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SMALL CAP DECOUPLING FOR THE MOMENT CURVE IN R3

LARRY GUTH AND DOMINIQUE MALDAGUE

ABSTRACT. We prove sharp small cap decoupling estimates for the moment curve in R3. Our formulation
of the small caps is motivated by a conjecture about LP estimates for exponential sums from [DGW20].

1. INTRODUCTION

We use high/low frequency methods to prove small cap decoupling inequalities for the moment curve
M3 = {(t,t3,t3) : t € [0,1]} in R%. We begin by describing the problem and our results in terms of
exponential sums. The motivation for this paper is to prove Conjecture 2.5 with n = 3 from [DGW20],
which we state now. Use the standard notation e(t) = €27,

Conjecture 1. For each N >1,0< 0 <2, and s > 1,

N
/[0,1]2><[0,ﬁ

| Z e(kxy + k*xo + k3a3)[*de < C.N°® [NS*” + NQS*G} .
I k=1

The s = 1 and s = oo versions of this conjecture are easily verified using L?-orthogonality and the triangle
inequality, respectively. When o = 0, this is Viongradov’s mean value theorem, solved in three dimensions
by Wooley [Wool6] and using decoupling for the moment curve by Bourgain, Demeter, and Guth [BDGIG].
The case of 0 = 2 was proven by Bombieri and Iwaniec [BI86] and by Bourgain [Boul7Dh] using a different
argument. In [DGW20], they prove a slightly more general statement which implies Conjecture [l in the
range 0 < o < % We prove the following general exponential sum estimate which implies Conjecture [l for
the full range of o.

Theorem 2. For each N > 1, 0 <o <2, interval H of length %, and s > 1,

N

/ ) 1> are(kay + Kz + kas)[*de < CoN[N*77 4 N2+7F]
[0,12xH ;=

for any ay, € C satisfying |ak| < 1.

The terms in the upper bound come from two examples. The upper bound N*~7 follows from taking
random a¢ € {£1}, by Khintchine’s inequality. The upper bound N6 follows from the example ag = 1
and noting that the integrand is > N2¢ on roughly the box [0, %] x [0, %] x [0, %] Theorem[P]is an estimate
for the moments of exponential sums over subsets smaller than the full domain of periodicity (i.e. N in the
xz-variable). Bourgain investigated examples of this type of inequality in [BoulTal.

Theorem Pl is a corollary of a small cap decoupling problem for M3 which we now describe. For R > 1,

and small cap parameter [ € [%, 1], consider the anisotropic small cap neighborhood

MP(RP,R) = {(&1,&2,83) : &1 € [0,1], & — & < R, |5 — 3o + 267 < R7'Y
This is the anisotropic neighborhood of M3 at scale R (for which canonical decoupling for the moment

curve applies) plus a vertical interval of length R~!. Next we define small caps -y, which form a partition of
M3(RP, R) and are defined precisely in §2.31 Each v has the form

(1) v={(£1,6,&) IR <& <(+1)RP, |-G < R, & - 306+ 26| <R}

2

for some integer [, 0 < ! < R?. When 3 = %, then ~ coincides with canonical R™% x R=% x R~! moment
curve blocks. In the range % <pg< %, ~ is essentially equivalent to the R~!-neighborhood of a canonical
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R % x R~28 x R~3 moment curve block. In the range % < B <1, v looks like a canonical R BxR 26x R38
moment curve block plus a vertical R~ -interval. In each case, v has dimensions R~? x R=2# x R~. Our
definition of small caps using the vertical R~ neighborhood is motivated by Theorem B which we explain
further in .11

The small cap decoupling theorem we obtain is

Theorem 3. Let % <pB<1andp>2. Then

I < CeRECRE) + RO ST

for any Schwartz function f : R® — C with Fourier transform supported in M3(RP, R).

The only other result of this form that we are aware of is the work of Jung in [Jun20], which essentially
proves the g = % case of Theorem The proof of Theorem [3] uses the same framework as the high-low
argument from [GMW2(]. We require a crucial new ingredient, which is small cap decoupling for the cone
established in [GM22]. See §I.2] for some discussion of the role of small cap decoupling for the cone in the
proof of Theorem In the special case that § = %, our argument recovers canonical decoupling for the
moment curve in R? (first established in [BDGI6]) using a high-low argument.

The powers of R in the upper bound of Theorem [Bl come from considering two natural sharp examples for
the ratio || f[I5/(3_, ||f,y||g)p/‘1. The first is the square root cancellation example, where |f,| ~ x5
for all y and f =3,
Rﬂp/2R3max(2B,1) and

/LA 15) 2 (PP RO o) (PRS00 o BED,

Rpmax(28,1)
ey fy where e, are +1 signs chosen (using Khintchine’s inequality) so that || f|[} ~

The second example is the constructive interference example. Let f, = R5+2ﬁ+1ﬁ7 where 7, is a smooth
bump function approximating x. Since |f[=[>__ f,[ is approximately constant on unit balls and |f(0)[ ~

RP. we have
I£115/( lefyn (RPP)/(RPRP+2A+1) ~ RO—H-1,

We remark that the arguments in th1s paper could also be used to analyze the natural problem of small cap
decoupling problem with R~! neighborhoods of canonical blocks. That set-up is slightly more complicated
than the one considered here since for some choice of parameters 3 and p, the block example f = 7,, with 0
a canonical R™3 x R~3 x R~! block, may also dominate. This leads to extra cases and a more complicated
proof that we do not present here.

An immediate corollary of Theorem [B]is the following general exponential sum estimate.

Corollary 1. For each 5 < <1,2<p<6-+ %, and r > R™ax(26,1)

|Qr|_1/ 1> age(x - (6.€2,6%)Pde <. RPEH

7‘ 56..4

for any r-cube Q, and any collection Z C [0,1] with |E| ~ R® consisting of ~ R™P-separated points and
a¢ € C with |ag| < 1.

Note that the corresponding corollary of canonical decoupling M? only holds in the range r > R3%.

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, and a <. b means that the implicit constant depends on ¢ > 0.

The paper is organized as follows. We explain the implications of Theorem [ in §T.1] and give some
intuition for the proof of Theorem Blin §21 Then in §2] we develop multi-scale high/low frequency tools
and lemmas. Some of these tools are very similar to those developed in [GMW20], but the high-frequency
analysis uses the geometry of the moment curve and relies on small cap decoupling estimates for the cone
recently established in [GM22]. We use these tools in §3]to prove a weak (superlevel set) version of Theorem
for the critical exponent p. = 6 + % Then in §32 we perform a sequence of pigeonholing steps analogous
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to those in Section 5 of [GMW20] to show that Theorem [3] follows from the superlevel set version with the
critical exponent.
Acknowledgement: Thank you to Hong Wang for helpful conversations related to this work. In particular,
she suggested to us the idea of using decoupling in place of orthogonality within the high/low method.

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

1.1. Implications of Theorem [3|

Corollary  follows from Theorem[3. Let ¢, be a nonnegative Schwartz function satisfying ¢¢, 2 1 on Q,,
supp ¢, C B.-1, and [ |dg, [P ~p |QT| Then the function

=Y ace(z - (£,6%,6%))00q, (@)

eB

satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem [3] Usmg the triangle inequality, we may split the indexing set = into
O(1) many subsets =’ so that each £ € Z’ is identified with a unique small cap v which completely contains
the r~!-neighborhood of (&,£2,£2). This is possible because r > R™ax(28:1) 56 a ball of radius 7~ can be
completely contained in an R™# x R™2# x R~! small cap v, whose geometry is described in detail in §2231
Applying Theorem [lin the range 2 < p < 6 + % gives

LS RS a6 €7, € ol ~ BTG

£es

Theorem [ follows from Theorem[3 Begin with the integral on the left hand side of Theorem Bl Perform
the change of variables (x1,22,23) = (%, 3%, ¥%):

N

k2 k®
| ape(z - (k, k? k3))|*de = N6 | are(y —))|*dy
/[0,1]2><H ; [0,N]x[0,N2]x N3 H ; N3

Using the periodicity of the exponential sum in the first two variables,

k3 k k2 K3

kR
E are(y 0~ ))[FPdy = NP are(y =) [P dy
/{ON]X{ON”NSH 2 SRNERNE 0NN ; (N N2 W

Let ¢5 be a bump function which satisfies ¢5 > 1 on [0, N3]2 x N3H, supp ox C [0, N~3]2 x [0, N°=3], and
[P ~p N°=. Then

k k2 kg 2 k k2 kS )
g d 5T *dy.
/[ONs]szsH ka Gy s [ Zake (5 77 7)) on W) dy

Then apply TheoremBlwith p = 2s, R = N7, and 3 defined by R'B = N, which means that 8 = = € [3,1]
(since o € [0,2]), giving

N
k k2 k?’ S S— S— S
/le(zke<y-<ﬁ,m,ﬁ>> o (y)|**dy Se RERICTY 4+ REGT ZW 6132
T k=1

Incorporate the extra factors from the substitution and the periodicity steps, and use the assumption |ax| < 1
and the property ||¢ |35 ~s N2~ to get the bound

N

/ 1> are(a - (kK k)P da Sc NTOR[ROG™Y + RAC—O-IN N7,
[0,12xH ;.

Finally, using the relationship between R, N, 3, and o, the upper bound simplifies to
NE[N(S*l) + N(2sf4)f(3fcr)]N17cr _ Na[sta _|_]\72576]7
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as desired. O

1.2. Some intuition behind the proof of Theorem Bl Here we describe one of the cases from the proof
of Theorem [3] which illustrates the role of small cap decoupling for the cone. After a series of standard
reductions which are also used in [GMW20], to prove Theorem [} it suffices to show that

2
(2) a5 {x € Brawmesn o < [f(2)[}| Sc RERPTY | £413
vy

where a > 0, Bpmaxzs.1) is a ball of radius R™**(2%:1) and we have the extra assumption that || f, ]l < 1
for all . The spatial localization to a ball of radius R™**(%:1) is natural since this is the smallest size of
ball that contains an R® x R*® x R wave packet dual to each *. Consider the special case of maximal «,
soa~#y~ RP and call {x € Bpmaxzs.1) : R ~ |f(x)|} the high set H. Using a local trilinear restriction

estimate for the moment curve, recorded below in Proposition [6l we show roughly that
EPHIS [ ISP,
Nps () 5

RE(
Suppose that on most of Ngs (H), >°. | f+1*(2) S22, [f4]? *7]5 1 g5 (2)] vﬁe\re 7> 1g-»s is a smooth approxi-
mation of the characteristic function of the set $ R=? < |¢| < 2R™F. Each |f,|? is supported in v —~. Writing

y(t) = (t,t2,#3) and using the definition (), the support of each Wﬁ>% r-s is approximately contained in
1
{AY'(IR7®) + By"(IR7P) + Cy"(IR7P) : §R—ﬁ <A<RP|BI<R%|C|<R'}.

In §2.3) we show that (1) these sets are disjoint for distinct [ € {1,..., R%}, and (2) each of the above sets
is contained in the R™"-dilation of a conical small cap. Note that this is not exactly true when f = 1,
which is why we use use cylinders instead of balls to cut out the low set in the actual argument. Ignoring
this technicality, this means that we may apply a small cap decoupling theorem for the cone to bound the

integral
D M AR

RB(H) o

Finally, the functions 3°_ | fy|? and | > o NN 15| are roughly constant on R? balls, which implies that
for any p > 0, we have

1
(RP)°)H| < - /
RBp N

RB

Y 1P s s g ()PP da,
=

This is an important observation since we have more factors of R? in the denominator on the right hand
side and we may choose p so that 3 + p is the critical exponent for the scale of conical small caps that we
have, thus using the full strength of the small cap decoupling theorem for the cone. Our argument shows
that each of these steps can be sharp, which leads to the upper bound ().

2. TOOLS FOR THE HIGH/LOW APPROACH TO M?

We perform a high/low frequency analysis of square functions at various scales, incorporating the pruning
process for wave packets analogous to [GMW20]. We develop language to discuss canonical caps and small
caps of various scales, associated wave packets, and averaged versions of functions which satisfy useful locally
constant properties. Then we write a series of key lemmas to analyze the high/low frequency portions of
averaged, pruned square functions at various scales.

Begin by fixing some notation. Fix a ball Bpmaxs.1) of radius R™*(26:1) The parameter a > 0 describes
the superlevel set

Ua = {2 € Bmax2s. : |f(z)] > a}.
Fix g € [%, 1] and R > 2. Let € > 0 be given and consider scales Ry € 8" closest to RFe_ for R™1/3 <

R,:l/B < 1, and scales rj, € 2V closest to R3TFe, for R=8 < r;' < R7Y3. 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



SMALL CAP DECOUPLING FOR THE MOMENT CURVE IN R? 5

between Ry and R in the rest of the argument. Similarly, assume that ry; = R? for some index M € N.
The relationship between the parameters is

1 1 1
1=Ry< R} <RE <R} =r10<rm<rmp <ry=R"
Next we fix notation for moment curve blocks and small caps of various sizes. For the explicit definitions,

see §2.3 below.

(1) {7} are small caps associated to R” and R, meaning ~ R~ x R™2% x R73” moment curve blocks
plus the set {(0,0,2): |z] < R7}.

(2) {7} are small caps associated to 7, and R (so ~ 7' x rp
{(0,0,2) : [z] < R71}).

(3) {6} are canonical ~ R™3 x R~3 x R~ moment curve blocks.

2 % r,;:’, moment curve blocks plus

1 2
(4) {7} are canonical R, ® x R, ® x R, ' moment curve blocks.
The specific definitions of v, vk, 0,7, in §2.3] provide the additional property that if yx N Ygem # 0, then
Yi+m C Vi (and similarly for the 7).
We assume throughout this section (actually until §3.2)) that the f, satisfy the extra condition that

1
(3) 3 S Ifyllzemsy <2 or || fyllLeers) = 0.

2.1. A pruning step . Here we define wave packets for blocks v, 7%, and prune the wave packets associated
to fy,, fr, according to their amplitudes.
For each ~, fix a dual block v} with dimensions 7,

{xeﬂ?3:|x-§|§1 V€ € v — i}
For each 7, fix a dual block 7} of dimensions R,lc/ 3 x Ri/ 3% Ry, which is comparable to the convex set
{zeR3:|z-€ <1 VEE€T, — T}

The main difference between dual small caps 7} and dual canonical caps 75 is that for each k, v} = " if
Vs Yk C 0, whereas the 77 are all distinct.

We will describe wave packet decompositions for small caps {7} and for canonical caps {7} in parallel.
Let T,,,T,, be the collection of tubes T, ,T,, which are dual to v, 7%, contain v}, 7, and which tile R3,
respectively. Next, define associated partitions of unity 1/)ka , ‘/’Tfk- Let ¢(&) be a bump function supported

in [, 113, For each m € 73, let

by r;Q X R which is comparable to the convex set

vn(@) =c [ gy - mdy
[_%)%]3

where ¢ is chosen so that Y 75 tm () = ¢ [s [¢|* = 1. Since [@] is a rapidly decaying function, for any
n € N, there exists C,, > 0 such that

C, Chn
- (z) < dy < .
¢(@—C/ o ATy —mPr = T e mp

4.3

Define the partitions of unity ¢ ,¢r, associated to vk, 7k to be tr, = thm 0 Ay r, () = Ym0 Arp,
where A, , A;, are linear transformations taking v;,77; to [—3, 2% and A,, (T,,) = m+ -1, 3%, A, (T},) =
m + [—3,3]%. The important properties of Y1, Yr,, are (1) rapid decay off of T,,, T, and (2) Fourier
support contained in 7y, 7 translated to the origin.

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

In the following definition, A, > 1 is a large enough (determined by Lemma [H]) constant depending on &
which also satisfies A. > D, where D, is given by Lemma[dl We partition the wave packets T,, = LES I_ITIEWC

and T, =Tg U Tl;k into “good” and “bad” sets, and define corresponding versions of f, as follows.

1

Remark. In the following definitions, let K > 1 be a large parameter which will be used to define the broad
set in Proposition 7
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Definition 1 (Pruning with respect to ;). Let f,éw = fy and J“,YMNF1 = fyym_.- Foreach 1 <k <M, let

RP
-U—qk = {T% € -ﬂ—% : HwTek k-HHL“’ (R3) < KBAM H o }7

Z 1/} 'Vk k+1 and 'Yk 1 Z

Ty, €T, Ve CYE—1

Recall that vo = 6‘ = 7. Once the wave packets corresponding to all of the small caps have been pruned,
we have f1 =37

Definition 2 (Pruning with respect to 73,). Let FNTt = 1 FNH*L = ¢l For each 1 <k < N, let

RP
3 AM+N—-k+1
R T
k k+1
FTk = E U)Tq—k FT;:r and ‘rk [ E :
TTkG'I]'?.k T CTk—-1

For each k, define the kth versions of f, F to be f* = ka and F*F = Z

Lemma 1 (Properties of f* and F*). (1) |fE (@) < [fEFN ()] S #v C w and |FE (z)| < |FEP (2)] S
#v C 7. ) }
o (R3) < - 2 an o (3 < — Pii
(2) |IfE || (rey < K3AMFHIR3E and | FE || oo ey < K3AM TN -kHIR3e I
/kﬁ

(3) There is some constant C. < 2 so that suppfy, " C suppf,’jk C C.v and suppFEF ¢ suppfE C

C_Tp.

Proof. For the first property, recall that ZTW €T, ¢kavZT yr. €T, are partitions of unity so we may
k k Tk T Tk

iterate the inequalities

[FEI<|FEF < S R << SRR Y IS,

Te+1CTk TN CTk Y1CTg
and |fy[<If21< DS NS e g
Y2CM1 YNCY1 YC71

Then use the assumption that each || f,|[z=®s) < 1. Now consider the L> bound in the second property.

We write
Z wka k+1+ Z Q/JT-yk k?-‘rl'

Ty €Tns T,, €T} ,
r€R Ty, rER°Ty,

The first sum has at most R3¢ terms, and each term has norm bounded by K3AY ’kRB , by the definition
of Th By the first property, we may trivially bound f’“‘Irl by #v C Ty maxy || fy]leo S R But if « ¢ R°T,,,
then z/Jka( x) < R71000 Thus

_ 1/2 _
Do SIS 30 RO @I e < RO max| .

h ¥
T, €Tl T, €T |
x@ER°Ty, rg Ry,

Since a < [f(@)] < 22, 1 fyllee S RP, we certainly have R=2°0 < %ﬁ. The argument for ||FX |1z is
analogous.
The third property depends on the Fourier supports of Yr,, ,¥r,, , which are contained in v, 7k shifted

to the origin. If each ff;j‘ ! has Fourier support in C;, (that is, a dilated copy of v by a factor of C, taken
with respect to its centroid), then suppf* fE is contained in (14 C)7yk. The same type of argument is true for

the claims about FTkk and Ff:l.
O
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Definition 3. Let ¢ : R3 — R be a smooth function supported in [—%, %]3. Define
- e 1 -
— 172 2
wle) = 19F) + 3 e (19 -6

Let w(ty, ta, ts) = wo(ti)wo(t2)wo(ts) and let Q = [—3, 4] denote the unit cube centered at the origin. For

any set U = T(B) where T is an affine transformation T : R® — R3, define
wy (2) = U (T~ (2)).
For vy, Tk, let Ay, A7, be affine transformations taking i, 7 to [—%, %]3 and define w, ,w, by
W (@) = T (R, (2)) and wn (@) = |7 T w(Re (@),

Let the capital-W wversion of weight functions denote the L>°-normalized (as opposed to L'-normalized)
versions, so for example, for any cube Qs of sidelength s, Wo,(z) = |Qs|wg, (x). If a weight function has
subscript which is only a scale, say s, then the functions ws, Wy are weight function localized to the s-cube
centered at the origin. We will ignore the distinction between an s-ball and an s-cube.

Remark. Note the additional property that w(&1,&2,&3) is supported in [—%, %]3, so w is Fourier supported
in an s”'-cube at the origin. Similarly, w,, and w;, are Fourier supported in v, and 7y translated to
the origin, respectively. The same is true for the Wp_ , Wy« Wre weight functions. Finally, note that if
S1 = T1(Q) and So = T>(Q) where T; are anisotropic dilations with respect to the standard basis and

S1 C So, then wg, *x wg, S ws,.

The weights w;,, ws = 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 w4 = 1 on A, f = f* @a. Since |g4| is an L'-normalized function which is
positive on a set dual to A, |f|*|@a] 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.

Lemma 2 (Locally constant property). For each vy, 7, and T, € T,,, T, € T, respectively,

wac”%‘”(ka) S |f'7k|2 *w’Yk (‘T) fOT any x € T’Yk

and ”kaH%*”"(TT,c) S| wr () for any x€T,,.

Also, for any ri-ball By, or R% -ball BR% ,

k

1D UlPllioe sy S D 1fwl* xws,, (@) forany € By,
Tk

3
k

Tk
2 2
and 1D U Plxw ) SUnlsws @) forany w€B 4.
Th RJ ke

Because the pruned versions of f, f,,, and f;, have similar Fourier supports as the unpruned versions
(see Lemmal/[I]), the locally constant lemma applies to the pruned versions as well.

Proof of Lemmal[2 For the first claim, we write the argument for f;, in detail (the argument for the f,, is
analogous). Let p,, be a bump function equal to 1 on 74 and supported in 27;. Then using Fourier inversion
and Holder’s inequality,

e )1 = 1 P2 ()P < D5 Nl fr? (5701 (v)-

Since pr, may be taken to be an affine transformation of a standard bump function adapted to the unit ball,
o7 |l1 is a constant. The function p7, decays rapidly off of 7}, so |pr.| < ws,. Since for any T, € T,
wr, (y) is comparable for all y € T, , we have

sup |fo P, (0) < [ 1700) 510 (o= 9)dy
IETTk LEETTk

~ / |fr 2 (W)wr, (x —y)dy  forall z€T,,.
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For the second part of the lemma, repeat analogous steps as above, except begin with p,, which is
identically 1 on a ball of radius 2r, ' containing 7y — v (which is the Fourier support of |f,,|?). Then

D@ =12 1P A ) S D ol % 571 (0)-
Tk Tk Tk

The rest of the argument is analogous to the first part. The argument for ZTk |fr.|? is the same.
O

For ease of future reference, we record the following standard local and global L2-orthogonality lemma.
ForUcCR3 let U ={¢eR3:|¢- 2| <1 VeeU-U}.

Lemma 3 (Local and global L? orthogonality). Let U = T(Q) where Q is the unit ball centered at the origin
and T : R? — R? is an affine transformation. Let h : R? — C be a Schwartz function with Fourier transform
supported in a disjoint union X = Up Xy, where X C B are Lebesgue measurable. If the maximum overlap

of the sets U* + Xy, is L, then
/|hx|2wU SLZ/|th|2an
Xk

where hx, = ka ?L(f)e%m'gdﬁ, The corresponding global statement is

/|hX|2 - Z/mxm.
Xk

Proof. The global statement is just Plancherel’s theorem.For the local statement, we have

/|hX| wy = /hXthU —/hXhX * W

by Plancherel’s theorem again. Next we used the definition of hx x and hx. x, to write
hxhxxwy =Y > | hxhx * 00,
X X|

The function fTX\k is supported in X and the function h/X\;Q * Wy is supported in X, + U*. Write X, ~ X},
to denote the property that (Xi + U*) N (X}, + U*) # 0. By hypothesis, for each X}, there are at most L
many X, such that X, ~ Xj. Since X;, N (X, +U*) C (X +U*) N (X, + U*), this leads to the bound

ZZ thhX/ *wU —Z Z /hxth/wU
Xk

X/, Xy X|~Xp
<Y S [+ g P
Xk X,NXk
2303 /|hxkl2+|hx/ wU<sz/|th|wU
X X|~Xp

O

Definition 4 (Auxiliary functions). For i = 1,2, let ¢; : R® — [0,00) be a radial, smooth bump function
satisfying @;(x) = 1 on the unit ball in R® and supported in the ball of radius 2. Then for each 1 > 0, let
p:R3—[0,00) be defined by

p<s—1(61,62,83) = p2(8(61,62))p1(E3)-
Write Cs-1 for the set where p<g-1 = 1.

We will sometimes abuse the notation from the previous definition by writing h* p ;-1 =h —h* pog1.
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Definition 5. Let gn(x) = 32 |fo? ¥ wy(2). For 1 <k <M —1, let
FErLp ¢ > h ¢
ZI P rwn @) =gxpe, s and gl =g — g

For1 <k<N, let
Z |FEF Y s w,, Gt (z) = Gy, *ﬁSR;i{S’ and Gl (z) = G — GE.

In the following definition, A. > 1 is the same e-dependent constant from the pruning definition of f*
and F*.

Definition 6. Define the high set by
H = {2 € Brmax@2s,1) : A.RP < grm—1(x)}.
Foreachk=1,...,M —2, let H= Ay _1 and let
Ak = {2 € Bpmaxczey \ UM 1 A (Ae) M RP < gy ()}
For each k=1,...,N, let Qn41 = Ulj\il_lAl and let
Qi = {2 € Bpmaxes.ny \Ulbh Q1 (A) MNP R < Gy (2)}.

Define the low set to be
L = Bpmaxcsn \ [(UZT Q) U (URL M AR)].

2.2. Lemmas related to the pruning process for wave packets.

Lemma 4 (Low lemma). There is a constant D = D. > 0 depending on € so that for each x, |g(z)| <
Deg+1(z) and |Gy (2)] < D-Giyr(2).

Proof. Prove the claim in detail for gf since the argument for Gf is analogous. We perform a pointwise

version of the argument in the proof of local/global L2-orthogonality (Lemma B]). For each ”y,’j“, using
Plancherel’s theorem,

AP B g ) = [ 157 Pl = ey, ()

[ AT B0, (€1t

k+1

Z /[R3 p2miz: 5f$;;i11 f,];;:rll (g)pgr;il (€)ds.

Ye+1, Vg1 CVk

The integrand is supported in (C Vi1 —Ccv,p 1) N(2C, 1 ) where C, comes from (3) of Lemmal[lland 2C, -
k41 k41
contains the support of p <rl The set Clel is contained in a cylinder with a vertical axis, centered at the
= +1 +1

origin and of radius 27“,;}1. The distance between the sets C'_vx41 and C 7}, is controlled by the distance
of their projections to the (£1,&2)-plane. This means that the final integral displayed above vanishes unless
Yir1 is within ~ erlzil of 741, in which case we write yx11 ~ 7;,,. Then

2 Tk+1 —/kJr\l 2 Thk41 —/kJr\l
z : /3 e ’Y:«_H f7k+1 (g)Pgrkjl (§)d§ = § : /IR3 s 'Yl;:l * f’Y,/chl (g)pgr;il (§)d§
V41, Yiq1 CVk Vre+1:Vhy1 CVk

Vk+1"%/c+1
Use Plancherel’s theorem again to return to a convolution in x and conclude that
v _ k+1 pk+1 v FhtL| v
o4 hery, @I =] D0 U swn h 0 @) ST N AP rwn + e, (@)

'Yk+117;;+1 CYk Yk Ye+1CYk
Ve+1 ""Y},C+1
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By the locally constant property (Lemma ) and () of Lemma [I]

S S IR P e B (@) Y S IR s, % # [yt (@) S gria ()

Ve Ve+1CVk Ve Ve+1CVk
It remains to note that

Wrypyy ¥ Wry, ¥ |ﬁgrk—+11|(x) S Wy, (2)
since 7, is comparable to a dilation of g; , and and p <, is an L'-normalized function that is rapidly
decaying away from B, , (actually, it decays rapidly away from the small set Bﬁi)ﬂ (0) x B%l)(())).
|

Corollary 1 (High-dominance on Ag,Q). For R large enough depending on ¢,
gr(z) < 2|gh(x)| Vo € Ay and Gr(z) < 2|Gh(z)) Vo € Qy.

Proof. This follows directly from Lemma Hl Indeed, since gix(z) = gi(z) + gl (), the inequality gi(z) >
2|g2(z)| implies that gi(x) < 2|gi(x)|. Then by Lemma | |gi(z)| < 2D:gr+1(x). Since z € Ag, gr1(z) <
AMTEZIRP, or in the case that k = M — 1, gu(x) = 3. [f5]* x wy(2) S (122, [f4[lc S R using the
assumption that ||f,|/c <1 for all . Altogether gives the upper bound

gr(z) < 2D AM—F-1R5,

The contradicts the property that on Ay, AM~*RS < gi(z), for A. sufficiently larger than D., which finishes

the proof. The argument for G on € is analogous.
O

Lemma 5 (Pruning lemma). For any T,

o
| ! k+1 < —— for all x € Ay,
’YkZC:T " VkZC:T A;/QKg
o
| Jro — FIH'1 < for all v € Q,
ZC: ' ZC: = AR
and | Z Jr— Z Fl(z)] < % forall z € L.
T1CT T1CT Aa K3

Proof. Begin by proving the claim about Aj. By the definition of the pruning process, we have
M—1

(4) o= Y - == @+ Y T )

m=k+1
where here, the subscript 7 means f, = Z,YCT fy and f1* = Z,Ym cr [, We will show that each difference
in the sum is much smaller than «. For each M —1 > m > k + 1 and ~,,, use the notation Fgm =T,, \TIgm
and write

@) — @) = YD v, @ @ = > e @) @)l (@)

T, eTm T, eTb
m « m m
< > EPAZMT Sl e o 6 S e sy (@)
Ty, €Tt
_ — —m a m
SEPAZMI 2o ST Sy ()
T eTb
3 4 (M—m e} m 1/2
SEPAMT 2 ST Y e L Pl s, Y (@)
,I"Wne—IT 'ym
3 4 (M—m e} m 1/2
D D o P 1 e PO G )

T’Ym >T’Ym ev’Ym
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Let cq denote the center of Tvm and note the pointwise inequality
1/2 *
S ller, ez, 0 (@) S ey, (@ = ez ),

which means that
m m — — —m « * m
(@) = @) S K AZmD DS (e ep I Pl

Ty €T
3 M— 1 12
<o K3 AZ(M-m+t >Rﬁl”ym| > wy @ —cp TP xwy, (cf, )
T’Ym E—IT’Wn

< K- 3A (M=m+1) 0‘| m+1|2*w7m(:c)

where we used the locally constant property in the second to last inequality. The last inequality is justified by
the fact that w,,, (x—cg ) ~ ws,, (x—y) forany y € T, , and we have the pointwise relation w., *w,, < w-,,.
The last two inequalities incorporate a dependence on C, from Lemma [l since the locally constant property

uses that | f%jl |2 is supported in the C_-dilation of 7, —V,,. It is important to note that C, is a combinatorial
factor that does not depend on A.. Then

| @)~ )] S KAZr D S ST R, () e KO AT g )
Ym CT 'YmCT
At this point, choose A, large enough so that if g, (z) < AM~™RP then the above inequality implies that
Y @) = £ @) € eK AT a,

Ym CT

This finishes the proof since M + N < e~ !, so the number of steps from (@) is controlled. The argument for
the pruning on €2 and on L is analogous. O

2.3. Geometry related to the high frequency parts of square functions . We have seen in Corollary
@ that on Ay and Q, gr and Gy are high-dominated. In this subsection, we describe the geometry of the
Fourier supports of g,’j and GZ, which will allow us to apply certain decoupling theorems for the cone in §2.41
We begin with the precise definitions of canonical blocks and small cap blocks (which we also call “small
caps”) of the moment curve.

Definition 7 (Canonical moment curve blocks). For S € 2N, S > 10, consider the anisotropic neighborhood

M3(S) = {(€1,60,63) : &1 €[0,1], |62 — €] < S72, |&3 — 36160 + 265 < S73).

Define canonical moment curve blocks at scale S which partition M3(S) as follows:
5-1
| [{(6,6,8) 187 <& < (1+1)S7, [ — €1 < 572, € — 381 + 267 < S7°).
1=0

Definition 8 (“Small caps” of the moment curve). Let R > 10 and let S € 2™ satisfy R™' < S™' < R™3.
Consider the anisotropic small cap neighborhood

MS(Su R) = {(51752753) : 51 € [07 1]7 |§2 - 5%' < 5_27 |§3 - 35152 + 25%' < R_l}'
Define small caps v associated to the parameters S and R by

5-1
(5) Uy = | [{(&,&.,&) 1S <G < (1+1)S71 [ — ] < 572 & —3a&% + 26 < R7')

1=0

Note that the small caps v are essentially canonical moment curve blocks at scale S plus a vertical
(£3-direction) R~!-neighborhood.
| fh+12

To analyze g,’;, we need to understand the Fourier support of Z'Yk f outside of a cylinder of radius

Tk+1 By @) of Lemmalll the support of |fny+1|2 is C. vk — C.yk. Suppose that 7 is the [th piece, meaning
that

e ={(&,&,&) ) <G <+ Drpt [ — & <rp? 16 —3a& + 28| <R
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where [ € {0,...,r; — 1}. The small cap 74 is comparable to the set
e = {7y ) + Ay (I ) + By (I ) + Cy" (I ) 0 < A<, Bl < [ < RTY
in the sense that 2—10% C Y C 20y (where the dilations are taken with respect to the centroid of 4%). Then
Yk — Yk is contained in
{4y (7" + By () + Oy (U Y) s A S vty 1Bl S OISR

Recall that 1 — Prct) is supported outside Crl;ll D {l(&,8) < r,;il}. Intersecting C_yx — C.y with the
support of 1—p_, 1 forces the relation A% (A2(lr;; ") +2B)? > r; 7, Using the upper bounds |A| < C.r;!
and |B | <C r_2 it follows that for R large enough depending on ¢, the support of the high-frequency part

~ =&
of |f k+1|2 is contained in

(6) A= {AY (Ir, D)+ BY (Ir ) + Cy" (I 1)
1 _ _
2Tk+1 <[A[SC Tk1a|B| SC Tk , |0l SC.R™)
Our “high lemmas” will require geometric properties that are recorded in the following propositions.
Proposition 1. The sets vy, varying over i, are < Ce R®-overlapping.

Proof. Suppose that a point corresponding to parameters A, B,C,l and A’, B’,C"’,l' respectively is in the
intersection of two sets as in (@). By analyzing the first coordinate, we must have A = A’. By analyzing the
second coordinate, we must have

|A20r, Y — A2Ur | S O 2
Therefore, since A 2, r,;il, =1 S C_Re. O

dp>1. Let S € 2V

Next we describe the geometry of a small cap partition for the cone. Let 51 € [% 1] an
< &3 < 1}, divide [0, 27)

a dyadic number closest to p”t. For the (truncated) cone I' = {¢ : €7 + &5 = €2,
into S many intervals Ig of length 27/S and define the small cap partition

Ns-1(T) = UNs+ (D) N {(peos G, psing.2) s € € Ts)}

1
2

corresponding to parameters 51 and B2 = 0, as in Theorem 3 from [GM22]. After a linear transformation,
we will identify the high parts of sets v, — v, as subsets of conical small caps.

Proposition 2. Let r—! € [T;il,%Qar,;l] be a dyadic value and write {& ~ r~'} = {(&1,&2,&) € R
% < & <171}, There is an affine transformation T : R — R3 so that the following holds.

(1) If rk_l <R3 , then the collection of v, may be partitioned into <. R% many subsets S; which satisfy
the following. For each S;, there is a conical small cap partition of ~ 1 x C. 5 x C. 5 blocks so that
for each v, € Si, T[T () N {& ~ r~1}] is completely contained in one of the comcal small caps.

(2) IfR™2 < .t and (Rry ')~ =" for some By € [3,1], then the collection of v, may be partitioned
into <. R* many subsets S; which satisfy the following. For each S;, there is a conical small cap

partition of ~ 1 x C (%) x C'Bl % blocks so that each r[T (k) N {&s ~ r~'}], where v, C i, is
completely contained in one of the com'cal small caps.

Proof. Let T : R3 — R3 be the affine transformation

y r—% x+
T(ZC,:%Z) = (_ .

2" V2 V2

oln

).

The image of the set (@) under T is

’r

- o 1=— —ir it -1 1
T() = (Al — 5= — 2B, — b ) + 00, 2, =)
Ll <lAl S, IBISC? || SCR).

2
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220t 2-1%r?

Defining w € [7/4,7/2] by (cosw,sinw) = (2+12 s S
"k "k

), the set T'(3%) is contained in

(7) {A(cosw, sinw, 1)+ B(sinw, — cosw, 0) + C(cosw, sinw, —1) :
ren SIS Cort IBISCLn” + BT, |CISCRT'}

Suppose that 7“,:1 < R™z. Then

(8)  T(yx)N{& ~r '} € {A(cosw,sinw, 1)+B(sinw, — cosw, 0) + C(cosw,sinw, —1) :
—1
S-Sl [BISCRT, O] SCRTY
The w = w(v;) in (@) form an ~ r} '-separated subset of [Z, Z]. For a dyadic S closest to C_R/r, we may
sort the w(7y) into different intervals Is C [0,27) and note that the 7 dilation of T'(3x) N {& ~ 1} for
w(yk) € Is is contained in a single ~ 1 x S=1 x S~ conical small cap.
Now suppose that R < r,;l < R~3. Then

9) T(51) N{& ~r~'} € {A(cosw, sinw, 1)+B(sin w, — cosw, 0) + C(cos w, sinw, —1) :
-1
S-Sl BlSC? (O SCRTY.

Let S € 2N be chosen so S~ is the smallest dyadic number satisfying QsRargl < S~ (recalling that
B1 is defined by (Rr;;')~% =r; ! in the proposition statement). Then foll%gﬁflrkl%_1 < § and so each
r-dilation of T'(7;) N {3 ~ r~'} is contained in a single approximate 1 x S~#1 x S~! conical small cap.

O
2

To analyze GZ, we need to understand the Fourier support of ZTk |ka+1 outside of a low set CR, 1. By

k+1
—

of Lemma [I] the support of |FX+1|2 is contained in C_73, — C_ 7.
Tk £ £

_1 1
Proposition 3. Let r be a dyadic value, R ) < r t < C.R, *. There is an affine transformation T' : R3 —
R3 so that the following holds. We may partition the 71, into <. R many sets S; which satisfy: there is a

_2 _4
canonical partition of the cone into approzimate 1 x C.rR, * x Q§T2Rk 3 blocks so that for each T, € S;, the
r-dilation of the sets T[(C.mx — C.mi)\ B __1]N{& ~ r~1} is contained in one of the canonical cone blocks.

R

1
3
k41

Proof. Suppose that 71 is the [th piece, meaning that
1 1 _2
T = {(6,6,&) IR <& < (I+ DR 7, [& — | < R, 7, |6 — 366 + 26| < Ry}

1
where [ € {0,...,R} —1}. Let T be the affine transformation from the proof of Proposition Then
T[(C.mx — C.mi) \ BR, ] N {& ~ r~1} is contained in the set

1
3
k+1

{A(cosw, sinw, 1)+ B(sinw, — cosw, 0) + C(cosw, sinw, —1) :
-1
-

TSl BISCRSL IO SCR)

1 2
2V2IR, ° 2-1°R, ® . -1
( V2 b, k). Since the w = w(7y) form an ~ R, *-
2+12R, 3 2+I2R, 3

separated set, the r-dilation of each displayed set above is contained in a canonical cone block of approximate
_2 _4
dimensions 1 x C.rR, ® x C2r?R, *.

where w € [F, 5] is defined by (cosw,sinw) =

O

2.4. Lemmas related to the high frequency parts of square functions . First we recall the small
cap decoupling theorem for the cone from [GM22]. Subdivide the R~' neighborhood of the truncated cone
D={(&,6.8): G+ =6, 1<&<1}into R x R7% x R™! small caps v, where 1 € [1,1] and
B2 € [0,1]. Here, R~ corresponds to the flat direction of the cone and R~%' corresponds to the angular
direction. The (¢7, L?) small cap theorem for T is the following.
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Theorem 4. [Theorem 3 from [GM22]] Let 1 € [3,1] and B2 € [0,1]. Forp > 2,

/ |f|;0 < OERE(R(ﬁlJrﬁz)(%*l) 4 R(ﬁ1+52)(20*2)*1 + R(ﬁ1+52**)(20 2 Z ”f’YHLP([RS
R3

for any Schwartz function f : R® — C with Fourier transform supported in Np—1(T').

Lemma 6 (High lemma I). Suppose that R~ < 7“,;1 < R%. Then
1okt < G RS A s o e
Y CE

where the ¢ are disjoint collections of ri R~ many adjacent .

Proof. Let T be the affine transformation from Proposition 2] and write Tz = Ax + b for a 3 x 3 invertible
matrix A and b € R3. Then

(10) gf () = | det A| e 2mimb(gh o T-1)¥ (A1) "a).

Perform the change of variables x — A*x to get
[lsk@tds = det A [1(gF 077 ) 'da.

Let r be a dyadic parameter in the range 7“1;&1 <r7l< Qark_l. Let 7, : R® — [0,00) be a smooth function
with compact support in the set {(&1,&2,&3) : % < & <7ty = {& ~ r71} and satisfying the property

that the sum of 7, over dyadic r is identically 1 on the support of g,’; o T~'. By dyadic pigeonholing, there
is an r so that

| det A|73 / |(;E o T Y)Y (z)|*dz < C.(log R)*| det A3 / |((;E o T Y, )" (x)|*da.
Finally, perform the change of variables x — rx to get
| det A| 373 / |((;,§ o T~ Yn, ) (ra)|*dx.
Now, note that

(g o T~ )" (r) = Zmﬁﬁmu perr ) o T ] (ra)

—Z S A o~ ey )) o T ] ()

i YRES:

where S; is one of the <. R® many sets partitioning the 75 from (1) of Proposition 2 Apply the triangle
inequality in the first sum over ¢ and then apply Theorem [ with parameters C_ 1%, B1 =1, and B2 =0 to
obtain

[ 16k 5 (tog )RS (r ) det A Y [ R P 0= pey g ) o) () e
Y C¢

where ( are disjoint collections of ~ r 2R many neighboring 7. It remains to undo the initial steps which

allowed us to apply small cap decoupling for the cone. First do the change of variables x +— r~'a:

= / S P Par (L pey DT o] () = 3 / S I P (1pey o1 )T o] ()]
¢ Y CC ¢ YL C¢

By Young’s convolution inequality (since multiplication on the Fourier side by 7, is equivalent to convolution
on the spatial side by #,., which is L!-normalized),

>[I A P pea Do enl S 3 [ S WA PG = pey Do T

¢ YL CC ¢ YL CC
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15
Perform the change of variables x — (A~1)*x and use ([0) to get

]g — 11~ k; /\ ~
et AP S [ S0P = pey Do T S Y [ 1 15 (1= ey T
¢ Y. C¢ ¢ YL CC
which finishes the proof

Lemma 7 (High lemma II). Suppose that max(R R_%) < 7“_1 <R}
4*BT<R3>
where B1 € [3,1] satisfies (rR)~P =y

. Then

Proof. Repeat the argument from the proof of Lemma [6 using (2) in place of (1) from Proposition 2] and
applying Theorem [4] with /3; as in the hypothesis of the lemma and 2 = 0. The result is

hi2
/|g = < Rl"fz/u IF P

w242

Pt TP

Since 1 — Pyt =
!

p<c. = P<pr, oD the support of | f. k+1|2 by Young’s convolution inequality, we have
k+1
J AP pe)

VA < /|| FhL2)v) 2 —/| FEHL A
k+1

Lemma 8. For eachm, 1 <m <N

/ 1GR 1% < CoR (S IF o))

Proof. Repeat the argument from the proof of Lemma [6 using Proposition Bl in place of Proposition 2] and
applying canonical L% cone decoupling [BD15] instead of small cap decoupling. The result is

h (6 8 A2 (1 _ “6
Jiche s me Y [T a - p_ g 1)
Since 1 —

1 on the support of |12, by Young’s convolution inequality, we have
St

/||Fm+1|2A<1— bt WIS [OFEFT e = [y,
Sfmt

O
Theorem 5 (Cylindrical Decoupling over P!). Let P = {(¢,#?) : 0 < t < 1} and for § > 0, let N5(P') denote
the d-neighborhood of Pt in R2. If h : R3 = C is a Schwartz function with Fourier transform supported in
Ns(PY) x R, then for each 4 < p <6,

_ 2
[P S a7 (5 el
R c
where the ¢ are products of

812 % § rectangles that partition Ns(P') with R.
Proof. Begin by using Fourier inversion to write

h(;[;l’ .’IJ3) = / / ﬁ(é—/’ 53)62771’5%/e2wi£313d§3d§/'
Ns(P1) JR
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For each x3, the function 2’ — f/\/(;([PI) fRﬁ(ﬁ’, £5)e2milsTs Jgs 267" g€/ satisfies the hypotheses of the decou-

pling theorem for P!. Use Fubini’s theorem to apply the ¢? decoupling theorem for P! from [BDI5] to the
inner integral

/ |h(2', 23)[Pda’dzs Se / (> ( / ] / / ?L(f/,§3)62m5'm,eQﬂggmdfgd{/‘pdx/)%)gdxg
R JR2 R R2 vJR

v

where {v} form a partition of As(P') into ~ §'/2 x § blocks. By the triangle inequality, the right hand side
above (omitting C.d~¢) is bounded by

(2 /R /{R N / /{R h(E, &)e2m e (2micoms ey e’ [P da’ durs) ) .

The sets v x R are the ¢ in the statement of the lemma.
O

Remark. The implicit upper bound in the statement of Theorem[Ais uniform in 4 < p < 6. For the specific
exponent p = 4, the implicit C.0—° upper bound may be replaced by an absolute constant B which does not
depend on §.

2.5. Local trilinear restriction for M? . The weight function Wp,_ in the following theorem decays by a
factor of 10 off of the ball B,. It is specifically defined in Definition

Proposition 6. Let s > 10r > 10 and let f : R3 — C be a Schwartz function with Fourier transform

1
supported in N,—1(M?3). Suppose that T}, 78,73 are canonical moment curve blocks at scale R? which satisfy
dist(ti, 1)) > st fori # j. Then

1f2 32<SBT_2 7.12WT ,,.22WT 7.32VVT.
[ ettt < B2 1P ) [ 1522w 1£52W5,)

The weight function Wp, is the generic ball weight defined in Definition [3

Proof. Let v(t) = (t,t2,3) and let B,—1 be the ball of radius r~! in R? centered at the origin. Then

Wa @l = [ Wi Fy(€)em< e

Tf+BT71

— [ WasRyd g e EaDagee
Ti”+BT71

-/ Wi, * Fof(0(€1) + (0 wn))e?mie OO agl '
{w; ER?:|w;|<2r—1} J I,

where B, +suppfri C {7(&]) + (0,w;) 1 §f € I, wil <r 7'} Let {w; € R ¢ fwy| <2071} = Bﬁ)l. Then
for w = (w1, w2, ws), we have

[ 1Ws, @)y @We, (0) 100 W, (@) )P

1=1 K

3 2

= / 11 / / Wi, * Fri(v(E1) + (0,w;))e2 = 0D+ 0w gt duy;| - dar

B, [i=7/B®, JI, !

™ li=1 =1 i

3 2

= / / 11 / Wa,  fri(v(&]) + (0,w))e>™ = 7€) dg] | dw| da

B, |/(B® ) i/

3 2 1/2 2
() <\ [ L] W« Eyoe + 0w @i do | do
(35231)3 B, I;
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For each w € (353)1)3, analyze the inner integral in x. Use the abbreviation /VVBT * ﬁ.l( +(0,w;)) = f“’l()
and further manipulate the innermost integral as a function of x:

3

T1 /| Wa,#Fr(v(€) + (0,0))e>m = 7€ e

i=171i
= [ BaEF6@) R aEer bl
IW xIxx 13 1 i T

where & = (£],€2,&}). Perform the change of variables &€ = ~v(£]) + v(£2) + v(¢}). The Jacobian factor is
ﬁ where det J is defined explicitly in terms of &; by

1 1 1
det | 265 268 28 | =6(&—&)(& —&)(& — &),
3(61)? 3(&)* 3(&D)°

using the formula for the determinant of a Vandermonde matrix. Note that since dist(1;, [;) > s —2r=1 > 0,
| det J| is nonzero. The change of variables yields

1 ~

(12) et TE

/v(11)+7(12)+v(13) T

where we interpret &; in the integrand as implicitly depending on &. Define F¥(£) by

1

X (1) (1) () 2 (VED) F (VEN 5 (3 Glllvrea

so that we may view the integral in ([I2]) as the inverse Fourier transform of F*. The summary of the
inequality so far, picking up from (1) and using the change of variables and the definition of F*, is

fossonsniora ([, (f1ule) )

By Plancherel’s theorem, the right hand side above equals

1/2 2
Lo 509"

By Cauchy-Schwarz, this is bounded above by

(B£2>1)3|/(B(2) )S/IFW(E)rdgdwNTG /<B<2> )3/‘Fw(g)’2d£dw.

Undo the change of variables, again writing & = v(£1) 4+ v(£2) + 7(£3) to get

76/ /
(2) Il><12><1'g

Note that |det J(£1)] 2 573, so the previous line is bounded by

PR OEN T (EN T <s%>>]2|detJ<a>|*1dsldw.

—63

. 2 3 2
PP 0@ )| dadonr S T[ [ [+ Fyto)] e
1 1 i1 ./\/71 Ti)

B(2) )'3

By Plancherel’s Theorem, this is bounded by

3
iy
i=1 7R

2
f.,_li (ZE)‘ WBTd:E.
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3. A WEAK VERSION OF THEOREM [3] FOR THE CRITICAL EXPONENT
1 _2
3.1. The broad part of U, . For three canonical blocks 7,72, 77 (with dimensions ~ R, ® x R, ® x Rl_l)

which are pairwise > 1OQ5R_§—separated, where C, is from Lemma [l define the broad part of U, to be
Bry = {o € U0 < K|fry (@) fr2(2) frz(@)| ¥, max|fry(a)| < ol
i

We bound the broad part of U, in the following proposition.
Proposition 7. Let R, K > 1. Suppose that || f,||pers) < 2 for all v. Then

066+% |Br(ll{| 58 KSORIOEA‘];O(M-FN)RZ@"FI Z ny”%}(k?’)
V

Proof of Proposition [} Begin by observing that we may assume that RP < a?. Indeed, if o® < RP, then we
have
6+2 28+1 2 28+1 2
a3 Ua| < RF fll 2oy < B NA NS
gl
using L2-orthogonality. Assume for the remainder of the argument that R® < a?
We bound each of the sets Br NAg, Br Ny, and Br N L in separate cases. It suffices to consider the
case that R is at least some constant dependlng on ¢ since if R < (¢, we may prove the proposition using
trivial inequalities.

Case 1: bounding |Br N A.|. By Lemma 5]

B N AW < [ € Ua N A 0 S KIP @) @5 @), max|fy(@)] < o).
1

By Lemmal[I] the Fourier supports of ka, f;rl, f;Ll are contained in the erlzl—neighborhood of Cori,C.72,C .73
1 1 -

respectively, which are > C_ R~ s —separated blocks of the moment curve. Let {B,, } be a finitely overlapping
cover of Brf N A by rg-balls. For R large enough depending on ¢, apply Proposition [ to get

[t e s w2 ([ ewa, ) (1o ewe, ) (1550w, ).

BT‘k 1 1 1 1 1 1

Using local L2-orthogonality (Lemma [J), each integral on the right hand side above is bounded by
/ Z Tl

If z € Br N A, N B,,, then the above integral is bounded by

/Z| k+12*w%WB% NC|B7“;C|Z| k+1 *w'Yk(x)

by the locally constant property (Lemma 2l) and properties of the weight functions. The summary of the
inequalities so far is that

046|Br§ NAL N By, | Se Kﬁ/ |ff;lffl2-’_lffg_l|2 Se R€K6|Brk|gk(x)3
Tk
where z € BrX N Ay N B,,.
Recall that since € Ag, we have the lower bound AM=FRS < g;(z) (where A, is from Definition [,
which leads to the inequality

1
6 K 6 3+
®Bri NALN B | S K REWIBWI%(%) P

for any p > 0. By Corollary [ we also have the upper bound |gx ()| < 2|g}(z)], so that

1
|Br|lgit () >+

6 K < 6 e -
o’|Bry NAxN By, | Se K°R (AM-FRB)»
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for any p > 0. By the locally constant property applied to g, [gi[>*P <. |gh « wp,, [3*P and by Cauchy-
Schwarz, |gl wg,, 2P < gl PP « wg,, . Combine this with the previous displayed inequality to get

6 K 6 3+
« |Blf'a ﬁAkﬂBTk|§5K st/Lg pWBTk.

Summing over the balls B,, in our finitely-overlapping cover of Bra N Ak, we conclude that
1

13 6BrX n Ayl < K6R€7/ hi3+p,

(13) a’|Bry N Ag| <- AT R Jes |9k |

We are done using the properties of the set Brf N Ay, which is why we now integrate over all of R? on the
right hand side. We will choose different p > 0 and analyze the high part g,’; in two sub-cases which depend
on the size of 7.

Subcase la: R~° < r,zl < R™=. This case only appears if % < 8. Choose p = 1 in (3] and use Lemma [ to
obtain

1
of 6 -1 k+1 2 ~ 4
Bri Nl S K R g OB RY D wm Doy ILaes)
¢ mCC
where ¢ are collections of 77 R~! many adjacent ~y.
The Fourier supports of the terms in the L* norm are still approximately disjoint (actually C.-overlapping,

see Proposition ), so by Plancherel’s theorem and L2-orthogonality, we have

H Z | k+1 *w’Yk *\p/>rk’i1|‘i4(ﬂ?3)
Y C¢

1 k o
(14) Se Bl Z | +1 ? * Wy, * P>r;+11HL°°([R3) Z IS +1|2 * Wy * Pl ||2L2([R3)
Y C¢ Ve C¢
for each (. First bound the L norm by
7 - k -
[ AR T #Port [T sy S (9 € 0)? H;%XIva,flll‘ioo(uas) S (iR maXHfﬁ 70 o)
Y C¢

where we used that [Jwy * 'B>T@i1”1 ~ 1. To bound each of the L? norms in ([d), we use cylindrical L*-
decoupling the parabola (Theorem [l and unravel the pruning process using properties from Lemma [T}

I£5E SIF L

(Young’s inequality) *Wyy, ¥ ﬁ>f’£i1 H%Q([R"

(R3)
2 2
(L* cyl. dec. for P1) < R ( Z I $,j+11|‘L4(R3))
Ye+1CVk
2
(@) from Lemma [T S ( Z l 5:;21”L4(R3))
Ye+1CVk
(iterate previous two inequalities) S S( Z || Y174 |R3) § ( Z ||f»y||%4([R3))2
YN CVk YCVE

Note that each application of L*-decoupling involved an explicit constant B in the upper bound, so does not
depend on a scale R. The accumulated constant in the unwinding-the-pruning process above is BC" since
there are fewer than ~ ¢~! many different scales of v, until we arrive at 7. Use Cauchy-Schwarz to bound
the expression in the final upper bound above by

#y T Y Illtawsy S e B DY 51T ws):
YTV RASe

Using the assumption |||/ < 1 for each ~, ||f7||L4(fR4) < HfV”L?([R?’) The summary of the argument in this
case so far is that

a®[Brg N Ax| Se KOR¥R™rict Ry (rf R maxc || IS 05 RY) D I1£13
¢ 7 C¢
Se KOR* iR~ max|| [ 75 anvng
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It now suffices to verify that rfR™'max,, [fE+|% < R¥+1q7% . We will use the upper bounds

[ £+ | oo < min(ry, IR K3 AM- kR—) (from (@) and @) in Lemma[). Suppose that rj, < a. Use || f5 o S

~

K3AM- kﬁ;ﬁ and g > 1 5 to check:
- RS R )
— r%R_l(%ﬂ)4§R2ﬂ+la’%
— T}%R—lmaxnfk—i-lnél <A4(M k) R2B+1,, —%,
Tk

as desired. Now suppose that rx > «.. Then use || f¥ || < 7" R” and check:
()PP < (R = RRRY < R ()
= R Tmax| L S B ()70
which finishes this subcase.

Subcase 1b: max(R~°, R™2) < it < R™3. In this case, let 81 € [1,1] satisfy (r,'R)™" = r. ! and take
p= E — 1 in (I3). Then by Lemma [1

0O[Brf (A Se KR — s QR R 5 1

RPGr 5 L (k%)
k
Majorize each L7 norm by a combination of L and L® norms to get
a®[Brg N Ayl So K°R* 1113z:mabx||f7“|| alli e o ws)-

RAG 1
Repeat the “unwinding the pruning” argument from Subcase la to obtain
k41 4 2 3 71
15 N Gomn) < BB (32 I allioces)” < BB (i BP0 | fsllfaqes)
YV YTV
where we used Cauchy-Schwarz and the assumption || fy]|cc < 1 in the final inequality. Note that we have

the additional constant Bg; "R due the accumulation of < e~! many factors of the upper bound B.s R
for LY decoupling of the parabola with small parameter ¢°. In summary,

2
a6|Br§ N Ax| <e K°R* ——— 1RZmaX || k+1 (ry IRB)z Z ||f’Y||2L2([R3)'
ff YTk
It suffices to check that %é—l)rk Rmax,, ||f k+1|| ( JIRP? S R¥+147 % which simplifies to
Rﬁ(lfﬂ_{i)r;g maxe, ||f'm|| S a~%. Using [F5H oo < K3AMR) T’ it further suffices to verify the
inequality 7, S3RAG = afi2E,
Suppose that the exponent ; -2 - % > 0. Use r;l < R~Y3 and RP < o? to verify
FE I @ES o RORG cabr

Now suppose that the exponent % -2 - % < 0. Using Cauchy-Schwarz, the locally constant property, and

the definition of Ay, for 2 € U, N Ay, we have a? < #7511 Z% ,’f}:ﬁ 12 < Rerpgrri(z) < Rerg AM—F=D s,
1/B1

Also use 7,/ = T;lR to verify

1 1
-1 B -3 —1p\2,. 173
R <r, r. "R < (ry R)"r,

1

-3 13
r,"R<r,
T]:SR(RsAngkfl)RB)B—QI—I—
T];?)Rﬂ(%—l) S (RsAngkfl)Rﬁ)gaﬁl %,

LUy
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as desired.

Case 2: bounding |BrX N Q,,|. Repeat the reasoning at the beginning of Case 1. By Lemma [5]

BrS N Q| <H{z €UaNQp:a S K|F:1;+1(;U)FT”1;+1(;U)FT"1;+1(x)|%, max |f;(2)] < a}.

1

Let {B } be a finitely overlapping cover of Br N Q. by R,‘%n—balls. Then by Proposition [6, for R large

Wp )

Ry

enough dependmg on ¢,
+1 +1 +1)2 —2 +1)2 +1)2 +1)2
[ et somis (1w ) ( fietews (e

R

Seol

The integrals on the right hand side are bounded by
C, / FEm 2w

using local L2-orthogonality (Lemma ). If = € Brf Ny N BR 1, then the above integral is bounded by

S

c /Z|Fm+l|2*anWB L SCe Z|Fm+l|2*w.,. () = CcGm(x)

Tm Tm

by the locally constant property. Recall that since 2 € §,,, we have the lower bound AMTN-" RS < G, ().
Also, by Corollary Ml G,,(x) < 2|G" (z)|. Combining the information so far yields

1 h 6
WlBRélle(@l :

Use the locally constant property for G?, and sum over all B 1 to get

ASBrEnQ,nB 1| <. KOR®
R,

6 K 6
« |BI‘a ﬁQm| < K ng/ |G

Note that we dropped the unnecessary factors of AMTN=" > 1 and that we are done using the properties
1

of the set Brg’g‘ (7,7',7"), which is why we now integrate over all of R® on the right hand side.

By Lemma [8
m 3
GRS S B (D IF o)
Use Cauchy-Schwarz and then (2] (with FT’Z:}) of Lemma [ to bound the L'? norm by a combination of
L and LS norms:

(Z||F;Z+l||%12(ﬂ?3)) < REKS(KPAMHN m Z | :ZL”LG(RS))
Tm Tm+1

Next, we use cylindrical L® decoupling over the parabola to unwind the pruning process. For each 7,1, we
have

(@) of Lemma [TI) [E e ey < HF;ZI?”Lﬁ(Rf*)
(LS cyl. dec. for P1) <BSRT(S 1)’
Tm4+2CTm+41
(iterate previous two inequalities) <+ < (B RES)N( Z ||f7{>]\]+1||%6([|?3))3-
TN CTm41

Note that {7ny} are canonical blocks of the moment curve. Our goal is to have an expression involving the
small caps 7. We defined the 7 so that they lie in the cylindrical region over canonical R~% x R~2# blocks
of P1. Therefore, we may continue unwinding the pruning process using Theorem [ ultimately obtaining

(ST UEA 2 0me)” < (Bes BEMN (ST 20 o)
Yy

Tm+1
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By Cauchy-Schwarz and using the assumption || f|/c < 1, we have
3
O 1A Esms)” < #92D IEMSewmsy S R Iyl @e-
kY v v
The summary in this case is that

1
046|B1“§ N Q| <o KSORSEAIO(M-HV) 735 ( ) Z va||L2(fR3)

It suffices to verify that RoPa~6 < Rw“of%. This follows immediately from the relation RP < a2
Case 3: bounding |U, N L|. Begin by using Lemma [B] to bound

QB AL S K [ (R,
UoaNL

Then use Cauchy-Schwarz and the locally constant property for Gy :

2 24+ %
LIRS ATTE A
UaNL U,

ol

Using the definition the definition of L, we bound the factors of G; by
|l peps
UanL

Finally, use L? orthogonality to conclude

2
o515 |BrE N L) <. K2R ALMAN) g2+l Z Hf'v||2L2([R3)'
v
O

3.2. Wave packet decomposition and pigeonholing . To prove Theorem [3] it suffices to prove a local
version presented in the next lemma.

Lemma 9. Let % < B <1 andp>2. Then for any R™>251) _pal] Bpmax2s.1) C R, suppose that
118, < CLRE(RPED 4 RO S
¥

(B gmax(26,1))

for any Schwartz function f : R® — C with Fourier transform supported in M3(R®, R). Then Theorem[3 is
true.

Proof. Write
s 3 £l
B max(26,1) B pmax(28,1)
where the sum is over a finitely overlapping cover of R? by R™#*(28:1)_balls. Let ¢p be a weight function

decaying by order 100 away from Bpmaxs,1), satisfying ¢p 2 1 on Bpmaxes,1), and with Fourier transform

~

supported in an R~2 neighborhood of the origin. The Fourier support of each fy¢B is contained in a

2R B x 4R~20 x 2% R~ small cap. By the triangle inequality, there is a subset S of the small caps v so that
for each v € S, the Fourier support of f,¢p is contained in a unique small cap and

”f”iP(BR) S H Z f’y(bB”ip(B 2)
~yeES
Then by applying the hypothesized local version of small cap decoupling,
1Y £19515 05,y < C-RE(RIGTD + RECTDTN) N T £ 657, s
vEeS veS
It remains to note that -5 [P < 1P O

It further suffices to prove a weak, level-set version of Theorem
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Lemma 10. Let p > 2. For each Bz and Schwartz function f : R® — C with Fourier transform supported
in M3(RP,R), there exists a > 0 such that

120y o (Qog R)a?|{a € Bra < |F(@)}] + B S |1 £, 1% g
vy

Proof. Split the integral as follows:

/B =3

R2 R—1000S>\§1

/ iy i
{z€Bgz:al fllLoe (s o) SIf(@)[<20 fllLoe (s o)} {eeBp2:|f(@)|[SRTIC| fllLoo (B o)}

in which \ varies over dyadic values in the range [R719%° 1]. If one of the < log R many terms in the first

sum dominates, then we are done. Suppose instead that the second expression dominates:

J,

Then by Holder’s inequality, we have

[ SRR e S
B 2l

Finally, by the locally constant property and Holder’s inequality,

[ lloo (Br2)P S MIfyl* wye oo,y Sp AP * wye

1P SRR f Ly
R2

UW§2/
{w€Bp2:|f(@)|[ SR fllLoo (5 )}

R2

vt 5 [ IR

Use the notation
Uy ={z € Brz : a < |f(2)[}.
We will show that to estimate the size of U,, it suffices to replace f with a version whose wave packets have
been pigeonholed. Write

(15) F=Y3 vty

v TeT,

where for each 7, {¢)r}rer, is the partition of unity from a partition of unity from §21 If a < C.(log R)R~"% max, || f+||o,
then by an analogous argument as dealing with the low integral over {z : | f(z)] < R71%%0| f||»} in the proof

of Lemma [I0, bounding o?|U,| by the right hand side of the small cap decoupling theorem is trivial. Let

¢p be the weight function from Lemma [

—100

Proposition 8 (Wave packet decomposition). Let o > C.(log R)R max || fy| o (ws). There exist subsets

S c{v} and TT,Y C T, as well as a constant A > 0 with the following properties:

(16) Ual S Qg R){z € Ua: a S [Y D dr(@)ds(@)fy (@)},
YES TET,
(17) 1Y vrépflliems ~A  forall veS,
TeT,
(18) and ~ #T,APROT2AHL < Z Vrép fyllrwe) S RPEHT, APRPT2TL - forall y € S.
TET,

Proof. Split the sum (3] into
(19) ¢pf=>_> tbrépf+Y_ > brénty
¥ Te]Tg ¥ Te]Tf,

where the close set is

TS :={T e€T,:TNR"Bg: # 0}
and the far set is

T, :={T €T, : TNR"Bg = 0}.
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Using decay properties of the partition of unity, for each = € Bpz,

12° D dr@)on(@)fy (@) S B max|op fy 1= (5,0
7 TeT

100

Therefore, using the assumption that « is at least R~ max, ||f7||Loo (Bp2)»

Ul 2z €Ua: a<2]> > Yr(a) fy(@)] 3.

v TeTe
The close set has cardinality [T < R*. Let
(20) M = max mex 1B fyll Lo (re).-

Split the remaining wave packets into

(21) Mo drdsf= > > Wrésly Yy, Y, trésf,

vy TE—W,CY Y R7103§)\S1T€—|T21>\ Y TET?Y,S

where ) is a dyadic number in the range [R~1°%, 1],
TS =A{T € T3 : [[¥ropfrllLeers) ~ AM Y,
and
TS o= AT € T : |[Yrdp Syl Loews) < R™1OMY.
Again using the lower bound for «, the small wave packets cannot dominate and we have

Ual <4z e Us: a<4) > > vr(@ fy(@)] 3.

7 R-103<A<1 TETS

By dyadic pigeonholing, for some A € [R~1090 1],

Ual S (log R){w € Ua: a S (logR)|Y Y rlx f(@)| 3

Y TG'ITC

Finally, we analyze the L? norm for each p > 2 and each . Note that we have the pointwise inequality

Y. tr@gp@) @) =1 Y ¢r(@)ep@)f@)]+] Y vr(@)és(@)f (@)

TeTs TeTS TeTS
zER®T zZR°T
> Ur(@)n(@) fy (@) + C-R™ %o (@) £, (2)].
TETS \
TERT

Let &’ be the subset of {7} for which

I ¢rénfyllLews) > C-R™ max [|¢5 fy| L= r2)-
TGTC

Using the lower bound for «, we then have

Ual S (log R){z € Ua: a S (logR)| Y Y dr(x Fy(@)] 3.

VES! TETE |
It follows from the pointwise inequality above that for each v € &',

A S| DT Urdsfylleme) S REAM.
TETS |

Perform one more dyadic pigeonholing step to obtain a dyadic p € [1, R] for which

Ual S (log RY*|{z € U :a S (log R Y Y wr(x)dp(x)fy ()]}

YESTETS

where S is the set of v satisfying || e R V1éB [yl Lo (r) ~ pM.
s
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It remains to check the property about the LP norms. For each v € S, using the locally constant property,
we have

#TE RO (UM <> /|¢T¢Bf'y|p</| > Yrésfyl

TG'ITC TG'I]'C

S [1S @b @Pde + CR 601 ], 50

TETS
zERT

,S Rsps#wfy)kR5+2ﬁ+l(‘uM)p + O€R71000;DH¢Bf7HZZP(R3)_
By construction, we have M > C.R™°"' max, || f, || o (rs). It follows that
C R—lOOOpH(be7||LP (&%) 5 R—lOO#W’CY’AR,@'F?B'Fl(’uM)P
which concludes the proof.

O

3.3. Trilinear reduction . We will present a broad/narrow analysis to show that Proposition [7 implies the
following level set version of Theorem Bl for the critical p = 6 + %

Theorem 9. For any R > 2, % <pB <1, and a >0,

2
a5 |UL| Se REORPFN |1 £,13
Y

for any Schwartz function f : R® — C with Fourier transform supported in M>3(R®, R) and satisfying
1y lloe < 2 for all ~.

Proposition [7 implies Theorem[d. We present an algorithm incorporating a broad-narrow argument. For
1

each k, 1 <k < N, recall that {7} is a collection of canonical ~ R;g X R;% X R;l moment curve blocks.
Write £(7) = r~! to denote that 7 is a canonical 7~ x =2 x =3 moment curve block.

Step 1 of the algorithm is as follows. Let E. be a constant we choose to be larger than 10C,, where C,
is from Lemma[ll We have the broad/narrow inequality

(22) |[f(@)] < 4Bemax|fr, (@) + B max  |fr(2)frp (@) frp ()]
d(‘rl,Tl)>E5R

wl=

_1
where the second term is the maximum over 3-tuples of 71 which are pairwise > E. R, *-separated. Indeed,
1
suppose that the set {71 : |fr, (z)| > R; ® max,; |f-/(z)|} has at least 3E. elements. Then we can find three
_1
i, 78, 77 which are pairwise > E.R; ®-separated and satisfy |f(x)| < R25|f711 () fr2(x) frs ()|7. If there are
fewer than 3E. elements, then |f(z)| < 3E. max,/ | fr (x)] + max, | fr(z)].
Suppose that
Ua| < 2[{z € Us : max|fr, (z)| < a}].
1

If this does not hold, then proceed to Step 2 of the algorithm. Further suppose that there are blocks 7}
o 1
which satisfy d(7{,7) > E-R; * and

(23) Ual € B*|{z € Ua s 0 < 2B*| [y (2) fr2 (@) frp (@], max|fr (2)] < o).

If @3)) does not hold, then proceed to Step 2 of the algorithm. Assuming (23], apply Proposition [1 to get
the inequality
o FUa| Sc ROORPH Y1115,
¥
which terminates the algorithm.

Next, we describe step k of the algorithm for k£ > 2 and R% 4 < R'~#. The input for step k is
(24) Ua| Se (log R)* '[{z € Us : a < (log R)* maXIfm L(@)[}H-
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For each 74,1, we have the broad-narrow inequality

[fros (@) < 2B max |fr (@)]+ R*  max [frp (@) frp (@) frp ()] 5.

k
TpCTh—1

Wl

d(rg,rg)zEsR;%
Either proceed to Step k + 1 or assume that
Ual < (log R)* !|{z € Uy : a < (log R)*~ maXIfm ()], max|fr (2)] < o}f.
Tk

. _1
Again, either proceed to Step k+1 or assume further that there are 7, C 7,1 which are pairwise > E. R, *-
separated and satisfy

|Ual < (log R)FR* Y [{z € Un : @ S (log R)* R fra () fr2 () o3 (2)] 5, max|fr ()] < @},
Tk
Tk—1
By rescaling for the moment curve, there exists a linear transformation 7" so that [f.; o T'| = [g.: | where

. 1
the 7}, alre pairwise 22 E. R, °-separated blocks and g is Fourier supported in the anisotropic neighborhood
M3(R,® RP R; ' R). Indeed, suppose that 75,1 is the /th piece

Tho1 = {(&,62,&) IR <& < (L+ DR P, [ — €] < Rk 116 =366 + 28 < R L

Since the Fourier support of f is in M3(R?, R) by hypothesis, the Fourier support of f,,_, is in 7,_1 N
M3(RP, R). Define the affine transformation L(&y, &, &) by

1 1

&= R (& — IR

2 _2 1 1
Cor R} (& —1PR.%) —2IR} (& — IR, %)
2 _2 1 1

&0 Ri1(& — PR —3IRE (&2 — PR, %) +31°R}_ (& — IR, 7).
This affine map satisfies L(r,_1 N M3(R? R)) = M3(R,;%1RB,R,;11R). If we write L=(&1,62,&3) =
A(&1,62,&3) + b where A is a linear map, then the rescaling map 7 above is equal to (A~1)*. In this

1 1

step, we have assumed that R, R~ < R;:j_lR’ﬁ. One may then verify that L(y) = v are ~ R,g_lR’ﬁ X
Rf_lR’w X Rj_1R~" small caps partitioning M3(R;_‘%l RP R, ' R). Apply Proposition [ to the rescaled
functions to obtain the inequality

o™ |{z € Us s 0 S (log R)* " Re g3 (2)g,2 ()93 (#)[ 3, max oz (2)] < ol

—k —k 1,CTy

Se RSEHOE(R;Z_llR)QB Y gl
X

’ 1
where 3’ € [ ,1] is defined by (Ry_1R~')# = R} |R~P. By undoing the rescaling change of variables and
summing over 7,_1, this implies

6+ - !
oI UL| Se BB RS CNI£ 115
Y

_1
It suffices to verify that (R;' R)w o< Rzﬁz. Use the upper bound o < R, * R? from the step
aPf B

’ 1 2_ 2
we are considering so that it suffices to verify (R, ' R)** *Y(R, * R°)7 % < R?’*!  which simpliﬁes to
-2 Stsar —2p8’—2+28 . s . . . —28'~1-F5+5%
R, _ f SR < R*P=2 =257 Using the definition of #, this further simplifies to R, _ f AT =
B'+3) 2+ 5 I : : : :
R,(671 )C*3 ), which is true since § < 2. In this case, the algorithm terminates.

2
Next, we describe step k with k > 2 and R}_; > RYB. The input for step k is

(25) Ual < (log R)*"{z € Ua : a S (log R)*~ malerk ()]}
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2 4
Let {C} be a partition of M?*(R?, R) into ~ R} | R™*x R} | R™2? x R~! small caps. By Lemma[§ we may
assume that there are versions ka*l of the f;,_, whose wave packets corresponding to ¢ have been localized
and pigeonholed and which satisfy

Ual S (log R)*[{z € Uy : a S (log R)* max|fr,_, (2)[}].
Tk—1
As in the previous case, either we proceed to Step k + 1 or we have
Ual < (0g R R* 3" {2 € Un s 0 S (log ) s @)z @) s @)F, _max | (@)] <},
k k k TR CTh—1
Tk—1

By the same rescaling argument as above, let T' be the linear transformation so that | fﬂi oT| = | 9ri and

. _1
the 7}, alre pairwise 2 E. R, °-separated blocks and g is Fourier supported in the anisotropic neighborhood
M3(R, 2 RP R, R). Note that each |fc o T| = |g¢| where ¢ is an R, 1R~ x R}_|R™% x Ry_1 R~ small
cap. Apply Proposition[7to the rescaled functions (maxc [|g¢ [loo) ™t (gzi +9-2+ 93 ) to obtain the inequality

o[{z € Ua : a < (log R)M g1 (2)g,2 (¢)9.3 (2)[ 5, max|gy, (2)] < o}
—k

Se R°(R 1 R)*DH! max||gelI% > llgells.
- <

By undoing the rescaling change of variables and summing over 7,_1, this implies

O‘8|Ua| Se RIOE(RlzilR)B(m?X HfCHOO)G Z ”JZCH%
¢

By properties of the pigeonholing lemma, for each ¢, (maxc || felloo)® || fell3 <e R3€(R§;1R_1RB)2||f<||g. By
cylindrical L° decoupling (Theorem), for each ¢, || f¢[l§ Se R* (X2, ¢ [1/415)* <e RE(R} | R'RP)? S N5

The summary of step k in this case is that

B|Ua| Se R (R RYY(RE_, BRI, I3
Yy

1
%. This is true since B} _; > 1 and a < RP. The algorithm

[e3

_1
It remains to verify that R, * R*~1 g
terminates in this case.

The final step, if the algorithm has not terminated yet, gives the case
Ual S (log R)[{z € Uy : a 5 (log R)™ max|fry (2)[}]-
TN

Write 7y = 6 and use trivial inequalities:

ot E{z €U, a < (logR)N mgx|f9(x)|}| <e (logR)NZ/|f9|6+%
0
4+2
S (log ) Y max £l [ 15P
0

2
Se (log R D Jmax(#ty € 0)* 7 / d_IAP
6 yCO
_1 2
Se (log R)NROTDEEEIN " £ )13
v

where we used Lemma [I] for the L* bound. Technically, our algorithm could give us a version of f whose
wave packets have been pigeonholed at a few scales. In that case, we incorporate an analogous process
as “unwinding the pruning” from the proof of Proposition [ into the trivial argument above. Noting that
N ~ &7, and (log R)N (log R)N <. R®, we are done since (8 — 3)(4 + %) < 28 + 1, which is equivalent to
B<1

|
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3.4. Proof that Theorem [9 implies Theorem Bl We divide the work into two propositions. First, in
Proposition d we show that Theorem [ implies the critical exponent p = 6 + % version of Theorem [3 Then,
we show that the general Theorem [3] follows from the critical exponent case in Proposition Bl

Proposition 4. Theorem [d implies Theorem [3 for the critical exponent p = 6 + %

Proof. Fix p =6+ % By Lemma[d it suffices to bound the LP norm of f on a fixed ball Bgmaxs.1). By
Lemma [I0 there is a constant a > 0 (which we may assume is > C.(log R)R™'%° max, || f,||oc) so that it
suffices to bound a?|U,| for Uy = { € Bpmaxes : a < |f(z)|}. Finally, by Proposition 8 we may replace
f by a pigeonholed and localized version f . One of the properties of the pigeonholed version is that for all
v, either || f,]loo ~ A or || f5]leo = 0, for some constant A.

Apply Theorem [ to the function f/A to obtain the inequality
(a/AP|Ua| Sc RP°RPPHN | F, /Al 2 sy -

Y

It remains to note that by (I8)) from the pigeonholing proposition,
AP T (pmaxcasny S REAPHT, ROV S R |17 s

Since |f,| < |f,| for each v, this concludes the proof.

Proposition 5. Proposition []] implies Theorem [3 .

Proposition [§] implies Theorem[3 Let p > 2. Repeat the initial steps in the proof of Proposition Ml so that
it suffices to prove

a?|Ua| <e RE(R'B(% Y 4 RA-4)- 1 Z”fv”m R3)

where f has been pigeonholed and localized as in Proposition B Flrst suppose that 2 < p < 6 + % By
Proposition [ we have
2 6+2
o’ F|U,| <o RERPH Z £+ Sfﬁ =)
Write A ~ maxy || fy|loo. We would be done if R26+1A6+57p < RAGG-T )a%* 577 which simplifies to R% A <
. If this does not hold, then using L? orthogonality,

o?|Ua| S RPG=DAPZ2Y | £13.
v
By @), 4772 f, 3 < R35||f,y||p which finishes this case.
Next, assume that 6 + B < p. Then by Proposition @]
6+3

o |Ua| Se RERPHN " aP =075 1175
B

5

We would be done if R?*+1a?~0" 7 S RAP=D-14P=6=5 which simplifies to o < RPA. Since a < |f(z)| =
|22, fy(z)| and #v < RP, this is true.
|
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