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IMPROVED ESTIMATES FOR THE DISCRETE FOURIER
RESTRICTION TO THE HIGHER DIMENSIONAL SPHERE

JEAN BOURGAIN AND CIPRIAN DEMETER

ABSTRACT. We improve the exponent in [3] for the discrete restriction to the n dimen-

2(n+1)

sional sphere, from p = top= , when n > 4.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let n > 2 and A > 1 be two integers. Define N = [A\!/?] 41 and

fn)\:{f:(fl,... 7£n) EZn: |£1|2 |£n|2 }

When n = 2,3,4 it is known that for each € we have |F, | < N"2¢ but the upper
bound is only sharp for certain values of A\. For example F3 = ) when A = 4%(8m + 7)
for a,m € N. On the other hand, if n > 5 we have a sharp estimate |F, | ~ N" 2, see
[7]. Throughout the paper, the implicit bounds hidden in the symbol < will depend on
€, p, ¢ and n, but never on N.

The discrete restriction (sometimes called extension) problem relative to the sphere is
concerned with determining the order of growth in N of the numbers

1> eer, , ace(§ - x)||Lo(rn)
M, 4n(X) = sup €7 na
ageC | ag i

for 1 < p,q < co. We use the notation e(z) = e*™*. It is conjectured in [3], [2] that
Conjecture 1.1. For each n > 3 and € > 0 we have
My2n(N) S N'T 755

2n
for each p > P

The first author proved this in [3] when p > ("jl and n > 4. Here we improve that
range to

Theorem 1.2. Assumen >4 and p > % Then for each € > 0 we have

M, 2,(N) S N T 75
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2. A BRIEF OVERVIEW OF THE KNOWN RESULTS AND METHODS

The literature on the discrete restriction to the sphere is very sparse, we are only aware
of three relevant papers [2], [3], [5]. We start by making a few simple observations.
First, note that M, ,,(\) is monotone in both p and ¢ and it is always at least 1. It is

conjectured in [3] that for the critical index p, := -2 one has
My, 2n(A) S N°. (1)

We recall that the ”continuous” analogue of (1), proved by Thomas and Stein, is the
estimate

= 2(n +1)
Hde”Lp(R”) S ||f||L2(S”*1)a p= ﬁ (2)
The discrepancy between the critical exponents % and % in the discrete and con-

tinuous settings can be at least naively explained by the fact that the discrete sphere has
”holes”. More precisely, F,, » has roughly N"~2? points, while a maximal 1 separated set
on the sphere {£ € R" : [£> = A} has roughly N"~! points. However, this discrepancy is
not present in the case of the paraboloid

(&= +. & —N<&,... .61 <N},

where it is conjectured that p, = 22U See [5] for the best known estimate for the

paraboloid. "

The bound |F | < N€ trivially implies M, ,,(A) < N¢ when n = 2, for each p,q.
However, (1) is open when n > 3.

On the other hand (1) is known for some range below the critical index. For example,
the bound for the number of lattice points on ellipses and a simple counting argument
can be easily used to derive the estimate My 3(\) S N, see [5]. Also, the first authors’s
recent result in [5] proves (1) for p < 2% n > 2.

Remarkably, the conjectured bound (1) implies all the correct values M, () within
a factor of N¢. This is in contrast with the continuous version of the restriction problem,
where the ¢ = 2 case is fully understood via the work of Thomas and Stein, but a whole
range of other estimates remains open (and very difficult!). We prove below that (1)
implies

Conjecture 2.1. For each € > 0 we have

/

MPv‘]ynNNea Zflgpgpc,q :% andq§2 (3)
(n=2) n

MP#L" ~Ne N« 7, prc,q <p and q <2 (4)

My 4n ~ne N(n—2)(%_%)’ if1<p<p.andq>?2 (5)
(n72)_£ .

My gn ~Ne N & 7, if p. <p and g > 2 (6)

Proof We first prove the upper bounds for M, ,,. Note the trivial estimate
Moo,l,n S 1.
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This together with (1) implies (3), by interpolation. (4) follows from (3) and the imme-
n—2
diate bound My ., < N ¢ | via Holder. To see (5), note that using (1) and Hélder

I Z age(§ - x)|| o) < | Z age(§ - X)|| Loe ()

§e~7:n>\ £€~FnA
1

< Nlagllie < NG 70% ag]
Finally, to get the upper bound in (6) note that

I ace€ )llznn) S Mpoallacllie
gefn)\

n=2) n
< Myo NG D aglig S N7 5 agia,

where the last inequality follows from (4) with ¢ = 2.
It remains to prove the lower bounds. The one in (3) is trivial, by taking the singleton
ag = d¢,. Then (4) and (6) follow by noticing that

K(x):= > e(¢x)

SE-FTL,/\

satisfies | K (x)| > N"2 when |x| < N~'. Thus ||K|, = N" > 7, while |ae|j. = N7,
for each 1 < p,q < o0.

To see (5), a standard randomization argument shows that given any 1 < p < oo and
q > 2, there exists ag € {—1, 1} such that

I ace( %)l 2 laglle = [ Fusl? 7 llags.
£€~FnA

An immediate corollary is that (1) implies Conjecture 1.1.

We give two slightly different arguments for Theorem 1.2. The first one seems to only
apply to n > 6 but is technically a bit simpler. The second argument, presented in section
7 covers the full range n > 4.

In the first argument we apply the point of view from [8] on the Thomas-Stein restriction
argument. This amounts to cutting the kernel in only two pieces, near rationals with
denominators greater than N. The first piece is small in L*° norm. The second piece is
supported in frequency away from the sphere, and its Fourier transform is small in the
L norm. This type of construction has a lot of flexibility and in particular allows us to
simplify the argument by working with prime moduli. We will rely on three type of level
set estimates corresponding to three different regimes. On the one hand, we use the sharp
bounds for the Kloosterman and Salié sums, following the approach in [3]. Second we rely
on a sharp estimate for certain partial moments of the Weyl sums. The third ingredient
is the subcritical estimate in [5]. It is worth pointing out the fact that the estimate in [5]
does not rely at all on Number Theory, it is entirely of Fourier analytic flavor. See a brief
account in Section 5.

It seems that a full resolution of the problem would require substantially new insight.
One such possible avenue is getting estimates for moments of Kloosterman sums. This is
briefly described in the end of the paper. See also [2].
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3. SOME NUMBER THEORETICAL GENERALITIES

Let 1j_1 1) <7y < 1j_29 be a Schwartz function. Define the smooth Weyl sums

G(t,z) =Y y(k/N)e(kx + k°t).

kEZ

Inserting the smooth cut off will be completely harmless, in fact it will ease some of our

computations. Let ¢t = &+ ¢ where (a,q) = 1 and [p| < %. Using the representation

k=rq+ ki, 0 <k <qg—1and the Poisson summation formula we get

—_

Glt.2) = 3 elka/a) A De((rg + k) + (rg + ka)%)

0 reZ

o

1

q—1

=Y é > e(kia/q— klm/q)] [/Rv(y/N)e((x + %)y + oy”)dy

MmEZ k1=0

=Y S(a,m,q)J(x,,m,q) (7)
meZ
where
134
S(a,m,q) = = > e(k*a/q—km/q)
775
m 2
J(x,o,m,q) = | v(y/N)e((z + E)y + py°)dy.
R

Assume now that 2 < ¢ < N, and |p| < <. The relevance of this choice is that,

Ngq*
according to Dirichlet’s theorem every ¢ € [0, 1] is of the form t = e+, with2<g<N

and |¢| < 5. The classical van der Corput estimate reads
q

| / A(2)e(Az + B)dz| < B2,
R

and combining this with the trivial estimate we get
| (,0,m, q)] S min{ N, |71/},
On the other hand, repeated integration by parts shows that for each M and e
[T (2, 0,m, q)| Sare N7V

when |xg+m| > N¢. These values of m will produce a negligible contribution. Combining

this with the classical estimate
1

Sa,m, 5—
|S(a, m, q)| i

we get

€

N a
min{N, [t — —|71/2}. 8
- {N, | ql t (8)

|Gt 2)] <
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We will also need more refined estimates for S(a,m,q), in particular we will need to
exploit cancelations when summing over a. We start by a simple computation. If ¢ is odd
then

1=
S(a,m,q) = e(—4*a*m?/q)— . Z e(a/q(k* — 2k2*a*m + 4*(a*)*m?) =
k=0

= e(—4"a*m’ /q)~ Ze (K*a/q) = e(—4"a*m’ /q)(=)G(q).

Here and in the following, x* denotes the inverse of x modulo ¢, (2) is the Jacobi symbol,

while

<2 QIQ

—_

Q

e(k?/q),

0

G(q) =

| =
=~
Il

is the standard Gauss sum.
Fix m;. Consider the function

Z HSamJ, (—Xa/s)

(a,s)=1 Lj=1

When m; = 0 for each j, ¥ becomes the classical singular series introduced by Hardy
and Littlewood in the problem of representations of integers as sums of squares. See for
example [7] for a detailed discussion.

It is easily seen that ¥ is multiplicative, though we will not need to exploit this in our
argument. Moreover, the previous computations show that for each odd ¢ we have
4*ma _ )\g)
q q q

(a,9)=1

where m = m? + ... + m2.
At this point we need to recall the Salié sums, for odd ¢

Kb = 3 (Dt B

(b =1 q q q

If g is a prime number, they have a remarkably simple formula, see for example [9]

Ko, b,q) —2qcos<4q )G ().

where 22 = ab (mod ¢). In particular, we have

|K2(aa b> q)| S 2\/6
for each prime q.
Finally, recall the Kloosterman sums

K(a,b,q) = e(— +

and their estimates for prime ¢

|K(a,b,q)| < ¢v/av/ged(a,b,q).
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We conclude that for each ¢ prime and for each n (both even and odd) we have
2] S (V' TV (A a).

4. LEVEL SET ESTIMATES
If g:R" — Cand h:T" — C, we will denote by g: R" — C and F(h) : Z" — C their

Fourier transforms.
For x € T" recall that K(x) = > ..»  e({-x). The integral points on the sphere do

not have an explicit formula, we need to introduce a new variable ¢ to fix this deficiency
and we notice that

K(x) = /[0 1]1'[ [ZV k/N)e(kx; + k) | e(—At)dt (9)

The kernel K is the discrete analogue of da, where do is the surface measure on the sphere
S™=1in R™.
We now proceed with decomposing K in two pieces. For N < < N? define
Ag :={Q < ¢ <2Q: qis prime},

so that by the Prime Number Theorem we get |Ag| ~ Q(log @)~'. The reason we work
with this restricted set of moduli is to simplify the analysis of the Kloosterman, Salié and
Ramanujan sums. The cardinality Ng of the set of Farrey fractions

FQ::{E: geAg, 1<a<qg—1}
q

satisfies Ng ~ Q*(log Q)"
Let 0 <n < 1/_;5) be a Schwartz function. Define cg = 10(5\{& and

ng=cq Y, nl(t—a/g)10Q%).

a/qeFg

Note that [ng =1 and cg < log Q. Define also

= /[0 HHG(t,xj)e(—At)nQ(t)dt.

We will prove the following
Proposition 4.1. Given N < Q < N? we have for each n > 1 and €
159 S Q7T

Proof Fix q € Ag, |¢| < (10Q*)! and x € T". Since ¢ is small, the trivial estimate
prevails over the van der Corput one and the best we can say is

|J (5, ,m,q)| S N.
Repeated integration by parts shows as before that
|J(xj’ ¥, M, Q)| SM,E N_M
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if z; + 7| > N~*¢ for each €, M > 0. This means that in the summation (7) the range

Q

~i=e), if error terms of

of values of m can be restricted to an interval I, , of length O(
order O(N—M) are to be tolerated.
For each (my,... ,m,) € [[ 1., , we have from the previous section that

Y ] Sta.my g)e(=ra/g)| S ¢ (V@) "V (N ),

([l,q):l Jj=1

for each n > 1. By invoking (7), summing over the (Q/N'~)" values in [] I, ,, and
integrating over |p| < (10Q%)~! we get for each M > 0

K9)| Sear @723 (v VN g + N S QUQ(V/QTT = QT
qEAg

We have used the fact that since A < @2, there can be at most one ¢ € Ag such that
(A, q) > 1. |

The estimate in the previous proposition is good for () close to N. The next result is
a much more elementary estimate which is good for large Q.

Proposition 4.2. Given N < Q < N? we have for each n > 4
|59l £ N*FQ"F
Proof Fix x € T and 2° > N°/N. From (8) we deduce that

. s (b(q) 24-2e—4s

14
q<( Ngs : )2

where ¢ is the Euler totient function. The proof of Proposition 4.1 shows that if ¢ is in
the support Sg of g we have

G(t.2)] S NVQ.

Thus for each fixed =
n—4

||G(t,l’)||7£n(SQ) ,S N2+6 Z 25(71—4) _I_N%-i-e S N2+6Q ol

NIHe<29SN/Q

The result now follows from Holder in . [
To summarize, we have for each n > 4
N2Q”T’4+e - if Q > N4/3
HKQHOO N nlie L 4/3 (10)
Q f N < Q< NY
We also have the following estimate on the Fourier side
Proposition 4.3. Given N < Q < N? we have for each n > 1

IF(E = K9l S NQ".

~Y



8 JEAN BOURGAIN AND CIPRIAN DEMETER

Proof Note that for each k € Z"
F(K = K@) (k) =T—no(k]* = X)) T

If [ is any nonzero integer then

q—1
T=no(l) = co(L0Q*) 'i(——;5) > > ella/q)
m@
qGAQ a=1
2 1/\
c(10Q%) 10@2 )Y Z (la/q)
qEAQ a=1

P
= co(10Q?) 177(10@2)( . a—14q.
q€AQ:q divides [
When [ gets larger, the increase of the number of its prime divisors from Ag is offset by
the decay of i

[(z)] S L+ [z~

and we get
T =ne()] S @
The result now follows from the fact that 1 — 7o has mean zero. |

Assume now |[|ag||iz(z, ,) = 1 and let
F(x)= Y ace(§-x).
SE-FTL,/\

For o« > 0 define
E,={xeT": |F(x)| > a},

F(x)
f(x) = — =16, (x).
| F(x)|
It follows that
alEal < [ Foofeax= 3 aF (1))
" EEF A
and thus
O*|EfP < Y IFUNEP = (K« [.f).
gefn,)\
This in turns implies that
2| Bo|? < [|K9 ol Bal® + | F(K = K9)loo| Eal-

We now use (10), by choosing @ appropriately so that the upper bound for |K?| . is
roughly o?. We get for each n > 5

Ne—L L if N

|Eo| S : (11)
Niate_L_ . ifq>N"3

a”*l
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5. FROM CONTINUOUS TO DISCRETE RESTRICTION

One may wonder whether the estimate (2) for some p directly implies its discrete
analogue, namely M, ,(A) < N The answer is "no” for both the sphere and the
paraboloid, and here is why. It is a basic fact that (2) is equivalent with (B is the ball
centered at the origin with radius N in R")

n-1_n
1Y ace(€ - X)lomy SN 7llagllew
EeEN

for each a¢ € C and each 1-separated set A on the sphere {£ € R" : ||> = A}. The result
also holds for the paraboloid

{€=(&,- &) ERM Gl G| S NG =&+ ... + &

2n

Since (2) fails for p = =%, no valuable information can be derived this way about
2n

M 2 2.n(A). Luckily, the index -*; plays a key role in the multilinear restriction the-

-1
ory. More precisely, it was proved in [1] that if Pj,..., P, are transverse regions of the
sphere S™! (or the paraboloid), then one can improve over the Thomas-Stein exponent,
at the expense of loosing N°¢

I, fdog,) S N llzzsnr)-

1/n|| on
L»=T(Bn)
As in the linear case, this implies

I | ) age(€ - X))

EEA;

vz gy ~ NV llaelew

where A is as before, while A; are transverse subsets of A. This is the staring point in
the argument from [5] which combines it with induction on scales to prove that, if A is in
addition assumed to be in Z", we have the unrestricted inequality

1> aeele - %, 2oy ) S Nellaelln.
e

In particular,

M, (\) < N (12)

n—1"" ~

6. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2

We use the notation from the previous section, and the assumption [lacl/2(7, ,) = 1.
Define the index p, = -2%. The estimate in (12) implies

1
| Eal §N62—L17
an-

valid for each a > 0 and n > 2. Using this, we get the conjectured bound for each n > 4
and p > p, for a small

N'T »
/ a7 Eylda S NP7 TR,
0
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Using the bounds in (11) we get

N ,
n—2_n
Bl S NPCT R

’
N4

for n > 6 and p > p,, and also

n—2
N 2 5
n—2_n
/ o, OV Ealda S NPCE T
N 3

for each n > 5 and all p > 1. This completes the proof.

)

7. AN ALTERNATIVE ARGUMENT

We now sketch an alternative argument which will also cover the remaining cases n =

4,5 of Theorem 1.2. The argument follows the lines of [4] with input from [3]. Let 7
be an appropriate Schwartz function which equals 1 on i <t <

5 and is supported on
L <|t]| < 1. For @ < N and Q < 2° < N we define
a
RQI{aZ (a,q) =1, Q@ <¢<2Q}

os(t) =Y n((t—a/q)N2°).
a/qeERQ
Note that 7 s is supported on

a 1
Vos={teT: ‘t_Q‘N—

o for some g € Ro}.

Define also

K95 (x) = / TG 2)e(— Mo (®t,
[0,1] j=1
and the correction factors

pi=1- Z Z NQ,s>

Q<N/100 Q<25<N

Kminor - K — Z Z KQ,S

Q<N/100 Q<25<N
Recall the estimate (2.15) in [3], (see also Proposition 4.1 here)

K90 S (V293710 Q "2

(13)
An argument very similar to the one in Proposition 4.3 here shows that
~2 i k=0
FE)(k)| =9 _ 88 : (14)
< cjgv; o if k#0

Also, it is immediate that

minor n-le
[K™ oo S N 27,
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and
. =F(p)0)~1 : if k=0
F KmlHOr k — .
() 1) { SN
Define
| _FE)0)
F(p)(0)
and K{° = K9 — ag JKminer,
It follows from (13)-(16) that
QN*
K)o S
172 e 5 2
and
59 s 2T
1 X~ Q%
These estimates imply as before that
5 QN*
175 K2 < )P
and
i N2s T —1+4e€
172 k2 5 B2
Interpolating between (19) and (20) gives for py = %

_2
1E % B [y S NTTHF Ly

~Y

K= > Y K&

Q<N/100 Q<25<N
we also get via the triangle inequality

2
17 5 Killpy S N#=7F F |y,

~Y

Thus, if we denote

Next we note that B
|F(K = Ki)|los S N2 F
and thus

|F % (K — K)o S N2 )| F1.

~Y

Assume now ||agl[2(x, ) = 1 and let

For o« > 0 define

11

(16)

(19)

(20)

(21)

(22)
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It follows that
alEo| <(F, f) = (Fx K, f+ K) < ||f + K|2.
Thus, by invoking (22) and (23) we get
QP|EBao|* < (f. f+ K) < [(f, f* K|+ [(f, f + (K — K1)
2 . nol
< G NF=TT N =

2 e
< |Eo| o NoTHe 4 | B, PN .

Thus, for a > ag := N*T+¢ we get

n—1 2

|E,| < a 23 Nw3, (24)

Fix now p > =2, We first use (12) to write

_2n_
[iwr<ar=e [
|F|>a0

Using (24) this is further bounded by

%(p_ 2n 2(n—1)

7L1)+E+N2( n3)+—<N7pn

This finishes the argument.

8. CLOSING REMARKS

Improving further the range in Theorem 1.2 may rely on exploiting cancelations oc-
curring in sums of Kloosterman sums. Such an example is the Selberg conjecture, which

states that
K(m,n,q) .
Y —— < (mn X))
q<X

Since the typical size of |K(m,n,q)| is \/5, the conjecture predicts a square root cance-
lation between Kloosterman sums. Recent progress in this direction appears in [10] and
[6].

The piece K? of the kernel K introduced earlier in the paper can be defined to incor-
porate all moduli @ < ¢ < 2@ (not only the primes), and the bound in Proposition 4.3
will continue to hold. It is possible that the correct bound for such a variant of K to be

1K) S Q7. (25)

This amounts to an additional square root cancelation over the result in Proposition 4.1.
If (25) held true, the approach described in this paper would imply precisely the sharp
level set estimate

1
an3
albeit only for o > N7 7. The difficulty of getting the estimate
K2(x)| S Q™

for a fixed x comes from the fact that while one of the entries m,n in the Kloosterman
sum is fixed (it equals —\), the other entry is variable, it depends on q.

B, <
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We also mention that appropriate control over sums of Kloosterman sums would allow
a circle method treatment of the representation problem of integers by sums of three
squares.
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