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EFFECTIVE MULTIPLE EQUIDISTRIBUTION OF TRANSLATED MEASURES

MICHAEL BJORKLUND AND ALEXANDER GORODNIK

ABSTRACT. We study the joint distributions of translated measures supported on leaves which are
expanded by subgroups of diagonal matrices and generalize previous results of Kleinbock—Margulis,
Dabbs—Kelly—Li, and Shi. More specifically, we establish quantitative estimates on higher-order
correlations for measures with low regularities and derive error terms which only depend on the
distances between translations.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let us consider a jointly continuous action of a topological group G on a topological space X.
Given a finite Borel measure o on X, one is often interested in the asymptotic behaviour of integrals
of the form

o(dog) = /X b(97) do(x), with ¢ € Cy(X),

as g — oo in G, as well as in the asymptotic behaviour of integrals of the form
J(qSl ogr--- ¢y o g,«) = / d1(g1x) - - dr(grx) do(x), with ¢1,...,¢, € Cp(X),
X

as g; — oo and gz-gj_1 — oo for i # j in G. The latter integrals are often called r-correlations. In this
paper we will be interested in quantitative estimates on r-correlations for actions on homogeneous
spaces.

Basic models for the type of results that we are after can be found in [9, 11] which deals with
equidistribution of closed horocycles on the modular surface. More generally, one can consider the
action of a partially hyperbolic one-parameter subgroup (g;) in SLy4(R) on the homogeneous space
X :=SL4(R)/SL4(Z), equipped with the (unique) SLg(R)-invariant probability invariant measure p.
Kleinbock and Margulis [6] showed that in this case there exists § > 0 such that for every compactly
supported smooth probability measure o on an unstable leaf of (g:) and for every ¢ € C°(X), there
is a constant C(a, ¢), such that

|0(¢090) — u(9)| < Clo,p) e (1.1)

for all ¢ > 0. In fact, the result of [6] applies more generally to partially hyperbolic flows on homoge-
neous spaces of semisimple Lie groups. Subsequently, Dolgopyat [4] developed an inductive argument
which allows one to deduce from estimates of the form (1.1), quantitative estimates on higher-order
correlations. In the above setting described above, this argument tells us that there exists 8’ > 0 such
that for every ¢1,...,¢. >0

‘0’(¢1 oGt - (b’f o gtr) — M((bl) A M((b’f)’ < C(O’, (bl; o ;¢7‘) €_§/DT(t1,...,tr)
for all ¢1,...,¢, € C°(X), where

Dr(tl, N ,t»,‘) = min(tl,tg — tl, N ,t»,‘ — t»,\,l).
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The idea behind this argument in [6] goes back to Margulis’ thesis [3], and uses that the flow (g:) is
non-expanding transversally to the unstable leaves, so that one can ”thicken” the measure ¢ to reduce
the original problem to mixing estimates for the flow (g;) with respect to the volume measure pu.
The problem becomes significantly harder when the measure o is supported on a proper submanifold
of the unstable leaf. A particular instance of this problem was investigated by Kleinbock and Margulis
in [7]. They consider the case when o is a smooth measure, compactly supported on an orbit of the

I, u )
Unp = {( 0 I, ) tu € Matmxn(R)}, (1.2)

which is translated by the multi-parameter flow

subgroup

gt = diag(etl, ., etm eTtmar e_tm*")
with >0t = Z;n:t: 1 tj. In this case, the orbits of U, , are unstable manifolds of g¢ only when
t1 ==ty = +ooand tymi1 = - = tmyn — +00, but not in general. The main result in [7] states
that there exists § > 0, which is independent of o, such that
|06 0 g¢) = u(9)| < Clo,¢) et (1.3)

for all ¢ € C°(X), where
[t] :=min(t1, ..., tmin).

This result was generalized to homogeneous spaces of semisimple groups by Dabbs, Kelly, Li [3] and

by Shi [10]. Quantitative estimates on higher order correlations were also established in [10]: for every
integer r > 1, there exists 6’ = ¢’(r) > 0 such that
|7 (@10 ge, -+ dr0.ge,) = 1) -+ ()| < Cloy o, gr) e PrlErmts) (1.4)

for all ¢1,...,¢, € C°(X), where
Dy(ty,...,ty) == min ([t1], [t — t1], ..., [tr — t,—1]).

We stress that this estimate only provides non-trivial information when the vectors tq,...,t, are
completely ordered with respect to the function |-] and all gaps with respect to this order go to
infinity. This condition is too restrictive for some of the applications that we have in mind.

In this paper, we generalize this result in two ways. Firstly, we show that one can reduce the
regularity assumptions on the measure o. Secondly, we establish a favourable estimate which only
depend on |t1],..., |t1] and the pairwise Euclidean distances ||t; — t;|| for i # j.

To formulate our first main result, we need some notation. Let Y be a compact orbit of U, in X.
Then Y can be considered as a mn-dimensional torus, and we denote by my the probability invariant
measure on Y. We also write Y for the character group of Y. Given a Borel measure ¢ on Y, we
write 6(x) = fY xdo, x € 17, for the corresponding Fourier coefficients. We say that o is a Wiener
measure if

lollw =3 o100 < oo.

Note that every Wiener measure on Y is absolutely continuous with respect to my, with a continuous
(but possibly nowhere differentiable) density. We denote by S the family of norms introduced in
Section 3.2 below. In particular, one can take them to be the C*-norm on C°(X) for a fixed sufficiently
large k.



EFFECTIVE MULTIPLE EQUIDISTRIBUTION 3

Theorem 1.1. For every r > 1, there exist d. € N and C.., 6, > 0 such that for every Wiener
probability measure o supported on a compact orbit of Upn in X, &,..., ¢t € RT+n, and

P15, 0r € C(X),
|o(d1096  ¢rogr) —n(ér) - por)| < CrllollwSa, (61) -~ Sa, (&) €708 (frte),

where
Ar(ty,....t) ==min ([&],[[ti — 4] : 1<i#j<r).

Let us now formulate a more general version of this result. Let G be a connected semisimple Lie
group without compact factors and P a parabolic subgroup of G such that the projection of P to
every simple factor of G is proper. Let U be the unipotent radical of P and A a maximal connected
Ad-diagonalizable subgroup of P. We write a and u for the corresponding Lie algebras and consider
the adjoint action of a on u. Fix a norm on a and let d denote the corresponding invariant distance
function on A. Let ®(u) denote the set of roots (characters of a) arising in this action. Let a;" be
the positive cone in the dual a* spanned by the characters in ®(u). We use the usual identification
a* — a defined by the Killing form: « +— s, given by (s4,a) = a(a) for a € a, and denote by a;}
the corresponding cone in a given by this identification. The cone Az; = exp(az;) was introduced in
[10] and is called the expanding cone for U. For a € Af;, we denote by |a]y the distance from a to
the boundary of the cone A;}. Let T be an irreducible lattice in G and X := G/I" equipped with the
invariant probability measure p.

The main result of [10] is a generalization of the estimate (1.4) to compactly supported smooth
measures on an orbit of U in X. Let us additionally assume that U is abelian and Y is a compact
orbit of U in X. Given a Borel measure o on U, we define the Wiener norm as above. In this setting,
we establish the following general version of Theorem 1.1:

Theorem 1.2. For every r > 1, there exist d. € N and C.., 6, > 0 such that for every Wiener
probability measure o supported on'Y, tq,...,t, € AjUL, and ¢1,...,¢, € CX(X),

|o(drotr--¢rotr) — u(¢1) -~ u(dr)] < Cr llollwSa, (¢1) - - - Sa, (&) e Orrlirmmtin),
where
Ar(tla s 7tr) := min (LtiJUa d(tiatj) 1< 7&‘7 < T)-

As we clarify below, our method does not rely on particular properties of the horospherical subgroup
U and allows us to produce quantitative estimates on o(¢poty ---¢ot,) once estimates on o(¢ot) are
available (see Theorem 2.1).
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2. GENERAL RESULT

Let G be a real Lie group, U a closed connected subgroup of G, and T a closed connected abelian
subgroup of GG that normalizes U such that the adjoint action of T on the Lie algebra of U is proper
and diagonalizable. Let X be a standard Borel space equipped with measurable action of G. Let u
be a G-invariant probability measure on X, and let v be a U-invariant and U-ergodic measure on
X. We assume that the measure v has discrete spectrum. This means that there is an orthonormal



4 MICHAEL BJORKLUND AND ALEXANDER GORODNIK

basis of L?(v) consisting of U-eigenfunctions, and allows us to introduce a Wiener norm on L>(v)
(see Section 3.1 below).

We shall further assume that certain equidistribution properties hold for v, T" and a sub-algebra A
of bounded functions on X, which is equipped with a family of norms Sy (see Section 3.2 below). For
example, A could be C + C°(X) and S; could be the C*¥-norms for a fixed sufficiently large k.

Finally, we make the following two assumptions regarding quantitative equidistribution on X in
terms of a fixed suitable norm Sy, :

e There exist T C T, D, > 1, 6, € (0,1), and a function p : Ty — [1,00) such that
[v(pot) — ule)| < Dop(t)™ Sa,(¢), (EQ1)
forall p € Aand t e T}.
e There exist C > 1, and 0 < ¢ < 1/2 such that

(1 0 exp(w) - p2) — p(1)u(2) | < Cmax (1, [Jw]]) ™ Sa, (1) Sq, (¢2) (EQ2)
for all ¢1, 2 € A and w € Lie(U).

We fix an invariant metric d on T'. Given r > 2 and t = (¢1,...,t,) € T7, we define
pr(t) :==min (p(t1),...,p(tr)) and m,(t) == ngém exp(d(ts, t;)), (2.1)
i#]

and for r > 1, we set

p(t1) ifr=1
An(t) =
®) { min (pr(ﬁ), mr(i)) if r > 2.

Later on in our argument, we shall slightly modify the definition of m,. (see (3.8) below).

(2.2)

Our main theorem provides quantitative estimates on r-correlations in terms of A,.:

Theorem 2.1. For every r > 1, there exist d, € N and D,., 0, > 0 such that

’V(% lj @i 0 ti) — (o) lj (i)

forallt = (t1,...,t:) €T}, oo € W(v), and ¢1,...,0r € A.

< DA lollwwy [ Sar (#2),

g=il

We note that Theorem 1.2 follows immediately from Theorem 2.1. Indeed, every Wiener measure
on a torus has a continous density, and the assumptions (EQ1) and (EQ2) can been verified in this
setting. In particular, (EQL) was established in [10], and (EQ2) is the well-known exponential mixing
estimate (see, for instance, [0, 2.4.3]).

In Section 8 below, we also work out the parameters d,., D, §, in Theorem 2.1 explicitly.

3. NOTATIONS

3.1. The Wiener algebra

We recall that the measure v is assumed to have discrete spectrum with respect to U, that is, L2(v)
has an orthonormal basis consisting of U-eigenfunctions: there exists a set = of unitary characters on
Lie(U) and an orthonormal basis {¢¢ : £ € Z} of L?(v) such that

e oexp(w) = {(w)e, for all £ € = and w € Lie(U), (3.1)
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where the identity is interpreted in the L?(v)-sense. Without loss of generality, 1, = 1. Furthermore,
for every & € =,
[tbe] =1, wv-almost everywhere, (3.2)

by the U-ergodicity of v.

We denote by B(X) the x-algebra of bounded complex-valued measurable functions on X under

pointwise multiplication. The supremum norm on B(X) is denoted by || - ||cc. For ¢ € B(X), we set
lellww) =D (e - Pe)l, (3.3)
§eE

where {1/15 €€ E} is a fixed orthonormal basis of L?(v).
We define the Wiener algebra
W(v) := {(p € B(X) : [lellww) < oo}.

For ¢ € W(v), B
¥ = ZV(SD'%W&, (3.4)

§eE
with convergence in the L>°(v)-sense, In particular,

ey < llellww), forall p € W(v). (3.5)

3.2. A family of norms on the space X

Let A be a G-invariant sub-#-algebra of the algebra B(X). We assume that 4 is equipped with an
increasing family of norms
S1<85 < <853 < -

satisfying the following assumptions for fixed d, and for all d:

e For all p € A,
[l < Sa, (¢)- (S1)

e There exist A > 1 and a > 0 such that

[l 0 exp(w) — goHOO < A||lwl|* Sq, () for all p € A and w € Lie(U). (S2)

e There exist By > 1 and by > max(1/2,a/4) such that
Sa(p o exp(w)) < Bq max (1, ||w|\)bd Sa(p) for all ¢ € A and w € Lie(U). (S3)

e There exists My > 1 such that
Sa(p192) < M Sata,(¢1)Sd+d,(p2), forall p1,02 € A (S4)

Since A is a G-invariant subalgebra, for ¢1,...,0,. € A and g¢1,...,9, € G, we also have that the
product [[;_, ¢i 0 g; € A. We further assume that the norms Sq are convex in the following strong
sense:

e For every v1,...,0, € A, 91,...,9- € G, and compactly supported complex finite measures
won G",

¢ = o (H @i © gz) dW(gl, s 7gT) € Aa (85)

=1
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and

Sa(¢) < /TSd (H%O%) dw(gr;-- . gr)- (S6)

i=1

We now provide several examples of norms for which our set-up applies when X is a finite-volume
homogeneous space of a Lie group G and A =C+ C°(X):

(i) The simplest example to which our framework applies is a fixed C*-norm with & > 1:

S5(¢) = max [[¢l[c+-

In this case, there is no dependence on indexd. We note that here an in the other examples
properties (S5)—(S6) can be verified using the Dominated Convergence Theorem.

(ii) For some applications, one is required to approximate unbounded functions on X. Then the
following refined norms are useful. Let || - ||1ip denote the Lipschitz norm A with respect to
invariant Riemannian metric and || - [[,» denote the LP-Sobolev norm of order k. One can
take the family of norm

Sal6) = max (|| llco. 16l ip 18] ) (3.6)

In this case, property (S3) holds with fixed By, bs depending only k, and property (S4) with
M depending only on k and with d, = 1 follows from the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality.

(iii) The third example is the Sobolev norms uses in [1] (see [1, Subsection 2.2]). In this case, d
denotes the degree of the Sobolev norm, property (S3) holds with By = L¢ and by = /d for
some Li,¢ > 1, and property (S4) holds with My = L¢ for some Ly > 1.

Let us further assume that X = G/T", where G is connected semisimple Lie group without compact
factors and T" an irreducible lattice in G. Then property (EQ2) is the well-known exponential mixing
estimate (see, for instance, [0, 2.4.3]), where the bound involves the L2-Sobolev norms of the test
functions. Property (EQ2) has been verified in [7, 10, 2] with respect to the norm S defined in (3.6)
(see, for instance, [2, Th. 2.2]).

3.3. Norms on the group T

According to our assumptions on 7" and u := Lie(U), there exists a subset ® C Hom(7, R*) such
that
u= @ua, with ug := {w € u : Ad(t)w = a(t)w, forallt e T}.
acd
We choose a basis of each subspace u,. This gives a basis u. For w € u, we denote by ||w]| the
£°°-norm with respect to this basis. Given ¢t € T, define

[£]] == max { max (|| Ad(t)wl], [| Ad(t) " wl]) + w] =1}

= max { max (|a(t)|, |a(t)| ™) : a € ®}. (3.7)

Note that |[t71« = ||t|l« and |||« > 1 for all t € T. Since the action of T' on u is proper, log || - ||«
defines a norm on Lie(T"). Then the invariant metric d(¢1,t2) on T is comparable up to a constant
to log ||t1t5 ||+, so that it is sufficient to establish the estimates in terms of || - ||.. From now on, we
redefine m,. from (2.1) as

my(t) == n;m [tit; ., fort=(tr,...,t,) € T}. (3.8)
17
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4. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREMS

We fix r > 1, ¢, € W(v), ¢1,...,0, € Aand t = (t1,...,t,) € T]. We wish to estimate the

expression
T T
l/(% H p; 0 ti) — (o) H (i)
i=1 i=1

4.1. Step I: expanding the function ¢,

By (3.4) we can write

Po = ZV(SDO 'Eg)l/fga
ez
where the series converges uniformly, and with the convention that ¢»; = 1. Then

(%Hsozot)—u% Hu i) =v(o ( (H%ot)_ﬁ”(%))
P IIC Vf(H‘onfz), (4.1)

E#1
where we used the notation
ve(n) :=v(e - m), forn e B(X). (4.2)

Let us now define

T

Da,r(t;1) : sup{‘ (szot) [T ()

D1, 00 €A, Sd(cpl),...,Sd(cpT)gl}, (4.3)

i=1
and, for £ # 1,
Dy, (t;€) := Sup{’l/g(ﬂ% Oti) Den o €A Sa(er), -, Saler) < 1}- (4.4)
=1
Finally, we set
Eqr(t) = Sup Da,r(L;€). (4.5)
=)

Then it follows from (4.1) that

‘ ((poH(pzot)_V(Po ]:[,U/ 901

Our goal from now on will be to estimate the quantity Eg,(¢). This will be established through an

<Ed7“( )H‘:DOHW V)Hsd (Pz (46)

elaborate induction scheme, so it will be convenient to define

Bupoa(t) = maX{Ed,p(til,...,tip) c1<p<nr {in,...,ip} C {1,...,7‘}}. (4.7)

4.2. Step II: An upper bound on FE; (base of induction)
In this section, we prove the Theorem 2.1 when r = 1. The assumption (EQ1) asserts that
Da,1(t;1) < Dy p(t)™%, forallteT,. (4.8)
We aim to estimate Ey, 1(t) for some suitably chosen dq > d,. In view of (4.5), it suffices to bound

Ej 1 (t) :==sup D, 1(;€).
41
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To do this we shall exploit the following U-equivariance of the complex measures v¢, in combination

with the equidistribution assumption (EQ2).

Lemma 4.1. For all{ € = and w € u,

exp(w)ve = {(—w)ve.

Proof. Indeed, it follows from (3.1) that for every ¢ € B(X),

exp(w).ve (@) = ve(p o exp(w)) = v(te - p 0 exp(w)) = v(te 0 exp(—w) - 1)
= {(—w)r(¥e - ) = {(—w)ve ().

Let p € A, w e u\ {0}, ¢t €T} and £ # 1. Using Lemma 4.1, we conclude that for every s € R,

ve(pot) = E(sw)ve(potoexp(sw)) = {(sw)ve(p o exp(s Ad(t)w) o t)
= E(sw)ve (p o exp(s Ad(t)w) o t — p(9)),
where we used that vg(1) = v(¢¢) = 0 when £ # 1. For L > 0, we set

oL = % /OL (sw) (<p o exp(s Ad(t)w) — u(so)) ds.

Then
ve(pot) =ve(¢prot).
Using that |i¢| = 1 v-almost everywhere, we deduce that

(b o t)] < v(|gr] o t) < v(|r|* o)/
< (el + (16l 0 t) — u(lon |2,

where we used the inequality o'/? < Y2 + |a — B|Y/? with o, 8 > 0.

The required bounds on the two terms in (4.11) is provided by the following two lemmas:

Lemma 4.2. Let cf, == u(yp) - %fOL £(sw) ds.
(1) o = |¢Ll? —leL]® € A.
(i¢) If L|| Ad(t)w]|| > 1, then
Sa, (1) < B, (LIl Ad(twl))*** Sau, (o)
where By = Mgy,B3; +2Ba,.

Lemma 4.3. If L|| Ad(t)w|| > 1, then
p(lonl®) < 14C (L] Ad(tywll) ™ Sa, ()%,

(4.9)

(4.10)

(4.11)
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We postpone the proofs of the lemmas until Section 5 and continue with the estimate (4.11). We
note that since both v and p are probability measures and cz, is a constant, we have

(1orl? ot) = pllorl?)| = |v(ne o t) — p(ne)|.
Hence, using (EQ1) and Lemma 4.2, we deduce that

[v(l¢Ll? o t) — u(loLl?®)| < Do p(t) =% Sa, (nL)
< DoBy, (LI Ad(tyw]))*** p(t) =% Saa, (¢)?,

for all L > 0 such that L|| Ad(t)w|| > 1. Combining this estimate with Lemma 4.3, we deduce from
(4.11) that

—c/2 baa, _
[ve(p o D)l = [velor o )] < (4VO(LI Ad(tw]) ™ + /DBy, (LIl Ad()wll) ™ p(t) /) S, (),
for all L > 0 such that L] Ad(t)w]| > 1.

It remains to find a suitable L > 0 to ensure that the right-hand side in last inequality decays like
an inverse power of p(t). If we choose L > 0 so that

L Ad(tyw]| = p(t)/(c*+2bau0), (4.12)

then, since p(t) > 1, we see that L|| Ad(t)w|| > 1, and thus the previous bounds are available. We
conclude that
|ve(w o t)] < DY p(t) ™" Saa, (),

where

cd,
2(0 + 2b2do)
Since this upper bound is uniform over all £ # 1, and the constants are independent of ¢t € Ty, we
obtain that

D} := 5max (\/5, DOB&O) and §; = <, < 1.

Eby 1(t) < Dyp(t)~%, forallt € Ty.
Combining this bound with (4.8), we finally deduce that

Faq, 1(t) < Dy p(t)™%, forallte Ty, (4.13)
where D; := max(D,, D).

4.3. Step III: Choosing a suitable one-parameter subgroup

While the estimates in Step II involve averaging along an arbitrarily chosen one-parameter subgroup
of U, we will have to choose this subgroup more thoughtfully to handle higher order correlations. We
will carry out this task now.

Let r>2and t = (t1,...,t,) € T'[. We define
M, (t) := max ||t;t; |, (4.14)
7

where || - || is given by (3.7). By the definition of || - ||, we can find indices 4,j =1,...,r and o € @
such that
M0 = 185 = |ttty )] = || Ad(eit; )

where e,,1 belongs to the (fixed) basis of u,. We set ¢; = 4, and pick indices is, ..., i, all distinct,
such that
| Ad(ti, 5 ean | > || Ad(tiyt; Dean || > -+ > || Ad(ti,t5 Hean |- (4.15)
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In particular, there exists an index [ = 1,...,r such that ¢; = j, and thus

1= Ad(ti,t; ean || > || Ad(ti, t5 ean]|- (4.16)
Since the expression Eg () that we wish to estimate is invariant under permutations of the elements
in ¢ we may henceforth without loss of generality adopt the following convention:

The indices are relabelled so that iy, =k fork=1,...,r

Assuming this convention, we set
w:=Ad(t;)eq1 and w® = Ad(t)w, fori=1,...,7. (4.17)
We note that
lwD| = My(t) and [ <1,
and it follows from (4.15) and (4.16) that
@) > > @) and [ < M. ()7 lw D). (4.18)

We stress that the r-tuple w(®, ... w(") is uniquely determined up to permutations of indices by t.

4.4. Step IV: A recursive estimate of E,. in terms of E‘T,l (inductive step)

Let r >2,t=(t1,...,t,) € T}, and ¢1,...,¢, € A. For £ € Z, we need to estimate

l/g(ﬁgpi oti) = V<1/)§ﬁgpi oti).
i=1 i=1

We exploit the invariance of the measure v under U and consider the one-parameter subgroup exp(sw),
where w is determined by the tuple ¢ and is defined in (4.17). Then

Ve ( f[ i 0 ti) = V(i/}g o exp(sw) f[ pjot;o exp(sw)) =1 (é(sw) f[ @i o exp(sw®) o ti),
i=1 i=1

i=1

where w®) := Ad(t;)w. Therefore, for any L > 0,

Ve ( ﬁ i 0 ti) =g (% /OL &(sw) ﬁ @i o exp(sw®) o t; ds). (4.19)
i=1 i=1

Our argument uses induction on the number of factors r. For an index 1 < p < r, we set

I :zl/g(ngZot — Vg / &(sw) ngzoexp sw ot ds) H piot; |, (4.20)
1=p+1
Ie =g / &(sw) anloexp sw'? ot—H,ugol)ds) H piot; |, (4.21)
i=p+1
V( H %’Oti)— H plps) | if€=1
1375 — i=p+1 i=p+1 (422)

Il
=1
[Tuteove( T oot i€ £ 1
i=1

i=p+1
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Then

V(]-T_‘[gpioti) fﬁu(cpi) ifeE=1
i=1 i=1

1 L
Lie+De+ (Z/o &(sw) ds) Iie = )
ve([Twiot) ite£1
i=1

Since || = 1, we see that when Sg(¢1),...,Sq4(¢r) <1,
Eqr(t) <sup|li¢| +sup|lae| +sup I3l (4.23)
£eE ez ez

We thus wish to prove that each term in (4.23) is small, provided that L > 0 and the index p € [1,7)
are chosen appropriately. An important ingredient towards achieving this is the following technical

proposition, whose proof we postpone until Section 6.

Proposition 4.4. For every L > 0 and 1 < p < r such that L||w®| > 1,

(1) suplhie| < rA(L[w®* V) T Sa. (#3)-

=1

b —c/2 -
(1I) zlelguz,d < Pl((PdLHw(l)H) 90 Daplt, . tp; D)2/ (L @) 7 )H5d+do(<m),

=1

where Py := +/14C and P; .= (Mng-i-do + 2B§) 1/2bd+do-

(I11) oy el < Barpltpr, .- tr) [ ] Salei) when d > d,.
== i=1

The key point of Proposition 4.4 is that it will eventually allow us to establish an upper bound
Eq.(t) in terms of Ey,_1(t). Using induction, we can then use our bound on Ey 1 (and thus on Eq 1)

from the previous steps to provide an upper bound on Eg .

4.5. Step V: Minimize the bound with respect to p and L
Here we specify the parameters p and L for which estimates from Step IV will be applied. The

following version of the Pigeon-Hole Principle will be useful.

Lemma 4.5. Fiz an integer r > 2 and a real number § € (0,1). Then, for every r-tuple

(B, ..., Br) of non-negative real numbers, which satisfies
Br<---<p1 and Br<p10,
there exist 1 <p<r—1and 0<q<r—2 such that
Bpi1 < B109FV/T < g 99/ < B,

Proof. Let v, = 816097 for 0 < ¢ < r. Since 6 € (0,1) and 3, < 316, we have
Br P10 =y <--- <71 <% = P1.
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and thus the r distinct (and linearly ordered) points 7o, . ..,7v,—1 belong to the interval (8,,31]. Let
us partition this interval into » — 1 half-open (possibly empty) intervals as

r—1

(Brs B1] = |_| (Bp+1, Bpl-

p=1
Then, by the Pigeon-Hole Principle, there are two consecutive points which belong to same partition
interval, i.e. there exist 1 <p <r —1and 0 < ¢ <r — 2 such that
ﬂerl < Yg+1 < Yq < ﬂpv

which finishes the proof. O

Let t € T'7. Throughout the rest of the argument, we assume that
M, (t) = max [[t;t7 . > 1
i,j

or equivalently, that ¢; # ¢; for at least one pair (4, 5) of distinct indices. We shall apply Lemma 4.5
above to
0e[M.t)"'1) and B; =[P, i=1,...,r
where the elements w() are defined in (4.17). Note that (4.18) implies that the conditions in the
lemma are satisfied. We conclude that there are indices 1 <p <r—1and 0 < ¢ < r — 2 such that
||w(p+1)|| < ||w(1)|| glat)/r ||w(1)H 99/ < ||w(p)||,
and we set

L= ||w(1)||7197(q+1/2)/r,
With this choice of L, we obtain

L||w(1)|| A (4.24)
Lfw®|| = [jwD]|=Lg=(a+1/2/7||y®@)|| > g~ 52 g% = g=1/2r 5 1, (4.25)
L||w(p+1)|| — ||w(1)||—1 9—(q+1/2)/r||w(p+1)|| < g~ (a+1/2)/rgla+1)/r — g1/27 (4.26)

We stress that these bounds are independent of the indices p and gq.

Let us now utilize these bounds in combination with Proposition 4.4. From (4.26) and Proposition
4.4 (I), we see that

sup [T ¢] < rAQ/2" H Sa, (vi).
= i=1
Using (4.24), (4.25), and the trivial bound

Dd,p(tl, s 7tp; 1) < Edﬂ“*l@)v
we deduce from Proposition 4.4(II) that
—1\7b ~ co/4r -
sup [I2¢| < Py ((Pd9 1) o By 1 (0)Y? + gt ) HSdero(%)-
cex i=1
Finally, since Eq,—p(tpt1,---,tr) < E‘d7T_1(§) < 2, we conclude from Proposition 4.4(IIT) that

supfsel < Far1(0 [ Su(e0) < VEBar 0" ] Sul)
(S ; =1

=1
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Finally, using (4.23), we conclude that when Sgiq,(é1), .., Sa+d, (¢r) <1,

Eita, r(t) <sup|li¢| +sup|lz¢| +sup|l3¢]
§eE ez ez

< 2Py (Pyf~ ) bvao By oy (8)Y2 41 QO (4.27)

for all t € TY, where Q := 2max(A, P1) and ¢; := min(a/2,c/4). We recall that this bound holds
under the standing assumptions that M,(t) > 1 and 0 € [M,(¢)~1,1).

4.6. Proof of Theorem 2.1

Given r > 2 and t = (t1,...,t,) € T, we use the quantities p,(t), m,(t), and A,(t) introduced in
(2.1), (2.2), and (3.8). Throughout the computation, we assume that

An(t) > 1. (4.28)
We note that for any exhaustion
{ts,} T {tis b} C oo C iy, -t 1
,t; are distinct entries in the vector £, we have

where ¢;,,...,t;,
Aq(tiy) > Do(tiy, tiy,) > ... > Ap(t) > 1 (4.29)

In (4.13), we proved
Edl,l(ti) < Dy p(ti>761, foralli=1,...,r,
where dy := 2d,, and D; > 1 and é; € (0,1) are explicit constants. Hence, by (4.29),
Ba, 1(tiy tiy) < D1 A1), (4.30)

for all indices i1, 72, where Edm is defined by (4.7).

We introduce the following inductive assumption:

IND,.: There exist d.—1 € N, D,_1 > 1 and §,—1 € (0,1) such that
Eq, yr1(t1, ... ty) < Dp_y Ap(t) 1. (4.31)

We note that (4.30) implies that the base of induction Inds holds. In what follows, we shall use
our recursive bound (4.27) (for suitable #) to show that for every integer r > 2

Ind, = Ind, 41,

and provide explicit estimates for constants d,., D, d,.

We verify the inductive step (4.31) under the assumption A, (¢) > 1. Let
6:=A (1) <1
with a parameter €, € (0, 1), which will be specified later. We have
M ()™ < Mp(t)™ < mp(t) ™ < A (t)° =0,
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and thus 6 € [M,.(t)~1,1), so the inequality (4.27) can be applied. Combining (4.31) with (4.27), we
conclude that

B,y vayr(t) <2PU(Pa,  Ap(t)r) ettt By oy (62 41 QA (1) /7
< 2P (Pa, A (@) DA AT QAT

< PP, DA A (1) TR )2 QAL ()7

Let us choose
57“71
29 4 2rp ’
s d,_1+d,
so that the two exponents in the last expression match. Since bg, ,1q, > 1/2 and §,_1 € (0,1), we
have &, € (0,1). Then we obtain

dr :=d,_1+d, and g, := (4.32)

EdT()<DA() T,

where
c10r—1

(2ﬂ + 2deT 1+d )
provided that A, (t) > 1. Finally, we note that D, > 2 and E,, < 2 on T, so the last inequality holds
trivially if A,(¢) = 1. This completes the proof of Theorem 2.1.

Tb,i

D, :=2P P, """ D% 4 rQ and o,

< 61, (4.33)

-1

5. PROOF OF LEMMAS 4.2 AND 4.3

Proof of Lemma 4.2. To prove (i), we note that upon expanding the square, we have

1 L L
ou =75 [ [ €l = sa)( o explss Ad(t)) = u(e) (o expla Ad(Dw) = (7)) dinds
=Rp1+ Rpa+len|?,

where

1
Rpi1:= Iz / / &((s1 — s2)w) - poexp(s1 Ad(t)w) - ¢ o exp(sa Ad(t)w) ds1dsa,
o Jo
and
1 L
Rp2:=—-2Re (@ — / E(sw) - poexp(s Ad(t)w) ds).
L Jo
It readily follows from our assumption (S5) that Ry 1, Rr 2 € A, so that
r =|¢r|> —ler|* = Rpa + Rra € A
This gives (i).

To prove (ii), we first note that our assumptions (S6) and (S4) imply that

Sa,(Rr1) / / Sd gooexp (s1 Ad(t)w) - @oeXp(SQAd(t)w))dsldSQ

= L2 (s1 Ad(t)w)) Saq, (¢ 0 exp(s2 Ad(t)w)) ds1dsz

= My, (% /OL Sad, (i 0 exp(s Ad(t)w)) ds) 2.

Similarly, by (S6),

L
Sa,(Rr2) g2||¢||00(%/0 Su. (o exp(s Ad(t)w)) ds ).
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y (S3), we have
S2a, (0 0 exp(s Ad(t)w)) < Bag, max (1, (s|| Ad(t)w]])** ) Saa, (), (5.1)

for all s > 0.

Let us now assume that L|| Ad(¢t)w]|| > 1. Then,
max(L, (s Ad(t)wl[])") < (L[| Ad(t)w]))**  for all s € [0, L],
so that we conclude from (5.1) that

1

L
f/ Sad, (9 © exp(s Ad(t)w)) ds < Bag, (LIl Ad(t)w])** Sq,(¢)-
0

Hence,
Sa,(Rp1) < My, B3, (L] Ad(t)w]))*** Saq, ().

Furthermore, by our assumption (S1), ||¢]lecc < S, (®), and thus
Sa,(Re.2) < 2Bq, (LI| Ad(t)wl])™ Sa,(¢)*.
We conclude that
S0,010) < S, (i) + 4, (R 2) < (Ma, B, (LI Ad(tyw]) 5= + 2By, (Ll Ad(Eu])** ) Sas, (0)?
< (Mg, B3y, +2Ba,) (L Ad(t)w])*** Sza,(¢)*,
where we have used in the last inequality that L| Ad(¢)w| > 1. This proves (ii). O

Proof of Lemma 4.3. Setting ¢ := ¢ — p(p), we obtain from (4.9) that

u(l6 ) < 23 / / (1 o exp(s1 Ad(thw) - o oxp(as Ad[Dw)) | dsidse.
Since the measure i is U-invariant,
(1 0 exp(s1 Ad(t)w) - § o oxp(m2 ATD)) = (¥ 0 exp((s1 — 52) Ad(B)w) - )
= u(yp o exp((s1 — s2) Ad(t)w) - D) — |u(p) [,

for all s1, 59 € R. Tt follows from (EQ2) that
[1(p 0 exp((s1 — s2) Ad(H)w) - D) — |p()]*| < Cmax (1,]s1 — sof[| Ad(t)w]]) S, (0)°-

Hence, we conclude that

L L
u(lorl?) gc(%/o /0 max (1,]s1 — sof | Ad(®)w]) ™ dsidsz ) Sa, (¢)°

R R
= C(i/ / max (1, ]sq 752|)7Cd51d52)5d ()%,
R Jo Jo )

where R := L|| Ad(t)w|. We shall use the following integral estimate, which proof we leave to the
reader: for every R > 1 and ¢ € (0,1),

1 R rR —c
— / / max(1, |u — v|) "¢ dudv < R .
Rz J, Jo 1—c

ulorl®) < f (Ll Ad(t)wl))~“S(p)* < 14C (L[| Ad(t)wll) “Sa,(#)*,

Then we obtain that

where we used that ¢ < 1/2. This proves the lemma. (]
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6. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 4.4

6.1. Upper bound on I ¢

T
We recall that v ( H p; O ti) can be rewritten using an additional average along a one-parameter
i=1
subgroup exp(sw) as in (4.19). Then

Vg(]:[%Ot —1/5 / &(sw) ngzoexp swt ot ds) H @Zot)

1=p+1

equals

Vg / &(sw) ngzoexp swt ot ( H @Zoexp swt ot - H @Zot)ds)

1=p+1 1=p+1

Thus, since |£] = 1 and |¢¢| = 1 almost everywhere,

|115|<(H||%||m)- s || H proesp (su®) ot~ T] o (6.1)
i=p+1
Furthermore,
K T
H H (pioexp(Sw(i))oti— H Vi H H SDzOGXp w(Z H ;i
i=p+1 i=p+1 i=p+1
p+1
< ZH( H @i oexp ( swt ) H 0 — ( H @i oexp ( swt )H%
k=r 1=p+1 i=k+1 i=p+1
p+1
<Y lleroexp (sw®™) =gl o T lilleo:
k=r p+1<i#k<r

From (S2), we have
w0 exp (sw™) — |, < A(sllw[])"Sa, (or)-
Therefore, using (S1) and (4.18), we conclude that

H H gpzoexp(sw Yot — H 0 §7’A(5Hw 1) H H Sa, (¢i)

1=p+1 1=p+1 1=p+1

for all s > 0. Hence, using (S1) one more time, we conclude from (6.1) that

I ¢| < rA(LJw®TD )" HSdo(‘Pi)'
i=1
This verifies Proposition 4.4(1I).

6.2. Upper bound on Iy,

This proof here is similar to the argument in Section 4.2, but is more involved. Let us introduce a
function vy, : X? — C defined by

1t P . P
= f/ 5(510)(H@i(exp(sw(z))ti-iﬂi) - HN(%)) ds (6.2)
0 i=1 i=1
for z = (z1,...,2,) € XP. We denote by 1, the restriction of ’LZL to the diagonal in X7 i.e.,
Vu(z) =Yy (z,...,x), forzeX.
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Furthermore, we set \ := []. oti, so that we can write

i=p+1 Pi
Iy =ve(r - A) = v(ve - YL - A).
Hence, by Cauchy-Schwartz inequality,

Iz.¢] < v([02]*) 2 Alloo- (6.3)
Now, using that the inequality u'/? < |u — v|'/2 + v'/2 for all u,v > 0, we see that
~ o 1/o -
v(0n Y2 < [(rl?) — u®(n )] + u®P (| ?) 2, (6.4)

where u®P denotes the product measure on X? induced from p.

6.2.1. Upper bound on |v(|yr|?) — ,u®p(|1ZL|2)}1/2

Setting
1t P
1 [ elwds and e = o Lo

i=1

we have
lYr|* = Rip + Rop + Rs.p + |cc]?,

where
Ryp(z): LQ/ / §((s1 — s2)w Hsﬁz exp(s10 D) ts.2;) @i (exp(sow® )ty x;) dsydss, (6.5)

=1

p
Rop(a) =01 ( / () H% explsu )t ds) [ [e (6.6)

Es,L(z) = RQ,L(@- (6.7)

We denote by R 1, Ro 1, and R3 1, the restrictions of ELL, EZL and E&L respectively to the diagonal
in XP. Then
|1 = Rip + Ror + Rap +|cp|?,

and

(e ) = n®P ()| < 0] + [ Ja] + 1 Js], (6.8)
where

Ji = v(Rp.p) — p®P(Ryp), for k=1,2,3.
We further note that |Jz| = |J3|. The following lemma, whose proof is postponed until Section 7,

provides estimates on the Ji's.

Lemma 6.1. For every L > 0 such that L|jw™M| > 1,

(i) | 1] < (MaBiyq, )P (Llw®|[)?a+4e Dyy(ts, . . H5d+d @i)?

p
() |J2] = |J5] < BE(L[w®[)?* Day(ts, ..., tp) [T Salwi)®.
=1

In particular, since By, Mg, L||w™]|| > 1, we conclude from this lemma and (6.8) that

(142 ?) = 1®P (192 *)] < Bap(Lllw V|44 Dy y(tr, ...t H5d+d i)?, (6.9)
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where By, := (MyB3, 4 )" + 2BY.

6.2.2. Upper bound on p®P(|g|2)1/2

We write the function 1; I, as

1 L
=7 / E(sw)ra(z) ds
with , )
Ys(z) = H pi(exp(sw)t;a;) — H 1)

Let us set p; := ¢; — u(¢;). Then we can write

P

(@) = Y A9 (@),
j=1
where -
— D
(])( (H,u Pi )pj(exp(sw(”)t “Tj ( H ‘Pi(eXp(Sw(z))ti.xi)).
=1 i=j+1
Hence,
WJL Z LQ/ / £((51 — s2)w ) ((]) 7§2))d31d52.
7,k=1

Since the measure y is G-invariant, we have p(p;) = 0, so that for j < k,

i (19 %) =( Hm 20) |2 ) o)) ( I et [2)1(n o explsrw®) - pi o explszu))
=741
p -
x( H 11(¢i 0 exp(siw®) - (bzoexp(sQw(Z)))) =0.
i=k+1
Also,

H (1) A) (Hlu (#0)12) 1(p5 0 exp(s109)) - p; 0 exp(s300))

( H ,u ;i O eXp slw( )) ;0 eXp(sgw(i))))_
i=j+1

Therefore, we deduce that

P
1
() <3 7 / / P(7D)[?) dsidss
P
Z L2/ / i oexp((s1 — s2)w?) ’dsldSZ)HH%”io-

i#]

IN

By arguing verbatim as in the proof of Lemma 4.3, we see that

L2/ / i oexp((s1 — s2)w?) |dsld52<14C’(LHw H) Sa, (p;)?, (6.10)

for all j = 1,...,p, provided that L|w| > 1.
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Let us now assume that L||w®| > 1. By (4.18), we then also have L||w)| > 1forall j =1,...,p,
and thus we can use the bound (6.10) for every j. We conclude, once again using (4.18), that

P (|¢p|?) < 14p O (L[w ™)~ Hsd ©i)2. (6.11)

6.2.3. Combining the two bounds

Our goal is to bound |I3¢| from above, uniformly over £ € Z. Recall from (6.3) and (6.4) that

el < (Jv(6el®) = w2 (e D] + u (52 2)72) Al

By (S1), we have |||« < [T i=pt1 94, (1)
We recall that we have proved in (6.9) that

V() — 1215 P)| < Bay (LIw®)% Dy, .. HSM o).
provided that L|jw®|| > 1, and in (6.11) we have proved that
(¢ [?) < 14p C(L|[w ) Hsd i),
provided that L||w(®| > 1. Hence,

b, —c/2 -
Lol < (B (LIw D) Doyt 1) + (14pC) 2 (L]w® ) ™) TT Sara, (00

i=1
b —c/2 .
< P (Bl ®])™ % Dyt .. 1) 4 VAL )" T] Sea (00).
i=1
where
P = V14C and P;:= (MyB2,, +2B3)"".
This completes the proof of Proposition 4.4(II).

6.3. Upper bound on I3,

Let us first consider £ = 1. It follows immediately from the definition of Dgr—p(tpt1,...,tr) in
(4.3) and (S1) that

P T
Bl < (TT0ed) o T wiot) = IT wte
i=1 i=p+1

1=p+1

<Ddrp pHly - ]:[Sd (,01

when d > d,. Similarly, if £ # 1, by the definition of Dy ,—p(tpt1,...,tr;€) in (4.4) and (S1),

p T
sl < (1T il ) e ( TT wiot:)
=1 i=p+1

when d > d,. Therefore, from (4.5) we conclude that

< Dd,r—p(tp-i-la eyt 5) H Sd(@i)
1=1

2up|135|<EdTp p+1 -y ]:[Sd gﬁl

which verifies Proposition 4.4(IIT).
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7. PROOF OF LEMMA 6.1

Proof of Lemma 6.1(i). Given s = (s1,s2) € R? and z € X, we define

61(5,2) 1= pi(exp(s10 o) pi (exp(sz0 D)), for i =1,...,p.
Then

Rir(z LQ/ / §((s1 — s2)w HQS'LSt:CZ dsidss,

and

|J1| = ’V(RLL) R1L < —/ / HGZ ) H,u qﬁz ’d81d32 (7.1)

Since A is a G-invariant x-algebra and ¢; € A, we note that ¢;(s,-) € A. Hence, by the definition of
Dy p(t1,...,tp) in (4.3),

]v(ﬁ@(g,) ) Hu di(s ’<det1,... Hsd
i=1
for every s € R2. By (S4),
Sa(¢i(s,)) < Mg Saya, (i 0 eXp(S1w(i))) Satd, (i o eXp(S2w(i))),
and by (S3),
Sata, (0 exp(sw ™)) < Bara, max (1, s|w )" Sava, (o), for all s> 0.
Let us now assume that L|w(®| > 1. Then, by (4.18),
max(1, s[|w®|) < L|jw® |, foralli=1,...,pand s € [0,L].

Therefore, we conclude that for all s € [0, L]?,

p
(T ets )0t - Hu 0u(s.)) | < (MaBZq, )P (L0 Dyy(tr, .t HSM o),
=1

and it now follows from (7.1) that
b
|| < (MaB3yq,)P (LIw® )" Dyy(tr, .t H&M%,

provided that L|w™| > 1. O

Proof of Lemma 6.1(i1). We recall that

IAi;gyL(g):—GL / &(sw) H% exp( sw( t:c ds)ﬁ

Since |01| <1 and the measure p is T-invariant, we have

|Jo| < [v(R,L) — n®P(Ri,p)|

<(XM1(T (0 \[a
_(Z/o ‘I/(ngioexp(sw )o ) Hu wi o exp( swt ‘ S)H”%”oo

By the definition of Dg p(t1,...,t,) in (4.3), we see that

P P
‘ (H% o exp(sw Z) Yot ) HM i o exp(sw Z) ’ < Dgp(ts,...,tp) HSd(gpi o exp(sw(i))),
i=1 j=

=1
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for all s € R. By (S2),
Sa(pi 0 exp(sw®)) < Bymax (1, us(i)H)bd Sa(pi), forall s >0.
Let us now assume that L||w(®| > 1. Then, by (4.18),
max(1, s||w?|) < L|jw® |, foralli=1,...,pand s e [0,L].

Therefore,
P ' P . ) P
}y( H ;0 eXp(sw(l)) o ti) — H ,u(goi o exp(sw(z)))} < BY (LHw(l)”)p “Dap(tsy. .. tp) H Sa(pi),
i=1 i=1 i=1
for all s € [0, L]. Now it readily follows that
p
b
[ Jo| < BY(LIwM )™ Daylts, ... tp) [ ] Sale:)?,
=1
provided that L|w™| > 1. O

8. EXPLICIT VERSION OF THE MAIN THEOREM

Let us now present a version of Theorem 2.1 with explicit parameters. Here we additionally assume
that the estimates (S3) and (S4) hold for

By = L% and by = ¢d with L,/ >1 and My = L$ with Ly > 1

respectively. Such bounds can be verified for the Sobolev norms (see Section 3.2). Then we prove:

Theorem 8.1. There exist H1, Hy > 0 and A > 1 such that for allr > 1, ¢, € W(v), ©1,...,pr €
A and t € T} satisfying A (t) > Hy ~ DDA

‘u(% lf[ @i o ti) — (o) lf[ (i)

< rH; AT(E)_(M—)Q(T:»I)!_AT H S(rJrl)do (%)’

i=1

Proof. We recall from the proof of Theorem 8.1 that the parameters d,., D,., and 4, are determined
by the following relations:
dr =dy—1 +d, with d; = 2d,,

rba,._ 1 +do 1/2bata,

D, =2P,P, """ D% 1 rQ, where Py:= (MyB3,, +2B2) :
c10r—1
(2 + 2rbg, _,4a,)

It is clear from the recursive formulas that

r =

dy = (r+1)d,

and
015T_1 > 1
r(3 4 20r(r+1)) — (P)2(r+ 1IN

for an explicit A > 1, which depends only on a, b, ¢, and ¢. However, with this choice, D, grows

O =

super-exponentially fast in 7. We modify the proof of Theorem 2.1 choosing 6 differently to get rid of
b

the PdT::’l—factor. This will then imply that the constant grows linearly. Unfortunately, this type of

argument only applies to those ¢ € T' such that A,(t) is sufficiently large depending on 7.
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We assume that the inductive assumption (4.31) holds and choose
0= PdrflAT(DiETa

where ¢, is given by (4.32), and Py, _, is defined in Proposition 4.4. We note that

Pay oy = (Mya, By aya, +2B2,) 400 = (Lt L0 4 2Lirte) VTN < 1y (L, 1 2.

Since P;,_, > 1, we have M,.(t)~! < 6, and we note that # < 1 provided that
A1) > P/ (8.1)

Hence, if t satisfies (8.1), then, just as in the previous proof, it follows from (4.27) combined with
(4.31) that
Egia,r(t) < DeA1) 7,
where
D, :=2PD}” +rQ, with Q, :=QP;"'", (8.2)

and ¢, as above. Then

2c
=L 4+ 2rbg,_, 2
1/er = Té—w < (% +20r(r + 1)) (r — D2 <y (r = D)lrl(r + 1),
where v := M By induction on r, one can also show that there exists H; > 1 such that

D, < Hyr for all r. Therefore, we conclude that
B, (t) < rHi A, (1) TPCTT
for all £ € T" satisfying
Ap(t) > HSTTOMOTDIA  Ghere Hy i= LY (Lo +2)7.
This finishes the proof. (I
In the case of the examples (i)—(ii) of norms introduced in Section 3.2, the above estimates can

be simplified. Let us now additionally assume that X = G/T", where G is connected semisimple Lie
group without compact factors and I' an irreducible lattice in G, and A = C + C°(X).

Corollary 8.2. Let Sy denote the norms defined in either (i) or (ii) in Section 3.2. Then there exist
Hy,Hy > 0 and X\ > 1 such that for all v > 1, ¢, € W(v), ¢1,...,0, € A and t € T} satisfying
AT(Z) > H2(T71)!T!AT;

’l/(gao ﬁ p; o ti) — (o) ﬁﬂ(%’)

Proof. We note that in this case, properties (S3)—(S4) holds with fixed constants independent of d.
Using this we obtain that

< rHy A (1) O [ Spsa00)-

i=1

O — 1
5, = 201 1 > .
r(2& 4 2rb) T (P2 AT
and )
=4 2rb
1/e, = T <y (r=1)r".
57"71
This implies the estimate. (I
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