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POLYNOMIAL PROGRESSIONS IN TOPOLOGICAL FIELDS

BEN KRAUSE, MARIUSZ MIREK, SARAH PELUSE, AND JAMES WRIGHT

ABSTRACT. Let Pi,...,Pn € K[y] be polynomials with distinct degrees, no constant terms and
coefficients in a general locally compact topological field K. We give a quantitative count of the
number of polynomial progressions z,z + Pi(y), ...,z + Pm(y) lying in a set S C K of positive
density. The proof relies on a general L°° inverse theorem which is of independent interest.
This inverse theorem implies a Sobolev improving estimate for multilinear polynomial averaging
operators which in turn implies our quantitative estimate for polynomial progressions. This general
Sobolev inequality has the potential to be applied in a number of problems in real, complex and
p-adic analysis.

1. INTRODUCTION

Szemerédi’s famous theorem [42] states that any set S of integers with positive (upper) density
must necessarily contain arbitrarily long arithmetic progressions. Quantitative versions have been
obtained by several authors, first by Roth [39] for three-term arithmetic progressions and by Gow-
ers [20] in general, with the current best bounds due to Bloom and Sisask [7], Green and Tao [19], and
Gowers [20]. More generally, one can consider polynomial progressions z,z + Pi(y), ...,z + Ppn(y)
for z,y € Z with y # 0 where P; € Z[y] is a sequence of polynomials with integer coefficients and no
constant terms (the case of arithmetic progressions corresponding to linear polynomials). Bergel-
son and Leibman [6], extending earlier work of Bergelson, Furstenberg and Weiss [5], generalised
Szemerédi’s theorem to polynomial progressions. Obtaining quantitative versions of Bergelson and
Leibman’s result has been a challenging problem and no progress (outside a few results on 2-term
progressions) has been made until very recently.

Inspired by the earlier work of Bergelson, Furstenberg and Weiss, Bourgain obtained a quantitative
lower bound on the count of 3-term polynomial progressions in the setting of the real field R. He
accomplished this by coupling a technique he developed in his work on arithmetic progressions [2],
together with fourier-analytic methods.

Theorem 1.1 (Bourgain [3]). Given € > 0, there exists a 0(g) > 0 such that for any N > 1 and
measurable set S C [0, N]| satisfying |S N[0, N]| > eN, we have

|{(z,y) € [0,N] x 0, NV z o +y x4+yle S} = SN, (1.2)
In particular we have the existence of a triple x,x + vy and x + y® belonging to S with y satisfying

the gap condition y > SN1/4.
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The bound (1.2) implies a quantitative multiple recurrence result. Only recently have there been
extensions to more general 3-term progressions x, x + P (y),  + P> (y); see the work of Durcik, Guo,
and Roos [12] when P (y) = y and general P, and of Chen, Guo, and Li [8] for general P;, P, € R[y]
with distinct degrees. We also refer to [10] where the square-corner configurations of the form
(x1,22), (v1 + vy, 22), (21,22 + y?) were studied for subsets in R?. The methods in these papers,
using delicate oscillatory integral operator bounds, seem limited to 3-term progressions. Finally we
mention about a recent expository paper [13], which also recovers Theorem 1.1.

In another direction, Bourgain and Chang [4] gave quantitative bounds for 3-term progressions of
the form =, + y,z + y? in the setting of finite fields F,. This result was extended to more general
3-term polynomial progressions by Peluse [35] and Dong, Li, and Sawin [11]. The techinques in these
papers, using a Fourier-analytic approach which relies on sophisticated exponential sum bounds over
finite fields, also seem limited to 3-term progressions.

By using new ideas in additive combinatorics, by-passing the need of inverse theorems for Gowers’
uniformity norms of degree greater than 2, Peluse [36] recently made a significant advance, giving
quantitative bounds for general polynomial progressions =,z + Pi(y),...,z + Py (y) in F, where
{P;} C Z[y] are linearly independent over Q.

Inspired by this work, Peluse and Prendiville [38] obtained the first quantitative bounds for 3-
term polynomal progressions in the setting of the integers Z. This has been extended recently to
general polynomial progressions .,z + Pi(y), ...,z + Py (y) with P; € Z[y] having distinct degrees
by Peluse [37]. So although the first quantitative bounds for polynomial progressions were made in
the setting of the real field R, we have seen major advances in both the finite field I, and integer Z
settings by employing new ideas in additive combinatorics.

One purpose of this paper is to rectify this situation for the continuous setting by establishing
quantitative bounds for general polynomial progressions in the real field R, bringing it in line with
the recent advances in the finite field and integer settings. Another purpose is to illustrate how
one can marry these new ideas in additive combinatorics with other ideas, notably from the work
of Krause, Mirek and Tao [24], to obtain compactness results for general multilinear polynomial
averaging operators which have implications for problems in euclidean harmonic analysis. These
ideas and arguments are robust enough to allow us to obtain quantitative bounds for polynomial
progressions in a general locally compact topological field.

Theorem 1.3. Let K be a locally compact topological field with Haar measure . Let P = {Py,..., Pn}
be a sequence of polynomials in K[y| with distinct degrees and no constant terms and let d denote
the largest degree among the polynomials in P. When K has positive characteristic, we asssume the
characteristic is larger than d.

For any € > 0, there exists a §(¢,P) > 0 and N(g,P) > 1 such that for any N > N(e,P) and
measurable set S C K satisfying (S N By) > eN, we have

1({(z,y) € Bn x Byvja :z,2+ Pi(y),...x + Pyly) € S}) > SN/, (1.4)

In particular we have the existence of a progression x,x + P1(y), ...,z + Pn(y) belonging to S with
—2m—2

y satisfying the gap condition |y| > SNY?®. The proof will show that we can take § = £©¢ for
some C =Cp >0 and N(e,P) = e=C'e " for a slightly larger C' > Cp.
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When K = R is the real field, Theorem 1.3 extends the work in [3], [12] and [8] from 3-term
polynomial progressions to general polynomial progressions albeit for large IV, depending on €.

When K = C, Theorem 1.3 represents the first known results for complex polynomial progressions.
The absolute value |-| used in the statement of Theorem 1.3 is normalised so that we can express the
result in this generality (see Section 3). For any sequence of complex polynomials {P;} C C[z] with
distinct degrees and P;(0) = 0, Theorem 1.3 has the following consequence: given & > 0, there is a
§ > 0 such that for sufficiently large N and any set S in the complex plane satisfying [SNDy| > e N2,
we can find a progressions of the form w, w + P;(2), ..., w+ Pp(2) lying in S such that |y| > §N?/<.

Important in our analysis are certain properties for m + 1 linear forms formed from our collec-
tion P = {P1,...,Pyn} C Kly] of m polynomials with distinct degrees, say 1 < deg(P;) < ... <
deg(P,,) =: d. Let N > 1 and consider the form

Ap(Foreesbn) = 57z [ o) T] e = P (s)dta).

Here duny(y) = N™'1p, (0)(y)du(y) is normalised measure on the ball By (0) (we will describe
notation used in the paper in Section 4). The key result in the proof of Theorem 1.3 is the following
L inverse theorem for Ap,y which is of independent interest.

Theorem 1.5 (Inverse theorem for (m + 1)-linear forms). With the set-up above, let fo, f1,..., fm
be 1-bounded functions supported on a ball B C K of measure N?. Suppose that

|A73;N(f07 e 7fm)| 2 d.
Then there exists Ny ~ 6971 Ndeg(P1) gych that

N= gy + fill gy 2P §OP ().

The main application of Theorem 1.5 for us will be to prove a precise structural result for multi-
linear polynomial operators of the form

AR (fioe oo fm)(@) = /Kfl($+P1(y)"'fm($+Pm(y))du[N](y)-

We will use ideas in the recent work of Krause, Mirek and Tao [24] to accomplish this and conse-
quently, we will be able to establish the following important Sobolev estimate.

Theorem 1.6 (A Sobolev inequality for AY). Let 1 < p1,...,pm < 00 satisfying pil +...+ pi =1
be given. Then for N; ~ §OP (1) Ndeg(Ps) e have

JAR (Fro-- o fimts (00 — on,) * fis Fist - oos F) |l pr gy S 68 H | fill Lo: (k)
=1

provided N > 6-97(1) | Here ¢n; is a smooth cut-off function such that pn;(§) =1 for § € By, -1(0).

Following an argument of Bourgain in [3] we will show how Theorem 1.6 implies Theorem 1.3.
Versions of Theorem 1.6 for two real polynomials {P;, P,} C R[y] were established in [3], [12] and
[8] using delicate oscillatory integral operator bounds. Our arguments are much more elementary in
nature and do not require deep oscillatory integral /exponential sum/character sum bounds outside
a standard application of van der Corput bounds (see [40]) when K = R, C or Hua’s exponential
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sum bound [15] (which extends Mordell’s classical bound from the finite field setting to complete
exponenial sums over Z/p™Z). Furthermore the Sobolev inequalities in [12] and [8] were only estab-
lished for certain sparse sequences of scales N. The bound in Theorem 1.6 holds for all sufficiently
large scales N.

The Sobolev bound in Theorem 1.6 potentially has many other applications. See [3] for a discus-
sion on the implications of Theorem 1.6 to compactness properties of the multilinear operator A%.
Pointwise convergence results for multilinear polynomial averages are common applications of such
Sobolev bounds. See [8] where the Sobolev inequality is used to prove the existence of polynomial
progressions in sets of sufficiently large Hausdorff dimension. See also [23], [25], [21], [22] and [9].

Our results require the scales N to be large. It would be interesting, for various applications, to
establish these results for small scales as well.

2. STRUCTURE OF THE PAPER

After a review of analysis in the setting of locally compact topological fields, including some
essential but basic oscillatory integral bounds, we set up some notation and detail some tools involv-
ing the Gowers uniformity norms. In Section 5 we give some preliminary results necessary to carry
out the core arguments. In Section 6 we give the proof of Theorem 1.5 which is based on a PET
(polynomial exhaustion technique) induction scheme and a degree lowering argument developed by
the third author in earlier work. In Section 7 we will prove Theorem 1.6. Finally in Section 8, we
show how Theorem 1.3 follows as a consequence of Theorem 1.6.

3. REVIEW OF BASIC ANALYSIS ON LOCALLY COMPACT TOPOLOGICAL FIELDS

Let K be a locally compact topological field with a nondiscrete topology. Such fields have a unique
(up to a positive multiple) Haar measure p. They also carry a nontrivial absolute value | - | such
that the corresponding balls B, (x) = {y € K: |y — x| < r} generate the topology.

Recall that an absolute value on a field K is a map | - | : K — R satisfying
(@) || =0 & =0, (b) [zy|=lzlly] and () & +y| < C(lz| +[yl)

for some C' > 1. It is nontrivial if there is an x # 0 such that |z| # 1. Two absolute values
| |1 and | - |2 are said to be equivalent if there is a > 0 such that |z|y = |z|{ for all z € K.
Equivalent absolute values give the same topology. There is always an equivalent absolute value
such that the triangle inequality (¢) holds with C' = 1. If | - | satisfies the stronger triangle inequality
() |z 4+ y| < max(|z|, |y|), we say that | - | is non-archimedean. Note that if | - | is non-archimedean,
then all equivalent absolute values are non-archimedean. The field K is said to be non-archimedean
if the underlying absolute value (and hence all equivalent ones) is non-archimedean. Otherwise we
say K is archimedean.

When K is archimedean, then it is isomorphic to the real R or complex C field with the usual
topology. In this case Haar measure is a multiple of Lebesgue measure. When K is non-archimedean,
then the ring of integers og := {x € K : |z| < 1} and the unique maximal ideal mg = {z € K :
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|z] < 1} do not depend on the choice of absolute value (it is invariant when we pass to an equivalent
absolute value). For any K, we normalise Haar measure so that u(B1(0)) = 1.

When K is non-archimedean, the unique maximal ideal mg = (7) is principal and we call any
generating element 7 a uniformizer. Furthermore the residue field k := og/mx is finite, say with
q elements. For z € K, there is a unique n € Z such that * = 7"« where u is a unit. We can go
further and expand any z € K as a Laurent series in 7 2 = >5[ z;m where each x; belongs to

the residue field k. If x_, # 0, then = 7~ Lu where u = D> 1 z;m L is a unit.

There is a choice of (equivalent) absolute value | - | such that u(B,(z)) ~ r for all » > 0 and
x € K. When K = R, we have |z| = xsgn(z) and when K = C, we have |z| = 2Z. When K is
non-archimedean, then the absolute value |z| := ¢~™ where = 7™y and u a unit has the property
that its balls satisfy u(B,(z)) = ¢" where ¢" < r < ¢"*! and so u(B,(z)) ~ r. We choose the
absolute value with this normalisation.

We will need a couple simple change of variable formulae which we will use again and again:

/fx+ydu /f ) du(z) and /f “13) dpa Iyl/f ) dya(z

The first follows from the translation invariance of the Haar measure p. For the second formula, the
measure £ — u(yFE) defined by an element y € K is translation-invariant and so by the uniqueness
of Haar measure, we have pu(yE) = mod,(y)u(E) for some nonnegative number mod,(y), the so-
called modulus of the measure p. In fact |y| := mod,,(y) defines the absolute value with the desired
normalisation whose balls B,.(x) satisfy u(B,(x)) ~ r. This proves the second change of variables
formula. There is one additional, more sophisticated, nonlinear change of variable formula which we
will need at one point but we will justify this change of variables at the time.

The (additive) character group of K is isomorphic to itself. Starting with any non-principal
character e on K, all other characters x can be identified with an element y € K via x(z) = e(yzx).
We fix a convenient choice for e; when K = R, we take e(z) = €2™*®. When K is non-archimedean,
we choose e so that e = 1 on ok and nontrivial on B,(0); that is, there is a zy with |x¢| = ¢ such that
e(zo) # 1. The choice of e on C does not really matter but a convenient choice is e(z) = 2™ Re=,

We define the fourier transform

/f (—£2) du(2).

Plancherel’s theorem and the fourier inversion formula hold as in the real setting.

3.1. An oscillatory integral estimate. For P(z) = aqo? + -+ + a1z € K[x], we will use the
following oscillatory integral bound:

I(P)] < Calmaxfay]| /¢ where 1(P) = /B o P dte). (3.1)

When K = R, it is a simple matter to deduce the bound (3.1) from general oscillatory bounds due
to van der Corput (see [40]). When K = Q,, is the p-adic field, then

Z miQ@)/P" where p® = max|a;| and Q(x) = bgz? + -+ bz € Z[x]
— J
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satisfies ged(by, . .., b1,p) = 1; hence a classical result of Hua [15] implies |I(P)| < Cgp~*/¢ which
is (3.1) in this case. It is natural to extend Hua’s bound to other non-archimedean fields; see for
example [44] where character sums are treated over general Dedekind domains which in particular
establishes (3.1) for any non-archimedean field K when the characteristic of K (if positive) is larger
than d.

It is not straightforward to apply van der Corput bounds when K = C. However we can see the
bound (3.1) for both K = R and K = C as a consequence of the following general bound due to
Arkhipov, Chubarikov and Karatsuba [1]: let P € R[X,...,X,] be a real polynomial of degree d
in n variables. If B™ denotes the unit ball in R™, then

zeB"” «

] / (2miP@) dg‘ < Cyn H(P)™' where H(P)= min max|9°P(z)|"/o. (3.2)

A simple equivalence of norms argument shows that H(P) > cg[max, |as|]'/¢ where P(z) =
Yo @az® and d is the degree of P. Hence (3.2) implies (3.1) when K = R. When K = C and
f(z) = aqz?+ - a1z € C[X], write f(z +iy) = P(x,y) +iQ(z,y) and note that

/ e(f(z))dz = / 2 P@Y) drdy
B1(0) B2

for the choice of character e(z) = €2 R¢2. From the Cauchy-Riemann equations, we have H(P) ~,
min,,|<; maxy, | £ (2)[Y/2% > ¢4[max; |a;|]*/?? (recall we are using the absolute value |z| = 2% on C)
and so (3.2) implies (3.1) with exponent 1/2d in this case. There is an alternative argument which
establishes (3.1) with the exponent 1/d when K = C but this is unimportant for our purposes.

4. SOME NOTATION AND BASIC TOOLS

By a scale N, we mean a positive number when K is archimedean and when K is non-archimedean,
it denotes a discrete value N = ¢*, k € Z, a power of the cardinality of the residue field k&. When
N is a scale, we denote by [N] := By (0) the ball with centre 0 and radius N. In this case, we have
#([N]) ~ N (equality in the non-archimeden case) by our normalisations of the absolute value | - |
and Haar measure p. An interval I is a ball I = B,., (z7) with some centre z; € K and radius r; > 0.
For an interval I, we associate the measure

dpr(x) = 1;(x) dp(z).

1
(1)
For an interval I, we define the Fejér kernel xj(x) = p(I)21; * 1_;(z) and the corresponding
measure dvr(z) = rr(x)du(r). When I = [N] for some scale N, we have —I = I and so s[n|(7) =
N~21n) * Ljnj(). Furthermore when K is non-archimedean, we have ryj(z) = N~ 1;yj(z) and
so dvr = duy in this case. When K = R and I = [0, N], we have xr(z) = N~}(1 — |z|/N) when
|z] < N and zero otherwise.

We now give precise notation which we will use throughout the paper.

4.1. Basic notation. As usual Z will denote the ring of rational integers.

1. We use Zy = {1,2,...} and N := Z; U {0} to denote the sets of positive integers and
non-negative integers, respectively.
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2. For any L € R} we will use the notation
[L]y={¢eN:4<L} and [L]:={{e€Zy:¢<L}.

3. We use 14 to denote the indicator function of a set A. If S is a statement we write 1g to
denote its indicator, equal to 1 if S is true and 0 if S is false. For instance 14(x) = 1,¢ca.

4.2. Asymptotic notation and magnitudes. The letters C, ¢, Cy, C1,... > 0 will always denote
absolute constants, however their values may vary from occurrence to occurrence.

1. For two nonnegative quantities A, B we write A <s B (A =5 B) if there is an absolute
constant Cs > 0 (which possibly depends on § > 0) such that A < CsB (A > CsB). We will
write A ~5 B when A <s B and A 25 B hold simultaneously. We will omit the subscript ¢
if irrelevant.

2. For a function f : X — C and positive-valued function g : X — (0,00), write f = O(g) if
there exists a constant C' > 0 such that |f(x)] < Cg(z) for all x € X. We will also write
f = Os(g) if the implicit constant depends on 6. For two functions f,g : X — C such that
g(x) # 0 for all x € X we write f = o(g) if lim,_,o0 f(z)/g(z) = 0.

4.3. Polynomials. Let K[t] denote the space of all polynomials in one indeterminate t with coeffi-
cients in K. Every polynomial P € K[t] can be written as a formal power series

P(t) =Y c;t/, (4.1)
j=0
where all but finitely many coefficients ¢; € K vanish.

1. We define the degree of P € K[t] by
deg(P) :=max{j € Z : ¢; # 0}.

2. A finite collection P C K[t] has degree d € N, if d = max{deg(P) : P € P}.

3. For a polynomial P € K[t] and j € N let ¢;(P) denote j-th coefficient of P. We also let ¢(P)
denote the leading coefficient of P; that is, for P as in (4.1) we have ¢;(P) =¢; for j € N
and ¢(P) = ¢4 where d = deg P.

4.4. LP spaces. (X,B(X),\) denotes a measure space X with o-algebra B(X) and o-finite measure
A

1. The set of A-measurable complex-valued functions defined on X will be denoted by L°(X).

2. The set of functions in L°(X) whose modulus is integrable with p-th power is denoted by
LP(X) for p € (0,00), whereas L>°(X) denotes the space of all essentially bounded functions
in LO(X).

3. We will say that a function f € L°(X) is 1-bounded if f € L>(X) and || f|| L= (x) < 1.

4. For any n € Z, the measure A*" will denote the product measure A®...® X on the product
space X" with the product o-algebra B(X)® ... ® B(X).
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4.5. Gowers box and uniformity norms. We will use the Gowers norm and Gowers box norm
of a function f which is defined in terms of the multiplicative discrete derivatives Ay, . n, f(z): for
xz,h € K, we set Apf(z) = f(x)f(xr + h) and iteratively, we define

Ah1,~~~7hsf(x) = Ah1 (Ahz(' o (Ahsf(fb)) T )) where w,h,...,hs € K.
When h = (hi,...,hs) € K®, we often write Ay, 5, f(z) as Apf(z) or Ajf(z). For w =
(w1,...,ws) € {0,1}%, we write w-h := >0 wih; and |w| := w1 + - + w,. If Cz = Z denotes
the conjugation operator, we observe that

Anflx) = [ c“f@+w-h). (4.2)

we{0,1}

For any integer s > 1, we define the Gowers U® norm of f by

We note that || f||y= = ||]/[\HL4

For intervals I, Iy, ..., I, we define the Gowers box norm as
s 1
2 _
IAg;, oo = o) e Any,on f(@) dvg, (hy) - dvg, (he)dp().
From (4.2), we see that
s+1 s
1155 = [IAFIE, |, v o). (43)

A similar formula relates the Gowers Ut norm to the Gowers U® norm.

4.6. The Gowers—Cauchy—Schwarz inequality. When s > 2, both the Gowers uniformity norm
and the Gowers box norm are in fact norms. In particular the triangle inequality holds. The triangle
inequality also holds when s = 1 and so we have that

If +gllvs <[ fllvs + llg]

holds for every s > 1. These inequalities follow from a more general inequality which we will find
useful.

vs and ||f+9||D§1 L) S ||f||D§1 LT ||9||D§1 (D (4.4)

Let A be a finite set and for each o € A, let (X, dus) be a probability space. Set X =[], c4 Xa
and let f : X — C be a complex-valued function. For any z(°) = (x((xo))aeA and z(V) = (x((xl))aeA in

X and w = (Wa)aca € {0,1}4, we write () = (:E((f‘l))aeA. We define the generalised Gowers box
norm of f on X as

191850 = [[ T1 M) due®) duz)
? we{0,1}4

where du denotes the product measure ®qe adug. The following lemma is established in [18].

Lemma 4.5 (Gowers—Cauchy—Schwarz inequality). With the set-up above, let f,, : X — C for every
w e {0,1}4. We have

’//X? H C\w\fw(x(w)) du(x(o))du(aj(l))’ < H waHD(X)- (4.6)

wef{0,1}4 we{0,1}4
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We will need the following consequence.

Corollary 4.7. Let f: X — C and for each o € A, suppose g : X — C is a 1-bounded function
that is independent of the x, variable. Then

2l Al
T z)du(x <l £(2)) du (2O du(z™M). .
\Af<>£9a< | < [ T] ) dueau). 4

2
wef{0,1}4

Proof. For w® = (0,...,0), set f,o = f and for w® = (Wa)aca With w, = 0 when o # 3 and wg = 1,
set f.s = gp. For all other choices of w € {0,1}4, set f,, = 1. Hence

[T ) =) I gala®

we{0,1}4 a€A

since g, is independent of the a variable. Therefore the inequality (4.6) implies

‘/f ) 11 gaa)duta ‘— IT Ilos < Iflloc

acA wef{0,1}4

by the 1-boundedness of each g,. This proves (4.8). O

5. SOME PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we establish a few useful results which we will need in our arguments.

5.1. U?-inverse theorem. We will use the following inverse theorem for the Gowers box norms.

Lemma 5.1 (U?-inverse theorem). Let Hy and Ha be two scales and let f be a 1-bounded function
supported in an interval I. Then

||f||m (DS (HyH2) ™ [ FI1 o ie)- (5.2)

Proof. We have

19185, 0 / [ v e O i

// (h1, ha) dvig, (h)dvig,) (he) / (&1, &) Vimy (&) V(5] (&2) dp(&a ) dp(é2)

where )
g(hi,ha) = ) /KAhl,hzf(x) dp(z).
Hence
HfHD (DS < N7l 17l gsup [9(&1,&2)]
11 )
= % §s€u]1£)2 /!3 foo(z) fro(z + ha) for(x + h2) fia(z + ha + he) du(z)dp(hy)dp(he)
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where foo(z) = f(2)e(—&12 — L),
fio(z) = flx)e(=&iz), for(z) = f(z)e(—&x) and fu(z) = f(z).
The final equality follows since |’1J[Hj](§)| = |ﬁ[Hj} (€)|? and so
P ) = WA e = 1H; Ly ll3 = H Y for j € {1,2)

by Plancherel’s theorem. Furthermore

=R 1
6.6) = o / HZ Ay o (@) e(€ahr + Exha) dia(y)dpu(h)dp(z).

Appealing to the Gowers—-Cauchy—Schwarz inequality (4.6), we see that
1,y < GOEH) M = (O E) TG < () -

as desired. The last inequality follows from Plancherel’s theorem, the 1-boundedness of f and
supp(f) C I which implies

£z < NI I IZe = 112 1112 < (DI F e

5.2. van der Corput’s inequality. We will need the following useful inequality.

Lemma 5.3 (van der Corput’s inequality). Let g € LY(K) and let J = B, (x;) be an interval.
Then for any scale H, 0 < H < u(J), we have

2

’ /K 9(y)dps (y)

C
< 507 o gy S8 ), (5.4)

We can take C = 4 when K is archimedean. When K is non-archimedean, we can take C =1 and
furthermore, 1;(y)1;(y +h) = Lin—n)(y) = Ls(y) for any h € [H] so that the above inequality
can be expressed as

2
\ [ owans| < [ sustdmnians ) (5.5)
K K2

since dvig) = dup in this case.

Proof. We define g;(y) := g(y)1;(y). By a change of variables and Fubini’s theorem we note

/Kg(y)du,f(y) = ﬁ //KQ 07 (y + h)dpm (h)du(y).

The function y — [ gs(y + h)dpmi(h) is supported on the set J — [H] which in turn lies in
By, 4+m)(25) (in the non-archimedean case, J —[H] = J). Hence by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
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and a change of variables, we conclude that

B ﬁj)? //KQ 8.7 (y + h)dug (h)du(y)

= 2% / //K 85 (y + h1)as (y + h2)dpgm () dpagzy (h)dp(y)

% / /K e ()8 ()90 (y + R)du(h)dpy)

<aut) [ [ e R (),

‘ /K 9(y)dp (y)

=2

since kgj(h) = H2 [ 11gy(ha)Ligy(h + ha)dp(h). This gives the desired conclusion. O

5.3. Preparation for the PET induction scheme. We now give a simple application of van der
Corput’s inequality which will be repeatedly applied in the PET induction scheme.

Lemma 5.6. Let ¢ > 1 and let I,J C K be two intervals with u(I) = Ny. Assume that g1 € L™ (K)
and ga € L>=(K?) are 1-bounded functions such that

o121 &) < No, and sup llg2(- )l 21 () < eNo. (5.7)
ye

Suppose H is a scale such that 0 < H < u(J). When K is archimedean, we have

2

‘Ni / /K 01(@)g2 (@, y)dps () duz)

e 0
< 4‘ Nio ///Ks 92(2, y)g2(x, y + h)dps (y)dvim (h)du(z) MAE[({L]I)])]

where 8 =1 when K =R and 8 = 1/2 when K = C. When K is non-archimedean, this improves to

2

+80[

5 [, o @t i i)
= NL0 / / /KS 02(2, )02 (2, y + h)dps (y)dup (h)du(x).

Proof. Applying the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality in the x variable it follows that

o
< —
No Jx

since by (5.7) and the 1-boundedness of g1, we have ||g1[|7. < Np. By van der Corput’s inequality

in Lemma 5.3, we obtain
|| [ sstenistw)
K | JK

1 -
= 4/H§/K’fm(h)m /mu_h) g2(z, ) g2 (2, y + h)dp(y)dp(h)du(z)

2 2

du(z),

‘NL / /K oi(@)gs (@ y)dus (4)du(x)

/ 92(z,y)dp (y)
K

2
dp(x)




POLYNOMIAL PROGRESSIONS IN TOPOLOGICAL FIELDS 12

when K is archimedean. In this case, we have pu(J \ [JN(J—h)]) < 2u([H]) when K = R and

w(J\[JN(J=h)]) <2y/u ) when K = C. Hence

RV ; N N e
. /K ()= /] . /K 102z, ) |dua)du(y)du(h) <8 [M( . } .

In the last line we used Fubini’s theorem and (5.7) for go. This gives the desired bound when K is
archimedean.

When K is non-archimedean, the bound (5.5) in Lemma 5.3 gives

i/ /92(117 y)dps(y )2

dp(z)
/// g2(x, )92,y + P)dpus (y)dpgan (h)dp(x)

which is the desired bound in this case. [l

The next result is an essential building block of the PET induction scheme, which will be employed
in Section 6.

Proposition 5.8. Let N, Ny > 0 be two scales, I an interval such that p(I) = Nog, m € N, iy € [m]
and let P := {Py,..., Py} be a collection of polynomials. Suppose that fo,f1,...,fm € LO(K) are
1-bounded functions such that ||f;| L1k < No for every i € [m],.

Let 0 < § <1 and suppose that

1 m
‘Fo //Kz fo(@) E fi(z — Pi(y))dun (y)dp(z)| =

Then there exists an absolute constant C Zp 1 such that for all §' < (54/0 we have

1
’M/Kz fo(x Hfz x — P/(y))dpn (y)dp(x)

i=1

>0 6%, (5.10)

where m’ < 2m and P’ :={P{,..., Pl .} is a new collection of polynomials such that

P’ ={Pi(y) = Pi,(y), Py + 1) = Piu(y), -, P (y) = Pig (), P (y + 1) = Pig ()},
for some §'62N/C? < |h| < &'N < §*N/C, where P!, (y) == Pn(y) — Pi,(y), and {§o,...,f./} =
{f1, 1, - - s Fms fm } with §., = fm.

Proof. Let I:= [m] and C > 1 be a large constant to be determined later. We shall apply Lemma
5.6 with J = [N], the functions g;(x) = fo(x) and g2(z,y) = [[,c; fi(z — Pi(y)), and the parameter
H = ¢'N. Note that ||g1||pe@x) < 1 and ||ga|| L k2) < 1, since ||fi]| Lo k) < 1 for all i € I. Moreover,
g1 and gy satisfy (5.7). If 6’ < 6%/C and C > 1 is sufficiently large, using Lemma 5.6, we conclude

NLO ///K% 8(z, y)md/‘[N] (y)dve) (h)dp(x)

By the pigeonhole principle, there exists |h| > §2H/C? so that

}Nio //K2 g2(,y)g2(z,y + h)dpw (y)dp(z)| 2

> 52,

62,
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We make the change of variables « — x + P;, (y) to conclude

' ~ //H@wa— (4) + Py ())ilo = Bily ) + Py (9)) i) () dia()| 2 6°.

This completes the proof. O

6. THE L°°-INVERSE THEOREM

The goal of this section is to present the proof of Theorem 1.5, the key L°°-inverse theorem for
general polynomials with distinct degrees, which we now restate in a more formal, precise way.

Theorem 6.1 (Inverse theorem for (m + 1)-linear forms). Let N > 1 be a scale, m € Z; and
0 <0 <1 be given. Let P :={Py,..., Py} be a collection of polynomials such that 1 < deg P; <

. < degP,,. Set Ny = N9e(Pm) and let fo, f1,..., fm € L°(K) be 1-bounded functions supported
on an interval I C K of measure Ny. Define an (m+ 1)-linear form corresponding to the pair (P; N)

by

Ap.n(for- s fm) = — Hfz (z — Py(y))dugn (y)dp(). (6.2)
Suppose that
|AP;N(an"'7fm)| 2 J. (63)
Then there exists Ny ~ 6971 Ndeg(P1) g5 that
H:u[l\h] * fl HLl(]K ~P 507’(1 (64)
If necessary we will also write Ap,n(fo,---, fm) = Ap.n,1(fo,- -, fm) in order to emphasize that
the functions fy, f1,..., fm are supported on I.

Remark. When K = C is the complex field, the proof of Theorem 6.1 will also hold if the form
Ap,n is defined with the disc [N] = D 5 replaced by the square

[N]sq = {z+iy € C:|z| < VN, |y < VN}.

In this case, the conlusion is Nj ||,u Nieg * f1llzric) 2 5971 This observation will be needed at
one point in the proof of Theorem 1.6.

The proof of Theorem 6.1 breaks into two main steps: first, an application of PET induction to
show that whenever

[Ap.n(fo, fiy- s fm)| =6

is large, then necessarily f,, has a fairly large U® norm for an appropriately large s = sp. Second,
an inductive “degree-lowering” step to reduce U® control to U? control. We accordingly subdivide
the argument into two subsections.
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6.1. PET induction. Our first goal is to show that whenever the multi-linear form Ap,; is large,
necessarily f,, has some fairly large (sufficiently high degree) Gowers box norm. We begin with
the definition of (d, j)-admissible polynomials. Recall that for a polynomial P € K]y], the leading
coefficient is denoted by 4(P).

Definition 6.5 (The class of (d,j)-admissible polynomials). Let N > 1 be a scale, 0 < § < 1,
d € Zs, j€ [d] and parameters Ag > 1 and A > 0 be given. Assume that a finite collection
of polynomials P has degree j and define P; := {P € P : deg(P) = j}. We will say that P is
(d, j)-admissible with tolerance (Ao, A) if the following properties are satisfied:

1. For every P € P; we have

AgtoANYTI < |U(P)] < Agd~ AN, (6.6)
2. Whenever P,Q € P; and ¢(P) # £(Q) we have
AGHSANTTT < J0(P) — 4(Q)] < Agd AN, (6.7)
3. Whenever P,Q € P; and P # Q and {(P) = £(Q) we have
AGLSANITITL <P — Q)] < Agd AN+ (6.8)

and deg(P — Q) =7 — 1.

In the special case where the polynomials in P are linear, we require that £(P) # £(Q) for each
P,Q € P. The constants Ay, A will be always independent of 6 and N, but may depend on P. In
our applications the exact values of Ag, A will be unimportant and then we will simply say that the
collection P is (d, j)-admissible.

Remark 6.9. Under the hypotheses of Theorem 6.1 it is not difficult to see that the collection of
polynomials P = {Py,..., P, } such that 1 <deg P, < ... < deg P, = d is (d, d)-admissible with the
tolerance (max{|¢(P,,)|™ 1, |¢(Py)|},0). Indeed, condition (6.6) can be easily verified and conditions
(6.7) and (6.8) are vacuous as Pg = { P, }.

The main result of this subsection is the following theorem.

Theorem 6.10 (Gowers box norms control (m + 1)-linear forms). Let P := {P1,..., Py} be a
collection of (d,d)-admissible polynomials such that 1 < degP; < ... < degP,, =d. Let N,Ng > 1
be two scales, I an interval with measure No and 0 < § < 1 be given and let fo, f1,..., fm € L°(K)
be 1-bounded functions such that || fil| L xy < No for all i € [m],. If (6.3) is satisfied, then there
exists s := sp € Zy such that

[ fmlls () Zp 097, (6.11)

[H1],...,[Hs]

where H; ~ §97 ) Ndee(Pm) for j € [s].

The proof of Theorem 6.10 requires a subtle downwards induction based on a repetitive application
of Proposition 5.8 on the class of (d, j)-admissible polynomials. To make our induction rigorous, we
will assign a weight vector to each collection P C K[t] of polynomials.

Definition 6.12 (Weight vector). For any finite P C K[t] define the weight vector
v(P) := (v1,vy,...) € NE+,
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where
vj == v;(P) := #{(P): P € P and deg(P) = j},
is the number of distinct leading coefficients of P of degree j € Z .

For example, the weight vector for the family P = {x, 5z, 2%, 22 +z, 2*} is v(P) = (2,1,0,1,0,0,...).
There is a natural ordering on the set of weight vectors.

Definition 6.13 (Well-ordering on the set of weight vectors). For any two weight vectors v(P) =
(v1(P),v2(P),...) and v(Q) = (v;(Q),v;(Q),...) corresponding to finite collections P, Q C K[t] we
define an ordering < on the set of weight vectors by declaring that

v(P) < v(Q)
if there is a degree j € Zy such that vj(P) < v;(Q) and vi(P) = vg(Q) for all k > j.

It is a standard fact that < is a well ordering, we omit the details.

Proof of Theorem 6.10. We begin by stating the following claim:

Claim 6.14. Let N, Ny > 1 be two scales, 0 < 6 < 1, d,m € Zy and j € [d] be given and let
P :={Py,...,Pyn} be a collection of (d, j)-admissible polynomials with tolerance (Ao, A) such that
degP; < ...<degP,, =j. Let I be an interval with u(I) = Ny and let fo, f1,..., fm € LO(K) be
1-bounded functions such that || fi||L1 )y < No for all i € [m],. Suppose that

|Ap;n(fo,- -y fm)| = 6. (6.15)

Then there exists a collection P’ :={P{,..., P! .} of (d,7 —1)-admissible polynomials with tolerance
(Ap, A) and m’ = #P' so that deg(P]) < ... < deg(P.,) = j — 1, and 1-bounded functions
fo [, fho € LO(K) such that || f]|| L1y < No for all i € [m'], with f),, := fm and satisfying

|AP’§N(f67"'7 rln’)l Z"P 5OP(1)~ (6.16)

The proof of Claim 6.14 will use the polynomial exhaustion technique based on an iterative
application of the PET induction scheme from Proposition 5.8. The key steps of this method are
gathered in Proposition 6.20. Assuming momentarily that Claim 6.14 is true we can easily close
the argument to prove Theorem 6.10. We begin with a collection of (d, d)-admissible polynomials
such that deg P, < ... < deg P,, = d and apply our claim d — 1 times until we reach a collection of
(d, 1)-admissible linear polynomials £ with distinct leading terms, which satisfies (6.16) with P’ = L.
In the special case where all polynomials are linear matters simplify and can be handled using the
next result, Proposition 6.17, which in turn implies (6.11) from Theorem 6.10 as desired. |

Proposition 6.17. Let N,Ny > 1 be two scales, I an interval with p(I) = No, 0 < § < 1,
d,m € Z be given and let L :={L1,..., Ly} be a collection of (d,1)-admissible linear polynomials.
Let fo, f1,.- ., fm € L°(K) be 1-bounded functions such that Il fillLr@x) < No for alli € [m],. Suppose
that

[Azin (fo, .- fm)l 2 6. (6.18)
Then we have
m—1
fmllag, @ 2285 (6.19)

where H; ~ §9= M N for i € [s].
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In fact Proposition 6.17 is a special case of Theorem 6.10 with the collection of linear polynomials
L in place of P.

Proof of Proposition 6.17. Defining £ = {L} := L; — L;(0) : i € [m]} we see that each L' € L is
linear with vanishing constant term and

Az.n(fos-- s fm) = Azrin (g0, - - Gm),

where g;(z) = T_p o) fi(r) = fi(x + Li(0)) for each i € [m]. We now apply Lemma 5.6 with
functions g1(z) = go(2) and go(z,y) = [[\~, 9i(x — Li(y)) and intervals J = [N], and a parameter
H = ™ N/M for some large absolute constant M > 1, which will be specified later. Using Lemma
5.6 and changing the variables  — x — L1 (y) we obtain

1 m
'Fo // - Agrongr (@) [ Aecwongi(@ = (Li = L) (v)) gy () dpa() vy (h)‘ 2 67
i=2
Applying Lemma 5.6 m — 2 more times and changing the variables x — x — L,,(0) we obtain

1 m
‘N / Aulhl to Aum—lhm—lAé(LWL)hhl fm(x)dufir] (hlv RN hm)dU(I>
0 Km+1

where w; := €(L,,) — £(L;) for i € [m — 1]. By another change of variables we obtain (6.19) with
Hy, = [0(Ly) |0 N/M, and  H; = |0(Ly,) — €(L;)|6M N/M

for i € [m —1]. Using (6.6) with P = L,,, and (6.7) with P = L,, and Q = L; we obtain that
H; ~ §9¢WN4 for i € [s] provided that M > 1 is sufficiently large. This completes the proof of
Proposition 6.17. g

2m71

M 6°

Proposition 6.20. Let N, Ny > 0 be two scales, 0 < 6 < 1,d,m € Z and i,j € [d] be given and let
P :={P1,...,Pp} be a collection of (d,j)-admissible polynomials with tolerance (Ao, A) such that
i=degP <...<degP, =j. Let I be an interval with u(I) = Ny and let fo, f1,..., fm € L°(K)
be 1-bounded functions such that || fi|| 1 (k) < No for all i € [m],. Suppose that

Then there exists a collection of polynomials P’ := {P{,..., P} withm' = #P' < 2#P satisfying
P!, := P, — P, and deg(P]) < ... < deg(P.,), and 1-bounded functions f}, f1,...,f. . € L°(K)

m/’

such that || fi|lp1x) < No for all i € [m'], and satisfying
[Aprn (fos s frr)l 2 62, (6.22)
We also know that {f4, f1,..., f1.} = {f1, fi, -, fm, fn} With £, = fum.

Moreover, v(P') < v(P), and one of the following three scenarios occurs.

(i) The collection P is of type I; that is, P # P;. In this case, P’ is a (d, j)-admissible collection
of polynomials with tolerance (Ay, A’) and for some 1 <i<j—1,

v(P) = (1 (P, ..., 0i—1(P"),v;(P) = 1,001(P),...,v;(P),0,0,...). (6.23)

(1t) The collection P is of type II; that is, P = P; and vj(P) > 1. In this case, P’ is a (d,j)-
admissible collection of polynomials with tolerance (Af, A’) and

U(PI) = (’Ul (P/), ce ,Uj_l(Pl),Uj(P) — 1, 0, O, .. ) (624)
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iii) The collection P is of type III; that is, P = P; and v;(P) = 1. In this case, P’ is a
(iii) f typ ; , J i(P) )
(d,j — 1)-admissible collection of polynomials with tolerance (A}, A") and

o(P') = (0,...,0,0;_1(P’),0,0,...). (6.25)

Moreover, the leading coefficients of the polynomials in P’ are pairwise distinct.

The tolerance (Ay, A’) of the collection P’ only depends on the tolerance (Ao, A) of the collection P,
and is independent of 6 and N.

Using Proposition 6.20 we now prove Claim 6.14.

Proof of Claim 6.14. We may assume, without loss of generality, that the collection P from Claim
6.14 is of type I or type II. Then we apply Proposition 6.20 until we reach a collection of polynomials
of type III with weight vector v(P) = (0,...,0,v,;(P),0,0,...) where v;(P) = 1 and such that (6.16)
holds. We apply Proposition 6.20 once more to reach a collection of (d, j —1)-admissible polynomials
satisfying (6.16). This completes the proof of the claim. O

Proof of Proposition 6.20. Appealing to Proposition 5.8 with ig = 1 we may conclude that there
exists a collection of polynomials P’ := {P{,..., P/ ,} with m' = #P' < 2#P and P, = P,, — P
such that

P ={Pi(y) — Pi(y), PL(y + h) = Pr(y), ..., Pn(y) — P1(y), Py + h) — Pi(y)},

for some §'62N/C? < |h| < §'N < §*N/C. Proposition 5.8 also ensures that bound (6.22) holds
for certain 1-bounded functions f§, f1,..., f1,, € L°(K) such that ||f/||1:x) < No for all i € [m'],
and satisfying {5, fi,---, f..} = {f1, fi, -+ fom, fm} with f', = f,,. Now it remains to verify
conclusions from (i), (ii) and (iii). For this purpose we will have to adjust 6’ < §*/C, which can be
made as small as necessary.

Proof of the conclusion from (i). Suppose that the collection P is of type I. Then ¢ = deg(P;) <
deg(P) = j and v(P) = (0,...,0,v;(P),...,v;(P),0,0,...). To establish (6.23) we consider three
cases. Let P € P. If deg(P) > i, then

deg(P — P1) = deg(P(- + h) — Pr) = deg(P),

(P~ P) = ((P(- + h) — P) = {(P), (6.26)
which yields that v, (P’) = v (P) for all k > i. If deg(P) = ¢ and ¢(P) # £(Py), then
deg(P — P1) = deg(P(- + h) — P1) =1, (6.27)

(P~ Py = ((P(- + 1) — Py) = (P) — {(Py).
If deg(P) =i and ¢(P) = ¢(Py), then
deg(P — P1) <i, and deg(P(-+h)—Pi)<i.

The latter two cases show that vg(P’) > 0 for all k € [i — 1] and v;(P’) = v;(P) — 1. Hence (6.23)
holds. We now show that P’ is (d, j)-admissible.
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We begin with verifying (6.6) for P" € P;. We may write P’ = P(- 4+ ¢h) — P, for some P € P;
and € € {0,1}. By (6.26) and (6.6) for P € P; we obtain

AgV6ANTT < |0(P)| < Agd AN, (6.28)

We now verify (6.7) for @1, Q5 € P with £(Q7) # £(Q3). We may write
Qll =Q1(-+e1h) - P, and le =Qa2(-+e3h) — P (6.29)

for some Q1,Q2 € P; and 1,62 € {0,1}. By (6.26) we have £(Q}) = £(Q1) and £(Q%) = £(Q2).
Then ¢(Q1) # ¢(Q2) and by (6.7) for Q1,Q2 € P; we deduce

AgtSANTTT < 10(Q)) — Q)] < Agd~ AN, (6.30)

We finally verify (6.8) for Q1,Q5 € P; as in (6.29) such that Q) # Q5 and £(Q7) = £(Q5) = L.
By (6.26) we see that £(Q1) = £(Q2) = ¢. Since P is (d, j)-admissible, using (6.6), we also have

AGLeANTTT <) < A AN, (6.31)
Recall that §'0°N/C? < |h| < &' N, where §' > 0 is an arbitrarily small number such that &' < §*/C.
Set ¢ := 6M(CM)~! for a large number M > 1, which will be chosen later.
First suppose Q1 = Q2. Then £1 # £3 and deg(Q] — Q%) = j — 1. Furthermore £(Q} — Q%) =
jh(er — e2) implying |6(Q5 — Q4)| = j¢h] and so by (6.31),
31(AoCoM)THAFMFEN I < [j0h] <[] Ag(CM) MM AN (6.32)
and this verifies (6.8) in the case Q1 = Q2.

Now suppose Q1 # Q2 so that deg(@Q1 — Q2) = j — 1 and (6.8) holds for £(Q1 — Q2); that is,
AGISANTTITL < 10(Q1 — Q2)| < Agd—ANI—IHL, (6.33)
Taking M := max{24,2|j|A3} in (6.32), we see that |j¢h| < 1AJ'6ANII+if C > 1 is large
enough.
In this case, £(Q] — Q5) = £(Q1 — Q2) + jhl(e1 — €2) and so
[£(Q1 — Q2)| — [5ilh] < [6(Q) — @3)| < [6(Q1 — Q2)] + [5(hl.
From (6.33) and [j¢h| < $ A7 6AN?=9+1 we conclude

%AaléANd‘j“ <0Q) — Qh)| < %Aoé‘ANd‘j“. (6.34)

This verifies (6.8) in the case Q1 # Q2.

In either case, we see that deg(Q] — Q%) = j—1 and (see (6.32) and (6.34)) we can find a tolerance
pair (A, A’) for P’ depending on the tolerance (Ag, A) of P and the constants C' and M such that

(Ap) VNI < 0(Q) - Q)] < Aps NI (6.35)
holds, establishing (6.8).
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Proof of the conclusion from (ii). Suppose that the collection P is of type II. Then deg(Py) = ... =
deg(P,) = j and v(P) = (0,...,0,v;(P),0,0,...) with v;(P) > 1. To establish (6.24) we will
proceed in a similar way as in (i). If P € P = P; and ¢(P) # £(Py), then
deg(P — P1) = deg(P(- + h) — P1) = j,
(P = P) =L(P(-+ h) — P1) = ((P) — {(P).
If P € P =P;and {(P) = {(P;), then by the fact that P is (d, j)-admissible and by (6.8) we see
that

(6.36)

deg(P— P1) <j, and deg(P(-+h)—P1)<j. (6.37)

This shows that vi(P’) > 0 for all k € [j — 1] and v;(P’) = v;(P) — 1. Hence (6.24) holds. We now
show that P’ is (d, j)-admissible.

We begin with verifying (6.6) for P’ € P;. We may write P’ = P(- 4+ eh) — Py for some P € P;
such that ¢(P) # ¢(Py) and € € {0,1}. Since P is (d,j)-admissible, using (6.36) and (6.7) (with
{(P) — £(P1) in place of £(P) — £(Q)) we obtain (6.28) which is (6.6) for P’ € P},

We now verify (6.7) for @1, Q5 € P with £(Q) # £(Q3). As in (6.29) we may write Q7 = Q1(- +
e1h)—Py, and Q5 = Q2(-+e2h)— P for some Q1,Q2 € P; and e1,¢2 € {0,1} such that £(Q1) # ¢(P1)
and £(Q2) # ¢(P1). By (6.36) we have £(Q}) = £(Q1) — £(P1) and £(Q5) = £(Q2) — £(P1). Then
2(Q1) # £(Q2) and (6.30) is verified by appealing to (6.7) (with £(Q1)—¥¢(Q2) in place of £(P)—£(Q)).

We finally verify (6.8) for Q1,Q5 € P; as in (6.29) such that Q) # @5 and £(Q]) = £(Q5) = L.
By (6.36), £(Q1) — £(P1) = £(Q2) — £(P1) = £ and since P is (d, j)-admissible, we see that ¢ satisfies
(6.31). Now by following the last part of the proof from (i), we conclude that (6.35) holds.

Proof of the conclusion from (iii). Suppose that the collection P is of type III. Then deg(Py) = ... =
deg(P,,) = j and v(P) = (0,...,0,v;(P),0,0,...) with v;(P) = 1, thus £(P1) = ... = £(P,,) := L.
To establish (6.25) we will proceed in a similar way as in (i) and (ii). If P € P; and ¢(P) = ¢, then
(6.31) holds for £ and once again (6.37) holds. This in turn implies that v;_1 (P’) > 0 and vx(P’) =0
for all k # 7 — 1. Hence (6.25) holds. We now show that P’ is (d, j — 1)-admissible.

We begin with verifying (6.6) (or equivalently (6.28) with j replaced by j —1) for P’ € P;_;. We
may write P’ = P(- +¢h) — P, for some P € P; such that ¢(P) = ¢(P;) and € € {0,1}. Then
Py =4(P(-+eh)— P) =P — Py)+ jhte. (6.38)

As in (i) we have §'62N/C? < |h| < ' N, where §' := 6™ (CM)~* for a large number M > 1, which
will be chosen later. Furthermore if P # P;, then Aj'0ANI=I+1 < |((P — Py)| < Ags~ANI—I+1
since P is (d, j)-admissible and so (6.8) holds with @ = P;. This takes care of the case ¢ = 0.

If e =1 and P = Py, then (6.32) gives the desired bound for |¢(P’)|. When P # P;, we use the
upper bound from (6.32)

7] < [j]Ag(CM)~LgM~ANd=i+1 < %Aalé‘ANd‘j“ (6.39)

when M = max(24,2|j]A3) and C > 1 chosen large enough. Thus, as before, condition (6.6) holds
for P’ with some tolerance pair (Aj, A’) as desired.
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For Q) # Q% € P;_,, we may write Q] = Q1(- + £1h) — Py, and Q4 = Q2(- + e2h) — P; for some
Q1,Q2 € P; and 51,52 € {0, 1} such that £(Q1) = £(Q2) = £(P1) = £. We have £(Q1 — P1) — £(Q2 —
Py) = £(Q1 — Q) and so by (6.38),

0(Q) —UQ5) = UQ1 — Q2) + jhl(er — £2). (6.40)

We consider two cases.

If Q1 = Q2, then necessarily |e; —e2| = 1 and so £(Q]) # £(Q%), deg(Q} — Q%) = j— 1 and (6.32)
shows that (6.7) holds for Q, Q3 € P;_;

If Q1 # Q2, then Ay 'SANTITL < |4(Q1 — Q2)| < Agd~AN?=3+1 since P is (d, j)-admissible and
so (6.8) holds with P = @1 and @ = Q2. From (6.39), we see that £(Q}) # ¢(Q%) and (6.40) implies
that (6.7) holds for @1, Q5 € Pj_;.

In either case, we see that (6.8) is vacuously satisfied by P’ and (6.7) holds for Q1,Q5 € P;_,
with (necessarily) £(Q}) # £(Q%).

Concluding, we are able to find a tolerance pair (Af, A’) for P’ depending on the tolerance (Ag, A)
of P and the constants C' and M such that the required estimates for (6.38) and (6.40) hold. This
completes the proof of Proposition 6.20. O

6.2. Degree-lowering. Here, we establish a modulated version of the inverse theorem, which will
imply Theorem 6.1.

Theorem 6.41 (Inverse theorem for modulated (m + 1)-linear forms). Let N > 1 be a scale, and
let 0 <6 <1, méeZsy andn € N be given. Let P :={P1,...,Pn} and Q := {Q1,...,Qn} be

collections of polynomials such that
1<degP; <...<degP,, <degQi < ...<degQy.

Let fo, f1,--+, fm € L°(K) be 1-bounded functions supported on an interval I C K of measure
Ng := N8 Pm  Forn € Z, we define an (m + 1)-linear form corresponding to the triple (P, Q; N)
and a frequency vector & = (&1,...,&,) € K™ by

AZS (for- s fom) = /fo Hfz x — Pi( (Z@QJ )du[N]() (). (6.42)

Forn = 0 we set Q = 0 and we simply write AP;N(fO,...,fm) = Ap.n(fo,..., fm) as in (6.2).
Suppose that

AR (for s )| = 6. (6.43)
Then there exists a C1 = C (’P) > 1 such that
o e * full ey 2 697, (6.44)

for any N1 = §¢ Ne v with C' > C.

If necessary we will also write A%ffv(fo, ces fm) = 7) N n1(fo, ..., fm) in order to emphasise that
the functions fy, fi1,..., fm are supported on I.
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We first show how the Gowers box norms control the dual functions. The dual function, or more
precisely the m-th dual function, corresponding to (6.42) is defined as

Fi@) = [ Fiy@dun), ek (6.45)
where
FS @) = o+ Pala)) [[ 512 o) + Pre( 3 6Qs0)) (6.46)

Proposition 6.47 (Gowers box norms control the dual functions). Let N > 1 be a scale, and let
0<d6<1,d,meZ; withm>2andn € N be given. Let P :={P1,...,Pn} and Q := {Q1,...,Qn}
be collections of polynomials such that P is (d,d)-admissible and

1<degP; <...<degP,, <deg@: <...<deg@,.

Let fo, fi,.-, fm € L°(K) be 1-bounded functions supported on an interval I C K of measure
No := NdePu  For ¢ € K, let FS, be the dual function defined in (6.45). Suppose that (6.43) is
satisfied. Then for the exponent s € Z, which appears in the conclusion of Theorem 6.10, we have

£, >, §0r(D)
Il @ &P 87 (6.48)

where H; ~ 697 Ndea(Pm) for i ¢ [s +1].

Proof. By changing the variables © — x + P, (y) in (6.42) we may write

AR Goont) = 5 [ ([ Foa@bion ) f(o)in(o)

By the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality (observing once again that || fm”%?(K) < Np), we have

[ P @ Ffesa @i (on. ) a)

= |A7%:§V(f07f17 "7fm—17F7§’L)|7

where in the last step we changed variables 2 — 2 — P,,(y1). Denote g, := F5, and g9 = fj
for j € [m —1],. Our strategy will be to reduce the matter to Theorem 6.10 with the family P.
Observe that g; is a 1-bounded function and ||g;|| 1) < No for all j € [m],. Changing the variables
2z — x + h in the definition of A%f\, and averaging over h € [Hyy1] where Hy, 1 = §9() NPesPm e
have

64 < |AP N(goa ... ag’m)|2

<L/
~ No K2

where in the last line we have used the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality in the x and y variables, noting
that  — go(z + h) is supported a fixed dilate of I for every h € [Hsy1]. By another change of
variables we obtain

ME 2
Kgo(x +h) ng‘(ﬁf +h = Pi(y))dpm, ., (h)| dun (y)du(z),

/ AP;N(Ath; ey Ahgm)dV[HS+1](h) 2 54.
K
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Now we may find a measurable set X C [H;41] such that
[Ap.N(Angos - -y Angm)| Z &

for all h € X and vy, )(X) 2 6. Since Apg; is a 1-bounded function and |[Ang;lL1 k) S No for
all j € [m],, we may invoke Theorem 6.10 and conclude that

On(1)
@ = 1Brgmlioe, (1) 2P 0T

for all h € X, where H; o~ §97 (D Ndee(Pm) for j € [s]. Averaging over h € X and using vz, ,(X) 2
5%, we obtain

s+1 s
||F§l||2|:|f§1] ](I) - /KHAhFSlH%le [Hs](I)dU[HS+1](h) 27) 507;(1)7

b [Hey1

which is (6.48) as desired. O

We first establish a simple consequence of the oscillatory integral bound (3.1) which will be
important later.

Lemma 6.49. Let N > 1 be a scale, m € Zy and n € N be given. Let P := {Py,..., Py} and
Q:={Q1,...,Qn} be collections of polynomials such that

1<degP <...<degP,, <degQi < ...<degQ,. (6.50)
Define the multiplier corresponding to the families P and Q as follows:

R 20 = [ e( 36RO+ X 600 )i )

where ¢ = (€1, -, Cm) EK™ and € = (&1,...,&,) € K™, Let 0 < 6 <1 and suppose that
Iy 2(¢.0)] = 6. (6.51)

Then there exists a large constant A 2p o 1 such that
NG| S 574, for  j€[n], (6.52)
NEsED| G <674, for e [m]. '

Proof. Fix an element « € K such that |« = N and make the change of variables y — ay to write

my (.8 = /Bl(o)e(ZCiPi(ay)+;§j62j(ay))du(y)-

i=1
Define R(y) := 21" GPi(y) +>27_1 §;Q;(y). Then R(y) may be rewritten as

deg Qn

Ry)= Y a(®)y

=1
The oscillatory integral bound (3.1) implies

deg Qn —1/degQn
> (6.53)

mZ2(c.€)] < <1+ S la(R)N
=1
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Hence (6.51) implies max; | ¢;(R)|N! < 6~ where d. = deg Q,, and the maximum is taken over all
I € [deg(Qy)]. From this, we see that for any sufficiently large A > d.,

|ci(R)|N' < 674/A (6.54)
for all [ € [deg(@n)]-
Using (6.50) we observe that
Cace @, (R) =Y cacgq, (Qr)k, for j € [n]), (6.55)
k=
Cdeg P; (R) = Z Cdeg P; (Qk)gk + Z Cdeg P; (Pk)Cka for je [[mﬂ (656)
k=1 k=j

Using (6.55) for j = n, we see that (6.54) implies (6.52) for N9¢&@=|¢, |. Inductively we now deduce,
using (6.55), that (6.54) implies that (6.52) holds for all N9¢€@i|¢;|| j € [n]. Similarly, using (6.56)
and (6.54), we see that that the second displayed equation in (6.52) holds. O

The key ingredient in the proof of Theorem 6.41 will be a degree-lowering argument, which reads
as follows.

Theorem 6.57 (Degree-lowering argument). Let N > 1 be a scale and let 0 < 6 <1, m € Z; and
n € N be given. Let P := {Py,...,Pn} and Q := {Q1,...,Qn} be collections of polynomials such
that

1<degP; <...<degP,, <deg@Q: < ...<deg@,.

For ¢ € K", let FS, be the dual function from (6.45) corresponding to the form (6.42) and 1-bounded
functions fo, f1,..., fm—1 € L°(K) supported on an interval I C K of measure Ny := N9&Fm
Suppose that for some integer s € Z, one has

||F§1||D[SH1] lllll (D) 20, (6.58)

where H; ~ 697 Nae(Pn) for i € [s]. Then
FSllgs- P 6.59
Ellarss o RP (6.59)

Assuming momentarily Theorem 6.57 we prove Theorem 6.41.

Proof of Theorem 6.41. Our goal is to prove (6.44) when

8 < AR (for- s fm)l-

The proof is by induction on m € Z,. We divide the proof into two steps. In the first step we
establish the base case for m = 1. In the second step we will use Theorem 6.57 to establish the
inductive step.
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Step 1. Assume that m = 1 so that Ny = N9€"1_ For ¢ € K and ¢ = (£1,...,&,) € K" we define
the multiplier

(6.6 = [ o= P + 60 )duw )
K =

We now express

AR (a0.01) = Nyt [ (=0 (O (€. )du(0)
Using the Cauchy—-Schwarz inequality and Plancherel’s theorem we see

AR5 (90, 91)] < Ny Yllgoll 2o llgrllzey  sup )|mN(C7§)|' (6.60)

¢esupp (gogi

When K is non-archimedean, let ¢(z) = 1pj(x) = 1p,(0)(x) so that $(¢) = Lj(&§). When K is
archimedean, choose a Schwartz function ¢ : K — K such that

IO <@(Q) <1(Q),  (ek
For a scale M, we set ppr(z) = M~ 1o(M~'z) when K = R and when K = C, we set ¢ (2) =
M~1o(M~1/2z). When K is non-archimedean, we set ¢y (z) = M~ 1y (z).

Consider two scales M; ~ §¢ Ndeg P gnd Ny ~ §2¢ Ndeg Pl/C. Then we obtain
§ < [ABS (fo, f)| < MBS (fo, oan, * )| + [AZR (fo, F1 — oar, = fo)-
Note that
AR (o oan * 1)) < N foll ooy llens, * fill iy < N lleas, = fill o)
and
loan * fillorwy < lloan * piny * filloigy + [1(@an — oan * ) * fillo k)
Sl * fillorg) + C159 Ny,

since orr, — @ar * ;) = 0 when K is non-archimedean and when K is archimedean, we have the
pointwise bound

_ _ _ -10
loan, (@) = o, * ppny ()] S O7H6C M (1 4+ My )
If C > 1 is sufficiently large then we may write
8 SIAZK (for FOI < No Ml * Fill ey + (AR (for fr — oan, * fu)]. (6.61)
By (6.60) we have that

AZS (for fr—onn * OIS sup [mn (G, (6.62)
CeK:[¢|> My

since || follL2x) < Nol/2 and || f1|| L2x) < N01/2_ We now prove that

sup Imn (¢, 6] < 62 (6.63)
CeK:[¢|> Mt

Suppose that inequality (6.63) does not hold, then one has
Imn (¢, 6)| 2 6°
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for some ¢ € K so that |¢| > M;'. Then Lemma 6.49 implies N8 71 |¢| < §~4 for some large, fixed
A > 1 by (6.52). Since M; = ¢ NP1 we have 6~¢ < 6~4 which is a contradiction if C' > A.
Thus (6.63) holds.

Hence by (6.63), (6.62) and (6.61), we see that

§ < N Iy * fill o
which establishes Theorem 6.41 when m = 1.

Step 2. We now assume that Theorem 6.41 is true for m — 1 in place of m for some integer m > 2.
Using Theorem 6.57 we show that this implies Theorem 6.41 for m > 2. Note that bound (6.43)
implies inequality (6.48) from Proposition 6.47. Now by Theorem 6.57 applied s — 2 times we may
conclude that

jad >_ s0p(1)
|, ||IZI[H iy (1) 2P d

where Hy, Hy ~ §97 (1) Ndeg P By Lemma 5.1 we can find a & € K such that
NgH ES )] 2P 8070, (6.64)

since Ny = N9¢8Pm_ By definitions (6.45) and (6.46) and making the change of variables x
x — P (y) we may write

Ny Fi ) = Vo [ [ S et digy ()anta)

- NG // M, fol "i_ffz v)e(&Pu(v) +Z£JQJ )) i) () ()

IA%/ (Mg, fo, f1,- -5 fm—1),
where Mg, fo(x) := e(—&z)fo(@), P’ := P\ {Pn}, @ = QU{Pn}, & = (&0,&,...,&) € K+
and M := Nde8(Pm)=deg(Pn-1) The parameter N} := NoM ! is what appears in the m-linear form
A%/f\, We note that N} = NdesFm—1,

Thus (6.64) implies

1|AQ’ (M50f07f17--.,fm_1)|250(1)_

By translation invariance we may assume that all functions fo, fi,..., fin—1 are supported in [Np].
We can partition [No] = Uyepry Ex into L o M sets, each with measure >~ Nj contained in an
interval Ij, lying in an O(N{) neighbourhood of Ej. Furthermore Ej is an O(N;) neighbourhood
of a set Fy such that u(Ex \ ) S N1 and supp(Lg, * un,)) € Ex. Here Ny ~ §OP (1) deg(P1)
In the non-archimedean setting, this decomposition is straightforward; in this case, we can take
Fy, = Ey, = Ij,. If fact if Ny = ¢ and Nj = q"o_f so that M = ¢, then

[No] = Bgno(0) = | Byno—e(x)
T€F
gives our partition of [Ny] where F = {z = Zf;é z;m "0t sz € og/mi}. Note #F = ¢° = M.
When K = R, one simply decomposes the interval [No] = [~No, No| into M subintervals (Ex)re[r]

of equal length and then extend and shrink to obtain intervals I} and Fj with the desired properties.
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When K = C, the set [Ny] is a disc and the decomposition is not as straightforward but not
difficult to construct by starting with a mesh of squares of side length \/N_(’) which cover [Np]. It is
important that for this case (when K = C) that we allow the sets Ej and Fj, to be general sets (not
necessarily intervals) with the above properties. The picture should be clear.

Hence by changing variables  — x + P;(y) and then back again,

M7IASS (Mg fou f1y s fine1)

m—1
= Nyt Z/[E Meofol ) [T fitz— (§0P +Z£]QJ )du[zv]() p()
kX i=1

ke[L]
m—1
_le/ £ (@)g" (z = Pu(y Hff:z:— ' ( +Z§JQ3 ) N (W)dp(x)

K2

ke[L] i=

_M ZAQ,NIIC fOug f27-'_7f7l%_1)7
ke[L]

where f(]f = Mfofo]llk’ka = f2]11k7" .y 7’%_1 = fm*l]l[k and gk = flﬂE'k

By the pigeonhole principle there exists Ly C [L] such that #Lg 2, 597 (M M and for every k € Lo
we have

A S (fh " o fE )] 2 607 @
By the inductive hypothesis, we have
(N(S)ilH,LL[Nﬂ * (fl]lEk)HLl(K) Z 507’,(1)
for every k € Lo and for every Ny = 6¢ N8 "1 with C > () (P'). Note that
(No) ™Ml * (Fi(le, = L)) S Ni(Ng)™H < 6 (6.65)
and hence for C' > 1 large enough,
(Né)ilup’[]vl] * (fll]'Fk)HLl(]K) Z 5OP(1) for every ke LO-

Now we can sum over k € Lo, using the bound #Lo 2 6°) M and the pairwise disjoint supports of
(e * (f1lE,))kepr], We obtain

A0 N OIS IES o D TR AT e

D) -

ZM_ Z NO _1H/'L[N1]* fI]]-Fk HLl(K) 2 507’(1)7
keLo

which by (6.65) yields

No |y *leLl(K z 7O,

as desired. O

We now state two auxiliary technical lemmas which will be needed in the proof of Theorem
6.57. For w = (w1,...,wy,) € {0,1}" and h = (h1,...,h,) € K", we write w-h = >_"" | w;h; and
l—w=(1-wi,...,1—wy).
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Lemma 6.66. Let N > 1 be a scale and let 0 < § < 1, m € Zy with m > 2, n € N and scales
Hy, ..., H, with each H; < N be given. Assume that ¢ : X — R is a measurable function defined on
a measurable set X C H =[] [H;]. Let P :={Pi,..., Py} and Q :={Q1,...,Qn} be collections
of polynomials. For & € K", let FS, be the dual function defined in (6.45) that corresponds to the
form (6.42) and 1-bounded functions fo, fi,..., fm—1 € L°(K) supported on an interval I C K of
measure Ng := N8 Pm  Suppose that

/X ]N51A2F§(¢(h))]2d(® u[Hi]) (h) > 6. (6.67)
i=1
Then
/ ’Nol/ Fo(z;hy b e(=(h, K )z)du(x) 2d(®u[H.])®2(h, n') > 500, (6.68)
n(X) K i=1 ' -
where
0, (X) := {(h, WYe H* :w-h+(1—w)-h' € X for every w € {0, 1}"},
and
m—1
Ep(x;h, W) /Ah, nfo(@+ Pm(y) [T A _nfile = Pi(y) + Pn(y))dppn (),
i=1

Yy = (—1)‘”‘¢w~h+(1—w)~h’).

we{0,1}m

Proof. We shall write v, := @;_; v(a,]- Using (4.2), (6.45) and (6.46) we see that the left-hand side
of (6.67) can be written as

2n+1

1
N_02/K2”+1 /Kz/nGo(sc,z,h;y)dyn(h)du(:zz)du( )d:“[N] (y)

where for y = (¥(w,0), Y(w,1))wef0,1}» € K2n+1, z,z € K and h € K". We have set

Go(w, 2, hiy) == Tx(h)e(—p(h)(w —2))  [[ C¥IES, ., @+h-w)Fhy., (2 +h-w).
we{0,1}m™

Write elements in X as (hi,h) with hy € K and apply the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality in all but
the hy variable (noting that (x, z) — Go(x, 2, h; y) is supported in a product of intervals of measure
~ NZ) to conclude

1 n
e Lo L] s b, ada@) 5 @) 2090, (669)
0 JK2" JK2 JKn—1

where
2

Ho(z, 2z, h;y) ‘/Go (z, 2, (h1, h); y)dvig,(h1)|
and
Go(, 2, (h1, h);y) := Lx(hy, h)e(—p(h1, h)(z — 2))

X H CIwIFﬁm 3Y(1,,0) (CL‘ + (hlv h) ) (17(“)))F§L§y(1,u,1) (Z + (h17 h) ’ (17‘*"))
we{0,1}n—1
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for ¥ = (Y(1,0,0) ¥(1,0,1)) G w)e{o,1}37 € K2" and z,z, hy € K, h € K" '. Expanding the square and
changing variables x — 2z — hy and z — z — h; we may rewrite (6.69) as

1
—2/ / / Gi(x,z,h1, hy, by )du[ ](hl,hl)dl/n_l(h)du(:v)du( )du[N] (y)
NO K2" K2 Kn+1
> 500, (6.70)
where
Gl(xvzvhlvh’/lvh'y) = ]lX(h’h h)]lX(hlla h)e(_(¢(hla h) - (b(hllvh’))(x - Z))

X H C' |Ah’ h1 1§1y(1 .0) ({E—Fh M)Ah’ h1 g79(1“;1)(’2_‘—}’"“})'
we{0,1}n—1

Tteratively, for each i € {2,...,n}, we apply the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality in all but the h; variable
to conclude that

1
vz L Gal s by ) 0. 2 690,
o Jk2 Jk2 JO,(x

where

Gn(x7 2, hu h/; Y, y/) = AZ/—}LF’S’L;y(x)AZ’thsL;y/ (Z)e(_w((hﬂ h/))(‘r - Z))
We have arrived at (6.68), completing the proof of the lemma ]

The following lemma is a slight variant of a result found in [37].

Lemma 6.71. Given a scale N >1,0< 6 <1, m € Zy withm > 2, n € N and scales Hy, ..., Hy 41
with each H; < N. We assume for every i € [n] that ¢; : K® — K is a measurable function
independent of the wvariable h; in a vector h = (hy,...,h,) € K*. Let P := {P1,...,P,} and
Q = {Q1,...,Qn} be collections of polynomials. For & € K" let FS, be the dual function defined

n (6.45) that corresponds to the form (6.42) and 1-bounded functions fo, f1,..., fm-1 € L°(K)
supported on an interval I C K of measure Ny = NP Suppose that

/Kn ‘NFAZFS%(Z%(’”L))‘Qd(éym])(h) > 5. (6.72)
i=1 i=1

Then

Proof. We shall write as before v, := @), v, and also let p,, := (S pr;)- Expanding the
Fejér kernel we may write the left-hand side of (6.72) as

7= / ) \Nalfzﬁ(imm)fdvn(m

:‘/K2
1

‘F/K R ES (@) A F)e sz (h = )@ = 2) ) dp? (h, W )dpu() dp(2).

N'AT L FE (Z(pz (h — h')} w2 (h, )
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We apply the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality in the z,z and h’ variables and Corollary 4.7 to deduce
that

n 1 w n n
<< /K o I e B @A B (2)) dpi (0 R, ) dp()dp(z)

— 2
Ng wef{0,1}n
1
=~z [ Az b B R W)B(, 2, B O D B dp(@)dp()dpg (B0, b, W) dpag (),

0 JK3n
where
Az, 2, b h© D Ry = / ¢l {Azg})_h, (an(x FRO B

K* wefo,13n-1

X P+ Bl — W) B (2 4+ W, = W) B (= + bl — 1)) [ a2, (85, ),

Bla,zh®n0 )= [T elanch | (IFS @ PIFS()R)].

h(")—p!
w’e{0,1}n1

Since A > 0, we see that

72" <N;? Az, 2,0y, KO D B ) dp(x)du(2)dps® (RO, R Y 1Y dpg, (B,)

s Tony
K3n

1

=2 el [A"—l (F,g(x + ROV FS (x + hl)
0 JKrsn+1

R —p
w’e{0,1}n—1
X B, (2 + W) FS, (= + ) ) | dia(w)dpa(2) dps (K, b (R)
1
=3 / C(x, 2, B h W W) du(z)dp(z)dps? (W, B D) dpe, 1 (1),
NO K3n+1

where
Cla,z, b0 W)= [ ¢ [AZ;})_MA,L;_,LZ (F,%(a:)FﬁL(z))}.
w’G{O,l}"*l
In the penultimate equality we made the change of variables z — x — h® + R/, and z — 2z — h0 + h!,.
Now proceeding inductively we see that

" 1 ., .
< [ AR ) N R (e i) ().
NO K2n+2
Inserting an extra average in the x variable and using the pigeonhole principle to fix z, it follows
that

I2 < F / Ath’F% (Z) / Ah—h/FSL (‘T + w)d/'[/[Hn+l] (w)dufo(h, h/)du(.’li)
0 Jr2n+1 K

To conclude we apply the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality to double the w variable and so

n+1 n+1 1 n
% <I < _/ AhffleSz(UC)ngil(ha h)dp(x) = HFszHunﬂ -
0 JK2n+3 [Hyl, o [Hpq1]

This completes the proof of the lemma. O

Proof of Theorem 6.57. The proof is by induction on m € Z,. The proof will consists of several
steps. We begin by establishing the following claim.
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Claim 6.73. Let N > 1 be a scale, 0 < § <1, m € Z;y with m > 2 and n € N be given. Let
P:={P1,...,Pyn} and Q :={Q1,...,Qn} be collections of polynomials such that

1<degP; <...<degP,, <degQi < ...<degQy.

For ¢ € K" let F§, be the dual function defined in (6.45) that corresponds to the form (6.42) and
1-bounded functions fo, f1,- .-, fm—1 € L°(K) supported on an interval I C K of measure Ny =
Ndeg P Suppose that

Ny Y F5(Q)] > 6. (6.74)

Then for any sufficiently large constant C Zp o 1 one has
I¢| So—ON—deePn) - gnd || SSTONTIEQD for gl j € [n]. (6.75)
The proof of Claim 6.73 for each integer m > 2 is itself part of the inductive proof of Theorem
6.57. In the first step we prove Claim 6.73 for m = 2. In the second step we show that Claim 6.73
for all integers m > 2 implies Theorem 6.57, this in particular will establish Theorem 6.57 for m = 2.
In the third step we finally show that Claim 6.73 for all integers m > 3 follows from Claim 6.73 and

Theorem 6.57 for m — 1. Taken together, this shows that Claim 6.73 and Theorem 6.57 hold for
each integer m > 2, completing the proof of Theorem 6.57.

Step 1. We now prove Claim 6.73 for m = 2. Here Ny = N9 For (;,(, € K and ¢ € K" we
define the multiplier

mx (66, = [

B

o (= GPia) + GPalay) + 3 6Q5(w))du)

where a € K satisfies || = N. By definitions (6.45) and (6.46) and making the change of variables
z = x — Py(y) we may write

Ny UES (o) = Nyt /K /K FE (2)e(—Co)dpupy) (9)dpa(x)

= N;" [ Rl = R cmn (GG
By the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and Plancherel’s theorem we obtain
3 < NS S N5 ol ll il sup (6o, o)L
which gives for some (; € K that

4 S |mN(<17<27§)|7

since || foll z2)s 1 f1 ]| n2) S No>. Applying Lemma 6.49 with P = {—Py, P} and @ = {Q1,. .., Qn}
we deduce that for every sufficiently large C' 2 1 one has

1G] So"ONTd8ED) forall je[2], and || <o ONTe@Q) forall ;e [n].

This completes the proof of Claim 6.73 for m = 2.
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Step 2. In this step we show that Claim 6.73 for all integers m > 2 implies Theorem 6.57. In view of
Step 1. this will in particular establish Theorem 6.57 for m = 2, which is the base case of our double
induction. As before we shall write v; := @?_, vz, for any j € Z;. Recall that Ny = N°&(Fm)
and note

,,,,,

By (6.58) and the pigeonhole principle there exists a measurable set X C Hf:_f [H;] so that vs_o(X) =
69 and for all h € X one has

-2 O(1
[7AVS F7§1||D[2H5,1],[Hs](1> > 9.

Here we used that supp FS, is a subset of an interval whose measure is at most O(Ny). By Lemma
5.1 we have
—_—

Ny | A2ES, > 90,

||L°°(]K) ~
Next we claim that there is a countable set F C K, depending on N and ¢ such that
/\
sup Ny ! [A; 72 FE ()] 2 6 (6.76)
pEF

for some absolute constant Cy € Z, and for all h € X. When K is non-archimedean, we take

L1
F = U{z: szijK:zjeoK/mK}
M>1 j=—M

where Ng = ¢*. Let # € I = By, (7). For any ¢ € K, we have ( € BN[;1(C0) for some (y € F. Note
that

e(—=Cx) = e(—ato)e(=(z — 20)(¢ — o)) e(=20(C = C0)) = e(=zCo)e(—20(C — (o))

—_— —_—
since |(z — 20)(¢ — Co)| < NoNy ' =1 and e = 1 on og. Therefore |A;2F5 (C)] = |AS2F5 (¢o)|
since AZ‘QFm is supported in I whenever h € X. This shows that (6.76) holds for non-archimedean
fields.

When K = R, we take F := TyZ, where
Ty := 6% (CN,) .

for a sufficiently large constant C' > 1. When K = C, we take F := T} Z? where T} := (50"(0\/ No)~ L.
By the Lipschitz nature of characters on R or C, we again see that (6.76) holds in the archimedean
cases. In particular, there exists a measurable function ¢ : X — F so that

/\
No | ART2 RS (6(R))] 2 0% (6.77)
for all h € X. If necessary, we may additionally assume that the range of ¢ is finite.

By Lemma 6.66 it follows that
2

/ ‘No_l/Fm(f;hah’)e(—%b((hah’))w)dﬂ(w) v (h,h') 2 690,
O._2(X) K
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where

(s 1Y) /A 2, fole + P HA 2, 0i(@ = Pi(y) + Pua(9))dpn (4),

Y= Y (—1)‘W‘¢(w-h+(1—w)-h’)).

we{0,1}5—2

Thus by the pigeonhole principle, there exists a measurable set Xy C [, »(X) with %%, (X) >
690 such that for every (h,h') € X, one has

> 50

N [ s W (= ) (o)
By Claim 6.73 there is a ¢ := ¢, s > 1 such that for each (h, k') € Xy, one has
[ ((h, B))| Sy 6N e8P,
By the pigeonhole principle there exists h’' € Hf;l [H;] and a measurable set
Xo(h'):={h e X :(hh')€ Xo and [((h,]'))| S N~ desPm)}
satisfying us_g(Xo(h')) > 59U Since ¥((h, h')) € F we see that

ne Jxsw)

keK
where K = [O(6-°M)] N Z when K = R. In this case, XF(h') := {h € X : ¢((h,h')) = Tok}. When
K = C, we have K = [0(67°M)|NZ? and XF(R') := {h € X : ¢((h, 1)) = Tik}. Finally when K is
non-archimedean,

—1

K= [0 D) n{k= Y ki €K:k;€ox/mx}
j=—M

and XE(W) :={h € X :¢((h,h')) = ntk}.

Thus by the pigeonhole principle there is kg € K such that v, (X (1)) 2 6°D. When K = R,
this shows that 1 (h, h') = Toko =: ¢y, for all h € Xg°(h'). When K = C, we have ¢(h, h') = Tiko
for all h € XF (') and when K is non-archimedean, ¢(h, h') = wlko for all h € Xt (h'). We will
denote these values by ¢,, in all cases.

Set

r(h ) = (<1 S ()@ b (1= w) 1)) + (1)

wef{0,1}°72
UJ1:O

and, for i = s — 2] \ {1}, set

Gilh, ) = (=17 S ()Ml ((w - h+ (1= w) 1)
we{0,1}* *2\{0}

wi=...=w;—1=1
w;=0
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Note that 1; does not depend on h; and we can write

h) = i "/Jz(hv h/)
=1

Averaging (6.77) over X := X¥(h’) and using positivity, we obtain

/\ 2
> [ N5 8 o) a2 690
X

No_lm( Sif Yi(h, h/)) }2611/572(}1)
i=1

Invoking Lemma 6.71 we conclude that

3
HFmHD[Zf} (1) ~

Step 3. Gathering together the conclusions of Step 1. and Step 2. (for m = 2), we see that the
base step of a double induction has been established. In this step we shall illustrate how to establish
the inductive step. We assume that Claim 6.73 and Theorem 6.57 hold for m — 1 in place m for
some integer m > 3. Then we will prove that Claim 6.73 holds for m > 3, which in view of Step
2. will allow us to deduce that Theorem 6.57 also holds for m > 3. This will complete the proof of
Theorem 6.57.

Recall that Ny = N9e(Pm) By definitions (6.45) and (6.46) and making the change of variables
x = x — P, (y) we may write

Ny ES (Gn) = Nyt / F,.y(@)e(—Cma)dp(@)dpn (v)

=Ny / Mcmfo ti:]l:lfz ( +Z§]Q] )dN[N]() (CL‘)

e MAZE e o frr - f ),
where MCme(QT) = e(_Cm-I)fO(Z); P =P \ {Pm}v Ql = Q U {Pm}a 5/ = (Cmaglv cee 75") € Kn+1
and M = NON(’)_1 where N is the scale Ndc&(Fm-1),

Thus (6.74) implies

AR (M, fo, froe s fne)] 2 690,

As in the proof of Theorem 6.1, by the pigeonhole principle, we can find an interval I’ C K of
measure about N} such that

AR S (fos e fr )] 2890,
where f6 = MCme]lI”fi = fl]ll’u' --7fm—1 = fm—lllll.

Consequently, by Proposition 6.47, there exists an s € Z such that

¢ o(1
IEmllos, vy R0 )

,,,,,
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where FiLl is the dual function respect the form A%jff\;yl/(fé, fly.. ff ) and H; o~ §9» (1) Ndeg(Pm—1)
for i € [s]. By the induction hypothesis (for Theorem 6.57) we deduce that

¢ 0(1)
|\Fm_1||D[2H1]Y[H2](N(g) 26,

which in turn by Lemma 5.1 implies

(N3 |FE 1 (G| 26900
for some (,,—1 € K. By the induction hypothesis (for Claim 6.73) we deduce that
¢ < 07C N~ deal®) forall je[m]\[m—2], and
&1 S 0TONTIEL) forall j € [nl,

which in particular implies (6.75) and we are done. O

7. SOBOLEV ESTIMATES

As a consequence of the L>°-inverse theorem from the previous section we establish some Sobolev
estimates, which will be critical in the proof of Theorem 1.3.

We begin with a smooth variant of Theorem 6.1. When K is archimedean, we fix a Schwartz
function ¢ on K so that

1y(6) <€) <1y(f), EeK

When K = R, we set pn(z) = N~lp(N~1z) for any N > 0 and when K = C, we set pn(z) =
N=Yp(N~Y/22) for any N > 0. When K is non-archimedean, we set ¢(z) = 1p, (o) (z) so that
P(&) = 1p,(0)(€) and we set pn(z) = N 1 yj(2) for any scale N.

Theorem 7.1 (A smooth variant of the inverse theorem). Let N > 1 be a scale, 0 <6 <1, m € Z4
be given. Let P :={P,..., Py} be a collection of polynomials such that 1 < deg P; < ... < deg P,,.
Let fo, f1,--, fm € L°(K) be 1-bounded functions supported on an interval I C K of measure
No = N9&Pm - Suppose that the (m + 1)-linear form defined in (6.2) satisfies

|Apin (fos-- - fm)] = 6. (7.2)
Then for any j € [m] there exists an absolute constant C; Zp 1 so that
NO71H<PNJ' * fjHLl(K) 27’ 507’(1); (7.3)

where Nj o~ §S N8P provided N 2 6= ().

Proof. By translation invariance we can assume that f; is supported on [No] for every j € [m]. The
proof will consist of two steps. In the first step we will invoke Theorem 6.1 to prove (7.3) for j = 1.
In the second step we will use (7.3) for j = 1 to establish (7.3) for j = 2, and continuing inductively
we will obtain (7.3) for all j € [m].
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Step 1. We first establish (7.3) for j = 1. When K is non-archimedean, this is an immediate
consequence of Theorem 6.1 since pn, = py,) in this case. Nevertheless we make the observation
that

|A"P;N(f07(pN1*fla-'-afm)|25 (74)
holds. In fact we will see that (7.4) holds for any K, non-archimedean or archimedean. First let
us see (7.4) when K is non-archimedean. Suppose that |Ap,n(fo, on, * f1,..., fm)| < ¢d for some

small ¢ > 0. Then, since

J S |A7);N(f05f17" 7fm)| S |A7);N(f0590N1 *flv" ;fm)| + |A73;N(f05f1 — ©N; *fla' "afm)|7

we conclude that |[Ap.n(fo, f1 — ©n, * f1,..-,fm)| 2 9. Therefore Theorem 6.1 implies that
Ny Hlen, * (fi — o, * Mol 2 69 but this is a contradiction since ¢y, * @y, = @, when K
is non-archimedean (in which case ¢n, = Nl_lll[NI]) and so pn, * (f1 — pn, * f1) =0.

We now turn to establish (7.3) for j = 1 when K is archimedean (when K =R or K = C). Let
n: K — [0,00) be a Schwartz function so that fKn =1, 7 =1 near 0 and supp ) C [2]. For ¢ > 0,
we write n;(z) :=t"1n(t~1z) when K = R and () := t2n(t"'z) when K = C. We will also need
a Schwartz function p : K — [0, 00) such that

Tapp—sv (@) < p(x) < 1y (), reK

for some large absolute constant M > 1, which will be specified later. We shall also write p(; () :=
p(t~'z) for t > 0 and z € K.

Let N} ~ Ny when K = R and Njj ~ /Ny when K = C. Observe that (7.2) implies that at least
one of the following lower bounds holds:

|Ap;N (fosony * f1,- s fm) 26, (7.5)
|Ap;N (fo, vy (f1 — oy * 1), s fm) 26,
|Ap;n (fo, (L= pvg))(f1 =y * f1), oo, fm) 2 6.
By Theorem 6.1 it is easy to see that (7.5) yields that

NO_1H<PN1 *leLl(R) Z 57

which in turn will imply (7.3) for j = 1 provided that the remaining two alternatives (7.6) and (7.7)
do not hold. If this is the case, then (7.4) also holds when K = R, C is archimedean.

If the second alternative holds we let fi := p(ny)(fi — ¢n, * f1) and then Theorem 6.1 implies
that

No gy # Fill ooy 20 6%,

with Ny ~ §C1 Ndeg(P1) By the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality (the support of pn/) * f1 is contained
in a fixed dilate of [Ny]), we have

— 2 ’
No 1”“[1\7{] * f{HL?(K) Zp 07,
Let N{' := §4+C1 Ndea(P1) /A for some A > 1 to be determined later. We now show that

2
T S NN S \Jo4/A (7.8)

[y = ppnegy * vy
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We note that for |z| > CNj,
i @) = L < @] = | [ L (2 = ) ()t
and so
/ [Tinyy () = Lpngp * vy ()] dp(x) S Ny
|z|>CN!
When |z| < CNy is small, we use the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality
[ g la) = Ty g @)ldita) S VAT g * (0 = )2

|z|<CN]
and then Plancherel’s theorem,

1% Go = ) ey = [ 11— T O T Pl S VAT
Here we use the facts that 7 = 1 near 0 and the Fourier decay bound for euclidean balls,

TP <€l when K=R and [T[v;(6)* < v/NjJ€|~® when K = C.
This establishes (7.8) and so

N WGy = pgy g ) il ey S Dy = vy w1 ey

<\ NUING S 64 )4

Consequently

5% Zp No Mgy * Fil 2oy S Vo Mgy * g il ey + /04/A,

which for sufficiently large A > C{ yields

HWN“ * fl”[,z(K =P §2%,

Taking Ny := %N{' and using support properties of ¢ and 7, by the Plancherel theorem we may
write (when K = R)

—

Ny Mg Fill ey = No lling (5vp * (0= @3) ) |72y

> N6 7 // ?
~ Mo /R</R<1+N5|§—4|)200'f1<0< PNV )l) du(€)

S Ny HM D £ 172 gy

A similar bound holds when K = C. Therefore

5200 57) NJIHnN{/ " fl < 5100 A+C )

e S

which is impossible if A > 1 is large enough. Thus the second alternative (7.6) is impossible. To see
that the third alternative (7.7) is also impossible observe that

6 S AN (fo, (1= pvgy))(f1 —ony * f1), oo )| S Ny'! /[N, (1= pvy) (@)dp(z) < 6™,

0

which is also impossible if M > 1 is sufficiently large. Hence (7.5) must necessarily hold and we are
done.
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Step 2. Let M > 1 be a large constant to be determined later, and define N’ ~ §¥ N and N/ ~
M Ny. The main idea is to partition the intervals [N] and [Np] into K ~ 6= disjoint intervals of
measure ~ N’ and ~ N, respectively. Such partitions are straightforward when K = R. When K
is non-archimedean, we only need to partition [N] and not [Ny]. Finally when K = C, intervals are
discs and it is not possible to partition a disc into subdiscs and so we will need to be careful with
this technical issue.

We first concentrate on the case when K is non-archimedean. In this case, we only need to
partition [N] and not [Np]. Such a partition was given in the proof of Theorem 6.41. In fact,
choosing ¢ > 1 such that ¢=¢ ~ 6™ and setting N = ¢" so that N’ = ¢"~¢, we have

[N] = Byn(0) = |J Bgne(v)
yeF
which gives a partition of [N] where F = {y = Zf;é y;m " sy € og/mi}. Note #£F = ¢* so
that #F ~ 6~M. Hence Ap.n(fo, Ny * f1y- s fm) =

m

/ / Don, * file — PLy) [ file — Py)du(y)du(o).
y oEF -t (yo)

=2

We observe that oy, * fi(z — Pi(y)) = ¢n, * fi(x — Pi(yo)) for any y € Byn—e(yo) by the non-
archimedean nature of K, if M is chosen large enough depending on P;. Hence, by the pigeonhole
principle, we can find a yo € F such that

5o S, @ = il = Pt Hfz )dply)du(z)| 2.5

Changing variables y — yo + y allows us to write the above as
|A73’N’(f67f2/7"'7f/ )| 2 6 where

Apror (e fone s f /fo Hf £ — PU(y))dpinn (v)dp(z),

with Pj(y) = Pj(yo +y) — Pj(yo), fo(z) = folz )SDNl *fl(iv — Pi(yo)) and f}(x) = fj(z + Pj(yo)).
Note that each fJ’ is supported in a fix dilate of I. In order to apply Theorem 6.1, we require

N’ ~ §MN > 1 and here is where the condition N pe §5-97() is needed. Therefore Theorem 6.1
implies that

No Mg * felligy = Nyl * fllog 2 6090

The equality of L' norms follows from the change of variables # — = + P2(yo). This completes the
proof of (6.4) for j = 2 when K is non-archimedean since fin,] = @,

We now turn to the archimedian case, when K = R or when K = C. Here we argue as in Step 1.
and establish the version of (7.4) for the function fo. More precisely, writing

Ap.N(fo,- - fm) = Ap.N(fo, f1, 08, * fo, ., fn) + Ap.n(fo, f1, f2 — ong * for o) fin)s
the argument in Step 1. shows that (7.2) implies

|Ap. N (fo, f1, 0N, * fa, .. fm)] 2 0. (7.9)

This inequality allows us to reduce matters to showing that (7.2) implies N, * oy * follor ) 2 §0M
since then (7.9) would imply

5O < Ng M v * o, * ol iy < Ny tllens * foll i)
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establishing (7.3) for j = 2.

We give the details when K = C since there are additional technical difficulties alluded to above.
The case R is easier. Given a large, general interval Z in C (that is, Z is a disc with large radius R),
we can clearly find a mesh of K ~ §~ disjoint squares (Sk)kex of side length M/2R which sit
inside Z such that p(Z \ Uyex Sk) < 0°R?. We fix such a mesh of squares (Si)gefx] for [IV] and

a mesh of squares (7});eps for [No] so that

Ap n(fosony * f1yee oy fm) =

v 2 2 [ [ s < - Aw Hfz Au(w)dn(y) + O).

JE[J] ke[K]
Since |Ap.n(fo, Ny * f1,--., fm)| 2 9 by (7.4) and since the number of terms in each sum above is
about 6~ the pigeonhole principle gives us a square Ty in [No] and a square Sy in [N] such that

5w L p@neen « hie - P Hflx— (W))dn(x)du(y)| 2

Write [N']sq = {# € C : |z]c < VN'} where 2| = max(|z|,|y|) for z = x + iy. Hence Sy =
Yo + [N']sq for some yo € [N]. For z € Sy, we have z = yo + y for some y € [N']s, and so by the
mean value theorem and the 1-boundedness of fi,

lon, * fi(z — Pi(yo +y)) — N, * fi(x — Pi(yo))|

N/ DegPy o
= \/7/| (Vo)n, (2)]ldp(z) Se §(MDegP1—C1)/2

where N, = 6¢1 NPeeP1 | Ensuring that M deg P, — C; > 4, we see that

505 o Jan,?

where P/(y) = P;(yo + y) — Pi(yo) and fi(x) = fi(x + P;(yo)). For an appropriate interval I’

K3
containing Ty with measure ~ N§, we can write the above inequality as [Apr.n/(f), f5, .., fr )| 20

where P’ = {Bl,..., PL}, fo() = fo(@)en, * fi(x — Pilyo))la, (z) and f1(z) = fi(2)1p(x) for
i € [m]\[1]. Here

z)on, * f1(x = Pi(yo)) Hf (x — P (y))du(z)du(y)| 2 6,
1=2

"Jsa

Ao £2) = 57 [ 560 T] iGe = P, i),

=2

Again, in order to apply Theorem 6.1, we need N’ = ¥ N > 1 which holds provided N > 597,
Therefore by Theorem 6.1 (see the remark following the statement of Theorem 6.1), we conclude
that

(Né)ilnlu[Nz]sq * f2/||L1(<c) 2P 50w

for some Ny ~ §C21M dea(P2) Ndeg(P2) - The function fns] * f5 is supported on an interval I” D I’
such that p(I”\ I') < Na. Furthermore we can find an interval I’ C I’ so that u(I'\ I"") < N and
for x € I', we have 1/ (z —u) = 1 for all u € [Na]s,. Hence

5 (1)<_/
NNO "

[ fata+ Paton) = )i, (] dute) + ON() )
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where Ny /Nj < gM(deg P2=1) and deg P, — 1 > 1. Hence, for M >> 1 sufficiently large, we conclude
that

00 < 57 [ | e+ Paton) = 0o )| o) S N5 i, * Pl (720
O "

In the final inequality, we promoted the integration in x to all of C and changed variables x —
x + Py(yo). Hence we have shown that (7.2) implies N0_1H;L[N2]Sq * follpic) 2 691 Since (7.2)
holds with f5 replaced by pn, * fo (this is (7.9)), we see that

3O < Ny Hliina),, * o8z * Fallzie) < Ny Hlows * follzio),
establishing (7.3) for j = 2. Now we can proceed inductively and obtain (7.3) for all j € [m]. O

7.1. Multilinear functions and their duals. Recall the multilinear form
Apix(osfrvee o) = 5 [ / fola Hfz & — Pi(y))dpug) (0)ds().
We define the multilinear function

AR (f1 o f)( /Hfzx— (y))dpn (y)

so that Ap.y can be written as a pairing of AY, with fo,

<A7) (f1,-- s fm), fo) = No Ap;n g (fo, f1s- -, fn)
where (f,g) = [ f( du(z). By duality we have

< N(fla"'vfm>af0> = <(AJ7\)/>*j(f17"'7fj*1;f07fj+1""7fm)afj>7

where

(AR (f1y- s for oo ) () - /Hfz:v— + Pi(y)) folz + P;(y))dpn (y)-
Z;éa

Lemma 7.11 (Application of Hahn-Banach). Let A, B > 0, let I C K be an interval and let G
be an element of L*(I). Let ® be a family of vectors in L*(I), and assume the following inverse
theorem: whenever f € L*(I) is such that || f|| L1y < 1 and [(f,G)| > A, then |(f,$)| > B for some
¢ € . Then G lies in the closed convex hull of

V={\peL*I):¢€®, [N\ <A/BYU{heL*I):|h|pq < A}. (7.12)

Proof. By way of contradiction, suppose that G does not lie in W = comvV 122 From the Hahn-
Banach theorem, we can find a continuous linear functional A of L?(I) which seperates G from W
that is, there is a C' € R such that ReA(h) < C < ReA(G) for all h € W. Scaling A allows us
to change the constant C' so we can choose A such that C' = A is in the statement of the lemma.
Since W is balanced, we see that |A(h)] < A < ReA(G) for all h € W. By the Riesz representation
theorem, there is an f € L?(I) which represents A so that |(f,h)| < A < Re(f,G) for all h € V.
This implies that
[(f,e)l <B
for all ¢ € @, and that

[fllLoecy = sup |[(f,B)] <1,
Hh”Ll(I)Sl
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contradicting the hypothesis of the lemma. This completes the proof of the lemma. O
Corollary 7.13 (Structure of dual functions). Let N > 1 be a scale, m € Z4 and 0 < § < 1 be
given. Let P :={Py,..., Py} be a collection of polynomials such that1 < deg Py < ... < deg P,,. Let
fo, fi,--s fm € LY(K) be 1-bounded functions supported on an interval of measure NO Ndeg(Pm)
Then for every j € [m], provided N = §~ Or() | there exist a decomposition

(AJ?/)*j(flv SR f07 SRR fm)(x) = H](LL') + E](JJ) (714)

where H; € L?(K) has Fourier transform supported in [(N;)~1] where N; ~ §¢iN9&Pi and C; is
as in Theorem 7.1, and obeys the bounds

[HjllLo@) Sm 1, and  [[HjllL1x) Sm No- (7.15)
The error term E; € L'(K) obeys the bound
1 Ejll 22 ) < 0No. (7.16)

Proof. Fix j € [m], let Iy := supp (AN)*(f1,---, fos-- -, fm), and recall that Ny = Nd&(Pm) By

translation invariance we may assume supp f; C [No] for all j € [m], and that Iy := [O(Np)]. If
there exists f € L>(lo) with || f|| e (z,) < 1 such that
[(f, (AR (f1s- 5 for -5 fm))| > 6N, (7.17)

then proceeding as in the proof of Theorem 7.1 we may conclude that

|<<PNJ *fa (A]?])*J(@Nl *fla' -9y PN *fj*hfovfjJrl .- 5fm)>| > Cm 5N05

where N; o~ §¢iN9°8(7) for i € [j]. This implies that there exists a 1-bounded F' € L?(K) with
| Fl 1 xy < No such that supp F' C [N;l] and

|<qu>| ZcméNO (718)
If fact, we can take

( ) @Nj * (AZ)*J(¢N1 *fla' -9y PN *fj*15f07fj+1 . ,fm)(I)

where @(z) = ¢(—x). Let ¥ denote the collection of all 1-bounded F € L2(K) with supp F C [Nj_l]
and [|[F[|z1xy < No. Invoking Lemma 7.11 with A = §No/4 and B = ¢,,6 Ny and the set ¢ =
{F1j, : F € U}, we obtain a decomposition
(AE)*](flu LR fj—lu fOu fj+l7 ) fm) = Z Cl¢l + E(l) + E(2), (719)
=1

with the following properties:

(i) for each ! € Z; we have that ¢; = N\ Filg,, F; € ¥ and A; € C such that |\] < 1
(ii) the coefficients ¢; are non-negative with E[’il ¢ < 1, and all but finitely ¢; vanish;
(iii) the error term E(1) € L'(Iy) satisfies | E(1)||11(1y) < 6No/2;
(iv) the error term E(2) € L*(Iy) satisfies || E(2)|12(zy) < 0.

The latter error term arises as a consequence of the fact that one is working with the closed convex
hull instead of the convex hull. In fact, its L?(Iy) norm can be made arbitrarily small, but § will
suffice for our purposes.
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Grouping together terms in the deomposition (7.19), we have

(AZ)*J(fla "7fj*17f05fj+15' afm) = H_; +E_;

where
Hj =Y anF|ly, satisfies [[Hf|ig <Y alMll Bl Sm No and
=1 =1

o0

[ H || oo ) < iugﬂFlHLoo(K) ch|/\l| Sm 1.
€ =1

Also E; = E(1)+E(2) satisfies || E’||L1(1,) < 6No by (iii) and (iv) above since by the Cauchy—Schwarz
inequality, we have ||E(2)| L1 (7,) < 5N01/2.

We note that the function F(z) = Y .2, ¢;A;F;(z) is Fourier supported in the interval [N ;1].

When K is non-archimedean, supp(]fl\o) C [Ny 7 and so the Fourier transform of H } is supported
in [N j_l]. This verifies (7.15) in this case and completes the proof when K is non-archimedean since
the decomposition H} + Ef of (A%)* satisfies (7.15) and (7.16).

Now suppose K is archimedean. Let 1) be a Schwartz function such that fK¢(x)du(x) =1 and
supp® C [2]. Let M ~ 69N, and as usual, set ¢p(z) = M~1p(M~'z) when K = R and
Yar(z) = M~1p(M~/22) when K = C. From the proof of (7.8), we have

||11]0 —11]0 *wM”Ll(K) 5 M1/4N03/4. (720)
We set Hj(x) = F(x)1, * Ym(x) and E; = E(1) + E(2) + (11, — 11, * ¥ ) F so that
(AE)*](flu sy fj—17 fOu fj+l7 ceey fm)(x) - H](JI) + E](:I:)
From (7.20), we see that Ej; satisfies (7.16). The properties ||Hj|| Lo k) Sm 1 and [|[Hjl 1) Sm No

are still preserved. Moreover, supp H i ClO(N j_l)], since

Hj = (15,@x) * F.
The shows that (7.15) holds for H; and this completes the proof of the corollary. O

We will combine Corollary 7.13 and the following LP improving bound for polynomial averages
to establish the key Sobolev inequality.

Lemma 7.21 (LP-improving for polynomial averages). Let Q € Kly] with deg(Q) = d and let
N > 1 be a large scale. Consider the averaging operator

M(z) = / 9z — Q(y))dui, (v).

K

For any parameters 1 <r < s < oo satisfying 1/s = 1/r — 1/d, the following inequality holds:

IMZgll o) S@ NG~ Pllgllir) for g€ LT(K). (7.22)
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Proof. As our bounds are allowed to depend on ), we may assume that ) is monic. Let a € K be
such that || = N and change variables y — ay to write

M¥ge) = [ oo = Qap)du) = [ gala™~ Quly)) duty)
B1(0) B1(0)
where go(2) = g(a?z) and Qu(y) = o Q(ay) = y? + atag_1y* "t + ... + a~%ag. Hence the
right-hand side above can be written as Méaga(a_d:v). Since ||gallzr-@) = N~Y"||g|l 1), we see
that matters are reduced to proving (7.22) for N =1 and Q = @, with uniform bounds in «.

The mapping y — Q4 (y) is d-to-1 and we can use a generalised change of variables formula to
see that

M, g(2)] < / 9z — 8)|s| =@V 4dp(s)

ls|<2

when N >¢ 1. Hence M} is controlled by fractional integration, uniformly in o. When K is
archimedean, such a change of variables formula is well-known. Recall that when K = C, |s| = 55 is
the square of the usual absolute value.

When K = Q, is the p-adic field, such a formula is given in [14]. The argument in [14] generalises
to general non-archimedean fields (when the charateristic, if positive, is larger than d). Alternatively
one can use a construction in [45], valid in any local field and valid for any polynomial @ where Q’(z)
does not equal to zero mod mg for any nonzero = (we need the condition on the characteristic of the
field for this), in which the unit group U = Uje[[J]] U; is partitioned into J = ged(d, ¢ — 1) open sets
and analytic isomorphisms ¢; : D; — ¢;(D;) are constructed such that y = ¢;(z) precisely when
Q(y) = z. For us, Q,,(z) # 0 mod mx for any nonzero z if || = N >¢ 1 is sufficiently large.

By the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality (easily seen to be valid over general locally compact
topological fields), we have
1M, 9ll e ) S lgllrx)

uniformly in o whenever 1/s = 1/r — 1/d, completing the proof of the lemma. O

We now come to the proof of Theorem 1.6.

As in the set up for Theorem 7.1, we fix a smooth function ¢ with compact Fourier support.
When K is archimedean, let ¢ be a Schwartz function on K so that

16 < @) <1(¢), Eek

When K = R, we set pn(z) = N~ lp(N~1z) for any N > 0 and when K = C, we set pn(z) =
N~Yp(N~1/22) for any N > 0. When K is non-archimedean, we set ¢(x) = 15, (0)(x) so that
P(&) = 1p,(0)(§) and we set on(z) = N~ yj(2) for any scale N. We restate Theorem 1.6 in a
more formal, precise way.

Theorem 7.23 (A Sobolev inequality for AY). Let P := {P1,..., Py} be a collection of polynomials
such that 1 < deg Py < ... < degP,,. Let N >p 1 be a scale, m € Zy and 0 < § < 1 be given.
Let 1 < p1,...,pm < 00 satisfying pil +...+ pi =1 be given. Suppose N > 6~ 7). Then for all
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f1 € LPY(K),..., fm € LP(K) we have
IAR(Fr, - fim1, (60 — on,) % fi Fivn - Fm) ) S 628 H | fillLe: ), (7.24)
=1

where N; =~ §% N8 i qnd C; is the parameter from Theorem 7.1. Here (% =1.

Remark. The proof of Theorem 7.23 (and its statement) implicitly assumes that m > 2 but there
is a version when m = 1, which will be given in Section 8 where it is needed.

Proof. We fix j € [m — 1] and recall N; ~ §OW) Ndee(Pi)  We first prove that for every functions
fiveo s fim1y figts oy fmo1 € L®(K) and f;, fm € L?(K), we have

IAN (f1, - Fim1, (60 — on,) * fis fi1 - fm) 22 ()

m—1
6 (TT il ) Uslzncolfml e (7.25)
7
Choose fo € L>(K) so that || fol| k) = 1 and
AR (f1, -5 fim1, B0 = on,) * fin Fimr - f) L2 )
~ [(AR(f1, -5 i1, (60 = on,) * [ Fiza - fm)s fo)|
= [{(60 — @n,) * (AR (f1,-- - for - Fm)s £3)
By the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality it will suffice to prove

180 — ;) * (AR (f1s -+ for oo f)ll L2k

m—1
7.26
S ol TT 1o ) oo, (7.26)
i
By multilinear interpolation, the bounds (7.25) imply (7.24) and so the proof of Theorem 7.23 is

reduced to establishing (7.26) which will be divided into three steps. In the first two steps, we will
assume that f,, is supported in some interval of measure Ny where Ny ~ Nde&(Pm),

Step 1. In this step, we will establish the bound
(00 — ©n;) * (AR (f1y- -+, fos-- o fm)llL2x)

m—1
7.27
< 51/2N3/2||f0||L°°(K)< 11 ||fi||L°°(K)>||fm||Loo(K) (7.27)
i
under the assumption that f,, is supported in an interval of measure Ny (when K = C, this implies

in particular that f,, is supported in a square with measure about Ny, which in Step 3. will be a
helpful observation). When f,,, has this support condition,

(AZ)*J(fla "7f05' afm) = (A]?])*J(f]ia afév af;n)
where f!/(z) = fi(x)1,(z) for some interval Iy of measure O(Ny). To prove (7.27), it suffices to
assume || fil|poxy = 1 for i =0,1,...,5 — 1,54 1,...,m and so (7.27) takes the form

(G0 — o) % (AR (fry - for e os F)lp2 ) S 62N, (7.28)
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We apply the decomposition (7.14) to (AN)*(f1,..., fb,--., fl) to write

(AR (frye s forooos fm) (@) = Hj(2) + Bj(x)
where H; satisfies (7.15) and E; satisfies (7.16). Using the fact that flj C [(N;)71] we conclude that
(50 - (pNj) * Hj = 0. Thus

(60 — on,) * (AR (f1, .- for -y fm) = (60 — @n,) * Ej.
From (7.16) and the 1-boundedness of (AX)*(f1,..., fo,---, fm), we have
(60 = on,) * EjllLiay S 0No,  and  [[(do — @n;) * Ejll o) S 1,
respectively. Therefore
160 = on,) * B ll 2y S 6Y/2Ng"?,

establishing (7.28) and hence (7.27). This completes Step 1.

Step 2. We continue with our assumption that f,, is supported in an interval of measure Ny but
now we relax the L°°(K) control on f,, to L?(K) control and show that

180 = @v;) * (AR (fro- oo for ooy Pl 22 )

m—1
7.29
< 51/4||f0||L°°(K)( 11 ||fi|L°°(K))|fm|L2(K)- (7:29)
=
The main tool for this will be the LP-improving estimate (7.22) for the polynomial average Mﬁ We
have a pointwise bound

(AR (fro- s for e fin) (@)] < M| fin (),
which combined with (7.22) (for @ = P,,, — P}, d = deg(Py,), s =2 and r = (d + 2)/2d) yields

160 — on,) * (AR (fr - for o f) L2y
m—1
_ 7.30
< No 1/d|f0||L°<>(K)< 11 ||fi||L°°(K)>||fm|LT(K)- (7.30)

i=1
7]

Interpolating (7.27) and (7.30) we obtain (7.29) as desired.

Step 3. In this final step, we remove the support condition on f,, and establish (7.26). To prove
(7.26), we may assume that || fi|lp~x) = 1 for i = 0,1,...,5 — 1,7+ 1,...,m — 1. We split
Jm =2 1er fmlr where I ranges over a partition Z of K into intervals I of measure No. We have
seen this is possible when K is non-archimedean or when K = R. This is not possible when K = C
but in this case, we can find a partition Z of squares. By Step 1. and Step 2., the local dual function
Dy = (AR)*(f1,..., fo,---, fm1lr) obeys the bound

160 = ¢n,) * Dill 2y S 6" fmll 22y (7.31)

for each interval I, and we wish to establish

H > (60— on;,) DI}

IeZ

S 68| fll L2y -

L2(K)
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We will square out the sum. To handle the off-diagonal terms, we observe that for finite intervals
I,J C K (squares when K = C) of measure Ny and M > 0 and 1 < p < oo, we have

1. -M
H(pNj * (f]l[)HLP(J) SM,p (1+NO 1dlst(I, J)) HfHLp(I). (7.32)
By squaring and applying Schur’s test, it suffices to obtain the decay bound

1. —2
[((60 — on,) * D1, (1 — on,) * Dy)| S 6Y* (1 + Ny 'dist(1,7)) || fonll 2y | finll 220y
for all intervals I, J of measure Ny. By Cauchy—Schwarz and (7.31) we know
(6o — @n,) * D1, (1= ¢n,) * Ds) S 62| fll 2y | Fmll 20y
On the other hand, Dy is supported in a O(Ny)-neighborhood of I, and similarly for D;. From
(7.32) and Cauchy—Schwarz, we thus have
1. -10
(o = @n;) * D1, (1= ¢n,) * Dy) S (14 Ng 'dist(Z,J)) || Dall gy 1 Dll 2
1 -10
S (L+ Ny tdist(2, )l fmllze ol finllz2()-

Taking the geometric mean of the two estimates, we obtain the claim in (7.26). This completes the
proof of Theorem 7.23. O

8. THE IMPLICATION THEOREM 1.6 —> THEOREM 1.3

Here we give the details of Bourgain’s argument in [3] which allow us to pass from Theorem 1.6
to Theorem 1.3 on polynomial progressions. Let P = {Py,..., P, } be a sequence of polynomials in
K[y] with distinct degrees and no constant terms. Without loss of generality, we may assume

deg Py <deg P, < --- < deg P,
and we set dy,—; 1= deg Pj and d := dy = deg Py, so that dp,—1 <--- <d; <d.

Since the argument showing how Theorem 1.6 implies Theorem 1.3 has been given in [3], [12],
and [8] in the euclidean setting (albeit for shorter polynomial progressions), we will only give the
details for non-archimedean fields K where uniform notation can be employed.

We will proceed in several steps.

Step 1. When K is non-archimedean, the family (Q:):~o of convolution operators defined by

1

Qif(x) = fxpy(r) = 7 / th(:v —u)dp(u) for scales t >0

gives us a natural appoximation of the identity and form the analogue of the Poisson semigroup in
the non-archimedean setting. They also give us Fourier localization since

Quf(€) = Qu(&) (&) = 1) (€) F(6). (8.1)

We will need the following bound for (Q4)¢~o (see Lemma 6 in [3] or Lemma 2.1 in [12]): for f >0
and scales 0 < t1,...,t, <1,

/Bl(o)f(x)Qtlf(x)...thf(x)dﬂ(x) > (/

m—+1
f@du(@)) " (8.2)
B1(0)
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The proof in the euclidean setting given in [12] established (8.2) for general approximations of the
identity but the first step is to show (8.2) for martingales (Ej)ren defined with respect to dyadic
intervals. However a small scale ¢ in a non-archimedean field K is the form ¢ = ¢~ and

Qif(w) = qk/ ) = > Araf g, (2),  where

z€C

Ch = {z=ao+mm+- +apn" 'V ix; €og/mx} and  Ag.f = qk/ fu)dp(u).
Bk (a)

Hence (Q¢)t>0 is a martingale with respect to the dyadic structure of non-archimedean fields and so
the argument in [12]| extends without change to establish (8.2).

Step 2. Fix ¢ > 0. Our goal is to find a d(¢,P) > 0 and N(g,P) > 1 such that for any scale
N > N(e,P) and f € L°(K) with 0 < f <1 satisfying [, fdu > eN?, we have

Fim 5 [[[ 5@+ P+ P duto) = 5 (83)
KZ

Taking f = 1g with S C K in Theorem 1.3 implies (1.4), the desired conclusion. We may assume
the f is supported in the interval [N9].

Let «, 8 € K satisfy |a| = N% and |3| = N and write

= //H@ 9(z + Ri(y) -~ 9(z + R (y))dpp (y)dp(z),

where g(z) = f(ax) and Rj(y) = o 'P;(By). In particular, we have [, g > . We note that g is

supported in [1] = By (0). F1X three small scales 0 < tg < t; < t < 1 and decompose
e / /K @)+ Ra(9) 90+ R dpe )du(y) = Dt b+ Ty, (8.4)
where
I 9(x + R;j(v)) Qug(x + Run(y))dpugsy (v)dp(z),
1= //]IG j:1 g Y))op ) \Y)ap
m—1
I = //K 9(@) J:Hl 9(x + Rj(y)) [Qu, — Qelg(@ + Rin(y))dpuys, ) (y)dp(z) and
m—1
I = // 9(x) || 9@+ R;(y)) Id = Qulg(x + R (y))dpgey) (y)dp().
K2 i

For I;, we note that for t; <p,, t,

1 1
9(x + Ry, = - r+ Ry (y) —u)d z—uw)dp(u) = Qrg(x
Qug(e + Run(y)) /lmg( 4 Ron(y) — w)dps(us) = / 9z — u)du(u) = Qug(x)

t lu|<t

whenever |y| < ¢;. For the final equality we made the change of variables © — u — R,,(y), noting
that when |y| < 1, then |R,,(y)| < Cp, t1 < t. Hence

m—1
L— / /K (@) E 9z + B;(y)) Qig(@) dujp)(y)dia().
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For I, we use the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality to see that

Iy < Q9 — Qugll2x)- (8.5)

For I3, we will use the more precise formulation of Theorem 1.6 given in Theorem 7.23. We rescale
I3, moving from g, R; back to f, P; and write

1 m—1
b= ([ 1@ T £+ Pi) 1 = Qe+ P 5}t

where the function h(z) = [Id—Q;, y¢] f(2) has the property that h(€) = 0 whenever || < (toN)~1,
see (8.1). Hence

I3 < N7d||AEN(fa fa EER fa [Id - QtoNd]f)”Ll(K)
and we will want to apply Theorem 7.23 to the expression on the right with N replaced by t; N and
0 < 0 < 1 defined by 6 (Nt;)? = N%q or § = (to/t$)"/Cm. In order to apply Theorem 7.23, we
will need to ensure

N > 7t ) > > 7 (1 40) (8.6)

for some appropriate large C' = C%. If (8.6) holds, then Theorem 7.23 implies there exists a constant
b =bp > 0 such that

b i b
HAZ)lN(fa fa"'vah)HLl(K) Sﬂ) (to/tlli) H”f”L”I(K) < (to/ttli) Nd
j=1

since 1/p1+ -+ 1/pp =1 and || f|| prix) < N?/Pi for i € [m] (which follows since f is 1-bounded
and supported in [N9]). Hence

Is Sp (to/t)” i (8.6) holds.

Step 3. Next we decompose I; = I} + I3 + I}, where

m—2
1 =[] 0@ TT oo+ Rw) Quve-onsla + ores (1) Q10() disy ()dn(o)

j=1

m—2
1= [[ o@ [T gte+ Bs@) @uwess = Quivs-alof + Bons(0))Qug (o)t (0)di(z) and
K2 i
m—2
B = [[ o IT o6+ Byw) 14 = Qu o lafe + Ronos (1) Qi) () (o).
j=1

For I}, we set s = t/N9~% and note that for t; <p t,

Qugl + Rons () = © / 9 + Runr (y) — w)dpa(us) = - / oz — u)dp(u) = Qug(z)
|ul<s Ju|<s

S S

whenever |y| < t;. For the final equality we made the change of variables u — u — R,,—1(y), noting
that when |y| < t1, then |R,—1(y)| < Cpmle*(d*dl)tl < s since t; <p t. Hence

m—2

J

1= [ o) TT oo+ B0) Quecssae)Quate) i 01
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As in (8.5), we have

I3 < Qo nva-119 — Quyna-ar gll L2(x)-

For I}, we will use Theorem 7.23. We rescale I, moving from g, R; back to f, P; and write
m—2
1
B =57 [ £ TL 760 + i) 10 = Quyar @+ Prvcs () Qur (@) () d(o)
j=1

where the function h'(z) = [Id — Q; y ]f(x) has the property that W(€) = 0 whenever |¢] <
(toN4)~L. Hence for P’ = {Py,..., Py_1},

I} < N“YNAD  (fQinaf, free s £, 11 = Quunar 1)l L1 i)

and so, as long as (8.6) holds, Theorem 7.23 implies there exists a constant b’ = bp, > 0 such that
HAZ?,N(thNdfufu"'?fa )||L1 (K) NP’ tO/td HHf”LT’w(]K > tO/td)

since 1/py + -+ 4+ 1/pp—1 = 1 and ||f||prix) < N¥Pi for i € [m —1] (which follows since f is
I-bounded and supported in [N9]). Hence

I <pr (to/t9)” i (86) holds,

Step 4. We iterate, decomposing I§ = I? + 12 + I3, followed by decomposing I? = I} + I3 + I3 and
so on. For each 0 < j <m — 1, we have

1= // H 9(x + Rily ) (HQt/Nd a:9(z )) dpsge) (y)dp(), (8.7)

; b
< Qs /ni-49 — @y yi-a;9llL2x)  and I <p (to/t?)” for some b=bp >0, (8.8)

again if (8.6) holds. Strictly speaking, the estimate (8.8) for IJ does not follow from Theorem 7.23
when 5 = m — 1 since the proof of Theorem 7.23 assumed that the collection P of polynomials
consisted of at least two polynomials. Nevertheless the bound (8.8) holds when j = m — 1. To see
this, we apply the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and Plancherel’s theorem to see that

1
B < g 1] 1= Qe G+ P di )] )
1

= Nd . |FEOPImn s, (©)Fdu(),  where  my 4, (€) 3:/ e(P1(t1Ny)&) du(y).
|€]>(Nm=1¢g) 1 B1(0)

The oscillatory integral bound (3.1) implies that [my ., (§)| Sp (to/t1)® whenever || > (N¥m-1t4)~!
and so (8.8) for I3 follows when j = m — 1 since HfH%Q(K) < N¢,

Step 5. From (8.4) and the iterated decomposition of I}, we see that t; ' > A+ B + C, where

m—1
A:/Q(I) H Qt/Ndfdjg(I)d,u(x) Z €m+1
Ko =0
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by (8.2), and for some Cp > 0 we have
m—1

b m
1Bl < Cp 3. 1Qu w9 = Quua-a,gllizge and [C] < Cp (to/th)” < e+ /4
§=0

if tg < coe™ /14 and Cp < 1/4 and (8.6) holds.

Finally we claim that we can find a triple ¢y < t; < t of small scales such that |B| < e™*1/4. If
we are able to do this, then I > e™*!t; /2 and the proof is complete.

Define v := —Cj logq(cos(m“)/b) for some large constant Cy > d. Choose a sequence of small

scales tg = ¢~% and t; = ¢~ and t = ¢~% satisfying

O<ui<dkir+v<tli<us<dks+v<lo<...<up,<dk,+v<4tl,<...

8.9
and i1 < €y — Colog, (coe ™1/, (8.9)

Taking L € N such that L = [16Cpm?e~2"*+D | + 1 we claim that there exists j € [L] such that
m—1

Cp D Qs nwam 9= Qs y—a-am 9l L2y < ™ /4. (8.10)
n=0

Indeed, suppose for a contradiction that (8.10) does not hold. Then for all j € [L] by the Cauchy—
Schwarz inequality we have

m—1

2mt) < 1607297” Z ||Qq*ij—<d—dn)g - Qq*uj N—(d—dmg”%%K)-

n=0
Then
L m—-1
LEQ(WH_D < 16072;7712 Z ||Qq7£]‘N*(d*dn)g - Qq*“j N—wwmﬂ”%z(m

j=1 n=0
m—1 L )
= 1603m [ O D18y 0 € = s O ) < 16CEm7 ot
n=0 7j=1
and this implies L < 16C%m2e~2(m*+Y since ||g||r2(x) < 1, which is impossible by our choice of L.

Therefore there exists j € [L] and a corresponding triple of scales tg = ¢ 7% < t; = ¢ % <« t =
q~% satisfying the desired properties for which (8.10) is true. In particular, |B| < ¢™*1/4 holds.

Step 6. Furthermore, with these scales by (8.9), we have tg = =% > (coe™1)0r(m*e "))

order to ensure that (8.6) holds for every iteration in the decomposition, we set
N(e,P) = (coe™t1)=Or(m?e™2"*)
so that for every N > N(g,P) condition (8.6) holds. Hence
> {:‘m+1t1 > 6m+1t0 > 6erl(COquLl)O-p(m25*2(m+1))

establishing the desired bound (8.3) with § = £@1=7*™ ™ for some Cy > 0 depending only on P.

This completes the proof of Theorem 1.3.
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