

U(T)=R~1/2
+OMKC max max () o (2) |V
1; f(‘f')NA E(T):Z(T,)NKflA |f( )fT( )|
R <%<1 7,7 C7, nonadj.
AcK

C  max IfTO(w)|<KC|fr( ) o (@)[/2
Umo)=K~'A
T0CT
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Recall that our goal is to bound the size of the set
Uy ={z eR?:a < |f(z)|}
By the triangle inequality and using the notation 6 for blocks 7 with £(7) = R~1/?

(12) Vsl < I{:EGRQ:OéSCmmgLXIfe(w)I}IJr > > Ua(r, 7))

R 12<A<1 £(F)~A
AeKN  (n)=(t")~K~1A
7,7/ C7, nonadj.

where U, (1,7’) is the set
{z € R®:a S (log R)C™ K| fr(x) frr(2)]'/2, C(|f7 ()] + |fr (2)]) < Kclfr(x) ()2},

/
The first term in the upper bound from (I2) is bounded trivially by )‘(R z | £41I13. By
the assumption that || f,[lcc < 1 for every v, we know that |f,| < R” for any 7. Also assume
without loss of generality that o > 1 (otherwise Theorem H follows from L2-orthogonality).

This means that there are ~ log R dyadic values of o/ between a and R” so by pigeonholing,
there exists o/ € [a/(C™KY), R%] so that

|Ua(7,7)| S (log R +10g(C™K))[Bro (7, 7)|

where the set Bry/ (7,7) is defined in ([0). By parabolic rescaling, there exists an affine
transformation 7" so that foT = g, and fp oT = g where 7 and 7/ are ~ K ~l_separated
blocks in Na—2p-1(P!). Note that the functions g, and gr+ inherit the property of being
(A%R, ¢)-normalized in the sense required to apply Proposition [ in each of the following
cases.

Case 1: Suppose that for some 3’ € [%, 1], A"'R=P = (A2R)~"". Then for each v € P(R, ),
fyoT = g, for some v € P(A®R, ). Applying Proposition [ with functions g, and g,
and level set parameter o/ leads to the inequality

Bros(1,7")| < K9a'}| < C. sRFC™KOW x

_ _ . A)?
WRfﬁgi}}éfl/2)\(s IR 1))\(8) Z’ycf' ”f'YH% lf (Of/)2 > m?x)\(s)\*(llgifl))\(s)

A)2 . A)2
o s 113 it () < T

Case 2: Now suppose that A"'R™5 < (A2R)~!. Let # be A~'R~' x R~! blocks and let § be
(A%R)~! x (A%R)~! blocks so that fjoT = g;. Let B = max; |f;| and divide everything by
B in order to satisfy the hypotheses ||g;||cc/B < 1 for all 6. Let A(s) := MAs)/A(ATIR™Y)
B _AmB2
maxs A(s71H(AZR)~1)A(s)
the maximum taken over (A%2R)~! < s < (A2R)~1/2), use Proposition [l with functions
gr/B and g,//B and level set parameter o/ /B to get the inequality

count the number of @ intersecting an s-arc. In the case (/)% >

(with

4
B (7, 7)| < C.sREC™ KO B ma A(s~HAZR)TYA() S 1152/ B2.

/ _
(o) (a2R)-1<s<(a2Rr)-1/2 dcr

Note that since B < A(A~'R™1),

B? max A HAZR)THA(s) < max AsTIRTHA(s)
(A2R)~1<s<(A2R)~1/2 A-1R-1<s<R~1/2
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and
\(1)2B2 AVZANA-LR-1)2
A j\l( 22 =N Ii\l(ax) & )\(slflR)—l))\(s) < AMATIRTHA(A).
m&xA(s (AZR)=H)A(s) IR
(1) B2

Then in the case (a/)? < e X (A7) A

(@) {x € R? s ~ |fr(@) fr(@)['2, (1 fr(@)| + | (2)]) < KO0}
SAMATIRTHA(A) /RQ(!J"}\2 +1f %) S A AT RTIAE) S 1A 3.

“IR-1<s<R-1/2

, compute directly that

yCT
Using also that ;- || f5]15 < p | /4113, the bound for Case 2 is

{z € R?: o ~ |fr(@) fr @)'2, (|fr(2)] + | fr(2)]) < K0}

< C.sReCmKOW AsTHAPR)THAG) D IIf 3.
yCT

m

ax
(0/)4 R—B<s<R—1/2

It follows from (I2) and the combined Case 1 and Case 2 arguments above that
Ua| < CesRFEC™ KW x

1 —1p-1 2 : A(1)?

a4}{27ﬁ22)}(%71/2A(3 R ))‘(3) Z«/ Hf’y”2 if a> m;ax)\(s*lR;l))\(s)

A1 . A(1 :
516) ny Hf’YH% if o < max)\(s*(lgffl))\(s)

Recall that K™ ~ R™Y/2 and K = R’ so that C. ;RECTKOWM) < C’&(gRaC’O(‘SJ)RO(l)‘S.
Choosing ¢ small enough so that RO(M% < R* finishes the proof.
O
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