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POINTWISE CONVERGENCE OVER FRACTALS FOR DISPERSIVE
EQUATIONS WITH HOMOGENEOUS SYMBOL

DANIEL ECEIZABARRENA AND FELIPE PONCE-VANEGAS

ABSTRACT. We study the problem of pointwise convergence for equations of the type ihdiu +
P(D)u = 0, where the symbol P is real, homogeneous and non-singular. We prove that for initial
data f € H*(R™) with s > (n — a + 1)/2 the solution u converges to f H%-a.e, where H® is the a-
dimensional Hausdorff measure. We improve upon this result depending on the dispersive strength
of the symbol. On the other hand, we prove negative results for a wide family of polynomial symbols
P. Given a, we exploit a Talbot-like effect to construct regular initial data whose solutions u diverge
in sets of Hausdorff dimension . However, for quadratic symbols like the saddle, other kind of
examples show that our positive results are sometimes best possible. To compute the dimension
of the sets of divergence we use a Mass Transference Principle from Diophantine approximation
theory.

1. INTRODUCTION

We study the problem of pointwise convergence to the initial datum for the following dispersive
partial differential equations:

ihoyu + P(D)u = 0,

u(-0) = f € H*(R™), W)
where h = 1/(27), D = —ihd, and P € C*°(R™\{0}) is a real, non-singular function, i.e. VP(§) # 0
for all £ € R™\ {0}. We will work with functions P that are homogeneous of degree k > 1, k € R;
these symbols are also referred to as of principal type. In general, we will denote the solution to
(1) by T, f.

The classical problem concerns the Schrédinger equation, which corresponds to P(£) = |¢[2.
Carleson asked in [8] for the minimal regularity s > 0 such that all functions f € H*(R") satisfy
lim;_, /" = f almost everywhere. For n = 1, he proved that s > 1/4 is sufficient, while
Dahlberg and Kenig [11] showed that this is also necessary.

For dimensions n > 2, the problem was subsequently investigated by several authors in [38, 36,
30, 24, 6, 13, 15], just to mention a few. In [7], Bourgain gave a counterexample, discussed in detail

in [31], to prove that s > 3ty 18 necessary, while Du, Guth and Li proved in [14] that s > 1/3 is

sufficient in n = 2, and Du and Zhang [16] proved that s > 2(71—11) is sufficient for n > 3. Thus, the

problem has been solved except for the endpoint.
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Several variations of the problem have been proposed; for example, convergence along curves
[25, 9], convergence for other equations [3, 32, 33, 10], and convergence in other manifolds [42, 17],
some papers addressing more than one version of the problem.

We consider here the fractal refinement of the problem, namely, the convergence H*-almost
everywhere, where H® is the a-Hausdorff measure. It has been studied, for example, in [2, 27, 20,
28]. The question is to determine the critical regularity

se(a) = inf{s >0 | %E)I(l)th = f a-a.e. forevery f € HS(]R")},

which has the following properties:

(i) se(a) < n/2, because if f € H*(R™) for some s > n/2, then T;f is continuous and the
solution converges everywhere;
(ii) sc(«) is a non-increasing function in «; and
(iii) sc(a) > (n — «)/2, because for s < (n — «)/2 a function f € H*(R™) can diverge in a set
of dimension « [39].

It is frequent to rephrase this problem in terms of almost everywhere convergence with respect
to Frostman measures, that is, probability measures supported in the unit ball B; that satisfy
w(By) < Cr® for all r > 0. Denoting the collection of all such measures by M%(B;), Frostman’s
lemma implies that the critical regularity can also be computed by

Se(@) = inf{s >0 | }gl(l)th = f pra.e. for every p € M (B;) and f € H*(R"™) } .

Convergence is usually better in presence of dispersion, that is, when the frequencies of the
solution travel in different directions at different speeds. In these cases, the L?-norm is constant,
while the L°°-norm decays, and the rate of decay measures the strength of the dispersion. An
example is the Schrédinger equation, with P(¢) = |¢|?, which satisfies both conditions. An example
of no dispersion is the transport equation, with P(§) = .

Let us first see what might happen when the solution lacks dispersion. Let 8 > 0. As we said,
if s < (n—B)/2, a function f € H*(R") can diverge in a set £ C R"” with Hausdorff dimension .
Since high frequencies remain concentrated, at times ¢ > 0 the solution u(-,¢) might still diverge
in a large set Fy with dimension . One may naively think, based on Cavalieri’s principle (which,
in the fractal setting, works in some situations but is in general false [18, Ch. 8]), that all the sets
E; make a set F' of dimension 5+ 1 in R™ x R. Moreover, if the sets F; are more or less disjoint,
then the projection of F' to R™ could have dimension 5+ 1. Thus, in this bad scenario, the solution
might diverge in a set of dimension & = f+ 1. In other words, if s < (n —a+1)/2 and f € H*(R"),
we should expect the solution u to diverge in set of dimension «.

1.1. Positive results. Our first result is precisely s.(«) < (n—a+1)/2, that is, that the situation
just described is the worst case scenario. Since we expect it to hold when no dispersion is present,
we call (n — a4+ 1)/2 the non-dispersive threshold.

Theorem 1.1 (The non-dispersive upper bound). Let P € C*°(R™ \ {0}) be a non-singular, ho-
mogeneous function of degree k > 1, for k € R, and let s > (n — a+ 1)/2. Then,

%%J}f =f p-ae., Vue M*(By) and Vfe H’R").
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When a = n, this result has already been proved in several cases:
o for P = |¢|? by Vega [38] and Sjolin [36];
e for P a polynomial of degree two by Rogers et al. [32];
e for P a polynomial of principal type by Ben-Artzi and Devinatz [3].

For general «, this result was proved for P elliptic of degree m > 2 by Sjogren and Sjolin [35].

Let us come back to the dispersive case. When the high frequencies are dispersed in different
directions at different speeds, one could think that the probability that high frequencies concentrate
at many spots most of the time is small, so one expects that at a fixed point in space the solution
tends to evolve somehow smoothly. Kato called attention to this fact in [23]. Therefore, we expect
to improve the non-dispersive bound if the equation disperses frequencies. While this is actually
the case for many symbols P, it turns out that there are symbols such as P(£) = &3 — €2 for which
the non-dispersive bound cannot be improved, as was proved in [32] for a = n.

Our next result shows that, in the presence of dispersion and when « is small, we can achieve
the lowest possible s.(a) = (n — a)/2. How small a can be chosen depends on the strength of the
dispersion.

Theorem 1.2 (The dispersive bound). Suppose there exists 3 > 0 such that ||Typllee < Cylt|™"
for every ¢ € S(R™) with Fourier support in {|| ~ 1}. Then, for a < f and s > (n — «a)/2, Tif
converges to f p-a.e. for every f € H*(R™) and for every u € M*(By).

If D2P is non-singular, then ||T;p|| <oo Cyplt| ™/ for every ¢ € S(R™) with supp P C {& € R” :
|¢| ~ 1}; see Theorem 1 in Ch. 8.3 of [37]. As an immediate consequence, we get:

Corollary 1.3. If D?P(¢) is non-singular for ¢ # 0 and if @ < n/2, then s.(a) = (n — a)/2.

This result was proved by Barcel6 et al. [2] for P = [£|?, and they also proved it for P = |¢|™
with m > 1 when o < (n — 1) /2.

Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 1.3, together with the fact that s.(«) is non-increasing, imply that
if D?P is non-singular, then

sc(a) = (n—a)/2, if « <n/2,
se(a) < n/4, ifn/2<a<n/2+1, (2)

sc(a) < (n—a+1)/2, ifn/24+1<a<n.

In even dimensions, we will see that for P = ¢ + -+ + 5721/2 - 5721/24_1 — -+ — €2 the inequalities are

actually attained.
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When D?P is positive definite, we can complement Corollary 1.3 with Du and Zhang’s deep
result in Theorem 2.4 of [16], so that

sc(a) = (n—a)/2, if « <nj/2,
se(a) < n/4, ifn/2<a<(n+1)/2,
Sc(oz)§2(n+1)—|—2(n+1)(n—0z), if(n+1)/2<a<n.

This is already known for the Schrodinger equation.

1.2. Negative results. In the second part of the paper we discuss negative results. To build
counterexamples, the recurring idea is to place as many wave packets as possible in a carefully
chosen plane in (x,t), in such a way that the oscillations interact coherently, making the solution
to be large in a large set over the plane.

We consider symbols P of the type

PE) =& +wW(), ¢=(&,8)=(&,...,&) €R,

where k£ > 2 is an integer and W € Q[Xy,..., X,] has degree k. We will impose some additional
conditions to the polynomial W in Section 3. The case P(¢) = |¢|?, corresponding to k = 2, was
investigated in [29]; however, we draw here a more complete picture of the divergence sets involved.
The case k > 3 and a = n was tackled by An, Chu and Pierce in [1], which is our main source of
inspiration. Our main result in this direction is the following.

Theorem 1.4. Let P(¢) = ¥+ W ('), where W € Q[Xa, ..., X,,] is non-singular in the sense that
VW (€' # 0 for every £ € C*~1\ {0}.
Suppose that either 2 <k <2(n —1) and

) (7) i + 4(n(kn_—1l) Y 2((7;(_]:_)(3;11)) (n—a) forn-— n2—_]€1 <a<n,
s
(mi+4mz;im+zé1;?nm‘a) forn—3-"<asn-"
ork>2(n—1) and
©) % - 4(n(kn__11) -y + 2(&&;1_)(5;11)) (n—a) forn-— n2—_kl <a<n,
s ) %+4(nqu_]gl_1) 2(71(7:__]{:1_)1)(”—@) forn—#_lﬂgagn_%’
(iii)i+n4_l<;1+n4_kl(n_a) forn—2]24__#_1_11Sozén—k‘ﬁi;i1

Then there exists f € H*(R™) such that Tyf diverges in a set of Hausdorff dimension c.

In the theorem we stated the hypothesis of non-singularity as VW (£') # 0 for every ¢ € C*1\{0}
because it is easier to read, but the theorem might hold for a larger class of polynomials. We will
state the precise condition in Section 3.

The proof is based on the counterexamples designed by Bourgain [31], who exploited Gauss
sums and the underlying Talbot effect to compute the solution at rational times. When &k > 2, the
oscillatory sums demand a finer manipulation, so An, Chu and Pierce [1] introduced to this context
Deligne’s Theorem 8.4 from [12].
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FIGURE 1. Representation of Theorem 1.4. The plot at the top is £ < 2(n—1), and
the plot at the bottom is & > 2(n — 1). In the blue region the initial datum itself
diverges, so only the yellow region is not trivial. The numbering (i), (i) and (iii)
corresponds with that in the theorem.

The resulting divergence sets are very similar to those studied in diophantine approximation. To
compute their Hausdorff dimension, we decided to use the mass transference principle, a powerful
tool in that field introduced by Beresnevich and Velani [4]. We motivate it briefly here, and we will
discuss it in more detail in Section 4.

A prototypical example of the sets considered in diophantine approximation is the limsup of sets
F,, which are unions of balls {B;} of radius R,,!, where R,, is a sequence diverging to infinity.
To compute the Hausdorff dimension of this limsup, one usually takes the union of such sets up
to some scale m and sorts out the set F,, to get a large subset F, which is somehow uniformly
distributed. Then, one applies a Frostman measure technique to compute the dimension. This
can be very technical and exhausting; the reader can find an example in Section 5 of [29]. On the
other hand, the mass transference principle runs the whole process automatically and efficiently:
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to compute the dimension of a limsup of balls B(z;,7;), all it requires is to find an exponent a such
that the limsup of the dilated balls B(x;,r{) has full measure.

The theorem of Beresnevich and Velani [4] only permits dilations that take balls to balls, so their
mass transference principle is usually referred to as from balls to balls. However, our divergence
sets are not union of balls, but rectangles, so this result does not directly apply. Wang, Wu and
Xu [41] proved a mass transference principle from balls to rectangles, but this is still not sufficient
for our purposes. Recently, Wang and Wu [40] were able to prove a version from rectangles to
rectangles. This is the form we use here.

Finally, we study non-elliptic quadratic symbols. By a linear transformation, it suffices to study
the polynomials

where we assume that 1 < m < n/2 without loss of generality. By (2), we only need to work with
a > n/2. For large o, we prove that the non-dispersive exponent given in Theorem 1.1 is optimal.
For intermediate «, we improve the trivial (n — «) /2 without reaching the non-dispersive threshold.
Notice that Theorem 1.4 still applies here; however, we can build even more regular initial data
with solutions that diverge on a set with the same dimension a. Our counterexamples are inspired
by the work of Rogers, Vargas and Vega [32], who considered the case & = n. In contrast to theirs,
our results are sensitive to the index m. Results are portrayed in Figure 2.

Theorem 1.5. Let P be a quadratic polynomial with index 1 < m < n/2.
o Ifm<n/2—1, let
n+ (n—2m)(n — «)

2<a<n-— 1
s < 3 —2m +2) forn/2<a<n—m+1,
s<(n—a-+1)/2 forn—m+1<a<n.
e Ifn is odd and m = (n—1)/2, let
s<(n—a+m+1)/4 for(in+1)/2<a<(n+3)/2
s<(n—a+1)/2 for (n+3)/2 < a<n.

e Ifn is even and m =n/2, let
s<(n—a+1)/2 forn/24+1<a<n.
Then there exists f € H*(R™) such that Ty f diverges in a set of Hausdorff dimension c.
Theorem 1.5 together with Theorem 1.1 imply s.(a) = (n —a+1)/2 when o > n—m+ 1. In

particular, we fully determine s.(a) when n is even and m = n/2:
(n—a)/2 for  <n/2,
se(a) =< n/4 forn/2<a<n/2+1,
(n—a+1)/2 forn/2+1<a<n.
Outline of the paper.
e Positive results:

Section 2: We prove Theorems 1.1 and 1.2.
e Negative results:

Section 3: We build the counterexample for Theorem 1.4 based on the one proposed by Bourgain
in [7] and An, Chu and Pierce in [1] and we determine the divergence sets.
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Section 4:

Section 5:

Section 6:

Section 7:

Notations.

Ln .y n
5 5 T 1 n—m-+1
FIGURE 2. Representation of Theorem 1.5 for the case m <n/2 — 1.

We discuss the mass transference principle, which we use to compute the Hausdorff
dimension of the divergence sets.

We study in detail the divergence sets, which depend on certain parameters. We
compute their dimension. Strictly speaking, the theorem follows by studying only
some extremal parameters; however, the mass transference principle allows us to deal
with the whole range of parameters and ensure that this is the best possible result for
this counterexample.

Once we know the dimension of the divergence sets, we compute the Sobolev regularity
of the counterexample and conclude the proof of Theorem 1.4.

We prove Theorem 1.5.

(a) Miscellaneous: e(z) = e*™%; B(a,r) = {z: |z —a| < r}.

(b) Relations: A < B means that A < CB for some constant C' > 0; analogously, we have
A 2 B and A~ B. When we want to stress some dependence of C on a parameter N, we
write A <y B. We write ¢ < 1 as a shorthand of “a sufficiently small constant”.

(c) Algebra: if k is a field, then k& D k is the unique, up to isomorphism, algebraic closure of
k. For a prime ¢, F, = Z/qZ. The projective space P4(k) is k%! \ {0} with the relation

€T r~

y if z = Ay for some \ € k. If R is a ring, then R[X;,...,X,] are the polynomials

with coefficients in R.

(d) Size of sets: If E C R™ is a Lebesgue measurable set, then either |E| or H"(E) denote its
Lebesgue measure. If E is a finite set, then |F| is the number of elements. For a set A,
the s-Hausdorff content Hj3(A) at scale ¢ is defined in (95). The s-Hausdorff measure is
H?(A) = lims_,0 H3(A). The Hausdorff dimension is dimy A = inf{s > 0 | H*(A) = 0}.

Acknowledgments. Daniel Eceizabarrena is supported by the Simons Foundation Collaboration
Grant on Wave Turbulence (Nahmod’s Award ID 651469). Felipe Ponce-Vanegas is funded by the
Basque Government through the BERC 2018-2021 program, and by the Spanish State Research
Agency through BCAM Severo Ochoa excellence accreditation SEV-2017-0718 and by the IHAIP
project PGC2018-094528-B-100.

We would like to thank Renato Luca for sharing with us all his insights on the problem. We
also thank Lillian Pierce for bringing her results to our attention and explaining some details of
her work. We thank Will Sawin for clarifying some points of Deligne’s Theorem for us.

7



2. CONVERGENCE RESULTS

In this section we prove Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. As usual, we aim to bound the maximal operator
f ¥ supg<i<; |Tif|. After space-time rescaling, we localize in time like in [24] and discretize the
maximal operator like in [16], which leaves us with a more manageable operator.

The solution of (1) is

T,f(x / FO)ele - £+ tP(E)) d.

Since we will restrict the frequencies of f to lie in some annulus, we can localize with a cut-off
¢ € C§°(R™) and express the solution as

T (x) = / HOF(E)ela - €+ tP(E)) de.

In this form, 7;f is the Fourier transform of a measure over the graph of P, i.e. over § :=
{(€, P(§)) | € € supp p}, so that

Tif(x) = (fdS)" (a,t).
We will adopt this point of view at times.

Since our results refer to convergence pu-a.e for measures p € M“(Bj), we should define T} f at
least at that level of precision. If f is a measurable function, then we choose the representative

fa)=tm [ 3)

r—0 |B($ T)| B(z,r)
whenever the limit exists. If f € H*(R") and s > (n — «)/2, the limit (3) exists u-a.e. Moreover, if
we write f = J, % (D)*f, where (D)*f € L2(R") and J,(£) := (2r¢)™* is the Bessel potential, then
the integral defining the convolution is absolutely convergent p-a.e., and Js * (D)5 f = f p-a.e. We
refer the reader to Definition 1.4 and Proposition 7.1 of [22] for detalls Hence, we can write (T3 f)~
also as Jg * Ty (D)" f.
By standard arguments, for any s’ > s, the solution T} f converges to f € H SI(R") p-a.e. if

| sup [Tiflllz2(u) < CR?| fll2, for every R>> 1,
0<t<1

where suppf c {|¢| ~ R}. Applying the transformation (z,t) — (z/R,t/R¥) and using the
homogeneity of P, that is, that R™*P(R¢) = P(£), the expression above is equivalent to

sup |Tiflll 20 = B2\ sup |Tifrlll L2
H0§t§1| 2 () = | B T2 Rl 22 ()

where fr(z) := f(x/R) and dug(z) := R*du(x/R). Therefore, our goal has changed to prove

I sup [Tifrlllz2qup) < CR™ 2| 2, (4)
0<t<R

where supp fR C {|¢| =~ 1} and pg is a probability measure with support in B that satisfies
dur(By) < Cr® for all r > 0, that is, ur € M*(Bg).

We remark that, with a few modifications, it is possible to extend some arguments to non-
singular, almost k-homogeneous symbols P, that is, symbols that satisfy

1
Rk-2 |(
Our next step is to localize in time as Lee did in Lemma 2.3 of [24]. We show that instead of

proving the maximal estimate for ¢ < R¥ as in (4), it is enough to prove it for t < R.
8
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Lemma 2.1. Let P be a non-singular symbol, i.e. VP(&) # 0 for all £ € R™\ {0}. Suppose that
for some q > 2 and pp € M*(BRg) it holds that

| sup |Tofll Loy < CRP| £l (5)
0<t<R

for every f € LA(R™) such that supp f C {|¢| ~ 1}. Then,
Hiél[g T2 £l oy < CR?||fl2. (6)

where C' depends on VP.

As a remark, we note that in the original argument of [24] there are e-losses in the power of R.
However, these losses were removed in Lemma 2.1 of [25].

Proof. We can assume that R > 1, otherwise (6) always holds. We cover the time line R with
disjoint intervals I; of length |I;] = R and center R, for | € Z, so that the supremum at (6) can be
replaced by

1/
sup 13 (2)] < supsuplT; / (z r<(§jsupmf 1) "

teR
We take the L9(u)-norm at both sides to reach

sup |1; q sup|1; . 7
Isup I7: 1l (Zn pITis I} W) (7)

Choose a function ¢ € S(R) such that ¢ > 1 in [~1,1] and ¢ > 0 is supported in [~5,5]. Choose
one more function ¢ € S(R™) with the same properties, and define the function of localization to
I; as

Yri()¢r(r) == P(R™H(t — RD))p((coR) ).
The constant ¢y > 1 is just to signal that we will need to adjust the support later. We localize T} f
and write it as

YRt) () Tof (2) = [(Dra ) * (FdS)] (2,1)

/[/wm 7= P(n)) Pr(§ —n) A( ) d ] 2mi(E+7) gedr.

After the change of varlables (&, 1) — (& P(&) + 7) we find that
Yr(t) or(x) Te f (2

/ U BnaP(€) — PO) + ) frle 1) Floy | i €547 g o g
We redefine the function enclosed by parentheses in (8) as
Fal€) = [ 9ru(P©) ~ Pw) +7) B(é — ) Flo) dn. 0

For |¢ —n| < (coR)™!, the function le vanishes if |P( ) — P(n) + 7| > 5R~'. Thus, if we choose
co > 10supgj [VP(€ )| by the mean Value theorem le vanishes if |7| > 10R~!. Consequently, it
suffices to integrate (8) in |7| < 10R™!, so rewrite (8) as

Yri(t) or(z) T f(x) = / Fra©)e(x - € + tP(€)) dE 27 dr,

|T|<10R—1

= / 1 Tifri(x) 2™ dr.
|7|<10R—

9



~ R~ width of supp (Yr,@r) * (f dS)

After this localization, let us apply the hypothesis (5) to each addend in (7) so that
[sup [T¢ fllaquy < lIsup [¥ri(E)RTEf I Lau)
tel; tel;

< / sup | £l oy
tel;

< CR’ / | rallodr.

a1V
) ( / ||fT,lu2dT> ]
<o [ (Ssnag) " ar
l

where we used ¢ > 2 and Minkowski’s integral inequality. Thus, to prove (6) it suffices to prove

that /
N\ 1/2 .
/|T§10R1 <Zl:”f7’l”2) dr < C| f[l2- (10)

For that, by Fubini’s theorem, we first write

Sltalt = [ (SIFa@R) e
l l

Hence, (7) becomes bounded as

q
| sup [Tifllpaqu < CR”
0<t<Rk

In (9), we notice that
Vri(P(€) = P(n) +7) = Re” > HEm OO G (R(P(¢) — P(n) + 7)),

so the absolute value of (9) is

fra(€)] =R ‘/ez“i(P(”)‘P“”RI ar+(n,€) f(n) dn‘,

where the amplitude ar (n,§) = J(R(P({) — P(n) 4+ 7)) r(€§ —n) is a smooth function and, as
function of 7, it is supported in B(&, (coR)™1).
Let us fix £ and 7. Observe that {f;(£)};ez are not far from the Fourier coefficients of ap - (-, §) f

at frequencies {VP(§)Rl};cz. In the same way as we can prove the inequality f|ﬁ|2ﬂE dr < ||F|3
10



using the crude estimate 1g < 1, and the result is best possible, we can bound the square norm of

{fri(&) hiez.

Assume that VP(&) points in the direction e, which can always be achieved after a rotation, if
needed. Let m = (m/,m,) € Z"! x Z and define the Fourier coefficients

~

b(m) = R / 2RO =€) m (P =POImn) g (1, €) F () dn,

where ¢ = (¢/,€,) € R"! x R. Then,

S IF©F < > [b(m)?

IEZ mezn"
— R2 / aR,T(n7§) A( )CLRT(W g < E 627TZR 7' —w’)m/+(P(n)— (w))mn]) d?’]d((]].l)
R2n

By the Poisson summation formula, the inner sum is

Ze27riR[(n’—w')~m'+(P(n)—P(w))mn] — R Z 5m/R(77/ o W,,P('r}) . P(w))
mezn
Since ap (-, €) is supported in the ball B(§,1/(coR)), we may work with n,w € B(§,1/(coR)). Let
us check which Dirac deltas contribute to the integral (11). Suppose that (n' — ', P(n) — P(w)) =
m/R for some m € Z". Then, |m/|/R = |’ —w'| <2/(coR), which implies m’ = 0 if we set co > 2.
Similarly, [my|/R = |P(n) — P(w)| < 2supjej~q|VP(E)|/(coR) < 1/(5R) implies my, = 0. Hence,
only the Dirac delta at m = 0 in (11) survives.
We have thus

S I Fra(€))? < RF /Rn+1 arr(0,€) F0) arr (0, wn), &) F(0',wn)) S0(P(n) — P((n,wn))) dewn, dy.

lEZ

(12)

o~

Call G(wp) = ar+(n,€) f(n)ar((0,wn),§) ((77 wy)) so that the integral in w,, is

/R Glwn) 80(P(n) — P((1f ) d. (13)

We want to change variables r = P(n) — P((n,wy,)), with dr = =9, P((n/, wy,)) dwy,, where
—0nP((n,wn)) = =0 P(§) + (OnP(§) — 0n P((n,wn)))
= =0, P(§) + O(1/(coR)).

The last equality is due to the regularity of P and the support of ar ,(-, &), since
02 P() = 0P )| < cal€ = (0 )| < —.
C()R
Now, recall that VP(&) points in the direction e, so |0, P(§)| = [VP(§)|. Since P is non-singular
by hypothesis, we have inf|¢~;[VP(§)| > ¢1 > 0, and thus, choosing ¢y as large as needed, we get
|0, P((1,wn))| > ¢1/2 > 0. Consequently, the change of variables is bijective, so (13) turns into

/ Gwn(r)do(r) . Gwa(©) 2

& PO )] P on O] =

In the last inequality we used w,(0) = n,, because 0 = r = P(n) — P((n,wy)) and r(w,) is
one-to-one.
Going back to (12),

~ 2
SIFa@F < 2B [ fans o OF o dn < = [0l B [ 80l = n)F )l dn
l
11



22 | wave packet
1 (~VP,1)
1 \ "
R A

FiGURE 3. Lemma 2.1 can be proved using a wave packet decomposition. We
find it easier to go through scales A from A = R up to A = R¥/2. We divide the
cylinder By x [0,?] into cubes @ and assign to each cube all the wave packets
passing through it, and then extract the corresponding contribution fg from the
initial datum f. We apply the inductive hypothesis to each sup,,y<i<(m+1) AT fol-
All fqg’s are essentially orthogonal, so Bessel’s inequality holds, i.e. something like
(10).

where in the last inequality we removed the dependence on 7. Now integrate in £ to get
C _ ~ cp
Sl < S m 1700 ( [lonPac) an = cuo S 121112
l

Finally, take the square root and integrate in 7, recalling that |7| < 10R~!. This proves (10), hence
the lemma is proved. O

A proof based on wave packets might be more intuitive, so we sketch in Figure 3 a proof of a
slightly weaker result than Lemma 2.1.
Now, we perform a further reduction as in [16, p. 845-846].

Lemma 2.2. Let W(Bg) be the collection of weights w : Bp C R*"™ — R with the following
properties:
(i) w > 0.
(ii) fBT-(:c) w < Cr® holds for every x € R,
(i) w =3 nwqlg, where Q are unit cubes that tile RmHL,
(iv) Every line t — (x,t) intersects at most one cube in the support of w.
Suppose that for every w € W (BR) it holds that

T f 12wy < CwR%|| |2, (14)
where Suppr {|¢] = 1}. Then, for every up € M*(BRg) it also holds that
| sup T3 f|l2guy < CuB°| - (15)
0<t<R

Proof. Since the Fourier transform of |T; f|? is supported in By, then we can find ¢ € S(R™) such
that |T;f (x)|? = |Tsf|? * 1 (x,t). If we define 9y (x,t) := SUP|(y,s)|<ym |¥((z,t) + (y, 5))|, which has
12



the same decay properties as 1, then for every pair of points (z,t) and (X,T") separated by a
distance less than v/n the inequality |T;f(z)* < |Tsf]? x ¥1(X, T) holds true.

Let us tile R**! with unit cubes Q = X x T C R" x R, whose center we denote also as (X, T).
According to the previous paragraph, the value at (x,t) is controlled by the value at the center of
the cube where it lies, that is,

ITif (@) < D ITef P+ a (X, T) 1g(a,t).
Q
For every X, we can find some T'(X) such that

0sup T f (x \2<Z’Tf’2*¢1(XT( ) Lx (z).

We integrate over i to reach

|’0;;1§Rmf”‘%2<m < ; T fI 5 401 (X, T(X) p(X). (16)

Write now
¢1($, t) < Z bQ ]lQ($, t),
Q
where bg = sup, yeq Y1 (x,t) decay rapidly because v decays faster than any power. Plug it into
(16) and rearrange terms so that

| o s @l < 3 b JE (S tote = Xt =) (1)) dad.

Define the weight

= Z Lxwro) (@) p(X),
X

which satisfies all the properties listed in the statement of the lemma. With it, if Q' = X' x T”, we
can write

| s T @Iy < Y bor [Tf @) wle = Xt = T') dode

=Y b [T o X0 wa, ) o

Observe that
T flo+X) = T(fxr) (@) suchthat  Fao(€) = F(g) ! VEHTPED,
Thus, using the hypothesis (14), we bound
| sup [Tof (0)|lI72( < Ca B D ber x5 = Co RN F13 D b
0<t<R ; 7
Q Q
The fact that by decay rapidly implies (15). O

In the next lemma we summarize the reductions until now.

Lemma 2.3. Suppose that for every w € W(BRr) as defined in Lemma 2.2, and every R > 1 it
holds that
ITefll 2wy < ORI £y,

where suppf C {|¢| ~ 1}. Then, for every u € M*(By) the solution Tif converges p-a.e. to
feH (R if s > s(a).
13



With all these reduction we can prove the following theorem, one of the main results of this
section.

Theorem 1.1. If s > (n —a+1)/2 and p € M*(By), then Ty f converges to f p-a.e. for every
f e H(R™).

Proof. By Lemma 2.3, it suffices to prove that
ITef N2y < BY2 w22 1 £, (17)

where w € W*(Bp). Using Plancherel’s theorem and the fact that w is bounded, for every time ¢
we have

12t @) et do < ol )£13
Integrating in t € [—R, R] we get the desired inequality (17). d

In this generality, Theorem 1.1 is best possible for a > 1. For example, for the transport
equation (17) cannot be improved. What is more, some dispersive symbols like the saddle behave
as a non-dispersive symbol with especially crafted initial data, as we see in Theorem 1.5.

Recall that for s < (n — a)/2 convergence does not hold. In general, for a fixed symbol P, it is
a very hard problem to close the gap between convergence and divergence. However, if the symbol
is dispersive, then we can close it when « is small, as we show now.

Theorem 1.2. Suppose there exists 3 > 0 such that || Typ|lee < Cplt|™? for every p € S(R™) with
Fourier support in {|§| ~ 1}. Then, for « < B and s > (n — «)/2, T;f converges to f u-a.e. for
every f € H*(R™) and for every p € M*(By).

Proof. We use Lemma 2.3 to prove this. It suffices to work with data f Fourier supported in the
annulus {|¢] ~ 1}, so let ¢ € S(R™) be a cut-off function such that ¢ = 1 in that annulus and write

Tif@) = [ () flg) mitrertro ag
We will first prove that
1T f 2wy < CNI|(@dS)Y] 5wl L2 |1 £llo (18)

and then we will check that |||(dS)Y| * w||éé2 < C, which by Lemma 2.3 implies the result.
By Plancherel’s theorem, defining the operator E such that Ef = T;(f"), it is enough to prove
that

IEf 2wy < CN|(@dS)Y ]+ w]| L2 [ flla- (19)
By duality,
IEf oy = s (Efu' g0l < |fI3  swp B (gw)l3
llgw?/2||l2=1 91l L2 (20y =1

where the adjoint operator E* is essentially the restriction operator attached to S, that is,
E*F(&) = ¢(€) /F(a:, t) e 2@ EHP(E) gt
Rearranging the integrals, we get
IE* (qw) |13 = (E*(gw), E* (gw)) = /gwmdfﬂdt < Mgl llgw * (dS) || L2 (w).

where (dS)Y = [p(£)? ¢ (@E+tP(E) d¢. Thus, to prove (19) it is enough to prove

lgw = (d9)" | r2wy < CII[(dS)"] * wlloo 9|22 (w)- (20)
14



We prove (20) by interpolation between L>®(w) — L*°(w) and L'(w) — L'(w). Indeed, the L*>®
bound follows from

jgw + (dS) (. )] < / |(gw)(w, 5)(dS)" (& — 9.t — )| dyds

= / | (9Lsuppw) (Y, 5) w(y, 5)(dS)" (x — y,t — 5)| dyds
< Hg|’L°°(w) (w * |(ds)\/‘) (xvt)7

while the L' bound holds because

/|(gw) % (dS)Y | w dxdt < /|gw(y, s)] /|w(m,t)(d5)v(:17 —y,t — s)| dzdt dyds
< gl oy N1 (dS) "] * wllo-

This implies (20) and so (18) is proved.
Let us bound |||(dS)Y] * w||cc now. By the non-stationary phase principle,

(d8)(,6)] < C s

D ||[D'P|lo |z|7N, for every N >1 and |z| > 2¢olt],
2<<N

where ¢ = supe~1|VP(§)| and C depends on ¢g and ¢, but is otherwise independent of time.

On the other hand, by hypothesis we have |(dS)Y (x,t)| < C|t|™?. Combining the two bounds, we
obtain

(dS)Y (z,1)| < ﬁ, for any (x,t),

so by decomposing the space in dyadic annuli we deduce that

dS)Y (z, ) <C > APl ().
A>1, A dyadic

Hence,

/‘(dS)V(x—y,t—sﬂ w(y,s)dydsgcz)\—ﬁ/ w

A>1 Bi(z,t)

IR N
1<A<R R<A

<D oA

A>1

which is bounded if o < 8. In that case, |||(dS)"] * w| < 1, which we insert into (18) and apply

Lemma 2.3 to conclude the proof. O

3. BUILDING THE COUNTEREXAMPLE

We begin the proof of Theorem 1.4. Recall that we consider symbols of the form P(§) =
R+ W ('), where W € Q[Xa,- -+, X,,] is a homogeneous polynomial of degree k > 2. It suffices to
work with W € Z[Xs, - - , X,,]; indeed, given that there exists a € Z such that aWW € Z[ X5, -+ , X,],
we study Tyt f(z) when t — 0 instead of T} f(z).

15



3.1. A preliminary datum. Let 0 < ¢ < 1 and choose two positive functions ¢; € S(R) and
#2 € S(R"!) such that suppé; C B(0,c). Let 9 € S(R*!) be another positive function with
supp¢; C B(0,1). For R > 1 and D > 1, let us define

(o) = on (R 200) 270 gu(al) 30 (D) omt (21)

m'ezZn—1 R
where x = (21,...,2,) = (x1,2') € B(0,1). Defining

gle1) = g1 (RVz) ™R and W) = ga(a)) ) W (

!/
Dm 2miDm/ -2’
€ )
m/! EZ"71

R

we may write fr(x) = g(x1) h(z"). In particular, f}\g(é) = §(£1)ﬁ(£’), where

GE)=R"?o(RTV2& ~R)  and W)= Y w (Dm’> Bo(e — D).

m/ezZn—1 R
Thus, the L2(R") norm of fg is
R\ (n—1/2
Ifale =R (5) (22)
Let us analyze the evolution of fr. In the x; variable, the evolution is
Tig(or) = B2 [ SR 60 elon (6 + ) + (61 + B des
(23)

k
. —~ E\ .
= e2rilm R+tRY) / #(&1) e<R1/2 iz +tkRF) 46 (J) g R’f—m) déy.
=2

Observe that ‘Z;?:z (];) ¢l Rk_j/z‘ < RF1 2?22 (];), so asking |t| < 1/R*~! we essentially have

Tog(a1)| = ‘gbl <R1/2 (21 + kRk‘lt)) ( . (24)

In the remaining variables 2/, the evolution is

Tih(x') = Z ) <Dm’> /(}52(5’) e(a:/ (& +Dmy+tW( + Dm’)) dag’

R
m'ezZn—1
_ Z e27ri(w’-Dm’+tW(Dm’))

m/ezZn—1 (25)

Dm/ > e Il / / / /
o (Z5) [ Bu€re @€ 4w Dm' +.6) — w(Dm) de

Let us evaluate the solution at the points

p= L1 and == +g, (26)

Dk q Dgq



where p = (p1,p’) € Z™ and q € N with ¢ ~ Q for some Q > 1 to be chosen later, and |¢] < R
Thus,

Th)= Y e <P’ ' +p1W<m'>>

mleznfl q

metny (B2 [Guere (¢ e (Du +€) = wipm) d¢| 1)

R !

mleznfl q

where we define

. ’ Dm/

/ 2mie-Dm
m') =e
¢ o (%

Heuristically, if we assume that R/D > @, the function ( is roughly constant at scale g, so we
should be able to sum in blocks modulo ¢. In that case, due to the homogeneity of the polynomial
W (m') and since the support of ¢ is contained in |m/| < R/D, the solution would be

T(e!)| = < R >"—1 S e<p’-7“’—|—p1W(r’)> ' (20)

D
@ reFn 1 a

> /52(5') e (x' A +tW(Dm! + &) — W(Dm'))) dg’. (28)

At this point, we have two goals:

e To make (29) rigorous, and
e To estimate the exponential sum in (29).

As we shall see, estimating the exponential sum is necessary to prove (29), so let us begin by that.
First, notice that the exponential sum is the discrete inverse Fourier transform of the function
S(ry,7") = do(W(r') —r1) in the variables (ry,7") € Fy, that is,

Sty =8V —m) = Sp)= Y e<”/'”plw(“>>. (30)

q
WGF371

Notice also that S(p) is the extension operator attached to the surface {(W (r'),r’) € Fyt

Estimating this kind of sums is difficult in general. In [1], An, Chu and Pierce applied Deligne’s
Theorem 8.4 from [12], a deep result in arithmetic geometry, which we write here. The reader is
also referred to Theorem 11.43 in [19].

Theorem 3.1 (Deligne’s theorem adapted). Let f € Z[Xy,...,X4] be a nonzero polynomial of
degree k with homogeneous part fi.. Suppose that

(i) q is a prime number and q 1 k.

(ii) V fr(xz) # 0 for every x € F_qd \ {0}.
Then,

> er@)/a)| < (k- 1)1 (31)

r€Fd

We first remark that we need (31) to hold for all but finitely many primes ¢. In this setting,
if a polynomial f € Z[X},..., X ] satisfies the hypotheses of Deligne’s theorem for all but finitely
many primes, then we say that f satisfies the Weil bound.

Our second remark is that if f is homogeneous of degree > 2 and satisfies the Weil bound, then
the polynomial af(z) + I(x) with any integer a which is coprime with ¢ and any linear form [ also

17



satisfies the Weil bound. Thus, for our sum in (30) it is enough to check that W satisfies the Weil
bound.

Let us comment on condition (ii) now, about which the reader can find a discussion in [34].
It is equivalent to the statement that the variety (scheme) defined by fi in P4~1(F,) is smooth.
However, we want to find conditions that make a polynomial satisfy the Weil bound that are easier
to verify than condition (ii). We do that in the following corollary.

Corollary 3.2. Let f € Z[X1,...,X4] be a homogeneous polynomial. If Vf(x) # 0 for every
x € C\ {0}, then f satisfies the Weil bound, that is, (31) holds for all but finitely many primes.

To prove it, we need Hilbert’s Nullstellensatz, which we recall here in the version written in [43,
Theorem 14, Ch. VIL3].

Theorem 3.3 (Hilbert’s Nullstellensatz). Let k be a field. If F,F,...,F, are polynomials in
k[X1,...,Xq4] and if F vanishes at every common zero of Fy,...,Fy, in an algebraically closed
extension K of k, then there exists an exponent p € N and polynomials Ay, ..., Ap € k[ X1, ..., X{4]
such that

FPPr=AF+---+A,F,.

Proof of Corollary 3.2. We must prove that V f(x) # 0 for every x € F_qd \ {0} and all but finitely
many primes gq.
By Hilbert’s Nullstellensatz with £ = Q and K = C, we can find a natural number N and
polynomials A;; € Q[X1,...,Xq], for i,j =1,...,d, such that
XN = Ajg o f+ -+ Aigdaf, foralli=1,...,d.

We multiply the polynomials above by some M € Z such that MA;; € Z[Xy, ..., X ] for every i, j,
and hence

M XN = (MAj) Oy f + -+ (MAy) daf, foralli=1,...,d. (32)
These are equalities among polynomials with integer coefficients. Thus, for every prime ¢t M (in
particular, for ¢ > M) we can reduce modulo ¢, so that (32) holds in F,. This implies that if
Vf(z) =0 for some z € IFqu, then necessarily x = 0. The proof is thus complete. O

Thus, Corollary 3.2 implies that every homogeneous polynomial W € Z[Xj, ..., X,,] such that
VW (x) # 0 for every z € C"~ 1\ {0} satisfies the Weil bound. In that case, we bound (30) by

Z . <p’-r’ +51W(r’)>

r’e]Ff}fl

1S(p)| = < (k —1)n g2 (33)

for every p1 # 0 (mod ¢) and for all but finitely many primes q.

Once we have estimated the exponential sum, let us justify (29). We do that in an abstract
setting, like we did with the exponential sum.
Lemma 3.4. Let f € Z[Xy,...,X4] be a polynomial of degree > 2 that satisfies the Weil bound.
Let also ¢ € C§° and define the discrete Laplacian A by

d
A¢(m) =Y (¢Cm+e;) + ¢(m — e5) — 2¢(m)).

i=1

Assume that, for some L > 0, ¢ is supported in B(0,L) and |AN(|loo <y L™2N for every N € N.
Then,

1 L d—2N
> cmpesm)/a) = | = 3 <tm) | 3 (/) +On <qd/2 (5> ) (34)

mezZ4 meZd leFd
18



for any integer N > d /2.
Proof. We rearrange the sum into blocks modulo ¢ so that
> Ume(f(m)/a) = < > C(m)> e(f(r)/a) =Y Z(r)e(f(r)/a),  (35)
mez? reF¢ \m=r (mod q) refd
where we define Z (T) = 2 m=r (mod ¢) C(m) for every r € FZ. Decompose Z into frequencies
] Z Z(r _2““'7’/‘1 such that Z(r) = Z Z(w)e%i“"r/q,
refd weld

and replace them into (35) so that

S Cme(fim)ja) = 20) Y e(fm)fa) + 3 g(w)<z . (m%> )

meZd meFrd weFAN\{0} refd
Since Z(0) = ¢~¢ > mezd ¢(m), to prove (34) we need to control the error term
> 2(&))(2 e (LT)JFW'T) )
weFN\{0} refd 1
Observe that
r)t+w-r
B < 1 Zllagepon sup | 30 e (H024T) ‘
q refd 4

From the Weil Bound in Theorem 3.1 we know that

‘Z < +wr>‘<d/2

refd

To bound Z (w), we sum by parts using the discrete Laplacian A. First, observe that for a fixed w,

A (e—2m'w.r/q> _ (26—27Tiw-7’/q _ e 2miw(rte;)/a _ 6—27Tiw~(7’—6j)/q>

<.
—

d
— e—2m’w~r/q ZSiH2(7TWj/q) — e—27riw~r/qA(w)’
j=1

where {e;}; is the canonical basis and A(w) =4 Z _,sin?(7w;/q). Thus,

Z\(W) = —m Z Z(T) & (e_27riw'7‘/q> — _qd j(w) Z K (Z(?")) e_%iw'r/q-

refd refd
Iterating, we get
Z(w) = d(;)NN > AN(Z(r))e /4 YN eN.
¢ (A(w))

19



Since sin?(rx) > c||x||?, where ||z is the distance of = to the closest integer, then A(w) >

d
Zj:1‘|wj/Q||2, S0

Z AN (Z(T)) e—27riw-7"/q

refd

d —
2] S o (Xhssal?) ™
j=1

d - ~
< (Llws/al?) " 13YZ], YN eEN.
=1

As long as 2N > d, we can write

d _N 2N
> (Xlesal?) "= ¥ v,
weF\{o} J=1 we{l,,,,7q%1}d
SO R _
1Zllo ooy S @V I1AYZ]lo, VN €N,
and thus,

Bl S ¢PVH2ANZ), YN eN
Now, from the definition of Z and the hypotheses for { we see that

~N ~ N L\ ¢ <N 42N .
ANz = | Y A%ca+ 0| 5 (7) 1A% Sv T, WreEy,

lezd
d—2N
IE| <x ¢ (5) .
q

SO

~

O

We can now rigorously estimate T;h as it appeared~in (27). For that, we use Lemma 3.4 with
d=mn—1and L = R/D. We only need to bound AN(¢ as indicated in the hypotheses for the

function ¢ defined in (28).

Lemma 3.5. Let ¢ be defined as in (28), and let L = R/D. Then ||ANC|loo <n L™V for every

N e N.

Proof. Since |AN(|loe < sup|q|=2n [0%Cloo, Where o = (v, ..., 1) is a multi-index, it suffices

to bound

= 467, o (5o ot o (B 6) o (B

)]«

ot o (). o o (4w ()]

where § = Re and 7 = RF~t, so that |6] < 1 and |7| < 1. If we define the phase function

F(Z'Y=e¢ 2 +Rr(W(E +&/R) —W(Z)),

since for a function G we have 9%, (G(m//L)) = L™N §°G(m’/L), it suffices to prove that

o [w(z') e(F(z'))H <1 uniformly for |2/| < 1.

Z/

Since |0*F(2')| < 1 uniformly in 2/, €, 7, R, and £’, then the result follows from the Leibniz rule. [J
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Thus, we apply Lemma 3.4 with the first integer N that satisfies N > (n — 1)/2. Due to the
smallness of all phases in the definition of ¢, we get Y, /czn-1 ((m/) 2 (R/D)"!, so we obtain

et = (1) S+ 0 (@2 () ™). (36)

Now, even if in (33) we estimated S(p) from above, we also need an estimate from below. With the
aid of Deligne’s theorem, An, Chu and Pierce showed in [1, Proposition 2.2] that |S(p)| > ¢~ /2
for most p € Fy. For completeness, we repeat here their arguments.

Lemma 3.6. If W satisfies the Weil Bound, then, for ¢ > 1,

Z . <p/ ! +p1W(7”,)>
n—1 q

r'eFg

where |G(q)| > Ci.ng™.

1
> 1 (n-1)/2
<70 q

S(p)| =

for every p € G(q) C Fy,

Proof. Following (30), Plancherel’s theorem gives

S ISEIP=q" > oW (') —r)=q""".

peFn ref?y
For ¢; > 0, define G(q) = {p € Fy | 1S(p)| > c1¢™V/2}. Since the Weil bound implies |S(p)| <
(k — 1) 1q(»=1D/2 e have

=Y 1S < 2 +1G(g) \ {0} (k — 12D 4 e g

png
By choosing ¢; small enough we obtain |G(q)| 2 ¢"- O
Applying Lemma 3.6 in (36), at every p € G(q) one gets
R \n-1 R\ -1 R n—1
N> (— (n—1)/2 (n—1)/2( 2+ ~ (2t
Tz (5g) @0 (@ (55) ) = (5am) - @D

where we require R/D > @ for the last operation. We remark that the case ¢ = @ = 1, which is
relevant in some parts of the following sections, is not covered by the arguments above. However,
(37) still holds by direct computation.

We join estimates (24) and (37) to obtain

R n—1
1/2 k—1
ITifr(®)| 2 [¢1(RY“ (21 + kR t))‘ <W> )
for every x = (z1,2') € [-1,1]” and t < 1/R*~! like in (26). That means that if we also ask for
|z 4+ kR*1t| < R71/2, we get
R n—1
> ——
7| 2 (pom72)
We gather all such requirements for z in the following definition.

Definition 3.7 (Admissible Slabs). Let ¥ € N, R > 1, D > 1 and @ > 1, and let G(q) C F} be
the set given by Lemma 3.6. The slab

RE1p 1 19 1
Epqr = B <’f DF ¢ W) X Bn—1 <5 7 ﬁ) (39)
is admissible whenever /2 < ¢ < @ and p = (p1,p’) = (p1,--.,Pn) € G(q). Here, when we write
p € G(q) we mean p (mod q) € G(q).

(38)
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The definition of these slabs allows us to synthesize the discussion so far in the next proposition,
which combines (22) and (38). The conclusion is similar to that in [1, Proposition 5.1].

Proposition 3.8. Let k € N, R>1, D> 1 and Q > 1, and let W € Q[Xa, -, X,;] be such that
VW (z) # 0 whenever x € C" 1\ {0}. Let also fr be the initial datum (21). If t = p1/(D¥q),
q~Q and E, 4 r 15 an admissible slab, then

n—1

T frR(@)] < 51/ < R >2 -1
——= >R — forallz € B, rN ([—1,0] x [-1,1]"77). 40

The rough idea of why this indicates divergence of T} fr is the following. If we denote by F' the
union of all admissible slabs and set the measure pu(A) = |A N F|/|F| supported in F', then we get

n—1

R 2
> Ri/4
| g Tl 2 B (55)  Waler v 1
Eventually, we will choose D and @ to be powers of R, so we may define the exponent s(k, «) by
n—1
R 2
RUA ([ — Rs(ka) "
<DQ > (41)

This way, the inequality above morally contradicts the maximal estimate for data with regularity
s < s(a), which is the standard way to prove convergence.

However, we will actually prove the divergence property directly. We will sum the fr above to
build a new datum, and we will also build a set F' by taking a limsup of the slabs E, ; r of different
g and R. This will be a fractal set whose Hausdorff dimension « will depend on the aforementioned
powers D and @, and where the evolution of the datum, of Sobolev regularity s < s(k,a), will
diverge.

As marked, s(k, @) will depend both on the homogeneity degree k and on the Hausdorff dimension
chosen a. However, we drop the dependence on k from the notation for simplicity, so we will simply
write s(a). We refer to this regularity as the Sobolev exponent.

3.2. The counterexample. We just saw how the datum fr heuristically contradicts the usual
maximal estimate. However, it does not give a counterexample for the convergence property. To
do that, we combine several fr at different scales R. We propose

B m  fRrmn
F@= 2 @ TraTh (42)

m>mg

for a large enough mg € N, where R,,, = 2™ for every m > my. The parameters D = D(R,,) and
Q@ = Q(R,,) corresponding to each component fg, = will be powers of R,,, and we will denote them
simply by D,, and @, respectively.

We first remark that f € H*(R"™) for every s < s(«), as the triangle inequality shows that

m
1 flls < s <%0
2

In the setting of Proposition 3.8, given that the estimate (40) depends on @ rather than on the
particular choice of ¢ ~ @), we define the sets

Fp = U U Epg.Rm> m 2 mp. (43)
Qm/2§qng pEG(Q)

This means that for every m > my, the component fr, satisfies (40) in the set F),.
We now prove the main result of this section, which measures the size of the solution 73 f in the

sets Fj,.
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Proposition 3.9. Let f be defined in (42) and M > mg. If x € Fyy N ([—1,—1/10] x [—1,1]"71),
then there exists a time t(z) ~ 1/RY such that Tyo) f ()| 2 M.

From this we immediately get the divergence property we are looking for.
Corollary 3.10. Let F' = limsup,,,_,o Fin. Then, for f defined in (42),
limsup |73 f ()| = oo, vz € Fn([-1,-1/10] x [-1,1]"71).
t—0

Proof of Corollary 3.10. If x € F, then there are infinitely many m € N such that x € F,.
That is, there exists an increasing sequence of natural numbers (a;,)nen such that x € F, for
all n € N. According to Proposition 3.9, for every n € N there exist a time ¢,(z) such that
tn(x) =~ R;n(k_l) and [T}, ) f(2)| Z an. Thus, limy, o [T}, (2 f (%) = oo, which implies the result

because lim,,_, t,(z) = 0. O

Let us prove Proposition 3.9. In short, it holds because the main contribution to 73 f in the set
Fyr comes from the component fr,,, while the effect of the rest of components is negligible.

Proof of Proposition 3.9. Fix M € N such that M > mg and let x € F);. For every m > mg, we
want to compute the contribution of each of the components fr (). Recall that x € Fy; implies
that there are ¢ ~ Qs and p € G(q) such that x € E, , r,,, so Proposition 3.8 suggest the choice

t = t(z) = p1/(D}q). (44)

We separate cases:
e Case m = M. By the choice of ¢ in (44), and recalling the definition of s(a) in (41), Proposi-
tion 3.8 implies

|thRM (33)| >
R || fray o

e Case m # M. The objective is to see that the contribution of T;fr,, (z) for m # M is much
smaller, so that (45) dominates. Thus, we want to bound |T;fg,, ()| from above. From (25) we
can directly bound

(45)

n—1
T, ()] < Y wwml/Rm)/\@(g’)\dssc(g—m) 13l P~
lezn—1 m
SO we write
n—1
[T, 0)] % g o0)] (22) (46)

Let us analyze the first component. According to (23), we can write

A= RY?* |z + kRE M

)

| TigR,, (x1)| = ‘ /51(77) el 20t dﬁ‘a where P (47)
On) =+n++ D <€> U
=2
and the sing on 47 depends on the sign of z1 + tR*~1t. We want to see that
t o (k
0'(n) = +1 + 3 ZZ_; <€> ('~ RESE2 £ (48)
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to use the principle of non-stationary phase. Since z € E, g, and xz; € [—1,—1/10], then the
condition |1 + kJRﬁ/I_lﬂ < R]T;/z implies, for M > mg > 1, that

1 < 1 1 <i< 1 1 < 1
RS R I\ T T pE ) S S R\ T T i ) S e

To see that the second term of '(n) in (48) is small, we first bound it by

k k
tRE-1 k tRE-1
< g ~ m
D ¢ <e> DY (49)

t E\ ) 0ot pk—t/2
)\Z<€>M Bm 2

(=2

We need to consider two more cases:
e Case m < M. In this case R,,/Ry < 1, so since t ~ 1/RE1 we can write

‘xl + kan_lt‘ = O(Ry}"?) + k(REY — RE- Dt ~ 1,
SO
A= R? |x1 + k’an_lt‘ ~ RM/? when m < M, (50)

and
tRﬁflw (Ry/Rap)F !

A 1/2

= <1/2
71+ kRE 1t‘ ~ R '

e Case m > M. Now R,,/Ry; > 1, so since t ~ 1/RM , We can write

‘x1+kR5;1t‘ = O(Ry*) + k(RETY = RE Dt o (R / R )",

SO
k—1
A= RY? oy + kRETM| ~ R} (g—m> > R, when m > M, (51)
M
and 1
tRy 1
hy 1/2 <1/2.

In both cases we get tRE=1/X\ < 1/2, so from (48) and (49) we deduce that |6’(n)| > 1/2. This
allows us to integrate (47) by parts as many times as we need to obtain the bound

1
Tigr, (21)| Sx 7, forall N eN.

In (50) and (51) we got A 2 Ry, Y2 for every m # M, so |Tigr,,(z1)| S~ Ry for every m # M.
Together with (41) and (46) this implies

-1

1/4 n—1 ot
TR J SR SR
m || R 2 m Bm

RrRY? " Rn
where the last inequality is true if we choose N as large as we need (recall that @, is a some power
of R,,). Finally, joining (45) and (52), for # € Fj; we have found a time ¢ = ¢(z) in (44) such that

Dy,

Ty f@)| = | 3 mM > v Vel ru (@) me

v R | Rl B N faulls wFr B [ frlla
<1
D S
m#EM " m=1
> M,
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the last inequality being true if M > mg and my is large enough.

Incidentally, our computations show that f is essentially equal to fgr,, around the plane {(z,t) |
x1+kRY Mt = 0} when o € [~1,-1/10] x [~1,1]""!, so f is continuous and well defined everywhere
around that plane — recall our convention (3). O

To conclude the proof of Theorem 1.4, we are missing to compute the Hausdorff dimension of
the set of divergence, F' = limsup,,_,.. Fi,. We do that using the Mass Transference Principle.

4. THE MASS TRANSFERENCE PRINCIPLE

The Mass Transference Principle was introduced in [4] in the setting of the Duffin-Schaeffer
conjecture, which has recently been solved, as a method to compute the a-Hausdorff measure of
limsup sets. Let x € R™ and r > 0, and denote by B = B(x,r) the ball with center at z and radius
r. Let 0 < a < 1 and define the dilated ball B* = B(z,r?).

Theorem 4.1 (Mass Tranference Principle, Theorem 2 in [4] ). Let {B;}ien be a sequence of balls
in R™. Assume that the radii v; > 0 of B; satisfy lim; ,o1; = 0, and suppose that

H" (B N lim sup Bs/n> =H"(B), for every ball B C R"™. (53)

1—>00 :
Then,
H* <B N lim sup Bi> = H*(B), for every ball B C R".

1—>00

s/n

Observe that the hypothesis (53) means that H"(R" \ limsup,_,,, B;"") = 0, that is, that the

set limsup,_, . B; /™ has full measure in R™. On the other hand, if s < n, every ball B C R"
satisfies H®(B) = oo. Thus, the conclusion of Theorem 4.1 is that H*(lim sup,_,., B;) = oo, which
in turn implies that dim (limsup,_,.. B;) > s. This means that if we can rescale the balls so that
their limsup has full Lebesgue measure, the mass transference principle gives a lower bound for the
Hausdorff dimension of the limsup of the original balls.

Theorem 4.1 is a powerful tool to obtain deep results by very simple computations. As an ex-
ample, let us explain how the celebrated Jarnik-Besicovitch theorem [20, 21] can be easily obtained
using the mass transference principle and the Dirichlet approximation theorem.

In Diophantine approximation, a very well-known result (consequence either of the Dirichlet
approximation theorem or of the theory of continued fractions) is that every real number can be

approximated by infinitely many rational numbers p/q with an error smaller than ¢~2. In other
words,
. P 1 e . Pl _
r€R : |r—=| < — for infinitely many rationals e R. (54)
q

One may wonder how much better than ¢—2 the error can be made, so it is natural to study how
large the sets

p

1
Sr = {a: €0,1] : |z — —‘ < — for infinitely many rationals B} , T > 2, (55)
q qr q

are. The Jarnik-Besicovitch theorem answers this question.
Theorem 4.2 (Jarnik-Besicovitch theorem). Let 7 > 2 and S; be defined in (55). Then,

dim S; = 2/7.
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As usual, the upper bound is a direct consequence of the covers S, C quQ B(p/q,1/q") for all
Q € N. If s > 2/7, they yield

q
ICACRED -2
q=Q q7=2Q
so dim S; < 2/7. The lower bound, independently obtained by Jarnik [20, 21] and Besicovitch [5],
is not that easy to prove by hand. Let us use Theorem 4.1 instead. Recall first that the limsup of
a sequence of sets (Fj);en is defined as limsup;_,  Fj = () ;e5 U;» 5 Fj, s0 it can be characterized
as

1
e -0 when @ — oo,

x € limsup F) — J infinitely many j € N such that x € Fj}.
j—0o0
For the sets S, it suffices to work with rationals p/q € [0, 1], which can be ordered increasingly in
q given that 0 < p < ¢. Thus, S; is the limsup of the balls B(p/q,1/q"). Now, by (54) we know
that Sy has full Lebesgue measure, and

1\?" 1
H" | limsup B <]—9, —> =H" | limsup B <B= —2> =H"(Sy) = 1.
q-¥00 T q—>00 qq
0<p<q 0<p<q

Theorem 4.1 implies that

H2/7(S,) = H*™ | limsup B <]—9, é) =00
q—00 q q
0<p=<q
and thus dim S, > 2/7.

In a similar way, we will use the mass transference principle to compute the Hausdorff dimension
of the divergence set of T} f. However, Theorem 4.1 employs a transition from balls to balls, while
our sets are limsups of rectangles, not balls. But the mass transference principle has been adapted
to tackle transitions from balls to rectangles in [41] and from rectangles to rectangles recently in
[40]. We make use of the latter. For that, we need to adapt our setting to the framework in [40,
Section 3.1 ]. For the sake of comparison, we use the same notation as there.

Recall that our divergence set F' is the limsup of the sets F),, in (43). To define a numbering .J
of the slabs in F', we number the slabs within each F,,, so we index each slab in F as a = (m,v),
where v refers to the numbering within F,,. The resonant sets {R,, | & € J} are thus the centers
of the admissible slabs (39), so the scaling property is k = 0 (see [40, Definition 3.1]).

Also following [40], we define the function 8 : J — R4 as B(m, i) = 2™ = R,, and the functions
U, = by = B(m, i) so that J,, = {a € J | I, < B(a) < up,} index the slabs in F,,. If we define
p(u) = u~!, then our slabs can be written as

Byt = B(Rap(Bn))” = [] B (Ra)ip(B)" )

where b= (1/2,1,...,1).
The following is [40, Definition 3.3], which means that the dilated rectangles B(Rq, p(Rm))%,
with @ = (aq,...,a,) and a; < b;, fill the space.

Definition 4.3 (Uniform local ubiquity for rectangles). A system {R, | « € J} is uniformly locally
ubiquitous with respect to (p,a) if there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that for any ball B

e <B N ag B(Ra,p(Rm))“) > cHMB)  for all m > mo(B). (56)
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Uniform local ubiquity is actually stronger than full measure, and it can be used to get some
refinements of the mass transference principle, but we do not exploit them to avoid unnecessary
technical details.

We state now an adapted version of Theorem 3.1 of [40] considering the simplification in Propo-
sition 3.1 there.

Theorem 4.4 (Mass transference principle from rectangles to rectangles ). InR", let {R, | @ € J}
be a uniformly locally ubiquitous system with respect to (p,a). Let b= (by,...,b,) be an exponent
with b; > a; fori=1,...,n, and define the set

W(b) = {:E €R" : z € B(Ra, p(R))? for infinitely many o € J} .

Then,

: > mi b —a; 4
dim W (b) > min Z 1+ Z ( > + | Z T (57)
JEK1(A) JEK2(A) JEK3(A)
where A = {b1,...,b,} and for every A € A, the sets K1(A), K2(A) and K3(A) form a partition
of {1,...,n} in the following way:

Kl(A) = {j taj = A}7 KQ(A) = {] : bj < A}\Kl(A)7 K3(A) = {17 ce 7n}\(K1(A)UK2(A))

Remark 4.5. Like the original mass transference principle in Theorem 4.1, one can interpret this
result in terms of dilations. Denote a/b = (ay/b1,...an/by) so that B(Ra,p)® = (B(Ra,p)b)a/b.
Thus, if we dilate the original balls B(Rq,p)? with a dilation exponent s = a/b to obtain balls

B(Ra, p)* whose limsup has full Lebesgue measure, then the dimension of W (b) is given by (57),
which can be written in terms of b and s only.

Remark 4.6. Theorem 4.1 is essentially recovered by setting b = (1,...,1) and a = (a,...,a),
with a < 1, so that Ko(1) = {1,...,n} and dim W (b) > na = s. Indeed, B¥/™ = B®.

5. THE SET OF DIVERGENCE AND ITS HAUSDORFF DIMENSION

We now apply the mass transference principle in Theorem 4.4 to compute the Hausdorff dimen-
sion of the divergence set F' = limsup,,,_, ., Fin.

5.1. The set and the geometric parameters. Let R > 1 and D, > 1 be our usual two
parameters, which are powers of R. Based on the slabs (39), we define

Fr = U U Epq.R

Q/2<q<Q peG(q)

1 1y 1
= U U Bl< Dk—Rl/z>XBn—l<5g7§>'

Q/2<q<Q peG(q)

(58)

The sets Fy,, in (43) that give rise to the divergence set F' correspond to F,, = Fg,, for the particular
choice of R = R,;, = 2™. As we will see, the Hausdorff dimension of F' depends on the choice of D
and (). In short, to use the mass transference principle in Theorem 4.4, we need to find a dilation
of the slabs in (58) such that the limsup of the dilated slabs cover the whole [—1,1]™ (or, more
precisely, such that they satisfy (56)).

For that purpose, it is convenient to replace D and ) with two new parameters that control the
separation between slabs. For each ¢ ~ @, the separation in the coordinate z1 of two consecutive
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slabs in (58) is kRF~!/(D*Q), so let us define the parameter u; by

<W:gg. (59)
In the same way, the separation in each of the remaining coordinates z; is 1/(DQ), so we define
R"? = DQ. (60)
Direct computation shows that (59) and (60) can be reversed as
D= R Q=R7FT (61)

We have thus a one to one correspondence between the pairs (D, Q) and (uj,ug). Even if (D, Q)
are natural to build the counterexample (21), (u1,ug) are more convenient to work geometrically.

5.2. Basic restrictions for the parameters. The new parameters (u;,ug2) cannot be arbitrary.
In this subsection we determine the basic restrictions they have to satisfy and delimit their domain
in the plane.

First, for each ¢, the separation in x; should be small enough so that there is more than a single
slab in [0, 1]. For that, we ask

1
Also, the slabs will not intersect in direction x7 if we ask
1 1
Analogously, in the coordinates xs, ..., x, we require
1 1
T <1 = wux>0 and = < T ug < 1. (64)

One more restriction comes from the condition @ > 1, which by (61) implies

[kus —ug >k — 1. (65)

Inequalities (62), (63), (64) and (65) determine the basic region of validity for (u1,u2), which we
show in Figure 4. We remark that, in particular, we have

(3] k—1 k—1
Uy > — 2 = >

1
k E =k 2 (66)

as a consequence of (62) and k > 2.
To apply the mass transference principle, we need to impose further restrictions on (uq, usg).

5.3. Preparing the setting for the Mass Transference Principle. We now turn to the setting
of the mass transference principle in Theorem 4.4. Recall from (58) that the slabs are

RE1p, 1 1p 1
Ep7q7R == B1 <k F;, W) X BTL—I <5 E, E) . (67)
As we mentioned in Section 4, the radius parameter p(R) = 1/R — 0, so we need:
e the exponent
b= (bi,ba,...,b02) =(1/2,1,...,1),

corresponding to the radii of the original slabs (67).
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FIGURE 4. In yellow, the basic trapezoidal region for the parameters (uy,us).

e the exponent

a = (aj,as,...,as)
so that the limsup of the dilated slabs
RF-1p 1 1p 1
Epgra=B1 </€ F;’ R“1> X Bp_q <5 57 ﬁ) (68)

satisfies the uniform local ubiquity condition in Definition 4.3. In other words, for any ball
B, we have to show that the Lebesgue measure of the set

FroaNB:= U U EyqranB
Q/2<q<Q peG(q)
is large.
The set Fg q has a periodic structure. It is made up of translations of the unit cell
ﬁR,a = U U Ep,q,R,m
Q/2<¢<Q peG(g)N[0,g)™

as shown on the left hand side of Figure 5. A ball B contains approximately %" (B) D"~1 DF/(kRF-1)
translated and disjoint copies of F 4 as long as R > 1 and D satisfies

Dk 1
TR > 1, which implies ug —up < 1— T (69)

Let us define the transformation T'(z) = (#:,1 x1, Dz’). Then, T(ﬁR,a) = QR q, where

B P D* Y D
QR = U U By (;, m) X Bp-1 (ga R
Q/2<q<Q peG(q)N[0,9)"
is shown on the right hand side of Figure 5. By the scaling properties of the Lebesgue measure,
kRF-1 1
Dk pDn-1
so H"(Fra N B)/H"(B) ~ H"(QRra). Thus, to check whether the dilated slabs E, ; rq form a

uniformly locally ubiquitous system, it is enough to prove that H"(Qgq) > ¢ > 0.
29

' (Fra) = H'(Qra),



x1

[ Pt S T A R s N 1 :

AL T RO R Raz

B0 | ‘
LT
AT | | | | DF 1
e 1

N |kRF1 T Rax
T . . T .
NIRRT /’ | |~
kR A
Dk

RN AN AT A
iH\H%IHHiIHHi\HH;\HHl\HH;\HH;\IH!;HH!HH! | | | | |

x ,

Sl =L

FIGURE 5. At the left, the union Fg of admissible slabs, which has a periodic
structure. The unit cell Fgq4 is shown in blue. At the right, the image T(F}l‘%’a) =
QR,q of the unit cell by the transformation 7'. In yellow, the image T'(E 4 r,a) of a
dilated admissible slab in (68). To use the mass transference principle, the set Qg q,
which is the union of the dilated admissible slabs, should cover a positive portion of
the unit cell.

We now give some basic restrictions for a. First, we need that the dilated slabs (68) are contained
in [—1,1]", so

1 1
ﬁ’ﬁ <1 — al,agzo. (70)
Also, we want the dilation (68) to be larger than the original slab (67), so
1 1 1 1
ﬁ > W - ai < 1/2, and Ra > E - as < 1. (71)

5.4. Conditions for uniform local ubiquity. We now look for the conditions on a so that
H"(Qra) > ¢ > 0. In [1, Section 4], they found conditions that yield the slightly weaker result
H"(Qra) > 1/1log Q. In the following lines, we avoid the logarithmic loss by making the dilated
slabs ), 4 r.a an € larger, and hence the dilation exponent a an € smaller. This eventually results
in a loss of an € in the Hausdorfl dimension of F', which will not affect the final result. We need
the following auxiliary lemma, which is [1, Lemma 4.1].

Lemma 5.1 ( Lemma 4.1 of [1] ). Let J be a finite set of indices and {I;};cs be a collection of
measurable sets in R™. Suppose that these sets have comparable sizes, that is, By < |I;| < By for
every j € J, and that they are reqularly distributed in the sense that

{G.d) e « LNl #0} <. (72)
Then,
By
ULl ==+ > Il
jed B Gy jed
With this lemma, we can prove the following proposition, which is an adapted version of [1,
Proposition 4.2] and should be compared with Minkowski’s theorem on intersections of lattice

points with a convex, symmetric body.
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Proposition 5.2. Let R,D,Q be the parameters of our problem. Define Po = {q € [Q/2,Q)] :
q prime }, and let G(q) C [0,q)" satisfy |G(q)| ~ ¢" for every ¢ € Pg. Suppose there exist
0 < Fq, By, E3, By <1 such that

Eq Es FEs3 E,
= < hy(z) < e and s < ha(x) < o

with a, 8 > 1. If

0= U U By <— hi( Q)> X Bp_1 <%,h2(Q)>,

q€Pq peG(q)
then
Pl Q" hi(Q)ha(Q)" !
L+ [Pg| Q™ h1(Q)ha(Q)"1
In particular, if h1(Q) ha(Q)" ™ ~ 1/Q" 1€ for ¢ > 0, then
H' () > c>0.
Remark 5.3. Proposition 4.2 of [1] corresponds to asking |Pg| Q™ h1(Q)h2(Q)" ™! < 1. Indeed,
taking into account that |Pg| ~ Q/logQ, it amounts to asking h1(Q)h2(Q)" ™1 < logQ/Q" .

Given that h1(Q) < 1/Q, then it would be enough to have ho(Q)" ' < log Q/Q", and in particular,
ho(Q) < 1/Q™ (=1 Under those conditions, H™(Q) = |Po| Q™ h1(Q)he(Q)" "

H* () 2

Proof. We use Lemma 5.1. For simplicity, let us call

/
Iy = Bi (pl hl(Q)> X By <]l, @(Q)) sothat Q= |J | I (73)
1 1 q€Pq peG(q)
All the slabs have the same measure |I, ;| = h1(Q) h2(Q)"™1, so By = Bj. Since the set of indices
in (73) has size 3 cp |G(q)| ~ [Pg| Q" to verify (72) we need to prove

{(p,9),(p,7) € G(q) X Pq : IpgNlpg# 0} < C1[PolQ". (74)
We separate into three cases:
e Case 1. When the tuples are identical (p, q) = (p, ), the condition I, ;N I 5 # 0 is obviously
satisfied. There are qupQ|G(q)| ~ |Pg| Q™ such tuples.
The two other cases concern non identical tuples. In this case, I, ; N I5 5 # 0 implies

pL_ P P D

q q
e Case 2. When tuples are non-identical with ¢ = ¢, then from (75)

Ip1 — P1] < ¢h1(Q) < Eaq/Q" <1
because o > 1. That implies p; = p1. In the same way,

p; — il <aha(Q) < Eaq/Q° <1,  j=2,...,n,

because 8 > 1. Thus, py = py for £ = 2,...,n. This means that p = p, so there are no tuples in
this case.
e Case 3. When tuples are non-identical with ¢ # ¢, then from (75) we get

gp1 — gp1| < qdh1(Q) < Q*hi(Q) and  |gpe — gibe| < qdh2(Q) < Q*ha(Q), (=2,... 72 |
76

< hl(Q) and < h2(Q)7 ] = 27 LD (75)

Fix g# qand £ € {1,...,n}.
In how many ways can we represent a given integer m as qps — qpy with 0 < py, < ¢ and
0 < py < q? For that, assume gr; — q7'; is other representation of m so that gpy — qp¢ = qre — qry.
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Then, G(pe — 1¢) = q(pe — 7¢). Since ¢, € Pg are coprime, ¢ must divide p, — r¢ and necessarily
pe = r¢. Hence, the representation of m is unique.

Since each integer m with |m| < Q%h1(Q) has at most one representation qp; — qpj, it means that
there are at most 2Q%h1(Q) + 1 pairs (py,p1) that can satisfy (76). Analogously, for £ = 2,...,n
and for an integer m with |m| < Q2?h2(Q) there is at most one pair (pg,p¢) that represent m.
Thus, there are at most 2Q%h2(Q) + 1 pairs (pg, p¢) that can satisfy (76). In all, there are at most
(2Q%h1(Q) + 1)(2Q%h2(Q) + 1)1 < 4" Q?™hy (Q)h2(Q)" ! pairs (p,p) that can satisfy (76).

Finally, since ¢, q € Pg, there are at most 4" |Pg|*Q*"h1(Q)h2(Q)™ ! pairs of tuples (p, q), (5, q)
in case 3.

We now join the three cases to see that

{(0,9),(5.0) € G(a) x Pq : IpgN g # 0} S [Pol Q"+ [Pol*Q* hi(Q)h2(Q)"
= [Po| Q" (1 + [PolQ"hi (Q)h2(Q)" ).
Then, (74) is satisfied with C; = 1 + |Pg|Q"h1(Q)h2(Q)" ! and thus Lemma 5.1 implies
o 2qePg 2peGly) (@@ 1P| Q" ha(Q)ha(Q)" !

H'(Q) 2 ~ . 77
R P @ i @ha(@ T T+ Pol @ 1 (Q)a( Q) ()

Let now € > 0 and assume that h1(Q)ha(Q)" ! ~ 1/Q"T'=¢. That means that

3 Qn-i—l 1 Qe
np h n—1 ~ — 1
so (77) implies H"(2) > ¢ > 0. O
Coming back to the set Qg 4, and having in mind that both @ and D are powers of R, we have
DF D
h(Q) = TR IRa and ha(Q) = Ras’

Proposition 5.2 shows that |Qg q| > ¢ > 0 (and consequently that the dilated slabs form a uniform
local ubiquity system) whenever the following three conditions hold:

, D* 1 . D 1
O dmeme g ™ W mmEg
and, for € > 0,
.. . Dk D e 1 —€ u n—1)u a n—1)a:
(mz) W (ﬁ) = W — Ql R 1 R( 1) 2 ~ R 1+( 1) 2
In view of the definition of (uj,u2) in (59), (60) and (61), comparing the exponents we get
(1) a1 > ug; and (i7) ag > ug; (78)

and, for € > 0,
k—2+¢€ n(k—1)+1—ke
- ul + 1 U2—(1—€). (79)

Together with (70) and (71), these complete the restrictions for the exponent a. We gather all in
the following lemma.

(ti9) a1+ (n—1)ay =

Lemma 5.4. Fix the parameters (uj,us) and ¢ > 0. If R > 1 and if the dilation exponent
a = (a1,a2) satisfies u; < a3 <1/2, ug <ag <1 and
k—2+¢€ n(k—1)+1—ke
k-1 k1
then the dilated admissible slabs (68) form a uniformly locally ubiquitous system as in Definition J.3.
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Remark 5.5. This lemma means that, for fized (uq,us), (a1,as) must be chosen from the inter-
section of the line (80) with the rectangle [uy,1/2] X [ug, 1]. Many times, it will be useful to rewrite
(80) as

[ k—1
To simplify the reading in the forthcoming sections, we denote this domain by A, that is,
A= Ay us)e = 1(a1,02) € [ur,1/2] X [ug, 1] = (81) holds},
which we show in Figure 6.

Proof of Lemma 5.4. Combine the restrictions in (70), (71), (78) and (79). O

kE—2 E—1)+1 kug —
uugza1+(n—l)a2+1+e<u—l>. (81)

From Lemma 5.4 we get one more restriction for (uj,us). Indeed, (u1,us) must satisfy (81) for
every € > 0, so from a1 < 1/2, ap <1 and kug —u3 >k — 1 in (65), we find out that
k—2 n(k—1)+1
u
k=1 k—1
This last restriction, together with (65) and (69), as well as the basic restrictions (62), (63) and
(64), determines the region of validity for (u1,uz), which we gather in the following lemma.

1
’LL2§’I’L—|—§.

Lemma 5.6. The parameters (uy,us) must satisfy the conditions

OSuléé, %Swél,
as well as
kus —ug >k —1, condition Q > 1, (82)
Uy —up < 1-— %, condition for shrinking unit cell, (83)
and
: : i uy + % uz < n+ %, condition for disjointness. (84)

The domain for (uj,us) delimited in Lemma 5.6 plays a fundamental role. In particular, we want
to emphasize the three conditions: @ > 1 (82), shrinking unit cell (83), and disjointness (84). To
simplify references, we denote this domain by

D = {(u1,u2) € [0,1/2] x [1/2,1] subject to (82),(83) and (84)},
which we show in Figure 7. Observe that the domain D = Dy, ,, depends on both k and n.

Remark 5.7. From Lemma 5.6 we can also deduce a lower bound for the condition for disjointness
(84). For that, we find the line parallel to (84) that crosses the extreme point (uy,us) = (0,1—-1/k),
which is the intersection of the conditions Q > 1 (82) and uy = 0. This line is

k—2 +n(k:—l)—i—l . n-—1
E—1" F—1 T T

which implies

n —

n—1 k-2 n(k—1)+1 1
< < —.
z _k_1u1+ 1 ug_n+2 (85)

For every (uj,uz2) € D we need to prove that Ay, u,),e 7 (), that is, that we can always pick a
dilation (a1, a2) € A, u),e-

Lemma 5.8. If (u1,u2) € D and € > 0, then A(y, uy),c 7 0-
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FIGURE 6. For every fixed (u1,us) € D (see Figure 7) the domain A for the exponent
a = (ay,az) is the solid green line.
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FIGURE 7. The domain D for the parameters (u1,u2). We represent the case k > 5.
For k = 2,3 and 4 the boundaries on the right are slightly different.

Proof. Fix (u1,u2) € D. We interpret (81) as a line in the variables (a1, az2). First, this line crosses
the point
kug —up — (k—1
e (56)
where the last inequality holds because @ > 1 (82), i.e. kuy — uy > k — 1. Since the line (81) has
a negative slope equal to —(n — 1), the line crosses [u1,00] X [ug, 0] (see Figure 6).
On the other hand, the condition for disjointness (84) implies that the line (81) satisfies

az = ug, ap =u1 +

k:uQ—ul 1
STV L St PP
a1+ (n—1)ag +¢€ P sn-g
That means that
—1 <1 <k"LL2—U1 1><1
2= S T =
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so there is an exponent (a1, az) € [—00,1/2] x [—o0, 1].
Summing up, the line (81) crosses both [u1, 00] X [ug, 00] and [—o0, 1/2] x [—00, 1], so in particular
it crosses [u1,1/2] X [ug,1]. Thus, A # 0. O

Remark 5.9. Observe that the point in (86) depends exclusively on how far the point (u1,ugz) is
from the line @ > 1 (82).

5.5. A lower bound for the Hausdorff dimension. We are ready to use the mass transference
principle to prove a lower bound for the dimension of our set of divergence

F =limsup F,,, = ﬂ U F;, (87)
m—roo JEN j>J

where F,, = Fp,, is defined in (58) with R,, = 2" for every m € N.

Proposition 5.10. Let F' be the set (87) with parameters (u1,u2) € D as in Lemma 5.6 or Figure 7.
If a = (a1,a2) € A as in Lemma 5.5 or Figure 6, then

dimy FF > min{a; + (n—1)az+1/2, n—1+2a; }.
Consequently,
ay > (n—1)az — (n—3/2) = dimy F > a1 + (n — 1)ag + 1/2, (88)

while
a; < (n—1)az — (n—3/2) = dimy F > n— 1+ 2a;. (89)

Proof. In Lemma 5.4 we showed that the dilated slabs F, ; rq form a uniform local ubiquitous
system, so we use Theorem 4.4 with b= (1/2,1,...,1) and a = (a1, as,...,as). Thus,

dimy F' = dimy lim sup F;,

m—ro0

) by — ay ag
> E 1 E 1-— E — 5.
- AeI{ril,]la/2} " ( A > " A G0

LeK1(A) leKo(A) LeK3(A)

We compute that now:
e For A =1 and as < 1, we have

Klz{fia521}:®, Ko={0: b <1}\Ky ={1,...,n}, K3:{1,...,’I’L}\(K1UK2):@,
so the number inside braces in (90) is

o ::1—b1;a1+(n—1) <1—b2;“2> =ay + (n—1)ag +1/2.

When ay = 1 the end result is the same.
e For A=1/2 and a; < 1/2, first observe that Lemmas 5.4 and 5.6 imply as > us > 1/2, so

Ki={0:a,>1/2} ={2,...,n}, Ky={0:b<1/20\K; ={1}, K3={1,...,n}\(K1UK3y) =0,

so the number inside braces in (90) is
by — 1/2 —
o 1= (n—l)%—l—;Aa1 :n—i/l/;bl =n— 1+ 2a;.
When a; = 1/2 the end result is the same.
Thus, dimy F' > min{ay, as}. Now, the boundary where the minimum changes is the line
a; = (n—1)ag — (n —3/2), (91)

from which we immediately get (88) and (89) in the statement. O
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FIGURE 8. In blue, the boundary (91) that delimits the two different regions for a
according to Proposition 5.10. In this case, the line A has parts in both sides of it.
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FIGURE 9. In blue, the boundary (91) that delimits the two different regions for a
according to Proposition 5.10. In this case, the line A is completely below it.

Proposition 5.10 shows that different choices of (a1, a2) € A give us different lower bounds for
the dimension. Moreover, A depends on (u1,us). Figure 8 shows that certain (uq,us) allow A to
intersect both sides of the boundary (91). However, for some others, Figure 9 suggests that A may
lie completely below the boundary, so only the case (89) is possible. We now determine whether
one case or the other happens.

Proposition 5.11. Let (u1,uz) € D. Then,

-2
<n—1—%> uz—k u1<n—§ = e, (a1,a2) € Ac i a1 > (n—1)ag — (n — 3/2).

k—1 2

On the contrary,

k k—2 5)
<n—1—m>u2—k_lu12n—§ = a1 <(n—1)ay—(n—3/2), Ve, (a1,a2)€ A..
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FIGURE 10. The separation of the domain D according to Proposition 5.11.

Remark 5.12. This proposition determines two regions for (uy,us) € D,

k k—2 5
Dabove:{(ulau2)ep | <n—1—f> U — ’LL1<7”L——}

k—1 k—1 2
and
k k—2 5
pr— _— —_— - > -
Dhrelow {(ul,UQ)GD] <n 1 k—1> U9 k—lul_n 2},

which we show in Figure 10. They are important to calculate the Sobolev exponent in (41).

Proof of Proposition 5.11. We have to prove that
k k—2 5
<n—1—m>u2— up>n—— (92)

if and only if a1 < (n — 1)ag — (n — 3/2) for every € > 0 and (aj,as) € A, and by (81) the last
inequality is the same as

k—1“1+<”+ki1>“2_”+%_6<%_1>‘ (93)
In Figures 8 and 9 we see that, for fixed u € D, the existence of at least one dilation a in the
region (88) depends solely on the location of the point (af, a3) where the lines A, (81) and az = us
intersect. In other words, it suffices to prove that (92) holds if and only if (93) holds for (a},a})
and for every € > 0 because a; < af for every (aj,as) € A.
The point (aj,ab) is

2a1 <

 _ x k—2 k k’UQ — Ul
as = ug, al—k_1u1+k:_1u2—1—e<ﬁ—1), (94)
so (af, a3) satisfies (93) for all € > 0 if and only if
k k—2 k’UQ — U1
S A I —5/2 - (7—1), .
(n k_1>u2 k_1u1>n 5/ € -] Ve >0
By the condition @ > 1 (82), this proves the proposition. O
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5.6. The Hausdorff dimension of the divergence set. Combining Propositions 5.10 and 5.11,
we are now able to determine the Hausdorff dimension of the divergence set. Let us begin with an
upper bound that comes from the natural covering of F'.

Proposition 5.13. Let k € N, k> 2. If F' is the set defined in (87) with parameters (ui,us) € D
as in Lemma 5.6, then
dimy F < (n—l—L)u +k_2u i
e = k—1) 2" k—1"' 2
Proof. From the definition of the limsup, we have F' C Up>nFyy, for every M € N. We will first
cover each F, so that the union of all those coverings with m > M cover F.

From its definition in (58), Fg is a union of slabs of side lengths R~'/2 in the first coordinate and
R~ in the rest of coordinates. The smallest scale being R™!, we cover each slab with approximately
RY2 balls of radius R!. Since the number of slabs in Fr N [—1,1]™ is approximately

% (D Q)n—l Q = Ru1+(n—l)u2+m,f%f”—l _ R(ﬂ-ﬁ-ﬁ)m-ﬁ-%m—l
1 k—2 1
we need around R 1“2 Tk=1"~2 halls of radius R~! to cover Fr. Now, the Hausdorff content
of a set A is defined by

)

H35(A) = inf Z (diamU;)* | AC U Uj such that diamU; <¢ 9> 0. (95)
s j=1

Choosing M € N such that R;j < 6, the union of the coverings above for m > M gives

Hi(F) < Y RO
—= m m °
m>M

Taking 6 — 0 implies M — oo, so if s > (n + ﬁ)uQ + %ul — %, we get

H(F) = lim Hi(F) = 0.
6—0
This implies that dimy F < (n + ﬁ)ug + %Ul — % 0

This upper bound is valid for every (u1,us) € D, but it is optimal only in one of the situations
in Proposition 5.11.

Proposition 5.14. Let k € N, k > 2. If F s the set (87) with parameters (u1,uz) € D as in
Lemma 5.6, then
k—2 n(k—1)+1 1

o1t T o g

k k—2 5
<n—1—m> uQ—k_1u1<n—§ = dimy F =
Proof. Proposition 5.11 ensures the existence of (a1, as) € A satisfying a; > (n — 1)az — (n — 3/2),
so according to Proposition 5.10,
dimy F' > a1 + (Tl — 1)&2 + 1/2.

Moreover, from (81) in the definition of A, we have

1 k-2 nk—1)+1 1 kug —up — (k—1)
a1+(n—1)a2+§—k_1u1+ TR T 1 ,
so we directly get
i k—2 nk—1)+1 1 kuy —up — (k—1)
> - — —
dlmHF_k—1U1 E—1 u9 D) € E—1
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Since this holds for any € > 0 and by (82) we know that kuy —u; >k — 1, we get

k—2 n(k—1)+1 1
i F> — =
dlmq.[ _k’—1U1 L1 (5 D)
This lower bound matches the upper bound in Proposition 5.13, so the proof is complete. O

We now tackle the complementary case.

Proposition 5.15. Let k € N, k > 2. Let F be the set (87) with parameters (ui,uz) € D as in
Lemma 5.6. Then,
k k—2 5) . ku2+(k—2)u1
LR [y >n—2 = dimyF=n—3+2
<n k‘—l) U2 k‘—lul_n 5 1my n + 1
Proof. We prove the lower bound first. Proposition 5.11 implies that all exponents (aj,a2) € A
satisfy a; < (n — 1)ag — (n — 3/2), so according to Proposition 5.10 we have
dimy FF>n—1+4 2ay, V(al,ag) e A
Let us choose the one with the largest a;, which is always (94). Thus,

dimy F'>n—3+ Z(k — i:)ﬁll—i_ huy _ 2¢ hup — Zl__l(k i)
Since this holds for every ¢ > 0 and by (82) we have kugs —u; > k — 1, we get
(k —2)uy + kug
k—1 '

dimy F>n—3+2

Regarding the upper bound, the hypothesis implies that
kus + (k —2)u; _ k—2 nk—1)+1 1
< _Z

ko1 kit T ™

n—3+4+2 5
so there is a gap with the upper bound in Proposition 5.13. Actually, in this case the covering used
in Proposition 5.13 is not optimal and can be improved as follows:

From its definition in (58), let us rewrite Fr as

1 1y 1
rr= UJ Ul U B1< Dk—Rl/2>><B <Dq}_z> . (96)
Q/2<¢<Q P1 | p':peG(q
Recall that we restrict to [—1,1]™. Then, for every fixed g and p;, we can cover the set inside the
brackets using R(™~1)/2 balls of radius R~1/2. Since we have ~ Q choices for ¢ and ~ QD*/RF!
choices for p;, the number of balls of radius R~'/2 that we need to cover Fjg is
Q2Dk
Rk—1
where we used (59) and (61). Thus, as in the proof of Proposition 5.13, taking M € N such that
RJT/Il <9, we get

R=1/2 Ru1+ Lol piyt _ REE A mt uz

k2425
H(; Z R 2 k 1 k Tu R_8/2
m>M
Thus,
P i e H(F) = lim HE(F) = 0
s>n—3+ e 1U1+k 12 —61356 =Y

and consequently,
(k —2)uy + kug
k—1 )
The proof is complete. U
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Remark 5.16. In (96), we are piling the slabs of Fr in sheets of width R™1Y/2 in the direction x, :
T

kal

(0 THE TEERTEREE PO E pr
- D"?QJ

(DR EERE HEHET e 1

IR sz

These sheets are centered at 1 = k(R¥~1/D¥)(p1/q), so the distance between the centers of two

sheets is
k—1 / k—1 k—1
PR N 5 WS SO L
Dk q q/ Dk qq/ Dk Q2
Then, the sheets will be pairwise disjoint if this separation is greater than their width R=/2. Using
(59) and (61),
RF-1 1 R S 1 k—2 k 3
S S . = = — <:Z.
DkQ2>R1/2 = R =172 &1 >R1/2 = /<;—1U1+/<:—1u2—2
And indeed, the hypothesis of Proposition 5.15 together with uo < 1 implies precisely
k—2 k 3
k_1u1+k_1u2§ (n—1ug — (n—5/2) < 7

5.7. Some simpler cases. We have fully determined the Hausdorff dimension of F' in Propositions
5.14 and 5.15. For some k and n, those expressions can be simplified

5.7.1. The dimension when k = 2. This corresponds to the Schrodinger equation, which was already
studied in [7, 29]. We include it here for the sake of completeness and of comparison with k > 3.
In this case, only Proposition 5.14 applies. Indeed, the hypothesis there turns into

(n—3)us <n—5/2,
which is always satisfied because:

e when n = 2, the condition is ugs > 1/2, which is always satisfied as we saw in (66).
e when n = 3, the condition is 0 < 1/2, which is trivially satisfied.

e when n > 4, we need

n—>5/2 n—-3+1/2 1

T
n—3 n—3 +2(n—3)’

which is also satisfied because we always have uy < 1.

Ug <

Thus, Proposition 5.14 directly gives the following result.
Proposition 5.17. Let k = 2 and (u1,u2) € D. Then,
dimHF = (n+ 1)U2 - 1/2.

Remark 5.18. The reader might want to compare this result with Theorems 12 and 14 in [29]. In

the notation of that paper, uy = b and ug = ((n—1)a+b+1)/(n+1), so we have not only computed

the dimension over the “extremal” lines Q = 1 and uy = 1/2 as in [29], but on the whole region D.
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5.7.2. The dimension when k = 3,4 and n > 3. Like for k = 2, only Proposition 5.14 applies
because its hypothesis always holds, that is,

k k—2 5
<n—1—m>u2——u1<n——. (97)

Indeed, by the shrinking unit cell condition (83) we have —u; < —ug + 1 — 1/k, so

LI I el P (O PO Sl (. S k.
" k—1) " po S TR T = e T

where we used ug < 1 and n > 3 in the last inequality. Hence, (97) is always satisfied as long as
k < 4, and Proposition 5.14 directly implies the following result.

Proposition 5.19. Let k=3, 4 and n > 3. If (u1,us) € D, then

n(k:—l)—l—lw_l.

k—2
dimHF: up + B

k—1 k—1

6. SOBOLEV EXPONENTS FOR DIVERGENCE

Once we know the dimension of F, let 0 < a < n and fix dimy F' = «. Recall that in (42) we
built a counterexample that

e diverges in F,
e isin H*(R") for every s < s(a) defined in (41), which by (59) and (60) is rewritten in terms
of (u1,ug) as
1 n-1

s(ug) = Z+ 5

Our objective is to maximize this Sobolev exponent for every fixed «. For that, it suffices to
minimize uy subject to the condition dimy F' = «. Propositions 5.14 and 5.15 give the relationship
between a and (u1, uz).

We first briefly solve the case k = 2 for the Schrodinger equation, and then we tackle the general
case k > 3.

(1 — 'LL2). (98)

6.1. k = 2 (Schrédinger equation). In this case, by Proposition 5.17 we are fixing
a=(n+1)uy—1/2,
so the Sobolev exponent s(uz) in (98) is fully determined by

(@) 1+n—1 ] a+1/2 1+ n—1 N n—1 ( )
s(a) == — == n—o
4 2 n+1 4 4(n+1) 2(n+1)

_ n n n—1 (n—a)
2(n+1) 2(n+1) ‘
The conditions for @ > 1 (82) and for disjointness (84) imply that
n+1/2
n+1

1/2 <up <

)

which restricts the choice of « to
n/2 <a<n.

This result was obtained in [29].
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FIGURE 11. Case n > 3. The green line is the boundary Dapove/DPhelow (99)-

6.2. k > 3. In general, the region D for (uj,usz) is split into Dupove and Dpelow, defined in Re-
mark 5.12 and with boundary in the line
k k—2 5
<n—1—m>u2——u1—n——. (99)

The dimension of the divergence set is given by Proposition 5.14 if (u1,u2) € Dapove and by
Proposition 5.15 if (u1,u2) € Dpelow. Thus, for fixed a, we need (uy,u9) in the polygonal line
k—2 nk—-1)+1 1

uy + ntk—1) +1 uz — =, for (u1,u2) € Dabove,

k—1 kE—1 2 (100)

k’UQ + (k‘ - 2)’LL1
kE—1 ’

with smallest up. The broken line (100) is shown in Figure 11. If we see it as u; in function of ua,

it has negative slope and runs parallel to the line given by the condition for disjointness (84) in

the region D,pove. That means that

‘ smallest ug =  intersection of (100) with either u; = 1/2 or Q =1 (82) ‘ (101)

n—3+2 for (u1,u2) € Dhelow,

The situation much depends on whether the boundary line (99) intersects @ = 1 (82) in the
region D (like in Figure 11 B) or not (like in Figure 11 A). Observe that (99) crosses the point
1 1

s k- !

Uy =

and has slope

m—1)(k—1)—k
k—2 '
Given that k > 3, this slope is positive if and only if n > 3.
e If n = 2, the slope of (99) is negative, and it always intersects @ =1 (82) at the point
1 1 k—3/2 1
- 0, u2:7:1—7
2 2(k—1) k-1 20k — 1)
Since 0 < uy < 1/2, we have (uy,uz) € D.
e If n > 3, the point in (99) with u; =0 is

slope of (99) =

uyp =

(n—5/2)(k - 1)

n—1(k-1)—k
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Given that @ = 1 (82) crosses the point (0, %), the intersection happens inside D (like in
Figure 11 B) if and only if

(n—5/2)(k—1) E—1 k
-1 <= 102
m-Dk-1)—k~ & = " 1<3 (102)
In this case, the crossing point is
1 n—1 1
_ =1 " 103
MY T k—(mn—1) " 20k — (n — 1)) (103)

Observe that both the condition (102) and the crossing point (103) also work for n = 2.

Thus, according to (102), we have two different situations to treat.

6.2.1. When n—1 > k/2. In this case, the boundary Dapove/DPhelow (99) does not intersect the line
Q@ =1 (82), as shown in Figure 11 A. In particular, both @ =1 (82) and u; = 1/2 are in Dapove-
By (101), it suffices to consider the section of the broken line (100) in Dapove,

kE—2 n(k—1)+1 1
k_1u1+ 1 Y2 g (104)

o =

The additional restriction (85) in Remark 5.7 delimits the range of « to

n—1< +1< +1 n—1
a+-<n+- — n-—
k.~ 2~ 2 k

1
n— —=—<a<n.
2

We have two cases:

e If the line (104) intersects u; = 1/2, then that intersection point has

vz = <O‘+ 2(1{71— 1)> n(k:k—_l)1+ 1

and from (98) we obtain the Sobolev exponent

nk (n—1)(k—1)

W= mEon D T2y Y (105)

It is important to notice that, in this case, « is restricted by us > (k — 1/2)/k, or equiva-
lently,

nk—1)+1 k-1/2 1 n—1

o >

=T k-1 2 otkk—1) ' T2k *

e If the line (104) intersects @@ = 1 (82), then the point of intersection is

n—1—kn—a-1/2) _1_n—a+1/2

v = n+k—1 ’ 42 = n+k—1

)

so from (98) we get the Sobolev exponent

2(n—1)+k n—1 n—1 1 n—1
- . for n — _C<a<n-""2 @
A Ay s Sty A G o sasn——p (106
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6.2.2. When n —1 < k/2. In this case, the boundary Dapove/Dbelow (99) intersects @ = 1 (82) at
the point (103), as shown in Figure 11 B. Thus, contrary to the previous case, there are values of
a for which the broken line (100) crosses @ = 1 (82) in the region Dpejow. The largest of such
call it a, corresponds to the broken line (100) crossing the point (103). Since the broken line takes
in Dpelow the form

k"LLQ + (k‘ - 2)U1

=n— 2
a=n—3+ — ,

(107)
we get

n—1
k—(n-1)
On the other hand, the smallest «, call it auin, corresponds to the broken line (100) or (107)
crossing the point (ui,u2) = (0, (k — 1)/k), that is,

a1 =N —

Omin = N — 1.
Thus, for amin < o < ag, the point of intersection between the broken line (107) and @ = 1 (82) is

1 n—-a - +1
Uy = = — U = _—
1 2 9 2 2% )
so from (98) we obtain the Sobolev exponent

()_1+"__1+"__1( —a)
T T T Y

Observe that this counterexample is only relevant if s(a) > (n —«)/2. Thus, we need to shrink the
range of « so that
1 n—-1 n-1 1 3(n—1) n—1

=4+ 4 (n-— o T < —
A e Rl rerarny s Il ey pr ¥

For the remaining o > n — #ﬁn = aq, the broken line (100) intersects either @ = 1 (82) or
u; = 1/2 in the region D,pove in the same way as it did in the previous case n —1 > k/2. Therefore,
we obtain the same Sobolev exponents (105) and (106).

This completes the proof of Theorem 1.4.

7. DIVERGENCE FOR THE SADDLE-LIKE SYMBOL

We now prove Theorem 1.5. For that, we need to build counterexamples for the symbols

PE =&+ +& —&np— —& (108)

with index 1 < m < n/2. Although Theorem 1.4 can be used in this case as well, it does not yield
the largest possible sets of divergence. Instead, we adjust the example of Rogers, Vargas and Vega
[32] to the fractal context.

7.1. When a > n — m + 1: Optimal result. We first prove that if « is large enough, the non-
dispersive threshold in Theorem 1.1 is optimal for the symbol (108). That means that the solution
T; may behave as if there were no dispersion.

Theorem 7.1. Let P be a quadratic form with index 1 < m < n/2. Assume that « > n—m+ 1
and that
n—a+1
5 .

Then, there exists f € H*(R™) such that Tyf diverges in a set of Hausdorff dimension c.
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Proof. As usual, we build functions fr at fixed scales R > 1 and then sum all of them after
verifying that the solutions T3 fr do not interfere with each other.

First, the change of variables & — %({, + &) and &gy — %({, —&mti), for i = 1,... m,
transforms the symbol to
P(&) = &1&me1 + -+ + Embom — Epyr — - — & (109)

Let ¢ € S(R™) with ¢ supported in B(0,¢) for some small ¢ > 0, and consider the preliminary
initial datum

fR(g) = Z @(51 - R7 €I7€m+1/R7 5” Dl” 5”/) l” = (lm+27 LR 7l2m) S Rm_17

["|<R/D
§" = (Emr2,- -+ &am)
&L=R | X
/D
1= | o
/ ! T
=&, ém)" R '
Here, we are denoting & = (§1,&',&m41,£",£") € R™, where &' = (&2,...,&m), & = (&mt2, -+, Eom)
and 5”’ (2m+15 - - -, &n). The solution can be written as
Tifa) = Y [ 86 - RE G [RE DU elo €+ tPO) de
\l"|<R/D
- R Z eQm(R:cl-‘r:c”-Dl")
[I"|<R/D

[ #© (w1604 @+ D) € 4 Bl + RO it
o€ € (R + €€ — [€7])) d
We evaluate it at times 0 < ¢ < 1/R and in the set F' given by the conditions
|(z1,2")] <1; Tmy1 +Rt=0; 2’ =D7'Z™ 1+ OR™); and |2 <1, (110)

see Figure 12. Take the absolute value so that

m—1
mfR<x>|:R( > 62“”"“"(23(%) :

I”"|<R/D
Since || frll2 ~ RVY2(R/D)"7, we get
m=—1
|thR(33)| NR1/2 <E> 2 :R1+(m721)(17a)
I frll2 D ,
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L4

T2

The initial datum is
swept in this direction

-

X3

FIGURE 12. A representation of the example in Theorem 7.1 at a fixed scale R
when n = 4 and P(§) = &1&3 + &4, i.e. m = 2. We can only represent a general
slice x1 = constant. The initial datum f is concentrated around the dark rods in
x3 = 0 and, as time progresses, the rods are translated to the left until x3 = —1.
Thus, supg<;<i/ r|T:f| is large along the sheets, which cover a set of dimension > 2
for each |z;| < 1.

where we set D = R® with 0 < a < 1. Denote
1 —1)(1—
sy L m =D —a)
2
which is the exponent that will determine the regularity of the datum.
Define the scales Ry, = 2¥ for k € N, and for some large enough ky € N we define the datum

Oy - (112)

St R | fryl2

The triangle inequality gives f € H*(R"™) for all s < s(a). Denoting by F}, the corresponding set
in (110), the same method we used to prove Proposition 3.9 proves that for every K > ko and for
every x € F, there exists a time ¢t = t(z) < 1/Rg such that

(111)

Ty ()| = | 3 k=G| 2 K e~ K
k>ko Rk ”kaH2 RK ”fRK”2
Consequently, taking the limit K — oo, we get
limsup |T;f(z)| = oo, Vx € F, (113)
t—0

where F' = limsup,_, . Fj.
It only remains to compute the Hausdorff dimension of F'. Let us define the set H = lim sup;,_, ., Hy,
where

Hy={a"e[-1,1]™! : |2" - Dt p"| < eR; ! for some p” € z" 1}, ke N.
For every k € N, the set F}, is essentially equal to Hy x [—1,1]"~™+! where [~1,1]""™*! is a cube

in the variables (x1, 2, 241, 2™). Then, dimy F = dimy H +n —m + 1; see [18, Corollary 7.4].
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Since H is covered by Usz Hy, for all K € N, and Hj, is a union of D,T_l balls of radius R,;l,
we get

He A (H) < S DR =Y RV K eN,
" k> K k> K

so letting K — oo we get H*(H) = 0 as long as s > a(m — 1), which in turn implies that
dimy H < a(m —1).

For the lower bound, we use the mass transference principle in its original form by Beresnevich
and Velani in Theorem 4.1. For that, we need to find s > 0 such that limsup,_,., H; has full
Lebesgue measure, where

H= |J B o1 keN
b Dy’ g/t | '

p//eszl

In particular, it suffices that each H} fills the space, which happens when RZ/ (m=1) Dy, that is,
when s = a(m—1). Thus, the mass transference principle implies dimy; H > a(m—1). Consequently,
dimy H = a(m — 1) and

dimy F=am—1)+n—(m—-1)=n—(1—a)(m—1), Va € [0,1]. (114)

In particular, the range for the dimension is [n — m + 1, n].

To conclude the proof, let a € [n — m + 1,n] and fix dimy F = «. Then, according to (114),
we need to choose a such that n — a = (1 — a)(m — 1), so the critical regularity in (111) is
s(a) = (n —a+1)/2. Thus, by (113), we found a datum (112) that belongs to H*(R"™) for every
s < (n—a+1)/2 and that diverges in a set F' of Hausdorff dimension «. O

7.2. When a < n — m + 1. In this case, the smoothing effect of T; seems unavoidable. Combin-
ing the counterexample of Rogers, Vargas and Vega [32] with the Talbot effect in the counterexample
of the proof of Theorem 1.4, we give a lower bound for s.(«) that is strictly smaller than the non-
dispersive threshold. The proof is similar to that of Theorem 1.4; we sketch it here and skip many
details that can be found in Sections 3 and 5.

Theorem 7.2. Let P be a quadratic form with index 1 < m < n/2. Assume that n/2 < a <
n—m+ 1 and that
n+ (n—2m)(n—a)

S T m—2mt2) (115)

Then, there exists f € H*(R™) such that Tyf diverges in a set of Hausdorff dimension c.

Remark 7.3. Let s(a) be right hand side of (115). Then s(n—m+1) = m/2 matches the exponent
of Theorem 7.1. On the other hand, s(n/2) = n/4 coincides with the exponent in Corollary 1.3.
We show this graphically in Figure 2.

Proof. As in Theorem 7.1, it suffices to work with the symbol (109). Given ¢ € S(R") with ¢
supported in B(0,¢) for some small ¢ > 0 and the parameter R > 1, we propose the datum

fRE =Y 3 —RE &un/R.E/RE — DI").
IIIII‘SR/D
llllezn72m
47



Here, D = R” for some 0 < v < 1, and we split the variable £ = (&,&,&n41,£",£"). Moreover,
| frll2 ~ R™?(R/D)("=2m)/2 The solution takes the form

Tifao) = 3 [0 RE /R R ~ DI ela € + P de
|| <R/D
— R™ e(R:z:l) Z e(gj/// . Dl/// o tD2|l///|2)
Il///‘<R/D

[ 8@ (w1604 -¢ 4 Blomar + R + Ra €' 4¢" - (2"~ 2DI")

E(REEmer + RE € —|€") ) d
We impose t < 1/R, as well as
|z1], |2'], |2 <1, 2" =0 and R|zpm41 + Rt < 1, (116)
so that the phase of the integral is small, and thus

Tufa) = 7| Y e Dt D)

" <R/D
Let p™ € Z" ™, ps1 € Z, q a prime, and
1 1
2 = > pq and = =2 pﬂ;—l—l ‘ (117)

Assuming that ¢ >~ @) and by periodicity, we transform the expression above into a Gauss sum,

R n—2m neopn . 1 2
‘thR(tT)’ ~ R™ <_> Z e <p b +1| | ) (118)

DQ q
-2
l///E]F’(!IL m

By Deligne’s Theorem 3.1 and Lemma 3.6, we know that there is a set G(q) C Z"?m*! such
that |G(q) N [0, g]*2mFY| ~ ¢"=2m+1 and for values (p11,p™) € G(q) the Gauss sum in (118) is
~ q("_zm)/ 2 Asa consequence,

om RO\ KRGO — ( R )““2””/2
Tifr(z)| =~ R (71)@1/2) = TR ~ R 53 : (119)

This result is analogue to Proposition 3.8 and will eventually give the desired Sobolev exponent.
As in (112), the counterexample is built summing fg, for different scales R, = 2% which diverges
in the set F' = limsupy,_,, Fj, where F}, = F'p, are defined by the conditions (116) and (117). The
procedure is the same as in Subsection 3.2, so we do not repeat it here.

Instead, let us focus on the Hausdorff dimension of F. Conditions (116) and (117) suggest

defining
oy R pmi1 1 1 1
v U () ca(50).
9~=Q peG(q)

Indeed, adding an error |¢] < 1/R to the choice of 2" does not alter the result of the Gauss
sum. Calling Hgr, = Hy, let H = limsupy_,,, Hy. Since the rest of the variables can be taken
(z1,2") € [-1,1]™ and z” = 0, the final set F' C R™ will have dimy F = dimy H + m.
To compute dimy H, let us define the geometric parameters wuy, us by
2
Ru1 — D_Q7 Ruz — DQ PRI Q — R2u2—u1—17 D= Rul—uz—l—l'

R
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With them, we easily get an upper bound for dimy H. Indeed, Hg is covered by QR+ (n—2m)us
balls of radius 1/R. Since H is covered by U g Hg, we immediately get

T/R (H) < E QRu1+u2(n—2m)—s _ § : RUQ(TL—2m+2)_1_s
K o Y
k2K k>K

and letting K — oo implies that

dimy H < ug(n —2m +2) — 1. (120)
For the lower bound, we use the mass transference principle in Theorem 4.4. The original exponents
are now b= (1,...,1), and the restrictions we have for uy, us are
U1
1_ _____________
dimy H
e Basic separation restrictions: 0 < ug, us < 1; 1 D
e Q>1:2upg —u; —1>0; 51 o~ )
e Shrinking unit cell: ug —u; < 1/2. o’ 0@?
82 |
&
&x\’? | [
BN !
: + U9
1 1
2

Like we did in Subsection 5.3, to check that the slabs form a uniform local ubiquity system it is
enough to find a = (a1, ag, ... ,az) such that H"(Qrq) > ¢ > 0, where

B Prt1 D?2 p/// D
Ua=J U B <T R1+a1> x B <?’ﬁ :

q~Q peG(g)n[0,g]n—2m+1

According to Proposition 5.2, given any € > 0, it is enough to ask

D? [ D\ 1
W ﬁ ~ W <~ a1+(n—2m)a2 = U1+(n—2m)u2+(1—6)(2U2—Ul—l),
(121)

where additionally uq < a1 < 1 and us < ag < 1. Given any valid uq, ug, there exist such aq,as, so
we apply the mass transference principle in Theorem 4.4 to get

dimy H> Y 14 Y (1= (be—an))+ Y ar

ek teK> leKs
where Ky = {{ : by < 1} takes all the coordinates. In particular, K1 = () = K3, so
dimy H > a1 + az(n — 2m).
Using (121), we rewrite it as
dimy H > (n —2m + 2)ug — 1 — €(2ug —ug — 1).
This is valid for every e > 0, so given that 2us —u; — 1 > 0 and together with (120), we get
dimy H = ua(n —2m + 2) — 1.

Consequently, dimy F' = ug(n —2m +2) + m — 1.
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To conclude, let us fix @ = ua(n —2m + 2) + m — 1. Since 1/2 < uy < 1, the dimension is
restricted to n/2 < a <n —m+ 1. The Sobolev exponent, which is the exponent of R in the last
expression in (119), is m/2 + (1 — ug)(n — 2m)/2, so replacing uy for a we get

s(a) = n+ (n—2m)(n — «)
2(n —2m+2)

0

7.3. When n is odd, m = (n — 1)/2 and a < (n + 3)/2. In this case, the exponent in the
preceding subsection can be improved.

Theorem 7.4. Let n be odd and P be a quadratic form with index m = (n — 1)/2. Assume that
(n+1)/2<a<(n+3)/2 and that

n—a+m+1

1
Then, there exists f € H*(R™) such that Tyf diverges in a set of Hausdorff dimension c.
Remark 7.5. Let s(a) be right hand side of (122) and sr(a) the regularity in (115). At one end
point of o we have s(n —m+1) = sp(n —m+ 1), while the slopes of s(a) and st(a) are —1/4 and
—(n —2m)/[2(n — 2m + 2)], respectively. Hence, s(a) > sp(a) for « < n—m + 1 if and only if
m>n/2—1.

(122)

Proof. The example is similar to the one in the proof of Theorem 7.1, and in particular, we assume
the same presentation of P as

P(&) = &&mr1 + -+ &mbom — &
We consider the initial datum

R = > @& R &nn/R.E/R & — D),

l|<R/2/D
where (&1, .., &ms Emats - - Eamy&n) = (€1, &, Emr1,E",&n). The solution can be written as

Tin@) = Y [ 06 - R /R R~ D) el €+ tP() e

U<R'/2/D

— R™ Z e27ri(Rx1+xn-lD)
I<RV/?/D

/@(f) €<$1€1 + 2’ & + R(xmq1 + Rt)&mqr + R2” - "+

(20 = 2UD) - & + LR(€1,€") - (§ms1,€") — HEE + LDP)) de.
We evaluate it at times 0 < ¢ < 1/R and in the set F' given by the conditions
(z1,2)| <1; Zpmp +Rt=0; 2"=0; and z,=D"'Z+O[R?). (123)
Take the absolute value so that

Tufn(e)| = R"| 3 mientP| e R
ll|I<RY/2/D

R1/2
R

Since || fr|l2 =~ R™/?(RY?/D)Y/?, we get

1/2

LS r (@) 2 R'/? _ pln-2a)/4

Ifrll2 D ’
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where we set D = R* with 0 < a < 1/2. Denote
-2
s(a) = ——— (124)
which is the exponent that will determine the regularity of the datum.
We define the scales Ry = 2* for k € N and set the initial datum f as in (112), so f € H*(R"),
for s < s(a), and T; f diverges in the set F' = limsup,,_, ., F), where F}, are the sets given by (123).
To compute the dimension of F, notice that it is a product F}, = [~1,1]™+! x H}, where

Hy, = {xn €-1,1] : |z, —Dglpl < cR,zl/2 for some p € Z}, ke N.

By the same methods used in the previous subsections, the dimension of this set is 2a, so a =
dimy F = m + 1+ 2a and the range of the dimension is (n+1)/2 < a < (n+ 3)/2.
To conclude the proof, replace 2a = o —m — 1 in (124) to see that s(a) = (n—a+m+1)/4. O
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