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SIMPLEX AVERAGING OPERATORS: QUASI-BANACH
AND LP-IMPROVING BOUNDS IN LOWER DIMENSIONS

ALEX IOSEVICH, EYVINDUR ARI PALSSON, AND SEAN R. SOVINE

ABSTRACT. We establish some new LP-improving bounds for the k-simplex averaging operators S* that
hold in dimensions d > k. As a consequence of these LP-improving bounds we obtain nontrivial bounds

Sk: LP1 x ... x LPk — L" with 7 < 1. In particular we show that the triangle averaging operator S? maps
d+1 d+1 d+1
L @ x L d — L™2d in dimensions d > 2. This improves quasi-Banach bounds obtained in [8] and extends

bounds obtained in [3] for the case of k = d = 2.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let d > k and let Ay, = {ug = 0,uy,...,ur} € R? be the set of vertices of a regular k-simplex of unit side
length. We define the k-simplex averaging operator
SE(f1,. .., fro)(x) = fi(x — Ruy) - - fr(x — Ruy) du(R),
O(d)

where p is the normalized Haar measure on the group O(d). At input z this operator computes the average
value of the function f; ® - -- ® fr on the smooth manifold

Mp(x) = {(v1,...,vr) € RYF ¢ v, —v;)2 =1 for 0 <i < j <k, with vy = x}
of all tuples (v1,...,vx) € (RY)* such that {z,vq,...,vx} is the set of vertices of a regular k-simplex of unit

side length. The k-simplex averaging operator is a k-linear analogue of the spherical averaging operator, which
computes the average value of the function f over a sphere centered at z and can be expressed as

SU(f) () = / f(x — Ruy) dy(R),
O(d)

for any uy with |ui| = 1.

Cook, Lyall, and Magyar [1] introduce a technique that can be used to establish a wide range of nontrivial
and LP-improving bounds for averages over non-degenerate k-simplices in higher dimensions. In this work
we establish LP improving bounds for S* that hold in lower dimensions and show how these can be used to
obtain further quasi-Banach bounds for S¥. In the case with k = 2 we have the triangle averaging operator,
which we denote by T := S?, and our result is:

Theorem 1.1. The triangle averaging operator T satisfies the bound.
T: L (RY x LT (RY) — L*(RY),  forall s€[%,1] and d>2,

Moreover,
T: LP(RY) x LI(R?) — LY(RY)
if and only if (%, %) lies in the convex hull of the points {(0,1),(1,0), (ﬁ, ﬁ)}.
For the simplex operators S* we establish the following LP improving bounds that hold in lower dimensions.
Theorem 1.2. In dimensions d > k,

S* is of restricted strong-type (k,... k k),
ko . d+1 d+1
S¥ is of restricted strong-type (K<L, . kL1 d+1).
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When d is large the unrestricted version of the first of these bounds follows from the second bound by
interpolation, but this is not the case when d is close to k. In higher dimensions these bounds are contained
in the range of bounds obtained by Cook, Lyall, and Magyar. Our proof of the first bound is an adaptation
of the proof given by Greenleaf, Tosevich, Krause, and Liu [3] in the case where k = d = 2, which can also be
derived from the work of Stovall [10].

We also describe a technique for obtaining bounds into L™ with » < 1 from LP improving bounds mapping
into L'. As observed in [3], for f,g >0

IS*(f, ) ler = (£, (9)) = (S'(f).9),

and hence by the well-known bounds for the spherical averaging operator S we have that

2. 1P [0 L' iff (%, %) c conv{(o,1),(1,0),(d;jl, #il)}-

This gives the bounds in Theorem 1.1, which improve on bounds obtained in [8]. As a further application of
this technique we show that the bilinear spherical averaging operator

B(f.9)(x) = / F( — un)g (@ — us) dor(uy, u)

S2d71
maps L' x L' — L* for s € [1/2,1] and d > 2.
2. Bounps or COOK, LYALL, AND MAGYAR

The following result was established in [1]:

Theorem 2.1 (Special case of Proposition 3 of Cook, Lyall, and Magyar [1]). Let k,m > 2 be integers with
d > km. Then the k-simplex averaging operator S* satisfies the bounds

S5 (fry o )@)€ Capmp(S* AL - L faa | @) 5 (SFlT)*

uniformly for x € R, where q = —. Hence by induction,
k
k—1 _1 k—1 _1 k+1—j 1
SE(f1eee s i) (@) < Camp(SUAIT @) T (S(f2l @)™ [TSAHIT @) 77,
j=3

uniformly for x € R<.

Combining this with Hélder’s inequality yields the following range of LP bounds for S*, which includes near-
optimal non-trivial bounds.

Corollary 2.2. The operator S* satisfies the bounds

Sk LPe) x .. x LPot) — L7

for all exponents satisfying p1 > ¢"~%, p; > ¢**177 for j > 2, and p% + -+ pik = %, whenever k,m > 2,
d>mk, and ¢ = -, for all permutations o of {1,...,k}. Hence by interpolation
g1

SELFT x o x LFT S LT with

T2+ @+ T

These bounds are asymptotically optimal as m, and hence d, increases. Combining Theorem 2.1 with bounds
for the spherical average gives strong LP-improving bounds, for example,

Corollary 2.3. The operator S* satisfies the bounds

k—1 d 1
Sk:LPG<1)><...><LPo(k)_>LT, where 1 = q 2( +1) —
24+q+q¢+...+q"~

1% and p; = qk"’l_j% for j > 2, for each permutation o. Hence by interpolation

where py = ¢F~
Sk L& x ... x LT - L7,

for allm > 2 and d > mk.
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3. BACKGROUND

The triangle averaging operator was introduced in dimension d = 2 by Greenleaf and losevich in [4],
where Sobolev bounds for T" were obtained and applied to a generalization of the Falconer distance problem.
Greenleaf, Tosevich, Krause, and Liu [3] showed that in dimension d = 2 a family of operators including T’
satisfies LP x L9 — L" bounds for (5, ;, 1) in the set {(%,2,1),(2,0,4),(0,2,%)} and a restricted strong-
type bound for (5 1 %) = (%, %, %), and showed that these LP improving bounds are sharp in the Banach
range. These bounds can also be derived from the work of Stovall [10]. In [8] Palsson and Sovine studied
the LP x LP — L" boundedness of T'(f, g) using a frequency-space decomposition and obtained quasi-Banach
bounds in higher dimensions. Cook, Lyall, and Magyar [1] established bounds for maximal averages with

respect to general non-degenerate k-simplices using the majorization technique described above.

4. QUASI-BANACH BOUNDS FROM LP-IMPROVING BOUNDS INTO L!

n [2] Grafakos and Kalton show that the operator
Hfo)@)= [ fe=earoa
t|<

is bounded on L*(R%) x L'(R%) — LY?(R?). We show how their argument can be adapted to a slightly more
general situation. In the following, for I = (I1,...,lq) € Z% we denote by @; the cube with side length 1 and
lower left corner at .

Suppose that the k-linear operator U(f1, ..., fi) has the following localization properties:

(L1) There is a finite number N such that U(fi, ..., fx) = 0 whenever there are 7, j with f;, f; supported
on cubes Qi, Qi with ||I* = 17||__ := maxi<p<a |(I")n — (7)n] > N.

(L2) There is a fixed R > 0 such that U(f1,..., fx)(x) is supported on Ule sppt(fi) + B(0, R).

It is easy to see that each of the k-simplex averaging operators S¥ and the bilinear spherical averaging operator
satisfy conditions L1 and L2. Now suppose that whenever each f; is supported on a cube of side length 1 we
have the bound

(4.1) U(fy, .-, fk)HLl(]Rd) <A ”fl”[,pl(Rd) T ||fk||LT’k(]Rd)

for some exponents with
1 1 1
J— _|_ P _|_ _— == > 1
P Pk r
We define Fy := {l € Z*: ||l||,, < N}. Then by properties L1 and L2 we have for each s € [r, 1],

1
s s

WU fi)lle = / S Y Ulhlan bl filaa)@)| do

l€Z4 da,...,dy€FN

o |

S

¢ Z /]R ZU(fllQl’f21Ql+d2"'aflehLdk)(x) dzr

da,...dveFy \"R! |1ez4
1
<C / Z |U( (filos, folQi+ds - - - leH-dk)(‘r)lS dx
da, dkEFN lezd

w =

<C Z Z HU(f11Q17f21Qz+d2"'7fk1QL+dk)||SLl

da,...,dp,€FN \l€Z4
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@ |-

<C Z Z Hfl]‘QL”zPl ||f21QL+d2||SLP2 T ||fk1QL+dk||stk

da,....,dr€FN \l€Zd

S

<C Z Z HfllQL”Em ||f21Ql+d2||£P2 e ||fk1Ql+dk||2Pk

da,...,dy,€FN \l€Z4

Pl P1

<Y Intali | | D0 Ifete .
lez? lez?
=C ”leLPl U ||f/€||LPk )

where the constant depends on N, R, d, s, and A. We summarize this result in the following proposition.
Proposition 4.1. Suppose that the k-linear operator U(f1,..., fr) satisfies the localization conditions (L1)

and (L2) and that |U(fy, ..., fi)llpigay < Alfill o ey - I fkllpor gay for some exponents py,...,px > 1
with p% + -+ pik =: % > 1 whenever each f; is supported on a cube. Then for each s € [r,1]

U: LP*(RY) x - x LP*(R?) — L*(R?).

Note that the bilinear convolution operator 7}, associated to any compactly supported finite Borel measure
on R2? satisfies the localization conditions (L1) and (L2). The following proposition is an abstract version of

the technique used to obtain the bound I': L' x L* — L= of Grafakos and Kalton [2] and our result below on
the boundedness of T'.

Proposition 4.2. Let ju be a compactly supported finite positive Borel measure on R?¢ such that the pushfor-
ward measure

m,)(A) - / Laly - 2)du(y. 2)

on RY g

T,: L (Rd) x LY(RY) — LY(RY),
and thus by Proposition 4.1

T,: LM(RY) x LY(RY) — L*(RY),
for s € [3,1].

If T, LY — L with q > p, then

T,: LY (R?) x LP(RY) — L' (RY),
and thus by Proposition 4.1

T,: LY (RY) x LP(RY) — L3(RY),

for s € [BL,1].

p+q’ ’

Proof. Suppose that p_y is absolutely continuous with L> density. This proof is essentially the same as the
one given by Grafakos and Kalton to bound I. We have

1T ()0 < // £ — wllgle — v)| du(u, v) d

/ |/ g(x — (u— )| du(u,v) dx
= [ @) [ lote = 0lducy 0 do
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= [ @ [ lae—1 P

< ldp—y/dtllpe | F Nl gl -

We can now apply Proposition 4.1.
Now suppose that T, _: LP — L?. Then we have

75900 < [ 1f(a) / gt — ) duc(0)da

<Nl [Ty @]

< Clflpe lgllzo -

5. APPLICATIONS TO THE BILINEAR SPHERICAL AND TRIANGLE AVERAGING OPERATORS

s . . . . . . 1. pd+1 _, d+1l
5.1. Application to triangle averaging operator. We will use the L? improving bound S*: L — =

for the spherical averaging operator to estimate the L' norm of T' = S2. By Tonelli’s theorem and a change
of variables we have

1T (fr, f2)l[zr < /So(d) /R |f1(z — Ruy)| | fa(z — Rug)| dz du(R)

— [ 15 [ ifale = Bz = w)] du(R) do
R4 S0(d)

= [lf1(@)S" (f2D(@)]] .
< ”leLd%tl Hsl(|f2|)HLd+1
< OHleL% HszL% .

Now it follows by Proposition 2.1 that

d+1
T: L @ XL — L?

for all s € [t

In fact, the reasoning above shows that for f,g > 0,

1]. This argument was previously used in [3].

1T 9 = (S(F), 9) = (f,5(9)) -

It follows by LP duality that
T:LPx LY — L' ifand only if S:LP — LY.

Hence from the known range of bounds for the spherical averaging operator (see for example [6]) we have that
T: LP x LY — L' if and only if (1 1) lies in the region shown in Figure 1. Thus the bounds T": LP x LY — L"

with % + % = 1 > 1 that can be obtained by applying Proposition 4.1 are exactly those with (1 ,q) in

the region shown in Figure 1. The essential new T: LP x L7 — L% bound in this range is the one with

(11) ;) ( dil 7 +1) since the others can be obtained from this one by interpolation with bounds in the Banach
range.
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1
q
(0,1) (75 77)
1
(0,0) (1,0) !

Figure 1. Pairs (%7 Ly for which T: L x LY — L'.

q

5.2. Application to bilinear spherical averaging operator. Recall that the bilinear spherical averaging
operator is defined by that the bilinear spherical averaging operator

B(f.9)(x) = / F(— wn)g(w — up) do(us, us),

§2d—1

where ¢ is the surface measure on the unit sphere in R2?. Multilinear spherical convolutions of this type were
first introduced by Daniel Oberlin in the case where d =1 [7]. A complete characterization of LP bounds for
these operators in the case of d = 1 was recently obtained by Shrivastava and Shuin [9]. Here we address the
case where d > 2 and show that B: L' x L' — L* for s € [1/2,1]. Jeong and Lee [5] recently completely
characterized the L? boundedness of the maximal version of the operator B using a slicing technique; our
approach in this section bears some resemblance to the slicing technique used by Jeong and Lee.

Let d > 2. Let D := {(z,z): * € R%} be the diagonal subspace of R? and A := {(z,—7): z € R?} the
antidiagonal subspace, and notice that these subspaces decompose R2¢ orthogonally. Then for two points
(a,b),(c,d) € R* x R? ~ R24 we have a — b = ¢ — d if and only if (a,b) — (c,d) € D. Hence, if w4 is the
orthogonal projection onto A and m4(a,b) = (¢, —c), then a — b = 2¢. Thus for E C R?, if 7 : R? — R is
the projection onto the first d coordinates, i.e., 71 (a,b) = a, then

a—beE <= 2(moma)(ab)EcE.

Now let R € O(2d) be the orthogonal transformation with block matrix

=7l 7]

that maps A onto the subspace S; := {(z,0): x € R?}. Then
a—beFE <= 2(moR)(ab)ekE.

But then by the invariance of the spherical measure under orthogonal transformations

o ({(a,b) €S** ' a—be E}) = /Squ 1g(a —b)do(a,b)

- /S Lyplm(R(a,b)] do(a,b)

/ 1%E[7T1(a, b)]do(a,b)
§2d—1

_ / 1, (a) do(a,b).
§2d—1
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For dx the Lebesgue measure on R% and dy the Lebesgue measure on R4~ we have

1
11 (a)da(a,b):Z/ lig(t) ————=dx dy
Jou e N N

_ 1

= 1 -2 1 — d
V/]Rd %E(‘T) < /Rdil Bzd—l(o,l)(x7y) 1—|x|2—|y|2 y) T

= / lip(z) F(z) d.
Rd

Letting 72 := 1 — |z|?, we have
70 d—2
¢ dr
— <
0o Jrd-—r?

for all 2 € By(0,1). Thus F € L*(RY), so the pushforward measure o(—) is absolutely continuous with
bounded density. Hence B: L' x L' — L' and by Proposition 4.1 B: L' x L' — LY for d > 2.

F(CL‘)ZCd C

6. LP-IMPROVING AND QUASI-BANACH BOUNDS FOR k-SIMPLEX OPERATORS FOR d > k

In this section we establish LP-improving and quasi-Banach bounds that hold in lower dimensions d > k,
which are not included in the range of bounds obtained by the technique of Cook, Lyall, and Magyar [1].

Let E; ... E, C RY be measurable and using the symmetry of the operator assume WLOG that |E;| < |E;|
for all j. Then we have by the LP-improving bounds for spherical averages,

”Sk(lEla EERE) lEk)HLd+1 < HS(lEl)HLd+1

< sl op

= |By |7

< BT - | B |7,
so S* satisfies a restricted strong-type (k + %, o k+ %, d+ 1) bound, which has an L? improvement ratio of
d versus the Holder exponents.
Theorem 6.1. S* satisfies a restricted strong-type (k(d;rl) ey k(djl) ,d+1) bound for d > k.

Hence by interpolation against the L*>° x --- x L* — L° bound

k(d+ 1)
.

Now using the fact that each face of a regular k-simplex is a regular (k — 1)-simplex, we have

1S (fr,- s fi)ll o S/ |f1|(90)/ |fol(x = R(uz — u1)) - [ fxl(z — R(u, — w1)) du(R) dz
R 50(d)

Sk IPx . xIP - LT forall p>

:/ Al@S (o, 1) (@) do

<Al e IS*= (1 fels - )

[
dp—kTI LF-1
SCIAN g Mol 1kl e s

for all p > %. Applying the technique from Section 4 then establishes nontrivial bounds for S*.
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Corollary 6.2. The k-simplex operator S* satisfies the bound

Sk LPUx ... x LP* — L where i—l—---—l—i:l,
b1 Pk r
and (p%’ e, pik, %) lies in the interior of the convex hull of the set of points (ql—l, cee qlk, %) with
Go(1) = d%dlvfﬂr(j) = %jdm for 2<j<k, r= %,
for some permuation o of {1,...,k}. In particular,
Sk Lk ...ox L S L"  for T>% and d>k.

A straightforward calculation shows that for nice functions f, g, h,

(T(f,9),h) = (f,T(g,h))-

It follows that T': LP x LY — L" implies T": L™ x LP — L9 whenever 1 < r,q' < co. Applying this with the
L? improving bound above shows that T': LP x L? — L" for d > 2 when (1/p,1/q,1/r) is one of the following
LP-improving triples

d d d+2 d d d+2
d+1'2(d+1)" 2d+2)"’ 2d+1)'d+1"2d+2)"
7. RESTRICTED STRONG-TYPE (k,k, ..., k) BOUNDS FOR S* FOR d > k

In [3] the authors established that a family of operators that includes T' in dimension d = 2 satisfies a
restricted strong-type (2,2,2) bound. Here we adapt the ideas of the proof in [3] to obtain a restricted strong-
type (k,k, ..., k) bound for S% in dimensions d > k. The interesting cases occur when d is close to k, since in
higher dimensions this bound follows from the method of Cook, Lyall, and Magyar [1]. The key observation
behind this adaptation is that if pq,...,py are linearly independent points of S?~!, then on a neighborhood
of (p1,...,pr) the addition map (uy,...,uxr) — uy + ...+ ug from S¥=1 x ... x S9! — R? is a submersion
and hence behaves locally like a projection.

Theorem 7.1. S* is of restricted strong-type (k, ... k,k) in dimensions d > k.

Proof. We assume that d > k and let Ey,..., E;, C R? be measurable sets, WLOG (by the symmetry of the
operator in its inputs) with |F1| < |Ea| < ... < |Eg|. Our goal in this section is to show that

Hsk(le sy 1Ek)||Lk < C(|E1| T |Ek|)1/k7
i.e., that S* is of restricted strong-type (k,...,k, k). We have for {0,u1,...,us} the vertices of a regular

k-simplex of unit side length,
k

1S* (1 gy, 15)|5e = /dH (/( )1E1($_Riul)"'1Ek($—Riuk)d,U(Ri)> dx.
o(d

i=1
By the compactness of the product space O(d) x --- x O(d) = (O(d))* it is sufficient to show that for
each (Ry,...,Rr) € (O(d))* there is a neighborhood N(Ry,...,Ry) of (Ry,..., Ry) such that, with p* :=
(XX p),

k
R JN(Ry,...,Ry) ;1

since then (O(d))* will be covered by finitely many such neighborhoods N(Ry, ..., Ry).
To show that such a neighborhood exists, for each i we will keep one of the factors in
1E1 (LL' — Riul) s 1Ek(1‘ — Riuk)

and drop the remaining k£ — 1. Which factors we keep and which ones we drop will depend on the relative
positions of the vectors R;u;.
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(A) Selecting which factors to keep and drop: We fix (Ri, ..., Ri) € (O(d))* and use the following algorithm
to select which factors to keep and which to drop in each integral:

(i) For i = 1 we will keep 1g, (x — Ryuy). We set a3 = u; and Ay = E;.
(ii) Suppose that j < k and we have chosen aq,...a;, with a; = w,, for some m < i for each i and

such that Rias,..., Rja; are linearly independent. We choose a;1 and A;1; as follows: Note that
{0, Rjt1u1, ..., Rjy1ujp1} form the set of vertices of a regular (j+ 1)-simplex, and hence the vertices
Rjtiu1, ..., Rjy1uj41 are linearly independent. It follows that there must be a pin 1,...,5 + 1 such

that Rjt1up & span{Ria1, ..., Rja;}. Then we set aj+1 = a, and Aj1q = A,.

This algorithm produces sequences ay, .. ., ax of vectors and Ay, ..., Ay of sets, where each a; is equal to some
Um, and A; = E,,, with m < i for ¢ = 1,... k. For each i we will keep the factor 14,(x — R;a;) in the
integrand and drop the remaining k& — 1 factors corresponding to R;.

(B) Bounding inner integral by parameterized spherical integral: We now let
B := B(Ria1,r) X -+ x B(Rgag,r),
where r > 0 will be chosen sufficiently small in a later step, and define the open neighborhood
N(Ry,...,Ry) :={(S1,...,S) € (O(d)*: (Siay,...,Skar) € B}.
We now have, denoting again du* := d(p x -+ x p),

/ / HlEl(LL'—Riul)"-1Ek($—Riuk)duk(Rl,...,Rk)d,T
Re JN(Ry

.....

:// 1,41(:10—pl)---1Ak(x—pk)dok(pl,...,pk)dx
R JBC(s¢-1)

(7.1) =/Rd 1A1(w)/BC(Sd1) Lay (2 = (p2 = p1)) - La (2 = (pk = p1) do™ (pr, - . i) d,

and it suffices to show that inner integral in the last line is < C|Ag|---|Ag| with constant C' independent of
Fq,...,Er and .

There is an s = s(r) > 0 and for each i an orthogonal transformation O; such that a subset S of S%~!
containing B(R;a;,r) NS~ is parameterized by

filze, ..., xq-1) = Oi(z1, ... ,xg-1, /1 — |2]?) for x=(x1,...,24-1) € Cq—1(0,s),

where f;(0) = R;a; and Cy_1(0,s) = [—s,s]¢"L. Recall that the tangent space to S¢~1 at the point p; := R;a;
can be realized as the hyperplane P(p;) := {z: z - p; = 0} and that it is spanned by the partial derivatives of
fi at 0. By choosing s (and hence r) small enough we can assume that the “volume element” of the coordinate
chart f; is bounded on Cy_1(0, s), with bound depending only on s. By translation invariance of Lebesgue
measure we can assume that = 0, and we get for y* = (vi,...,v5 ),

/ La,(p2 — p1) -+~ La, (px — p1)do™(p1, ..., k)
BC(S4-1)

<cC / L (F2(02) = A1) L o) — A db - ob).
Cr(a-1)(0,8)

(C) Linear algebra for tangent hyperplanes: Recall that the vectors p; = R;a;, 1 < i < k were chosen to be
linearly independent. For each i > 2 let

pi=pl +p+ with ple€P(p) and p; € span{p:}.
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If there are aq,...ax not all zero with 0 = alp! +...+ akpll, then

a1p1 + ...+ ope = a1pt + ... + awpp = cpu,
I

contradicting the linear independence of pi,...,pr. Hence the orthogonal projections p; are also linearly

independent. Further, since p; and p; are not linearly dependent for ¢ > 2 the vector p; is not contained in

P(p;). Formally, if py € P(p;), then
Ipill® = pi-pi =pi - o < Ipill P = lpill = |p|| = pi=cp,

contradicting the independence of p; and p;. Hence span(P(p;) U {pi| }) =R
Now since pg, e ,p}l are in the image of D f1(0), which is exactly P(p;), there is an invertible (d—1) x (d—1)

matrix A such that the first columns of D f1(0)A = D(f; o A)(0) are pg, e ,pli. Then by a simple change of
the first d — 1 variables we have for some bounded open set V,

l/ L (F20?) — AN - Lay o) — AGY) A o)
Cr(a-1)(0,5)

IN

¢/ Lao(F2(0?) — i (A5") -~ La, (Fo(¥) — Fa(Ag") d(y" .. )
VXC(k-1)(a—1)(0,s)

< C/ Lay (f2(4%) = fr(Ayh)) - 1a, (fr(y®) = A(Ayh)) d(y, ... y"),
Cr(a—1)(0,ks)
where k only depends on our choice of aq,...,ak.

(D) Applying the inverse function theorem: We consider the map
W'y = eyt = (R007) - A(AYY, fiyh) = fi(AYh)

from R*¥(4=1 into RE—1D4  Since each map f; is a submersion, i.e., each has a surjective derivative at each
point, by the construction of this map the partial derivatives 9,: ®(0) for i > 2 form a linearly independent

set S of (k—1)(d—1) vectors. By the arguments in (C) above the partial derivatives (?y];q)(O) are also linearly
independent with the derivatives in S and with one another. Thus we have a set of (k—1)d linearly independent
partial derivatives at the origin, specifically the derivatives {By];q)(O): i>2or(i=1land 1<j<k—1)} are
linearly independent.

If we denote y; = (yi, ..., y4_,) and y/ = (ys, y3_,), then the inverse function theorem tells us that we
can choose s (and hence 7) small enough that for each fixed y; € Cyq—x(0, ks) the map

Wiy = @ty = (207 — f(AYY), fuly®) — fi(AYY))

is a diffeomorphism of Cj_1)4(0, ks) onto an open subset Ul(y;) of R*=1Dd_ Note that by choosing s small
enough we can assume that the Jacobian of this diffeomorphism is uniformly bounded for all choices of
yll € Cy—x(0,ks). Then we have

/ Lao(F20?) — A(AYY) - Lay (Fo¥) — (A d(y ")
Cr(a—1)(0,ks)

IN

c/ l/ Lay(22) - La, (M) d(22, o) dy}
Ca—r(0,ks) JU(y})

ClAs|---|Ak| < C|Ey| - - |El,

IN

where we have used that A; = E,, with m <4 and the assumption that |E;| < |Es| < ... < |Eg|. Inserting
this into (7.1) gives the required estimate.
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(E) Combining estimates: Inserting the previous estimate back into (7.1), using compactness to get a finite
covering, summing the corresponding integrals and taking the kth root gives

[1]

2]

3

[5]
[6]
[7]
(8]

[9

(10]

1" (g, 15| < C(|Ey|--- |Ex)VF.
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